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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School, Site No. 738030, is an
active site located on East Seneca Street in the City of Oswego, Oswego
County (Figurés 1 & 2). The 4-5 acre site is currently classified as 2a
Site by the NYSDEC. The site is used by Niagara Mohawk to train personnel
in techniques for fighting fires involving Niagara Mohawk Electrical

Systems.

Part of the training done at the site involves simulating actual
fire gpnditions. O0il from these simulations splashes, leaks; and spills
onto the surrounding ground while the fires are being extinguished. Some
of the o0il used prior to 1977 contained levels of PCBs in excess of 50
ppm, sufficient for classification as a hazardous waste. Sampling done in
1978 detected PCBs in storage tanks, soil, groundwater, surface water, and
sediments around the site. Sampling in 1985 indicated the presence of
dioxins in soil at the site. Steps have been taken to alleviate the
spread of contamination from the site including the installation of a

gravity moat collection and treatment system around the site in 1977.

Threats to groundwater and surface water have been minimized by the
installation of the collection system which has greatly reduced the
potential for contaminant migration. Most previous sampling was done
thirteen years ago in a PCB Characterization Program performed soon after
the moat was installed but before the present water treatment system was
in place. Additional sampling to determine the éxtent of any contaminant

plume emanating from the site needs to be performed.

A site inspection was conducted on November 13, 1990 by Donald
McCall and Robert Kreuzer, both of URS Consultants, Inc, along with James
Morgan, Dan Kehoe, Gerald Shaw, and John Lynk, all of Niagara Mohawk. A
tour of the site was made and photographs of significant features were

taken as presented in Figure 3. During the site inspection, the site
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appeared to be well maintained. 0il staining was observed around some of

the training equipment at the rear of the site.

Based upon analytical results of soil which show contamination by
PCB's in excess of 50 ppm, there is evidence of the presence of hazardous
waste at this site. Additionally, samples of both surface water and
groundwater at the site, taken in 1978, contravene the current water
quality standards for PCBs, thus meeting the criteria for a significant
threat. Therefore, URS recommends that the NYSDEC reclassify this site to
a Class 2 site. A Remedial Investigation should be performed to further
assess the significant threat to the public and the environment and

determine the full extent of contamination.
Sy = 17.31 (Sgy = 25.35, Sgy = 15.94, S, = 0)

Spg = O
Spc = 16.67
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From the east berm of the moat, facing north along the moat
and the training grounds.

Facing north in the training grounds. The gravel surrounding
the transformer in the foreground shows oil contamination.

FIGURE 3-SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School
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Facing south into the training grounds from the parking area.
The entire area is covered with hard packed gravel.

N
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From the western wall of the berm, facing the southeast
corner of the training grounds and moat. Oil contamination
is visible in both the soil and the water in the moat.

FIGURE 3-SITE PHOTOGRAPHS

Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School
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47.15.25 (1190)—9¢ '
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION Copy—REGION

DIVISION OF WAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION Copy—DEE
Copy=DOM
ADDITIONS/CHANGES TO REGISTRY Copy—PREPARER
OF INACTIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL SITES :
1. SITE NAME Niagara Mohawk 2. SITE NO. aXIMN City 4. COUNTY
rire Training School 738030 Oswego ‘ Oswego
5 REGION | 6. CLASSIFICATION 7. ACTIVITY
7 Current 2A__ /Proposed 2 U ace Ejﬂaclnsny  Denst DModNy

8a. DESCRIBE LOCATION OF SITE (Attach U.S.G.S. Topograpnic Map showing site location)
From the City of Oswego, take Route 104 East to East Fourteenth Street. Turn left and
90 1/4 mile. Turn right on East Seneca Street. Take East Seneca'approximately 172
mile. The Niagara Mohawk Fire training school is located on the right hand side of
the street. '

b. Quadrangle _OSWEGO EaSt . 5. Lantuce 43° 28" 23Yongituge 760 28 38" o Tax Mao Nymper 110.84-1-1,

.

Sa BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE SITE (Allach site ptan showing gisposal/samphing locations)

The site is a fire training school used by Niagara Mochawk to train personnel in
fighting fires involving Niagara Mohawk electrical equipment. The site is covered with
hard packed gravel and is surrounded by a moat used to collect surface and subsurface
runoff. Wwhite Creek flows adjacent to the site.

L. Area _________4'5 acres c. EPA 1D Number NVD986870996 a. PASSI D Yes E No
e. Completeq: T Phase | C prase i @ PSA g Sampling

10. BRIEFLY LIST THE TYPE AND QUANTITY OF THE HAZARDOUS WASTE AND THE DATES THAT IT WAS DISPOSED OF AT THIS SITE

Prior to 1977, PCB contaminated oil was used in fire simulations where it would spill
and splash onto the surrounding ground. The total quantity of oil spilled is  unknown.

112 SUMMARIZED SAMPLING DATA ATTACHED
— Axr X Grounawater X Surtace Water % Sou L. Waste L EP Tox Cirelr.

D List contraveneC carameters and vaives

Both groundwater and surface water contained PCBs in excess of the limits.
Soil possibly contains PCBs and dioxin in excess of the limits.
Groundwater PCBs 528 ppb; Surface Water PCB 0.4 ppb; Soil PCB _153,000 ppPb

Dioxins & Dibenzofurans 27 ppb.

12 SITE IMPACT DATA

50 1. Direction West Classification D

Nearest surface water Distance

b Nearest grounowater Deptn Qe 5=7 f. Fiow Direction Nort+h T sole Sourcs = Primary Z Puncipai

¢ Nearest water supply Distance 3000 1. Direction North - Active — runknawne

¢ Nearest buiaing: Distance 500 1 Direction North use _unknown

e Crops or hvesiock on sine? :‘ Yes &No j Within 3 State Economic Development Zone? : Yes X Ne

f Exposed hazardous waste? : Yes £ No k For Class 2a: Code ____. ™eaith Mode! Score

¢ Controiteo sie access” X ves Cno 1. For Class 2. Pnonty Category

n Documenteg fish of widi‘e mortahty? " ves X No m HAS Score .Sm=17,30, Sfe=0, Sdc= 16.67

, imDact on special S1atus Mish or wildife resource®  _ Yes Noin Signficamt Threat  XvYes __ _No .. Uekmowr

13. SITE OWNER'S NAME 14. ADDRESS | 15. TELEPHONE NUMBER
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp. 300 Erie Boulevard West, Syracuse Gl5 »474-1511

16 PREPARER .

Donald A, McCall, Chemical Engineer, URS Consultants, Inc.
Name. Tihie ano Organization™ . .

4-4-5 Far Ll A T YO Y4

Date Sgnature

V7 APPROVED

Name. Titie ang Organization

Nave Sionature
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2, PURFPOSE

Task 1, Data Records Search and Assessment, of the Preliminary Site
Assessment (PSA) was conducted at the Niagara Mohawk Fire Training Fire
School, Site No. 738030, in the City of Oswego, Oswego County, New York
by URS Consultants under contract to the New York State Department of
Envirommental Conservation (NYSDEC) Superfund Standby Contract (Contract

No. D002340, Work Assignment No. D002340-3).

The Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School site (Figure 1) is a
suspected inactive hazardous waste site recognized by NYSDEC. This site
is currently classified as Class 2a because there is insufficient
information to document hazardous waste disposal and/or assess the
significance of potential risks to public health or the environment. The
purpose of a PSA is to provide the information for NYSDEC to reclassify

the site according to the following classifications:

Class 2- Hazardous waste sites presenting a significant threat to

the public health or the environment.

Class 3- Hazardous waste sites not presenting a significant threat

to the public health or the environment

Delist-Sites where hazardous waste disposal can not be documented.

Y
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3. SCOPE OF WORK

The Preliminary Site Assessment, Task I, investigation at the
Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School site comprised several interrelated

tasks as follows:
File Reviews

An extensive data search was conducted, utilizing both site-specific
and regional sources. This information was compiled from existing data as

well as new sources. These include:

o Visit to the NYSDEC office in Albany to conduct a file search
June 14, 1990. (518) 457-3157

o Visit to the NYSDEC Region 7 office to conduct a file search,
November 13, 1990. (315) 426-7531

o . Phone Conversation with the Oswego County Health Department
(Evan Walsh) regarding file information, February 28, 1991
(Ref. 1). (315) 469-3557

o Phone conversation with the New York State Health Department
(Ronald Heerkens) regarding file information, February 28,
1991 (Ref. 2). (315) 426-7612

Site Inspection

A site inspection and interview was conducted on November 13, 1990,
between 11:00 A.M. and 12:30 PM, in order to assess the surface
characteristics of the site and vicinity, observe evidence, if any, of
hazardous substances or wastes present, photograph the site, conduct

preliminary air monitoring using a PID (HNu) and a radiation meter, and

-4
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confirm information obtained from the initial data search. A USEPA Site
Inspection Report (EPA Form 2070-13) and the NYSDEC "Additions/Changes to
the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites" were completed

following the site inspection.

The site inspection was conducted by the following personnel:

NAME TITLE AFFILIATION

Robert Kreuzer Geologist URS Consultants, Inc.
Donald McCall Chemical Engineer URS Consultapts, Inc.
James Morgan Associate Sr. Envirom- Niagara Mohawk

A mental Analyst

Dan Kehoe Fire Protection Specialist Niagara Mohawk
Gerald Shaw Utility Mechanic Niagara Mohawk

John Lynk Director of Fire Training Niagara Mohawk

The morning of the site inspection, Mr. Morgan from Niagara Mohawk
gave URS several documents providing information on the site, including
information on the operation of the treatment systems, and some results of
previous sampling events. The grounds of the fire training school were
then toured, including a walk around the bermed moat which borders the

site on the eastern, southern, and western sides of the property.

During the site inspection, the site was monitored with an HNu and
with a radiation meter. No readings were recorded above background levels
on either instrument. The area of the site used for training is
completely flat, fenced, covered with hard packed gravel, and located
within the moat. Many small buildings and pleces of electrical equipment
used for training purposes are located within the fenced area. 0il stains
were observed on the ground around several areas at the southern portion
of the site where oil is burned to simulate actual fires. The site

appeared to be well maintained.
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4. SITE ASSESSMENT

4.1 Site History

The Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School (#738030) is an active site
located on East Seneca Street in the City of Oswego. The site has been
used since 1957 for the purpose of training personnel from Niagara Mohawk
and other organizations in techniques for fighting fires involving Niagara
Mohawk electrical systems. Various pieces and types of utility equipment
(transformers, Buildings, etc.) are located on the training school
grounds. During training exercises, some of this equipment is doused with
0il and set on fire to simulate actual fire conditions. As the fire is
being extinguished, oil from the fire spills onto the surrounding area due

to splashing, leaking, and run-off (Ref. 3).

0il from the facility began to seep into the soils surrounding the
facility, and to runoff into White Creek. Runoff was especially prevalent
during heavy rains. O0il discharge to the creek was documented as early as
1974 (Ref. 3,4). 1In 1976, two studies were done for Niagara Mohawk to
determine the extent of o0il saturation in the ground. The conclusion was
that oil contamination was confined to the southern half of the site. In
1977, a collection system consisting of an earth-bermed moat was
constructed around three sides of the site. Collected water was then
pumped through an oil/water separator and discharged to White Creek. The
facility first received a SPDES (State Pollution Discharge Elimination

System) Permit on October 1, 1977 (Ref. 5).

Prior to 1977, oil that contained PCBs was burned in some of the
simulation fires. According to Niagara Mohawk personnel, the oil
contained only residual PCBs that were in the tanker trucks used to haul
oil. A PCB Characterization Program to determine the extent of
contamination, was done for Niagara Mohawk at the site in 1978 (Ref. 6).

Since 1977, all oil burned at the fire school has been certified to be PCB

-6-
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free (Ref. 10). 1In 1980, the SPDES permit was modified by the NYSDEC to
include a limitation on PCB discharge to the creek. To meet the new
effluent limitations, a two stage granular activated carbon absorption
system was added to the existing oil/water separation system. A study was
completed in December 1990 on upgrading the system to meet the most recent

proposed change in PCB effluent limitations (Ref. 34).

The site previously contained a number of tanks used to store oil
which was used in the fire training excercises. Niagara Mochawk removed
all of the storage tanks and a 1,000 gallon waste oil storage tank in
1990. These were replaced with 2 - 8,000 gallon above ground steel tanks

which have a secondary containment system (Ref. 36).

4.2 Site Topogravhy

The Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School is a small site, estimated
to be 4-5 acres in size. The actual training grounds of the site are flat
and entirely covered with a hard-packed gravel surface. Small buildings,
training stations and equipment are located on the grounds. A bermed
moat, 4-5 feet deep, surrounds the training grounds on three sides. The
moat is adequate, according to Niagara Mohawk, for intercepting surface
water runoff from the site. Beyond the moat are woodlands and élso White

Creek that flows along the west side of the site.

Although the site is located within the limits of the City of
Oswego, the immediate vicinity of the site is not densely populated. Two
other sites on the NYS Registry of inactive hazardous waste disposal sites
are located on East Seneca Street near the fire training school. These
are the Pollution Abatement Services site (#738001), a class 2 site on the
National Priorities List which has undergone remediation, and the East

Seneca Street Dump, a class 2a site (#738027) (Ref. 7).
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4.3 Site Hydrology

Surface Water Hydrology

As shown in Figure'l, White Creek, a Class D stream and tributary to
Wine Creek, is located adjacent to the Fire Training School site (Figure
2). There is much confusion among the various documents associated with
this site as to the name of the creek adjacent to the school. Many
documents refer to Wine Creek when in fact they are referring to White
Creek. The moat located around the site was intended to intercept any
surface runoff from the site that might contaminate White Creek. All of
the water collected in the moat is treated via carbon absorption prier to
being discharged to White Creek. White Creek joins Wine Creek and
eventually flows into Lake Ontario, less than 1 mile north of the site.
Portions of the land around Wine and White Creeks are designated as NYSDEC
Freshwater Wetlands, OE-l1 and OE-2. The total area of these wetlands is

estimated to be more than 100 acres in size (Ref. 8).

Groundwater Hydrology

The Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School is located in the Erie-
Ontario Plain physiographic province (Ref. 33). The geology of this area
is characterized by unconsolidated glacial deposits overlying bedrock.
These dep;sits consist primarily of ablation tills, lodgement tills,
lacustrine deposits, and sand/gravel depo§its (Ref. 9). The underlying
Upper Ordovician Oswego Sandstone at the site is at a depth of 7 to 10
feet (Ref. 3, 11, 27). The overlying soil in the vicinity of the site is
classified as Scriba‘very stony soils. Scriba soils are somewhat poorly
drained, are moderately coarse textured, and have a fragipan. The layers
of this soil typically consist of layers of stony loam and very stony fine
sandy loam (Ref.  11l), Previous borings taken at the site (Ref. 3,6)

indicate the subsurface soil to be very dense sand, silt, and gravel.
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It is assumed that a portion of the groundwater in the shallow
layers of the overburden at the site is intercepted by the moat that
surrounds the site on three sides (Figure 2). No water level monitoring
has been done to determine the effectiveness of the moat for containing
groundwater. Groundwater in the bedrock is assumed to be flowing north
towards Lake Ontario. The seasonal high water table in the area of the
site is assumed to be 1/2 to 1 foot below ground surface (Ref. 11).
Borings logs from around the site taken prior to the moat installation
showed water levels 10 inches to 7 feet below ground, with most 2-3 feet
below ground (Ref. 3). Regionally, the water in the upper 100 feet of the
Oswego Sandstone is generally of suitable quality for drinking water (Ref.
28).

4.4 Contamination Assessment

On-Site Storage Tanks

Fourteen samples of o0il from on-site storage tanks and other
equipment were taken and analyzed for PCBs as the first part of the PCB
characterization program by O'Brien & Gere for Niagara Mohawk in 1978,
Three Aroclor mixtures were detected in these samples at total levels as
high as 125 ppm. All subsequent samples in this program were only

analyzed for the three aroclors detected in the storage tanks (Ref. 6).
Soil Contamination

Samples have been taken of soil from both the training grounds and
the surrounding area of the Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School. Six
samples of soil were taken and analyzed for PCBs as part of the PCB
Characterization Program by O’Brien & Gere for Niagara Mohawk in 1978
(Ref. 6). These- samples, from both onsite and offsite locatioms, all
contained PCBs in concentrations varying from 7 to 153,000 ppb as shown in

Table 1. Sample SG-17, taken from the site near a demonstration

.9.
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TABLE 1
- ——
Soil Grab Samples
Summary of Analytical Data - O'Brien & Gere, July 1978
~ Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School
Sample Arocior 1016 Aroclor 1254 Aroclor 1260 Total Aroclor
Identification Location (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)
SG-5 West of White ‘ <0.8 1.5 5.5 7.0
— Creek
SG~13 South of the Site <2 11 18 29.0
_ SG-14 Southeast of the <0.7 6.5 3.2 9.7
- Site -
- SG-15 Northeast of the <1 4 10 - 14.0
- . Site
SG-16 Northeast Corner <2 19 11 30.0
- Onsite
SG-17 Predominant Spili 120,000 33,000 <12000 153,000
- Area
— » Based on Reference 6.

The PCB oil sampling program detected only the presence.of three Aroclor
e mixtures in onsite tanks: 1016, 1254, and 1260. Therefore, all subsequent
N samples were only analyzed for these three Aroclors.
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transformer, contained the highest level of PCBs at 153,000 ppb. All
other soil samples, in both the on and offsite locations, contained less
than 30 ppb of PCBs. The report (Ref. 6) concluded that the offsite PCBs
may be due to residual background contamination from other sources. The
New York State Department of Health had the following comment: "Soils
offsite may be contaminated from particulates in smoke which were
generated during the relatively low temperature, open-burning exercises"

(Ref. 35).

In November of 1985, soil samples were taken and split between the
NYSDEC and Niagara Mochawk from three onsite locations to be analyzed for
dioxins and dibenzofurans. One offsite background sample was also
collected. Results of these samples are shown in Table 2. One sample,
taken near a training pit, was found to contain a total of 23.86 ppb of
dioxin isomers, and 3.2 ppb of the dibenzofuran isomers (Ref. 12). A
sample analyzed by O'Brien & Gere which was a composite of the four
samples also taken in November did not show the presence of any

contamination (Ref. 13).

In May of 1986, O'Brien & Gere analyzed a sample taken from the same
location where the NYSDEC found the dioxin contamination. Again, neither
dioxin nor dibenzofuran contamination was found in this area (Ref. 14).

These results are shown in Table 2.

The most recent sampling event occurred in June of 1988 when soil
samples were collected and split between the NYSDEC and Niagara Mohawk.
Three samples were collected from the site by the NYSDEC and were to have
been analyzed for volatiles, semivolatiles, pesticides and PCBs by Versar,
Inc. (Ref. 15). The only results available were the veolatile organic
analyses for all three of the samples, and the pesticides/PCB analyses for
samples #1 and #3 (Ref. 16). No volatile organics were detected in any of
the three samples. Sample #1 was found to contain low levels of the

pesticides Aldrin, Dieldrin, and Endosulfan II. Results of the available

-10-
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TABLE 2

Soil Samples

Summary of Analytical Data - NYSDOH and O'Brien & Gere, 1985 and 1986

Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

Sample Sample #1 Sample #2 Sample #3 Sample #4 Composite |Resample #2
identification NYSDOH '85 | NYSDOH '85 | NYSDOH '85 | NYSDOH '85 | OBG '85* OBG '86
(ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)

2.3,7.8-Tetrachlorodibenzodioxin <0.02 <0.02 <0.07 <0.03 <10 <0.500
Total Tetrachlorodibenzodioxin <0.02 <0.02 <0.07 <0.03 <10 <0.500
2,3,7,8=Tetrachlorodibenzofuran <0.06 <0.06 <0.06 <0.06 <10 <0.500
Total Tetrachiorodibenzofurans <0.06 1 <0.06 <0.06 <10 <0.500
Total Pentachlorodibenzofuran <0.05 1.1 <0.05 <0.05 <10 <0.500
Total Hexachlorodibenzofuran <0.06 0.7 <0.06 <0.06 <10 <0.500
Total Heptachlorodibenzofuran <0.08 0.4 <0.08 <0.08 <10 <0.500
Total Octachlorodibenzofuran <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 <10 <0.500
Total Pentachlorodibenzodioxin <0.04 0.16 <0.08 _ 50.03 <10 | <0.50C
Total Hexachlorodibenzodioxin <0.07 1.4 <0.09 <0.05 <10 <0.50¢C
Total Heptachlorodibenzodioxin <0.2 6.3 <0.1 <d.07 <10 <0.50(¢
Total Octachlorodibenzodioxin <0.4 16 <0.2 <0.2 <10 <0.50¢

* ~ These results indicate the absence of chiorinated dibenzofurans and dibenzodioxins at an
absolute limit of detection of ten parts per billion. In addition, they are 99% certain that these
compounds are absent at a limit of detection of one part per billion.

Based on References 12, 13, and 14.
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analyses are summarized in Table 3. O’Brien & Gere analyzed the split
soil samples for Niagara Mohawk (Ref. 17). These results are also
summarized in Table 3. PCBs were detected in both samples #1 and %2 at
total concentrations of 880 ppb and 14,000 ppb respectively. The only
other contaminants detected were a few semivolatile organic compounds
(phthalates) which are common laboratory contaminants. Neither the NYSDEC

nor the Niagara Mohawk samples were analyzed for dioxin.
Groundwater Contamination

Five groundwater wells were installed at depths of less ihan 10 feet
and analyzed for PCBs as part of the O’'Brien & Gere PCB Characterization
Program (Ref. 6). Results of these analyses are presented in Table 4.
Well B-2, located in the southeast corner of the training grounds, was the
most contaminated of the groundwater samples. This well contained visible
0il and was found to contain 528 ppb of total PCBs. B-1 in the northeast
corner of the site was the only well found to be free of contamination.
The remaining wells contained 10 to 26 ppb of PCBs. No conclusions
regarding the migration of any contamination was made at that time with
the available information. The current limitation for PCBs in groundwater
is 0.1 ppb NYS Ambient Water Quality Standards (Ref. 18). All wells

except B-1 exceeded this limitation.
Surface Water Contamination

Eleven samples of surface water were collected as part of the 1978
O'Brien & Gere study (Ref. 6). Results of all surface water samples are
presented in Table 5. Four of these samples (SW-8, SW-6, SW-3, and SW-2)
were taken from White Creek. Only the upstream sample SW-8 was found to
be free of PCBs. The remaining samples contained 0.1 to 0.4 ppb of PCBs,
all in excess of the current limit of 0.001 ppb for a Class D Stream (Ref.
18).
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TABLE 3

Split Soil Samples ‘
Summary of Analytical Data - Versar and O'Brien & Gere, 1988

‘Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

Sample identification Sample #1 | Sample #2 | Sample #3 | Sample #1 | Sample #2 | Sample #3
Laboratory Units Versar Versar Versar 0BG 0BG 0BG
Client (NYSDEC) | (NYSDEC) | (NYSDEC) | (NiaMo) (NiaMo) (NiaMo)

Methylene Chiloride vaikg 25
Acetone valkg 94
Di-n-butylphthalate palkg NA NA NA 1,000
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate wa/kg NA NA NA 580
Aldrin rg/kg 28 NA
Dieldrin volkg 2104 NA
Endosulfan Il palkg 83J NA
Total PCBs * vo/kg NA 880 14,000
Cyanide mo/kg NA NA NA <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Aluminum mo/kg NA NA NA 16,000 15,000 17,000
Antimony mg/kg NA NA NA <10 <10 | <10
Arsenic mg/kg NA NA NA 13 10 6.9
Barium mg/kg NA NA NA 190 390 200
Beryllium mg/kg NA NA NA <5 <5 <5
Cadmium mg/kg NA NA NA <1 <1 <1
Calcium mg/kg NA NA NA 16,000 7.800 17,000
Chromium mg/kg NA NA NA 29 28 29
Cobalt mg/kg NA NA NA <5 <5 <5
Copper mg/kg NA NA NA 24 24 20
Iron mg/kg NA NA NA 34,000 31,000 35,000
Lead mg/kg NA NA NA 31 650 22
Magnesium mg/kg NA NA NA 2900 2600 3500
Manganese mag/kg NA NA NA 300 230 490
Mercury mg/kg NA NA " NA <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
Nickel mg/kg NA NA NA 9.9 10 12
Potassium mg/kg NA NA NA 1,500 870 1,100
Selenium mg/kg NA NA NA <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
Silver mg/kg NA NA NA 2 1 2
Sodium mg/kg NA NA NA 900 800 830
Thallium ) mo/kg NA NA NA 110 98 120
Vanadium mg/kg NA NA NA 23 22 25
Zinc ma/kg NA NA NA 43 130 33

* - Total PCBs are given. In all cases the predominant Aroclor was 1248.
NA - Either Not Analyzed or Not Available

Based on References 15, 16, and 17.
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TABLE 4

Groundwater Well Samples
Summary of Analytical Data ~ O’Brien & Gere, July 1978
Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

Sample Arocior 1016 Aroclor 1254 Arocior 1260 Total Aroclor
identification Location (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)
B-1 Northeast Corner of <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
the Site

B-2 Southeast Corner 110 68 350 528.0
of the Site

B-3 Southwest Corner 2 6 2 10.0
of the Site

B-4 Southwest Between 2 <1 13 15.0
the Moat & Creek

B-5 Northwest of the 5 <2 21 26.0
Entran_ce

Based on Reference 6.

The PCB oil sampling program detected only the p'resence of three Aroclor
mixtures in onsite tanks: 1016, 1254, and 1260. Therefore, all subsequent
samples were only analyzed for these three Aroclors.
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TABLE S

Surface Water Samples
Summary of Analytical Data — O'Brien & Gere, July 1978
Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

Sampile Aroclor 1018 Aroclor 1254 Aroclor 1260 Total Aroclor
ldentification Location (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)
SW-1 Ditch <0.1 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
sSw-2 White Creek 0.1 0.3 <0.1 0.4

Downstream
sSw-3 White Creek at <0.1 0.1 <0.1 0.1
Qutfall
SW-4 * Qutfall
SW-§ Oil/Water <50 500 170 670.0
Separator Inlet '
SW-6 White Creek 0.3 <0.1 <0.1 0.3
Adjacent to Site
SW-7 Southwest Moat 8.9 <1.0 1.2 10.1
SwW-8 White Creek <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Upstream
SW-9 South Moat 0.1 0.1 <0.1 0.2
SW-10 Southeast Moat 15 T21 <1.5 17.1
SW-11 East Moat 0.2 <0.1 <0.1 0.2
SW-12 Northeast Moat 0.4 <0.1 0.1 0.5

* - No sample was taken because no discharge was present in the outfail at the
time of the sampling.

Based on Reference 6.

The PCB oil sampling program detected only the presence of three Aroclor
mixtures in onsite tanks: 1016, 1254, and 1260. Therefore, all subsequent

samples were only analyzed for these three Aroclors.
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There are two surface water discharge points from the site to White
Creek. These are a ditch at the north end of the site and the outfall
from the water treatment system. Analysis of the sample from the ditch
(SW-1) did not detect the presence of any PCBs. Because the water
treatment sysﬁem was not operating during the O’Brien & Gere sampling
event, no sample could be taken at the outfall to the creek (SW-4).
Effluent from the system is monitored by Niagara Mohawk twice a month

during a period of discharge from the separator (Ref. 5).

The treatment system, referred to by Niagara Mohawk as the PCB
filter system, was designed in combination with an existing oil separation
facility to treat waters collected in the moat encircling the Niagara
Mohawk Training Facility. An overflow pipe is designed to transport water
during peak high water periods and during power outages when the oil/water
separator is not functioning. The frequency of this occurance and the

volume of water which bypasses the treatment system is not known (Ref. 5).

Surface water samples were also taken from the meoat that surrounds
the site. Except for a sample taken directly at the inlet to cthe
oil/water separator (SW-5), the levels of PCBs in the remaining five moat
samples (SW-7, SW-9, SW-10, SW-11, and SW-12) ranged from 0.2 to 17.1 ppb.
Sample SW-5 contained a visible o0il layer and was found to contain PCBs at
a level of 670 ppb. All effluent from the moat around the site is treated
prior to discharge to meet the PCB effluent limitations (2 ug/l) required
by their SPDES permit. The system is being upgraded to meet the new PCB
effluent limitations of 0.065 ug/l (Ref. 34).

Sediment Contamination

For each of the surface water samples collected in 1978 by O'Brien
& Gere, a sediment sample was also collected and analyzed for PCBs (Ref.
6). Results of these analyses are presented in Table 6. All four of the
samples taken from White Creek (SG-8, SG-6, SG-3, and SG-2) contained

-12-
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TABLE 6

Sediment Grab Samples
Summary of Analytical Data -~ O’Brien & Gere, July 1978
Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

Sample Aroclor 1016 Aroclor 1254 Aroclor 1260 Total Aroclor
identification L.ocation (ppb) (ppb) (ppb) (ppb)
SG-1 Ditch <0.5 2 4 6
sG-2 White Creek 21 13 17 81

Downstream
SG-3 White Creek at 92 40 71 203
the Qutfall
SG-4 Qutfall <53 530 140 670
SG-6 White Creek 400 59 76 535
Adjacent to Site '
SG-7 Southwest Moat 280 130 63 473
SG-8 White Creek 170 36 110 316
Upstream
SG-9 South Moat 160 480 150 790
SG-10 Southeast Moat 2,700 560 610 3,870
SG-11 East Moat 18 39 26 83
SG~12 Northeast Moat 3,900 <390 740 4,640

Based on Reference 6.

The PCB oil sampling program detected only the presence of three Aroclor
mixtures in onsite tanks: 1016, 1254, and 1260. Therefore, all subsequent

samples were only analyzed for these three Aroclors.
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PCBs. The upstream sample contained 316 ppb of PCBs while the remaining

samples contained 51 to 535 ppb of PCBs.

Analysis of the sediment from the ditch (SG-1) showed only 6 ppb of
PCBs while analysis of the outfall (SG-4) showed PCBs at a level of 670

PPb.

Sediment contamination in the moat samples (SG-7, SG-9, SG-10, SG-
11, and SG-12) varied considerably, ranging from 83 to 4640 ppb of PCBs.
$G-10 and SG-12 along the eastern edge had the highest concentrations of
PCBs. NYSDEC Fish & Wildlife Sediment Cleanup Criteria need to be
calculated in order to determine if the sediments exceed the aquatic
toxicity based criteria of 0.001 ppb for a class D stream (Ref. 18). Both

PCBs and organic carbon need to be analyzed in sediments to perform the

calculations.
Alr Contamination

No sampling of air in the vicinity of the site has been conducted.
Based on the nature of the waste disposal at the site, air contamination
is not considered to be a significant factor at the site. Monitoring of
the site with an HNu during the site inspection did not indicate any
readings above background levels. However, in the opinion of the New York
State Department of Health, "Soils offsite may be contaminated from
particulates in smoke which were generated during the relatively low
temperature, open burning exercises. Soil sampling should take into

consideration the predominant wind direction” (Ref. 35).

-13-
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5. ASSESSMENT OF DATA ADEQUACY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

5.1 Hazardous Waste Deposition

At the Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School site, PCB contaminated
0il was used in fire simulations. As a result of these simulations, o0il
was spilled onsite and subsequently seeped into the soil of the training
grounds and was found to be present at significant concentrations in the
moat water and sediments (Ref. 3, 5, 6, 10). It is unknown how much of
this o0il might have entered the ground over time. PCB contamination of
the soil, surface water, groundwater and sediments at the site have all
been documented in previous sampling (Ref. 6). Some PCB concentrations in
the soil and on-site storage tanks were sufficient for classification as
TSCA hazardous wastes (>50 ppm). Dioxins and dibenzofurans were also
detected in a soil sample taken from the site. Dioxin has been found as
a trace component of combustion (Ref. 19). As PCB contaminated oil was
burned on site, it is probable that the dioxin detected in the on site

soil is attributable to onsite activities.

5.2 Significant Threat Determination

Previous sampling has indicated PCBs were present in the soil,
groundwater, surface water and sediments around the fire school sirte.
Samples of surface water, soil and groundwater at the site, taken in 1978,
exceed the current limits for PCBs, thus meeting the criteria for a
significant threat. The installation of the moat has helped to alleviate
the spread of contamination from the site. The majority of the
contamination at the site was confined to the southern area where the fire

simulation activities take place.

The moat around three sides of the site was designed to intercept
contaminants being spread to the groundwater and surface water. The

surface water is not used for drinking in the vicinity of the site.

<14-
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Groundwater is used by approximately 80 people living along Lake Ontario
downgradient from the site. Although these threats are not assumed to be
significant, no testing of the groundwater from the bedrock aquifer has
been done. The current potential for the release of contaminants through
fire or explosion is insignificant because contaminated oil has not been

used at the site since 1977.

Because the site is fenced, contact with contaminated soil within
the fenced area by unauthorized personnel 1is a remote possibility.
Contact by personnel using the training grounds is also remote because the
entire site is covered with layers of hard packed gravel. However, it is
possible that soils outside of the fenced area were contaminated by PCB's
before 1977. Soils offsite may also have been contaminated from
particulates in the smoke which was generated during the relatively low
temperature open burning exercises (Ref. 35). In addition, prior to the
installation of the moat system around the site, 0il slicks were noted in
areas offsite after heavy rains. Some of this oil was probably the high

PCB o0il noted in the vicinity of SG-17 (Ref. 6).

In regards to dioxins present on site, 2,3,7,8-tetrachloro-
dibenzodioxin, the most toxic of the dioxin isomers (Ref. 19), was not
detected in any of the samples. The one sample in which dioxins were
found was located 8" below the ground surface. Dioxins and dibenzofurans
have low vapor pressures, are insoluble in water, and do not migrate
appreciably in soil (Ref. 19). Dioxins were not detected during any other

sampling conducted at the site.
5.3 Recommendations

Based upon analytical results of surficial soil, groundwater and
sediment samples which show contamination by PCB's in excess of 50 ppm,
there is evidence of the presence of hazardous waste at this site.

Additionally, samples of both surface water and groundwater at the site,

-15-
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taken in 1978, contravene the current water quality standards for PCBs,
thus meeting the criteria for a significant threat. Therefore, URS
recommends that the NYSDEC reclassify this site to a Class 2 site. In
addition, sampling in the form of a Remedial Investigation should be
performed to further assess the significant threat to the public and the

environment.

Much of the available sampling information from the Niagara Mohawk
site was done in 1978. No bedrock monitoring wells were installed in
order to assess the threat to those 80 people living along Lake Ontario
and using private residential wells for potable water. It is recommended
that much of this sampling be redone to characterize the current site
conditions at the training school grounds and the surrounding area.
Additional sampling would help tc determine the extent of PCB migration

from the site during the past decade.
Specific Recommendations for Remedial Investigation Include:

- Surface water and sediment samples should be taken from White
Creek upstream, adjacent to, and downstream of the site.
Samples should also be taken at the outfall from the treatment
system and from the ditch. These samples should be analyzed
for PCBs, dioxins, and TOC. '

- A minimum of four groundwater monitoring well pairs should be
installed at the site. The well pairs would consist of one
well in the shallow overburden, and one well in the bedrock
layers to assess the contamination in the bedrock. The well
pairs should be installed upgradient of the site (south),
downg;adient of thersite (north), in the southeast corner of
the training grounds where previous contamination was

detected, and across White Creek (west) in order to determine
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if contaminants are discharging into, or migrating beyond

White Creek.

Overburden and bedrock soil samples should be taken from all
monitoring well borings to determine the depth and extent of
contamination. These samples should be analyzed for TCL
parameters as previous soil samples detected the presence of
volatiles, semivolatiles, pesticides, PCBs, and metals. The

sample from onsite should also be analyzed for dioxins.
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PRELIMINARY COST REPORT
ON
OIL SPILL PREVENTION, CONTROL, AND COUNTERMEASURE PLAN
FOR

OSWEGO FIRE SCHOOL

Prepared by K. Subbarao
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.
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Mr. Day e 4 - R

For thae Racord
Mr. Critz

e~

Qly 15, 1974

On Wednesday, July 3, 1974, the writer inspected Wine Creck for an
oil discharga. I found a continuous thin film of oil at thbe crossing

of Wine Creek and Middle Road

I first inspected Pollution Abatenment Services which 1s immediately
upstream, but there was no apparent discharge coming from the facility.

Upon further inspection upstrean the dischargs appesred to be coming
from the Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School.

Az this school oil has been used to simulate transformer and other

types of electric fires over the past twelve years. As a result of

this activity, the ground has becowme saturated with oil. 1In the past
few years Niagara Mohawk has taken adequate measures tO prevent any more
saturation of this area. Due to the saturation there 18 a contiauing
discharge of oil from the premises caused by leaching. During normal
flows Niagara Mohawk has baken measures to prevent the oil from reaching
the stream but because of the above average rainfasll the night before
there was considerable leaching causing the oil discharge to the stream.
There 1s nothing reasonable I can recommend to Niagara rohawk to

temady this high flow problem.

If there is any property damsge dowvnscresam due to oil, Niagara Mohawk
will be held responsiblae.

cet Mr. Barolo

HMr, Runtley

Mr. Turkki

HMr. Day, Kiagara Mohawk

R
. : Ec[/Vg
JZZ 0
<l

R. C. CLANCY ‘€ Op;
JUL 301974
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. INTERRAL CORRESPONDENCE

FORM 112:2 R 191

NIAGARA é’i MOHAWK

Z
_ DISTRICT  gyracuse
;?!\ A. Fini . DATE 9/9/76 FiLe cooe SC 76
o R. Pohl . suosecr S0il (For oil Contamination)

Thirty-three (33) soil samples from the Oswego Fire Training
Facilities were received in the System Chemical Laboratory to determine
the extent of o0il saturation in the surrounding ground and the location
of possible storage tank leakage.

The samples were dried to eliminate ground water, finely div-
ided and oil was extracted from a representative portion with chlorofornm.
The extract was filtered, dried and weighed. Infrared spectra were made
of the samples with sufficient concentration of o0il and compared with
samples from the storage tanks at the facilities as well as water—emul-
sion samples from a nearby ditch and No Name Creek.

Every infrared spectrum was indicative of petroleum hydrocar-
bons except the ditch water which was not of sufficient concentration
to scan. '

It would appear that the results obtained confirms the findings
of Parratt-Wolff, Incorporated that the contamination is most prevelant
C: at borings 1, 6 and 7.

Results are as follows:

TEST BORING # % OIL TEST BORING % § OIL TEST BORING # % OIL

Bl S1A 4.36* B3 S1 0.07 B6 S2B* 2.79
Bl S1B 5.84 B3 S2 0.02 B6 S3 0.0°
Bl s1cC 2.90% B6 S4 Nil
Bl sa2A 4.26 B4 sl 0.02
Bl S2B 2.38 B4 S2 0.04 B7 S1l* 1.80
Bl s3 1.55 B7 s2* 1.55
Bl sS4 0.42 B5 Sl 0.05 B7 S3Ax 0.74
Bl S5 0.87* : BS5 S2 0.04 B7 S3B* 0.16
B5 S3 Nil B7 S4 0.01
B2 s1 0.07 B5 S4 0.03 B7 S5 0.03
B2 82 0.05
B2 S3 0.10 B6 S1 0.02 B8 S1 0.01
B2 S4 0.09 B6 S2A* 6.90 B8 S2 0.03

* Infrared spectra run on these samples

&; gfftéd
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OSWEGO FIRE TRAINING FACILITIES
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' 2] parrate <

N wolf Finc
-_‘\ FISHER RD _€AST SYRACUSE N Y 13087
. TELEPHMONE AREA CODE 31874377429

August 13, 1976

Niagara Mobawk
300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, New York 13202

Attention: Mr. Robert Pohl

Re: 7678
Oswego Fire Training Facilities
Oswego, New York
Purchase Order #16413

Gentlemen:

Enclosed are the logs of eight test borings made for you for the above
project.

Samples from these borings have been delivered to your office this
date under separate cover.

The borings were made at points indicated on the enclosed plot plan and
were drilled in accordance with ASTM methods for split barrel sampling

{ in soils.

It would appear from the samples that the o0il is confined to the
southern portion of the site. Borings #1,5,6 and 7 indicate contamin-
ation of some degree with a greater concentration at Boring #1,

All holes were driven to refusal which probably is soild sandstone.

The oil that appears in the lower portions of these borings could not
be identified in the field by visual metbods. There is a slight odor
from the samples.

The water table is indicated on the boring logs. This varies because of
the nature of the material causing trapped water. We installed a well
point at Boring #B and a check now would give you a fair indication of
the natural water table.

If we can be of any further help, please contact us.

Very truly vours,

PARRATT -~ WOLFF, INC.

. .. Royden S5, Parratt
.{ RSP/1inc
encs:
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PROJECT

LOCATION

DATE STARTED

GROUND WATER

TEST BORING LOG

FISHER ROAD C

EAST SYRACUSE, N.Y. 130

Oswego Fire Training Facilities HOLENO. B-1I
Oswvego, New York SURF.ELEV,
8/9/76 COMPLETED B/9/76 JOB NO. 7678

Depth on completion 7.0°

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6 W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30”

C= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE
BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASING

CASING 12 W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"

SHEET __1 OF 1

w
& o1 SAMPLE
DEPTH C. N. : 21| bEPTH DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
(7]
1/1 1 0.0'-| Brown moist very loose medium to
1/2 2.0 fine GRAVEL, little fine to
2/5 2 2.0'-| coarse sand, trace silt 1.¢
5/720=~ 3.5 Brown wet medium dense SILT,
5.0 .0 Boulder | little medium to fine gravel,
25=.5 13 4,0'~-| trace fine sand 2.°
A4 13/20 |4 b.s Brown moist medium dense medium
WL 725=.2 5.0'-{ to fine SAND, trace silt, struck
28/31 [ 5 6.2' | boulder 3.
10.0 64-. 4 7.0'-| Brown moist very dense medium to
725-.0 [ 6 B8.4' | fine SAND and SILT, trace medium
9.2° to fine gravel L,:

Brown moist very dense fine to
coarse GRAVEL, little silt,

trace fine sand

Top of Rock 9.:
Bottom of Boring i 9..

Note: Oily water running in hole
between 6 and 8 feet.
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3
" parrats FISHER ROAD \Z
&D ma EAST SYRACUSE, N Y. 13057

wolffine
TEST BORING LOG
PROJECT Oswego Fire Training Facilities HOLE NO. B-2
LOCATION Oswego, New York SURF.ELEV.
DATE STARTED 8/10/76 COMPLETED 8/10/76 JOB NO. 7678
GROUND WATER Struck water at 0.8' while drilling

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C=NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12 W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"
SHEET 1 OF ]

BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASING

w
& ol SAMPLE
e RIPTION OF MATERIA
DEPTH c. N. £2| Derrw DESC L
w
A4 2/3 1 0.0'-| Brown moist loose fine to medium
WL 3/b 2.0 GRAVEL 0.5
B/12 |2 2.0'-| Brown moist loose medium to fine
12/9 | L.o* SAND, some silt, trace fine
5.0 3/10 13 L.0'- gravel 2.0
65“ ; g;g% Brown moist medium dense SILT,
ﬂgr?g + 8’8'- some fine sand 4.0
gL—T Brown moist medium dense SILT,
: 50-.3 |5 .0'- X .
10.0 8,3 trace fine sand, trace fine

gravel, trace organic matter 7.0°

covery| Brown wet very dense coarse to

fine GRAVEL, some silt, little
coarse to fine sand

Top of Rock N 8.8¢
Bottom of boring 3.0

Note: Water running in hole at
0.9'.

100046



PROJECT

LOCATION

DATE STARTED

GROUND WATER

[DEHWTECC
wolffine

Oswego,

Oswego Fire Training Facilitices

New York

8/10/76

Depth on completion 2.8'

COMPLETED

FISHER ROAD <;

EAST SYRACUSE, N.Y. 13057

TEST BORING LOG

HOLENO. B=3
SURF ELEV.
8/10/76 JOB NO. =678

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB, WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE

CASING 12 W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"

SHEET__1 _ oF 1

BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASING

w
Z | SAMPLE
DEPTH N. s¢ DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
Z 2| DEPTH
(7]
3/6 11 0.0'=| Brown moist medium dense medium
9/7 | 2.0° to fine GRAVEL, some fine to
Ei coarse sand 3.5
\I L]
5.0 Brown wet dense coarse to fine
87181 2 5.0+-| GRAVEL, little silt, little fine
19 | 6.5 to coarse sand
|
l
10.0 l
75-,0 1] 3 10,0 Top of Rock 10.7
| No re- Bottom of Boring 10.7
| covery
15.0
1
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!' pa m FISHER ROAD
..‘.! I ma EAST SYRACUSE. N.Y. 13057

Wolffine TEST BORING LOG
PROJECT Oswego Fire Training Facilities HOLE NO. DB-3%
LOCATION Oswego, New York | SURF.ELEV
DATE STARTED 8/10/76 COMPLETED B/10/76 JOBNO. 7678
GROUND WATER Depth on completion 2.5'

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C=NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24~
SHEET__!  or _1
BORIXNG MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASING
o S
&~ AMPLE
DEPTH C. N. 5 g DEPTH DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
v
8/13 | 1 0.0'-] Crushed STONE 0.2
A\ 4 1 19/12 2.0° Brown moist dense coarse to fine
i GRAVEL, some fine to coarse sand,
trace silt 3.0
5.0 | Brown moist very dense medium
15/L6 1 2 5.0'-| to fine SAND, little fine gravel,
52 6.5 little silt
Top of Rock B.0O
Bottom of Boring 5.0
10.0
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PROJECT

LOCATION

DATE STARTED

GROUND WATER

' FMBFTTBtI:
wolffinc

Oswego,

B/10/76
Depth on completion 3.5

New York

COMPLETED

FISHE!
EAST

TEST BORING LOG

Oswego Fire Training Facilities

HOLE
SURF

8/10/76 JOB A

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C= NO.OF BLOWS TO DRIVE
BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW

CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"

SHi

STEM AUGER CASIXNG

W
-l .
DEPTH N. 8 S;E"::;E DESCRIPTION OF *
<
w3
3/5 |1 0.0'-} Crushed STONE
1]
10;}1 2'°| Brown moist medium ¢
WL ‘7 ‘2]2é :2 E'g" dense coarse to fine
— 26728 LA some silt, little me
5.0 ;2711 3 6.8'- fine sand
22/35 14 6.0"-
41/38 | 8.0
10.0 82 /75~ 9.5" Top of Rock
.0 No re- Bottom of Boring
covery
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r !. pamm FISHER ROAD

-l l EAST SYRACUSE., N.Y 13C5
Wwolffine TEST BORING LOG

PROJECT Oswego Fire Training Facilities HOLENO. B-~7
LOCATION Oswego, New York SURF.ELEV.

DATE STARTED 8/10/76 COMPLETED 8/10/76 JOB NO. 7678
GROUND WATER Depth on completion 4.2°

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"
SHEET___1 o©F 1

BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASIXNG

(V9]
& &1 SAMPLE
DEPTH C. N. 9 DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
2 2| DEPTH
172
2/10 |1 0.0'- | Brown-black coarse to fine
16/11 2.0 GRAVEL and CINDERS, little
2/4 2 2.0'-| coarse to fine sand, trace

WL ¥V L/6 L,o' silt 4.0

5.0 11/21 13 8.0'- | Gray wet dense coarse to fine
16/24 6.0' | GRAVEL, 1little silt, trace
21/34 |4 6.0'-| fine sand 6.0
;g;;;_ < g;%;_ Brown-gray,@oist very dense
10.0 — 8.7' medium to fine SAND, some
* - : silt, little medium to fine

gravel 8.0
Gray wet medium coarse GRAVEL,
some silt, trace fine sand
Top of Rock

Bottom of Boring

[e sl R0
L ]
~J )
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r!r‘ﬂ parratt

Jﬁﬂ_.i LlJCﬂfﬁﬁnc

=
FISHER ROAD

EAST SYRACUSE, N.Y. 13057

TEST BORING LOG

PROJECT Oswego Fire Training Facilities HOLE NO. B-8B
LOCATION Oswego, New York SURF.ELEV.
DATE STARTED 8/10/76 COMPLETED 8/10/76 JOB NO. 2678
GROUND WATER Depth on completion 3.2'
N= NO.OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30~
C= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"
SHEET__1 _ oF 1
BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASIXNG
=
;| SAMPLE
£Q N OF MAT
DEPTH N. Ez DEPTH DESCRIPTION O ERIAL
170
3/3 1 0.0'-| Brown moist loose medium to fine
L/s 2.0' | SAND, some silt, little coarse
we to fine gravel
L,o!
5.0 , Brown moist very dense fine to
38/65-1 2 5‘0" coarse GRAVEL, some medium to
b : 5.9 fine sand, some silt
10.0 55-.0 | 3 Xo re-| Top of Rock 9.5"
covery| Bottom of Boring 9.5
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OSWEGO FIRE TRAINING SCHOOL FACILITY
PCB SAMPLING PROGRAM

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION

O'BRIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC.
1304 Buckley Road
Syracuse, NY 13221
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July 14, 1978

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION
300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, NY 13202

Attn: Mr. J. M. Toennies
Environmental Affairs Director

Re: Oswego Fire Training
School

File: 1118.016
Gentiemen:
C'Brien & Gere is pleased to present the final report on the analytical
program conducted at the Oswego Fire Training School to determine the
polychiorinated biphenyl (PCB) levels in the immediate area of the site.
The report contains information on the PCB concentrations in the oil,
creek water and sediments, moat water and sediments, ground water and
soil samples at the school.
It has been our pleasure to perform this study for the Niagara Mohawk
Power Corporation and we hope t0 have the opportunity to undertake
similar programs in the future.
Very truly yours,
O'BRIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC.

Sa

Frank J. Drehwing, P.E.
Vice President

FJD:jld

Enclosure:
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SECTION 1 INTRODUCTION

1.01 Introduction

This program was undertaken by O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc. in
response to a request for proposal issued on March 17, 1978 by the
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation. The purpose of the program was to
determine the polychlorinated biphenyl (PCB) concentration in the soil,
sediment, groundwater, surface water and oil at the Oswego Fire Training
School.

Seventeen sediment, fourteen oil and seventeen water samples were
collected in and adjacent to the Fire Training School at Oswego, NY. The
samples were analyzed for several PCBs which were quantitated as Arocior
mixtures. The analytical procedure consisted of solvent extraction,
cleanup, concentration and electron capture gas chromatography.

1.02 Background

PCBs are synthetic organic compounds produced by the chlorination
of biphenyls. There are 209 possible chiorobiphenylis containing from one
to ten atoms of chlorine. Various mixtures are registered in the United
States by the Monsanto Chemical Company under the trade name, Aroclor.
Chemical characteristics of the individual compounds and Aroclor are
dependent on the degree of chiorination. Identification of the PCB

mixture is by numerical nomenclature, for example, Aroclor 1221, Aroclor
1254, etc., with the number indicating the structure and composition of
the compound. The first two digits represent the type of molecuie - 12=
chiorinated biphenyl, 54 = chlorinated terphenyl. The last two digits give
the average percentage, by weight, of chlorine. The exception to this
nomenclature is Aroclor 1016 which contains 41% chlorine by weight, but
in which the penta-, hexa-, and heptachlorobiphenyl content has been
significantly reduced from Aroclor 1242. Detailed reviews discussing the
chemistry of PCBs are available elsewhere. PCBs pose a serious threat to
the environment because of their acute and chronic toxic effects on fish
and mammals.
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1.03 Summary of Results

The oil samples showed that considerable quantities of oil
contaminated in the parts per million (ppm) range was stored on the site.
The sediment and water samples showed PCBs in the low parts per billion
(ppb) range. Soil sample SG 17 which was coliected next to a
demonstration prop on the site was the only sample which contained 3 or
more ppm of PCBs. Several samples from outside the property showed the
presence of PCBs which may be an indication of residual tackground
contamination from sources other than Niagara Mohawk. Because PCBs
are common throughout the environment, it is difficult to draw any
conclusions from the limited amount of data obtained in this study. There
appears to be no readily discernible point source of PCB contaminated
material being discharged to Wine Creek.
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SECTION 3 - RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

3.01 Results

The results for the individual samples are tabuiated in Tables 3-1 to
3-5. Table 3-1 presents a summary of the initial oil sampling program.
Reviewing the results, the presence of three Aroclor mixtures (1016,
1254,1260) was evident. Based on this fact, all subsequent samples were
analyzed for these three Aroclor mixtures. Table 3-2 presents the results
of the surface water analysis from the creek and moat surrounding the
sites. The groundwater observation well results are listed in Table 3-3.
Table 3-4 itemizes the results of the soil samples on and adjacent to
Niagara Mohawk property, and Table 3-5 presents the resuits of sediment

grab samples from the creek and moat.

3.02 Discussion
The Aroclor concentrations in the water fraction were generaily low

compared with the corresponding sediment fraction. The two exceptions
are sample SWS which was collected from the inlet side of the oil/water
separator and sample B2 which was collected from ground water
observation well number two. Both of these samples contained visible
quantities of oil which may have led to the high Aroclor concentration.

Comparing groundwater concentrations to adjacent surface water
samples, it is observed that the groundwater samples are lower, except in
the case of B2 which contained visible quantities of oil. Thus, it is
difficult to establish if the groundwater is contaminated from the Fire
School or some other source.

When reviewing the soil samples in Table 4, it is observed that
background concentrations are located outside the Fire School property.
Sample SG 17, which is inside the property, indicated the soil contains
PCBs. On-site observations reveal the soil in this area retains large
quantities of oil. This oil presumably originated from a large transformer

used during the School's operation.

100057
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The creek sediment samples (SG1, 5G2, SG3, SG6 and SG8) show a
large concentration variation. Therefore, it is difficult to determine a
possible point source. These variations may be due 1o the stream
relocation or sedimentation with the stream. The upstream sample SG8
reveals that there may be a source above the Fire Training School.

Reviewing the samples analyzed, it is observed that there is a
possibility of background PCB contamination within the entire area.
There appears to be no apparent point-source of PCB contaminated oil

being discharged to Wine Creek.
Submitted by:

O'BRIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC.

S |Bly

Frank J. Drehwing, P.E.
Vice President

Prepared by:

David R. Hill
Edwin C. Tifft, Jr., Ph.D.
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Sample

Identification

Tank
Tank
Tank
Tank
Tank
Tank
Tank
Tank
Tank

#1
#3
#4
#5
#6
#7
#8
&9

#10

3000 KVA
Recycle Tank

Transfer Tank

Circuit Breaker
Oil Fraction Oil

Separator

TABLE 3-1
OlIL SAMPLES

PCB
Aroclor Aroclor Aroclor Aroclor
1221 (ppm) 1016 (ppm) 1254 (ppm) 1260 (o=m
<25 <15 <15 32
<25 73 18 <15
<25 85 21 19
<25 67 <15 <15
<25 75 <15 <18
<25 <15 <15 22
<25 74 <15 18
<25 53 16 <135
<25 74 20 19
<25 61 20 17
<25 49 17 27
<25 35 <15 20
<25 52 <15 20
<25 43 <15 <15
9
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TABLE 3-2
SURFACE WATER SAMPLES

PCB

Map 0BG Aroclor Aroclor Aroclor
Designation Sample No. 1016 (ppb) 1254 (ppb) 1260 (pob)

SwW 1 77925 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

Sw 2 77926 0.1 0.3 <0.1

Sw 3 77927 <0.1 0.1 <0.1

SW 4 NO DISCHARGE

SwW S 77928 <50 500 170

SW 6 77929 0.3 <0.1 <0.1

sSw 7 © 77930 8.9 <1. 1.2

Sw 8 77931 <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

sSw 9 77932 0.1 0.1 <0.1

Sw 10 77933 15 2.1 <1.5

sSw 11 77934 0.2 <0.1 <0.1

SwW 12 77935 0.4 <0.1 0.1
Sw = Surface wWater

10
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TABLE 3-3

GROUNDWATER WELL SAMPLES

PCB
Map 0BG Aroclor Aroclor Aroclor
Designation Sample Number 1016 (ppb) 1254 (ppb) 1260 (ppk
B 1 77936 <0.1 <0.1 < 0.1
B 2 77937 110 68. 350.
B 3 77938 2. 6. 2.
B 4 77839 2. ) <1. 13.
B S 77940 5. <2. 21.
Pre Sampling Blank <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
Post Sampling Blank <0.1 <0.1 <0.1
well Liner <0.1 <0.1 <0.1

B = Boring
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TABLE 3-4
SOIL GRAB SAMPLES

PCB
. Map 0BG Aroclor Aroclor
Designation Sampie Number 1016 (ppb) 1254 (ppb)
SG 5 77948 <0.8 1.5
SG 13 77956 <2. 11.
SG 14 77957 <0.7 6.5
SG 15 77958 <1 4.
SG 16 77959 <2 19.
sG 17 77960 120000, ©33000.
SG. - Soil Grab

Aroclor

1260 (pob)

5.3
18.
3.2
10.
11.
<12000.

12 - 100062
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TABLE 3-5
SEDIMENT GRAB SAMPLES

PCB

Map OBG Aroclor Aroclor Aroclor
Designation Sample Number 1016 (ppb) 1254 (ppb) 1260 (pob

SG 1 77944 <0.5 2.3 3.8

SG 2 77945 21. 13. 17.

SG 3 77946 92. 40. 71.

SG 4 77947 < 53.  530. 140.

SG 6 77949 400. 58. 76.

SG 7 77950 280. 130. 63.

SG 8 77951 170 36. 110.

SG 9 77952 160 480. 150.

SG 10 77953 2700. 560. 610.

SG 1 77954 18. 39. 26.

SG 12 77955 3900. < 390. 740.

SG= Sediment Grab

13
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I pa SISHEA RCAD
u mn att EAST SYRACUSE. ~N.Y 12087

wolffine TEST BORING LOG @

PROJECT Fire Fighting Training Station HOLE NO. Toc.T8aL2E
Niagara Mohawk Power Czrpecreaticn

LOCATION Cswege, New Ycrk SURF.ELEV.

CATE STARTED £/.15/78 COMPLETED £/:5/78 JOB NO. TESC

GROUND WATER Zepth cn cempleticn at 2.0 Tile Nc. 22:8.(C-8

N=NQO. OF 3LOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6 W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C=NO OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 127 W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24" . .
SHEET Y OF __ 2
SOFRING MAZE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASING
! EpT | N Zg| sawne DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
, DEPTROC © | $2] perrn
f i ! %)
; o | 5/6 P11 0.0'- Brown moist medium centse fine to muecium
' W AT 2.0° SAND T
e T
: WL | : Gray moist medium dense fine SAND,
: N ! . 13730 + 2 3.0'- some silt, little fine to ccarse
=.0 L 30733 5.0 gravel Lot
20/?2 i x 3'8:’ + Gray moist very dense fine SAND, scrme
. : }gﬁﬁigj m 7;67. silt, some fine to ccarse gravel 5.0
' ’ 57/20_, 8.5' Gray wet very dense fine to mediunm
- | o] - SAND and fine to ccarse GRAVEL, li=<le
o . <y
~ 50-.0 1 5 10.0" Si-T :
i | Bottom of Boring 0.
i |
; . T Note: 1Installed ground water otbservaticn
r , T well to 10.0' on cempleticn.
i
I
i !
: |
j
| ;
1
) [
| T
i
: i |
| ! |
‘ |
|
‘ )
; )
| i !
; ! | |
| T 1
| a
| !
| ?
! !
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' pamm FISHER RQAD
EAST SYRACUSE. N.Y 13057
Ll Coiffee TEST BORING LOG @

PROJECT ire Fighting Trairing Station MOLE NO. 3.2-73-=37
Niagara Mohawk Power Ccrpecration

LOCATION Cswego, New York SURF.ELEV.

DATE STARTED 5/15/78 COMPLETED 5/1%/78 JOB NO. 7830

GROUND WATER Depth on completion at 7.0' File No. 1:1:8.7:6

N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 L8. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C= NC.OF BLOWS TO DRIVE CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24~
SHEET __2 OF -

EOPING MADEL WITH HCLLOW STEM AUGER CASING

o
& o | SAMPLE
o
DEPTH C. N. E 2 DEPTH DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
f )
i o3/3 1 0.0'- Brown moist loose fine SAND, some silt
[ 3/2 2.0
1 | '
| | L 2/3 12 3.0'-

. + » u. '
| s.0 ] /12 5.0° . — . . >
r 5 T 12/21 | 3 T 07- Brown moist medium dense fine SAND

. . £3 -

{ VvV "~ 100-.3 1 6. 31 aqf fine to coarse GRAVEL, trace

, WL . | ] silt

: : 1 ; Refusal 8.0
E 10.0 : ] Bottom of Bering 8.0
: ! !

: i i { Note: Installed ground water cltservaticn
! . | i well to 8.0' on completicn.

! i i |

' | f

: !

| !

r

! n

|

; |

' ?

: i
. , T
| ! l {

i 1 | |
’ - |
; —
| l :
|
|
I

i
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' parratx FISHER ROAD
A YRA !
u L.Uolf:ﬁnc EAST § CUSE, N.Y. 13057
TEST BORING LOG %)
, '@
PROJECT Fire Fighting Training Station HOLENO  3-3-7B-438
Niagara Mohawk Power Corperaticn
LOCATION Oswego, New York SURF ELEV.
DATE STARTED 5/15/78 COMPLETED 5/15/78 JOB NO. 7£:20
GROUND WATER Cepth on completion at 4.5 rile Ne. .118.7:8

N=NC. OF BLOWS TC DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 30"

C= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE

CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALLING 24"

[

SHEET_._1 . OFf

BORING MADE WITH HOLLOW STEM AUGER CASING

wi
Y SAMPLE
DEPTH c. N. s DESCRIPTION OF MATERIAL
' 22| DEPTH
[ %]
‘ Nl ! 2/3 1 0.0'- Brown moist medium cense to dense Zine
| 12/21 2.0 SAND and fine toc ccarse GRAVEL, trace
! L | silt
vt 21/26 | 2 3.0'-
: £.C o 30/55 | 5.0 5.0
T“ N » - -
i . 483/20 _ 3 5.0'- Gray moist very dense Fine SAND, trace
| : } 27 ! 6.5' silt, trace fine to medium gravel
; . i Refusal 7.0'
 ap.a : } Bottom of Bering 7.0!
, } Note: Installed ground water observaticn
; well to 7.0' on cempletion.
| L f

—¢t—— —f—4-—4-—t--4t—2—} -4 -
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v

Ll 5o

PROJECT

—_— ..

LOCATION

DATE STARTED

GROUND WATER
N= NO. OF BLOWS TO D

C=NO. OF BLOWS TO DI

BORING MADE WITE }

DEPTH C.
| S
Y—
WL
5 .0 : l
! |
|
Loo10.0 C T
| T
S
| ' !
| |
| |
|
i
| 1 F—
B }__—_
i l‘ e
:
! 1
—
|

il

p‘l

s\'

(V)
rn

t

. - T
- volt _ Cwr jaZ

Ccp:\) @

I|‘ parratt
Wolffine TEST BORING LOG

Fire Tighting Training Station

PROJECT
Niagara Mohawk Power Corceraticr
LOCATION Cswego, New York

5/15/78 COMPLETED

wn
~
s
wm
~
~3
[+ V]

DATE STARTED
GROUND WATER Depth on completicn at 8.0
N= NO. OF BLOWS TO DRIVE 2" SAMPLER 6" W/140 LB. WEIGHT FALLING °

C= NO.OF BLOWS TQ DRIVE CASING 12" W/300 LB. WEIGHT FALL

BCRING MADE WITHE HOLLCW STEM AUGER CASING

W
s SAMPLE
)
DEPTH C. N. 22| Deptn DES
| »
! 4/9 1 0.0'- Brown moist m
7/6 | 2.0 SAND and SILT
| ‘ gravel
[ 14710 |2 3.0'-
5.0 | | 17/5Q i 5.0
! i i
v , l ‘
! 1 | r
WL 'L ; 6/50-1 3 8.0:- Gray wet very
10.0 | .2 8.7 silt, scme f:
L I 1 Refusal
1 : 1 Bottom of 3er
‘ ! !
% i : Note: Instal
'7 - well <
| |
! i |
| ] ;
b e |
l ] ' |
! ‘! i i ¢
1 Y
; ! i | |
! | L
| | ' '
P ' !
| C
i
i
i
[ |
| |
T
| |
T |
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New York State Depariment of Environmental Conservation
7481 Henry Clay Blvd., Liverpool, New York 13088
Region 7, Envirommental Quality Office
(315) 428-4514

a8
¥
4

Henry G. Williams
Commissioner

April 9, 1986

Mr. Frank Grabowski

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
300 Erie Blvd. West

Syracuse, New York 13202

RE: SOIL SAMPLING AT NIAGARA MOHAWK'S
TRAINING SCHOOL, OSWE®D (C)

Dear Mr. Grabowski:

Pursuant to our recent discussion, enclosed you will find copies of the analyti-
cal results of the soil samples collected at the Fire Training School on October
24, 1985. These soil samples were analyzed by the State Health Department
Laboratory in Albany. The levels of detectibility are as indicated on the
results sheet for sample point #4, which is our background standard, obtained at
the Rice Creek Biological Field Station.

The other three sample points were located on the School grounds. Sample #1
was obtained just east of the transformer spray system at the SE corner of the
grounds. Sample #2 was obtained alongside the training pit about eight inches
below the surface. Sample 3 was obtained along the water level of the inside
moat in the SW corner of the grounds.

As you can see, sample #2 showed scme parameters, of the twelve dioxin and furon
parameters analyzed, at levels greater than detectible. The information this
Department has on dioxin is specific to the isomer 2, 3, 7, 8 -TCDD) (2,3,7,8,-
Tetrachlorodibenzodioxin), for which an action level of 1.0ppb (nanogm/gm) is
recammended. We are seeking a determination from the Health Department's Toxic
Substances Assessment Group on the environmental and heath implications of the
other iscmers identified in our sampling. Once we have this information

in hand, we will be contacting you to define the scope of study and/or reme-
diation required at the NMFTS. In the interim, you may wish to resample at the
training pit sampling location, keeping in mind that DEC's sample was obtained
at a depth of about eight inches below existing grade.
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Mr. Graobowski
Page TwoO
april 9, 1986

Should you wish to discuss this matter further, please feel free to contact me,

Very truly yours,

Kathleen DelPrete
Sr. Sanitary Engineer

Enc..

CC: Mr. Krichbaum
Mr. Flocke
Mr. Gross
Mr. Rupert Collins, Oswego Co. Health Dept.
Dr. Darrell Banks, M.D. Roam 604

KDP:J

v
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION /300 ERIE BOULEVARD WEST, SYRACUSE, N.Y. 13202/TELEPHONE (315) 474-1511

March 7, 1986

Ms. Kathleen DelPrete

Sr. Sanitary Engineer

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

7481 Henry Clay Blvd.

Liverpool, NY 13088

Re: Oswego Fire Training School
Soil Sampling and Analysis

Dear Ms. DelPrete:

In accordance with your request of March 4, 1986 Niagara Mohawk submits
a copy of the analytical results of the composite soil sample collected
from the Fire Training School. Four soil samples were collected last fall
and taken to 0'Brien & Gere for compositing and analysis.

If you have any questions on this submittal, please contact the under-
signed at (315) 428-6616.

Respectfully,
cg;;hanxlg}Q//é?4¢zlng=4éL~ A of ([ é’/té
F. J: Grabowski “Ch O :
Environmental Analyst

 FJG:dd

Enclosure
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cc: T. J. Rooney/J. M. Toennies
VvF. J. Grabowski
John Corcoran
John Lynk
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January 20, 1986

Mr. Frank L. Sciortino

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, New York 13201

Re: Fire Training School
Results

File: 1118.047

Dear Frank:

Enclosed, please find our Laboratory Data Report for the composite
sample collected from the Fire Training School at Oswego in November
of 1985. These results indicate the absence of chlorinated dibenzo-
furans and dibenzodioxins at an absolute 1imit of detection of ten parts
per billion. In addition, we are 99 percent certain that these
compounds are absent at a limit of detection of one part per billion.
Because of the presence of interfering compounds of an unknown nature
at a relatively high level, lower limits of detection could not be
achieved. However, a lower value should not be necessary as one part
per billion has been the targeted level for the cleanup of dioxin
disposal sites and transformer fire residues.

The method of analysis was by gas chromatography/mass spectrometry
using selective ion detection. EPA Region V Method was used for the
analysis of dioxins. No analogous method exists for dibenzofurans;
however, we used a modified procedure that has previously been accepted
by the New York State Department of Health. Furthermore, we believe
these results would withstand the review of the State Health Department.
We would be happy to meet with representatives of any appropriate
State agency to review these results should it be necessary.

In summary, we are pleased to report these findings and hope we may
be of future assistance to Niagara Mohawk.

Very truly yours,

O'EfIEN & GERE ENGINEERS, INC/
a//%;//

Edwin C. Tifft, Jr., #h.D.
Vice President

ECT:djb

Enclosure:

CBrnani GereErgmeer: Ing

B, 2372 30l Buckiev Boad Syracues N 3320 0zt dTT.IT

Riye Bel' FL Baziom N'a ca-2over W'D Neeworr NY S Log s WD voie Plaing NY
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Laboratory Q

I

EEE OBRIENGGERE
= Report
CLIENT NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION 108 NO. 1118.047.517
DESCRIPTION Composite Soil Sample
DATE COLLECTED pate recp,_10-16-85 DATE ANALYZED 1-10-86
Sample #
32342
COMPQUNDS

2,3,7 ,8-Tetr;achlorodibenzodioxin <10.ug/kg

2,3,7,8-Tetrachlorodibenzofuran <10.ug/kg

Total (Tetra-Octa)chlorodibenzodioxin <10.ug/kg

Total (Tetra-Octa)chlorodibenzofuran | <10.ug/kg

Methodology: Federal Register — 40 CFR, Part 1_(:1: .26 N 1984 Unlits: mg/t (ppm) unless otherwise noted

Comments:

Authorized: W —Upr;/ 4’
1-16-86 V

O'Brien & Gere Engineers, Inc.
Box 4873/ 1304 Buckley Rd. / Syracuse, NY / 13221/ (315) 451-4700 Date:
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION/300 ERIE BOULEVARD WEST, SYRACUSE. N.Y. 13202 /TELEPHONE (315) 474-1511

July 25, 1986

Mrs. Kathleen DelPrete

Sr. Sanitary Engineer

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

7481 Henry Clay Blvd.

Liverpool, NY 13088

Re: Soil Sampling at Niagara Mohawk's
Fire Training School
Oswego (c), Oswego County

Dear Mrs. DelPrete:

In response to your April 9, 1986 and May 20, 1986 correspondence, Niagara
Mohawk obtained an additional sample from soil sampling location number 2 at the
above cited facility. Sample location number 2 is adjacent to the training pit.
The sample was taken from a 2 ft. by 2 ft. area at a depth of about 0 to 8 inches.

The soil sample was analyzed by O'Brien and Gere for dioxins and dibenzo-
furans. The EPA Region V method was used for the analysis of dioxins. No analogous
method exists for dibenzofurans; however, a modified procedure which has been
accepted by the New York State Department of Health was used. A copy of the
analytical results for this sample is attached. The results indicate the absence
of chlorinated dibenzofurans and dibenzodioxins at the detection limits indicated.

Based on the analytical results of this latest sampling and the October 1985
sampling at the Oswego Fire Training School, it is Niagara Mohawk's opinion that
dibenzofurans and dibenzodioxins are not present at levels of detectability based
on accepted scientific methodology. Therefore, it is Niagara Mohawk's position
that no further investigative studies and/or remediation of this site should be
required.

If you have any questions on this submittal, please contact the undersigned
at (315) 428-6616.

Respectfully,

“Tnanks it

Frank J. Grabowski
Environmental Analyst

FJG:dd

attachment
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Laboratory
Report
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NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION Josno. _1118.047.517

NT

- e scRIPTION Osweqo Fire Training Schoo]
- DATE COLLECTED _pateRecp._ 9-13-86 __DATE ANALYZED __ 6-27-86
Sample # |Sample # |Sample #
85870* A0623 AQ0586*
- Matrix Method
Spike Blank
- (ppt) %Recovery| (ppt)
TOTAL
SEERSRTe T CaSICD0 S0
e Tetra TCDF
SR e Ty S
- Penta TCDF
~ . Hexa TCDF
Hepta TCDF
- f' B S -

Octa TCDF
- ey 033 TR =T CD 3R
2,3 7,8-TCDF

: ; 2 < :v '.x‘,_,. " -“ 1-—- '’ u~
o -~ b ) EE ..r e .' < L
b 7
Accuracy>’¢1,-2,3,7,8-TCDD 98.61 | 125.% 98. 3%
T S SR . T . S
IR LG e T R SR RS G b i
A
s a-;*’**:f:*‘ CEET "fiff::_ e 1B e T SRS SR
e
~ E ek
Methodology: Federal Register — 40 CFR, Part 136, October 26, 1984 Units: mg/f (ppm) unless otherwise noted
T Comments: O ifg 2
A L
Authorized:
—_— 0BG Laboratories, Inc. July 9 1986
- Box 4942 / 1304 Buckley Rd. / Syracuse, NY /13221 / (315) 457-1494 Date: _YUlY =»
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7/13/89 - xc: Mr. Donald Storrier (Stearns & Wheler)

LABORATORIES, INC.

August 25, 1988

Mr. Frank Grabowski

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION
300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, NY 13202

Re: Lab Data Report

File: 1118.051.517

Dear Mr. Grabowski:

Please find enclosed the results of laboratory analysis on samples
received 7-1-88.

If you have any questions concerning these results, please do not
hesitate to contact us.

Very truly yours,
OBG LABORATORIES, INC.

N el 1 ol t

David R. Hill
Vice President

DRH/bpp

Enclosure

OBG Laboratories. Inc.
Box 4942/ 1304 Buckley Road / Syracuse. New York 13221/(315) 457-1494 1 000 85
R
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Comments:

OBG Laboratones. Inc.

Box 4942 / 1304 Buckley Rd. / Syracuse. NY /13221 / (315) 457-1494

Authon

Date:

\
~ LABORATORIES, INC. F)
CLIENT NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION JosNo. _1118.0581.517
DESCRIPTION Oswego, NY - Fire Training School
UNITS: mg/kg wet weight
DATE COLLECTED 7-1-88 DATE RECD.___/-1-88 DATE ANALYZED
Description Site #1| Site #2| Site #3
Sample # H120S H1206 H1209
s A e ‘;-TC.’:}«&«~ TR Tk 5 S W C T B SO N i)
ALUMINUM |16000 15000. 17000,
N e PG e M A s sz
ARSENIC 13. 10. 6.9 -
T R AR ¢ SRRTeP SRS SR RO R
~ <5. | <5. <5. |
- RO TER R TSt )
CALCIUW 16000. 7800. 17000 t
CHRC ,"‘5 £ i e S R ‘,”’> G ey TR
COBALT <5. | <5. <5. |
SRS FE N R S - ST 7os
- IRON |34ooo. 31000.  |35000.
T BN R o BT 1V S N G bt
MAGVESIUM 2600. 3500
-"".{; A .‘T;: -1:7 :‘. ‘;: ’f;»r‘ - 3 K . > .' ‘-.
. t"*’:“¢ ‘ :_ e, -.}Ar..’". L
POTASSIUM 870
';i SBL L & i{"‘;la R AT
SILVER
gy s TR e
. ? .g SIUH » il K00
s xt-«.a—am&m:f . @Q.
Methodology: Federal Register — 40 CFR, Part 136, Octlober 26, 1984 Units: mg/{ (PpmM) uniess otherw:se noted
N F

Sasdast

200 .

1988
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Laboratory
Report

1
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LABORATORIES, INC.

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION JoBNo. _1118.051,517

CLIENT
DESCRIPTION Oswego, NY - Fire Training School

UNITS: mg/kg wet weight (except percent solids)

DATE COLLECTED 7-1-88 DATE RECD.____7-1-88 _DATE ANALYZED

Description . Site #1 Site #2] Site #3

H1205 H1206 H1209

Sample #

B e T e - e
R O
VANADIUM

- Sa—— - I ‘. 2.4 W -.\“1‘1' AR . U
2 P Vo lan TRLLT LRt s PR T o TR TN IR FTUAR
N2 A Y S T v e i N e I e R L
- . _- . . ) ry
- A . < I . U eyt Y A ot =~ d R
OOl N e - B S e N S TR RS
P e S N ‘ I ‘. ! - . -
WS - SL NP L ¥NS o N i v e AT S ad TS S T R
. ¥ = O Te PR S | » PPN SEPIPRICy 0% e g
PR TP LeRTTe A b N R Ty T

prry PR ‘4-_;:__‘._‘ . e Syt :
AP v xR TS W e L -

AR O W gt 2N i ' (P > 7 4 L. Y - e 1
3 R AT RS ¢ o> QW 2y XG0

‘e

. ) o z v T I T - < P SRRy, ) 4 -
A2 TR 5 e " é .- 1& S 0 AR gy i 2
' - il TR pds Y ‘..,f'.";&'-:. .--t‘f T T

el SEERL

Methodology: Federal Registar — 40 CFR, Part 136, Ociober 26, 1984 Units: mg/( (ppm) uniess otherwise noted

Comments: .
DA

Authonzed:

August 25, 1988

100087

OBG Laboratories. inc.

Box 4942 / 1304 Buckley Rd. / Syracuse. NY /13221 / (315) 457-1434 Date:




Lab Name: ORBG Laduaarvese! Toae Cantraces:
?-Lab Cade: Case No.: SAS Ne.:
—  Matrix: (soil/water) Soi e
Sample wt/vol: | (q/;{)_$__
Level:

$ Moisture: not dec. ¢

Zslumn: (pack/cap) _pawe

!
I
I
|
I
[
I
[
!
I
!
|
!
I
!
I
I
l
I
[
I
!
|
I
!
I
!
[
[
I
|
|
!

1A

VOLATZIZZ ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEZT

N
~

hl

s T
"

(low/med) Lows

Lab Sazple ID: d1uo¢

Lab File ID: Cire. /

Date Received: 7J-/-Ff/

-

Date Analyzed: _7-F-FF

Dilution Fac=or: s~

CONCEINTRATION UNITS:

(Ug/% or ug/RG) _ug/ks Q

CAS NO. CMPOUND

| i | I
| 74=87=3wmeece=a= Chlorometharne | $o YN
| 74=83=9=====- -===-3rcncaethane ! | | ¢ I
T5=0l-dmmmnmmn Vinyl Chleride [ I\ |
75=00=3=—me——- -=Chlorsetharne I y |\ I
75=09=2-=—nem—=- Methylene Chlor:ce | 2L [ I
AT PR LTt Acetz=ne | e | i
75=15-0==cmcecaa Carscn Disulfide | 25 | e !
75=35=4=========],l-Dichlorsetlene | / | !
75=34=mmmm———— -1,1-Dichlorsethane I \ ! I
540~39=0~=======1,2-Dichlorcethene (total)_ | \ | [
67-66=—mmm—n==- -=Chloraforx | | I
107~Q06=2==cw——ua 1,2-Dichlorset:ane | | I
78~92~lew—=e====2-3utanone ] 1) | | |
Til=35-fecmnmc—a= 1,1,1=-Trichlcrcetzane | 23 | | J
56=22~Scmmmane=a Car>cn Tetrachloride | 23 | I
108=05~4==m===~=Vinyl Acstata | So ||
VA L b R ~-=-3romocdichlorszethane | FYS Pl I
73-37=3———mcm=mu 1,2-Dichloropropane I [ 1 |
10061-01-5======cis-1,3=Dichloropropena I | I
79=0l-5===a=a= ~==Trichlorcetihene | | _ 1 I

124=43~=l~=======Didromochloromeciane ] 1
79=00=Sa=anws=a=] 1, 2-Trichlorsethane | | | I
Ti=d4l=2=mmmnne== 3enzene ] \ P f
10061-02-§=-=====trans-1,3-Dicaloroprocene l ) I |
75=25=2~=wcwe===3ronofora | ) | ]
108=10~1l-===e==u 4-Merhyl-2-Sentancne | vy [ |
591=78=~5====== -=2-daexanone ! <o | | |
127-13=4~——wme=a Tezrachlorseziene | TU | J
79~-34{=Semmmnnn—- 1,1,2,2=Tetrachlorsetzane ] a5 b |
108=38=-3=====w=x Toluene ] ya | | [

108=90=~T=—mmm——— Chlorzbenzene I { |1
100=4l=d~m=mmm——- Z=hylbenzene | \ | _ ! I
100=42=S=—mmmm——— Styrene I ] = !
1330=20=7======= Xylene (tTsta.) I v : I
| |

L/37 Pev.

FORM Z VCA

100088



N~
1A Z2A SAMFLZ Ne.
VOLATIZIZ CRGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHE=T
: I
S‘ ’, !
lab Name: OBG L4€uagrecict T Cantr=ace=: 1 TE {
N
Lab Code: Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.:
Matrix: (solil/water) Seic Lab Sample ID: Hditote
Sample wt/vol: \ (g/=2L) g lap File ID:
Level: (low/med) (S Date Received: 7.1-FF
$ Moisture: nct dec. S Date Analyzed: -f-§Ff
lolumn: (pack/cap) _pack Dilution Facs=or: §”
. CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS No. CSMPOUND (ug/L or ug/xq)‘éﬁﬁiég' Q
! ] | !
~ | 74=873ccwccaca- Chloromethane I o |
| 74=33«9mwmmema== -3rsoomethana | I !
| 75=0l-demecmeeen= Vinyl Chloride | I I
| 75=00=3~cecec—=- Chloroethane | v | |
| 75=09=2=ccnmn== -Methylene Cilor:ce | 21° [ I
| 67=84=lvcmcncnaa Aceatzcne | £ | |
|] 75=15-0~=cecne—=- Cartbon DisulZf:id | Fis | I
| 75=385=4=——cmeece==],l=-Dichloroethene | f | I
| 75=34=3~========]l,l-Dichloroetiane | [ l I
‘_, | 540-39=0========],2-Dichlorcetiene (total)_ | 1 | |
| 67=86=)~cemone== Chlorofora I L [ [
| 107-06=2========1,2-Dichlorcet:ane ! v | _1 I
| 78=92«3=~==w=—====2-3utancne I =) [ ! |
| 7l=35=fcccenn=- -1,1,1-Trichloroetiane | 2y | |
| 86=22=5~=cww===- -=Carbcn Tetrackloride | 2 | i |
| 108=0S~de=======Vinyl Acatate [ [ f |
| 75=27-4~========3romodichlorcmeciane | Fis [ {
- | 78=87 5= eccn——- -1l,2=Dichloroprovane I |l !
| 10061=0l=5======cisg~-1l,3=DichAloroprovens | L (. !
] 79=01l=€==men==- -=Trichlorsethene i ' by |
| 124=43~l==-———=- Dibromochlorometiane | | ! I
- | 79=00=5——cwce== -=1,1,2=-Trichlorsethane | | !
| 7l1=4l=2=-ew—cw-==s3enzene ! | f
| 1006l=32=f======tTans~-1,3-Dicalorcgrspene | | |
- | 78=28=2==—=w====3romciora | B | | !
| 108=1Q0=l~=======q¢-Mathyl-2-7enzanocne | d (RN
| 591«78=8~=w—e===l-Jexanone | o | t ]
| 127=13=4===w====Tatrachlcrsetiene | £ ] i |
- | 79=34=S~~vavw===1,1,2,2~-Tetrachlorsetnane | 1y | ' |
] 108=88=3=—=w====- Toluene ] : | i
| 108-30=7~=======Chlorsbenzene | { ! {
- | 100=4l=dqe~——=——- Zthyltenzene | J I l
— ] 100=42=-5-=—==e—== Styrene | /i | A
| 1330=20=7======= Aylene (t=tal) | ! <
| | ! !
'_/ FORM I VCA ~/37 Rev.
100089



$ Moisture: not dec. 9

" Zslumn: (pack/cap) Qacc

. Lavel:

!
I
f
I
[
I
!
|
[
I
I
I
[
[
I
[
I
I
I
I
I
I
I
l
[
|
|
I
I

(3)

(low/zed) [

Date Analyzed:

Dilution Factar:

CONCENTRATION UNITS:

--F-FF

-

3

CAS No. COMPCUND (ug/L or UG/XG) gus /o
| | | I
| 74=87=3~cecccac=a Chlorsmethane | o | |
| 74=8l=9=ccnceece=iromonettane | 4 1
| 75=0l=4======—==Vinyl Chlor:ide | | |
| 75=00=3~cccccaaChlorzsethane | vl I |
| 75-09=2===w==e--Methylene Chlor.ce I ac I I
| 67=84=lvmcncccee- Acetsne | <~ I !
75=15-Q===eece==Car=cn Disulfide | a | I
75=35=d==cmcccw=l l-Dichlorsetiena | | _J |
75=34-)=====ce==],1-Dichlorsethane I [ I
540-39=0=~======1,2-Dichlorsetiene (total)__ | S
67=68=]mmmnc—aa -Chlecrofora | | |
107=06=2=—meu=a -1,2-Dicklorcet=are I / | !
78=93==mmm—enaa 2-3utancne | fo | I
7i=55=fmmennn—a=] 1 l-Trighlorsetaane | 1+ | !
56=2l~Senmnwa ~==Carscn Tetrachloride | 287 | _J !
108~05=4§========Vinyl Acetacza I e .
75=27=4=====e=w=idromodichlorometiane I ac I 1 [
78=37eSemmcnnnaa l,2-2ichleroprovane | " | !
10061-01=5======cis-1,3=Dichlorspropene ! [ I [
79=0l=S==mmecca=Trichlorcethene | | |
124-48=1l-==w== -=Dibrosmochlorsmetiane ! | |
79=00=Sermecce==],],2-Trichlorsethane | ] I
71=43=2-=====-=alenzene | ] |
10061-92=-§======trans~1,3-J1calorospropene | | | |
75=25=2~—wewecc==3romcfora | i Pt |
108=10=l========y~-Mathyl-2-7entancne | $o I |
591-78=5==m======2-Yexanone | fo | J
127=13=4 === --=Tetrachlcroez:ena | as” | | |
79=34~Sccmmcnaaa 1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorsethane | B ] 4 |
108-88~3~~======Toluene I ! [l !
108=90=T7 === mea- -Chlorsbenzene | | | [
100=4¢4l=-d4====—e—=Zthylbenzene | | | _d !
100=~42=3~===~—-=35tyrene | L I !
1330=20=7==ce=== Xylene (t=ztal) I ol : | I
| !
/37

100090

1A ZPA SAMPLT Ne.
— VOLATILI ORGANICS ANALYS=S DATA SHEZ:ZT
| v
I “ 3
Lab Nane: OB80 Loguasnaict Tnc_ Cantza2csT: §,r¢
—\/__-
Lab Coaode: Case No.: SAS No.: S2G No.:
- Matrix: (scil/water) geic Lab Sa=ple 2ID: H1209
Sanple wt/vol: | (s/2L) _Qq lLab File ID:
- Date Received: 7-/-FF



Zab Nane: QN} lghge-l.'pncs !nc. Comt=ac=:

D )
PISTCOE QREANICS AXOLISSS DA sEe=T

0,

EPA SAMPLE No.

! I
ledi, 1 {
'5"’5 — 1

~Ad Code: Case No.: SAS Ro.:

Mat=Zx: (soil/vater) 52'1
Sample wT/vel: 200 (g/an) (3

(Low/mad) [ Qu/

Zab File 2=
Data Recsived: v | 199¢

SOGC Neo.:

ladb sample ID: UIIAS

foRM I PEST

«-avel:

T MoisTaTe: not dec. ] dec. Dxta Ex==acced: i/, 3./999

Zxr=action: (SepF/Comz/Sonc) SaF Dxta Amaly=ed: L/ 3G !

GPC Cleanup: N pE= . Ddzsion Facsor: Q|

CONCENTRASTON URZTS:
Qs wo. CMPOTND (o%/Z o ug/Xg) Ra/Ka, Q
[ [ | l
| 32 ! 2C0. | 7 .
| 329=€S=7————————bata=BEE_ ! ! |
i 329=86—f-—r———mdalta—ERC 1. | e |
] SS=-t¥dree G EEER-ERL (IoDOADE | [ |
| 7644~ ommnrnmmnBgaeachl ar : | | i
| 309=00=2=————me——mjlg=in ! ' | e |
| i024=87=)cc—e—mfgomachlor epaxaie | ' | |
| 959=98=ferummnetndognlisn T | al | [
[ 60=57alec———eeD gl i | g s.0] | |
| T2=EDmtmmm——t , 4, | =TT | ] [ {
} 73=20=—e———eeBndrin — b - |
} I322AF=ESetomme—Indosulizan =X b ! | e}
| T2t , 4 *=~0DD | b |
} 03I =0T=me—eBndognloan stllate | ' [ |
.l shzksﬁ"'ﬂ I Y l ! l
| 53494=70=Sccrmaeng=in katone ! 200 | e i
| S1Q=Fl ety l alia=Ch]l ardane | 400 | {
| SiDeM=}e—meeegyaaa=Chl ardane { L | |
| 3001=3Se2e————toxaphane | L0 -y |
| 12674=11=2=——m—m)roclar=-1036 | ot I
| 220428 ol ar=122" | It 1
| 23431 6~S——mmmjroclar=12"2 { !
| S3469=2)=femmmmmproclor=1242 ] ot I
| S2672=29—fm—mme—m—pToCc)lar=1248 ] < I
| 109769 w]wmeem)roclar=-12%4 | < 1
[ I2096~82=~Se—mmue=TOClor~1260 ] Il < ;
! I
FThe tota\ PCS is _ gaouykg, and The
pr’.écw\manjf’ arcc lor s {49,
+/87 Rev-

100091



Zab Name:_QR( ijgfb.‘!.'g)ﬁﬂSl lnc. com==acs:

Case Re.: = SAS Ne.: ___
i lab Sample =D: _Ulacs

~Abd Code:

Mazoix: (soil/vater)
Sample wt/vel: 0.0 (s/an)_(3

-

PISTCOE ORGANICS AJALIYSTS DA sEE=T

al 4t~16-Semmm—e A TOCl Q=122
4692 =fememme A roclor=1242
267229 A T L OE=1248

sfax It InIARS

prgég\“]na.n“" arcclor is 1248

FORM I PEST

1/87 Rev.

100092



EPA SAMPLT NQ.
l

' l
Zab Nane: :.23!2 /._;ml g‘f‘gﬁcj Tine contacs: i 5743 3

SDG No.:

D> .
PESTICIIE CGREANICS ANALYSIS DATA SErXr=DT

e X

~ad Code: Casa No.: SAS No.:
MatTix: (soil/vater) ol lap Sample ID: __U/20d

2209682 =Semm—weprocl or-1260

Saxple vt/ /vol: Q.Q (g/nL) g( lab Flle ID:

level: (low/med) _low Data w-e.. I J v i eag

t nm-: oot dec. 3 dec. Data m ,] xi ﬂ

Ext=action: (Sepl/Coat/Saonc) S F Data Amalyzed: _J ./, 26 499 .

GPC Cleammp: (TMN_ p: pilzrion Factor: |0 :

CONCENTRATIQN UNITS:
&S No. COMPCUND (og/% o wx/Xg) ] /g§4 Q
| g0 Iy
| 319=84—bmrmmmmemglpha=BNE :
[ 319—83-7——!:‘9—“3 | | | {
{ 32’—06-‘———“:—!: | | 1 |
1 a-cs-o——g-n-mw) f | { {
7 bt~ R gpTRCR LT, .

; 309=00=2emncmmmmm] ] A2} B ! ! i J ]
| 1024=57=3crmeeleustach lOT epaXlie { ! 1 |
| 959=9§=f—reeeeefrriognlixn I | L4 | |
| 60=87eleermeeneDigldrin ! el | |
l n—”—k_—‘"'.m l | ' l
| 73=20=0——————Rrgirin t ! | |
} I3V I—ES=tenPndogul AR o8 b ' e}
| T2oSbm P , 4 * = 00D i ' | |
} 1031-C7=g=mmemnandosnl San SULIXTS ] ! | |
| S0=29w3cm—————, , 4 =00 | W | |
] Te=4d=S—e gt hayyCRlOT ! 0.0 | e |
| 53494=70=SemcaPnieiny XETODS | 1.0 | |
| S103=F}=Semmean=gloha-Ch] ordane | Lo | |
| S303=74=2——mmeggama-Qiloriane | L ] e |
| 8001=3S=2=————meToxaphens [ 400 [ |
[ 12674~1le2=—————iTOClar=1016 | PO | |
{ 13204=28=2eweeeiToCclar=1221 | ‘ | |
| 121431 6=Semmmm=jroclor=-1232 { | e |
| $53469=2) -9 proclar-1242 | ' [ |
[ IRE672=2%mformmemm) Ol aE=1248 ( v [ ]
| 12097=6%w] erememiroclor=12354 ; Ye) : - :
|
| | | !

1/87 Rev.

100093



1B
SEMIVOLATILZ ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA

ZPA SAMPLZ NOC.

SHEEZT

I
!
|

Sire*/ |

~—._lab Nanme: 0BG LABORATORIES, INC. Contract:

—

e

~

zab Code: Case No.: SAS No.:

- Matrix: (soil/water) .o

Sample wt/vol: 30 (g/mL)_¢

avel: (low/med) [

_Y¥ Moisture: not dec. dec._77

_ixtraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) Sepr

~“=2C Cleanup: (Y/N) M pH:

g

SDG No.:

Lab Sample ID:

/41"

Lab File ID:

Date Received:
Date Extr-acted:
Date Analyzed:

Dilution Faczor:

CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO. COMPOUND

(ug/L or ug/KG) sug/ke

)-/-FF

2-1-FF

e ad
13

108-95+~;========Phenol

I3e

lll-¢44=4=meceee=big(2-Chloroethyl) ether

S541-73=le=eeec===], 3=-Dichlorcbenzene

106=465=7 wwe= l,4=-Dichlorobenzens

|

|

I

| 95=-57-38 2=Chlorophencl
I

[

|

100~5l-6==—===—=Benzyl alcohol

— [ 95-50=l=m==ms===] 2=Dichlarabenzene

95-48-7-—--—--——2-n-tnylpb¢nol
108=60=1==- bis(2-Chloroisopropyl)e
106-44=5~——=e—e=i=-Methylphanol

Ther

62l-64-7em—=me==N=Nitroso~di-n-propylan
67=72-1 Hexachloroetihane

ine__

98 ~9S5-3~——eec——==Nitrobaenzene

78=59=1== Isophoreone

88=75=5=== 2-Nitzophanol

105=67~-3~~ 2,4-Dimethylphencl

65=-85-0====w—-===Benzoic acid

111-91—1-—-—-——b1:(Z-Chlotootnoxy)ncta
120=83=2w== 2,4-Dichlorophencol

ane__

120=82«1== 1,2,6-Tricnlorob¢nzene
91-20=3==- Naphthalene

87=68=)wmeeew—w=Haxachlorobutadiene

58=50=7~==eeecae=i~-Chloro-3-aethylphanocl

9l=57=brmmcnncal-Mathylnaphthalene

77 =47 =4 ~—=——-——=Haxachlorocyclopentadiene

88=06=2~mw=—ee==2 4,6-Trichlorophenocl

95=985=f === 2,4,5-Trichlorophencl

e

91-58=7w=e—e=-—=2=Chloronaphthalene

10

88=74 =4 mmmmmmcas=Nitroaniline

[ADQ

131-1l-)~=======Dinethylphthalates

T30

208~-96=-8~—======AcCcenaphtiylene

606-20=2~——w=—==2 K §=-Dinitrotoluene

T T T T T e e e e e e e T

l
|
I
|
|
|
I
|
|
|
I
I
|
| 106=47 =8 =~—==we==d=Chlorcaniline
|
|
]
|
|
|
]
!
|
]
!
|

I
|
|
|
|
|
|
{
|
|
[
!
1
|
|
|
|
| |gow
]
|
|
!
I
|
!
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
|
]

FORM I SV=1



(13

pll e IPA saMPLz N N
SZMVOLATIIE ORGANILCS ANAZISIS DATA SH==ZT
I |
LS, s !
Zab Nane: OBG_LABORATORIES, INC. Centzacs: | /T |
~~ ab Code: Case No.: SAS No.: SOG No.:
MazTsix: (soil/wataz) _geid —ab Sample =3: M/lo8
Sample wt/vol: 39 (g/al) _9 Zab Tile ID:
Zavel: low/med) {ows Date Received: 2./-F 5
% MoisTure: not dec. dec._7 Data Zx=-act=ed: 7-)-/F
Ix=-action: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) Sui Date Analyzed: _&-v-7/
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) _~ pH: Dilution Faczor: 3¢
: CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOTUND (ug/%L or ug/Kg) Q
l o | l |
| 99=09=2-———e—c—e=J=NitToaniline | > | |
| 83=32-9 Acsnaphthene | 139 | |
| §1=28=5 2,4=-Dinicrophencl | TS | ]
- | 200=02-7 ~4=NiTsochenol ] [ b }
| 132=64-9 Dibenzofuran | 130 | i |
| 121=14=2=— 2,4=Dinitystoluene | f o |
| 84=66-2 -Dietaylpbthalate | P 1
| 7005=72=3 4-@.lorcpn¢nyl-pn¢.nylou¢:_[ f ! |
—— - | -86=73=7 Fluorane__ | Y-
_ | 100=01-6 4=Nicroan:l.ne I 14 | i
| 534=352-1 4,6=-Dinitso-2-metaylpaenoi__| ] i
| 86=30-=6 - N-*t*.::::sod;pnonylan.mc (2) _1 330 ] | |
| 101-55=3~ 4=-3rcmophenyl-phenylether | [
| 123=74=1 Fexachlorsbenzane | P’ 1
) j 87=86=~wwwene——=dentacalorsphencl | jyoe [ | [
| 85=01-8 Phenantiarane I 3o [
| 220=12=7eweeeee=nTATacane | ! | ; |
- | 84=74=2w—= Di-n=-putylpatiaiats I | 11
| 206=44=0 Ffluorantiens J J I
| 129=00-0 Pyrene | 1= 1|
| 885=68=7 3utylbenzylpaotialate I I |
- i | 91=94~-1 l,3'=Dichlorsbenzidine | (ko | |
] 56=55=3 3enzo(a)anthracane | 230 b I
, 218-01-9-—.——.@:}{5‘". | 1 l | l
- | Li7=81l-=7 bis(2-Ithylhexyl)potlalata__| ! [ f
| 2317=84=0 D:L-n-oc:'-y phthalata ! ! | |
| 2085=99=2 3enzo(b) Lluoranthens | ' | |
| 207-08-9 ann.c(k):luom:.‘:enc [ r 1 1
- | S0=32-8- anzo(a)pyTena | - P
] 193-39-5 Indeno(l,2,3=-c2)pyTens ] ! I I
| §3=70-)———==—=—=Dibenz(a,l)anzhracene [ I . 1
_ | 291-24=2 3enzo(g,2.i)pecylena I / | 4 |
- ! | ! |
(L) = Cannot >a& separatea :i-om J.paenylamine
- . FORM = SV=-2 1/87 Rev
e

100095



.ab Nane: 0BG LABORATORIES, INC. csntract:
Zab Code: Case
MaT=ix: (soil/watar)_(uic

Sample wt/vol:
Zavel: low/med) _L.w

. % MoisTure: not dec.

-C

SEMIVOLATILI ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA sEZZIT

-

!
|
!

(
I?A SAMPLT NO.\iz

|
§/r¢4“1 :

No.: SAS No.:

3o (s/3L) g Zab

dec._9

SOG Ne.:

Zab Sazple I3:

Date Received:
Date Zxtracted:
Date Analyzed:

1206

7./-FF
7-1-FF
g yY-5s

IExTraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) capf
G2C Cleanup: (Y/N) _M_ pH: Dilution Facsor: _ 33
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
Cas NO. COMPCUND (vg/Z or ug/XKg) ik (Lo Q
| | I |
| 99=09=2e—ew—e—w=3J=Nitrocaniline | 1800 | _w |
| 8l=32=%———— Acanaphtiene ] 33 g |
| S1l=28-3 2,4=-Dinicsophencl | e N
| 100=02=7 4=-Nitzophenol | e | |
| 132=64-9 Dibenzofuran I 330 | ]
] 121=14-=2 2,4=0inicrotolueane ] f |
| 84=56=2wwmm Diethylphtialate I | |
| 7005-72-3-————-—4-Cnlornpncnyl-paanyl‘tan:__| | I
——— - | -86=T73=7 Ffluorane : |- ) il -t
| 100=01-6 ¢-Ni--=an;l;no | 430 | !
| S534=352-=1 4,6-Dinitso~-2-netldylpoenci_ | {7 | |
| 86~30~-6 N-V;::asod;phanylan;ae (1) __| 330 l !
| L0L=-55-3~- «-3romochenyl-phenylecher ~ | ! | I
| L218=T74=1l= Jexachlorobenzane i v | |
| 87=8§=~3===w===-=Dlentacilorsphenol | e l |
| 85=0l-8—— Phenantizane | 3. I I
| 120=12-7 Anthi-acane | 3o A
| 84=74=2 Di-n=-pbutylpatialate I 1ove I I X
| 206=44=0 flucranthane | 330 |
| 129-=00«=0 Pyrene | ] | !
| 85~68=7 3utylbenzylpatialate I |4 l [
| 91=94-=1 3,3'=Dichlorobenzidine [ (60 I |
- | 56=55=3 3enzc(a)anthracene | 330 1 l
| 218-01-9=—=—————Chrysene 1 | [ |
| 1i7=81-7 bis(2-Ztxylhexyl)patmalata__ ! | Pl
| L17=84=0 Di-n-ocTylphthalaca | ' | |
| 205=99=2 3enzo(b) flucrantiane | | [ |
| 207=08=9wmmee——73enzco (k) Zluorantiene f { f_ [
| 50=32-8 3enzo(a)pyTene | | ] !
| 193=39=5 -—=Indenoc(l, 2,3-cd)pyrena | I f_d |
| §3=70=)~——————=0ibeanz(a,l)antiracene | ! I I
| 291-24=2 3enzo(g,,i)pesviene ! / 4 1
- ! ! ! l
(L) = cCannct De saparated IZom J.lpaeny.amine
/87 Rev.
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.ab Name: OBG LABORATORIES. INC. Conerace:

b )

i8

SEMIVOLATILZ ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

~
(lN
~J

IPA SAMPLE NeC.

Y T

.ab Code: Case No.: SAS No.:

— -MaTrix: (soil/water) Se/c

Sample wt/vol:

(g/mL) @ Lab File ID:

SDG No.:

Lab Sample ID: /Hradvé

Date Received: V-/-F

Aavel: (low/nmed) (D)
¥ Moisture: not dec. dec. 2 Date Exzracted: 7-.7-FfF
xTraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) Seor Date Analyzed: F-v +¥
. ~PC Cleanup: (Y/N)_M pH: Dilution Facsor: 33
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (vg/L or uq/Kq)‘g+l£=_ Q
| ! | |
| 108=95<==we—===Phenol l 2k | |
- | 1ll=44=4==———==-bis(2-Chlorcetnyl)ether | b |
| 95=57-8 2=Chlorophenol ! I !
| 541-73=l-=- 1,3-Dichlorcbenzane | 1
| 106=46=T > 1,4=-Dichlorcbenzene | |_ I
- | 100=-5l-§~———=—=—=Benzyl alcchol [ | [
— | 95=50=lem=—===—=1 _2~-0ichlarabenzane == — e ———r
_ 95=48=T===—= 2-Methylphenol | (-
- | 108~60~1=== -bis(2-Chloroiscpropyl)etier_| [ I
| 106=44=S==e==—==q-Methylphenol | f_d
| 621-64=7===—====N=Nitroso-di-n-propylamine__ | 1 f I
| 67=72=l===—ee—-e=fHexachlorocethane l ' (O |
- | 98=95=3cmmenaa --Nit-obenzene | ] L |
| 78=59=)~==—ww-==Isophorone | | f f
| 88=7S5=5emecccecece=2-Nitrophenol ! L f |
- | 105=67-9~ 2,4=Dinethylphencl ! v I
| 65=85=0~~~ Benzoic acid ] /00 | !
| 1ll-91=le—= bis(2-Chlorcethoxy)netiane__ | 3o I
] 120=83=2==- 2,4=Dichlorophencl ! i 11
- | 120=82=l== 1,2,4=Trichlorobenzene | | I i f
| 91=20=3=~ Naphthalene | 1 i
| 106=47=8==——e—==¢=-Chlorcanil.ne | .
- | 87=68~)=~w=——e——=Haxachlorobutadiene | |
| 59-50~7 —4~Ciloro=-3-methylpheancl I ) | l
| 91=57=f=————e===2-Mathylnaphthalene [ ! I I
| 77=47=4==———-===Hexachlorocyclopentadiane I Bl 1
- | 88=06=2=======—=2,4,6=-Trichlorophencl l A | !
| 95-=95=d===—= 2,4,5=-Trichlorophencl | o Lto0o | L
| 91=58=Te—cve=- -——2=Chlorcnaphthalene | 340 | |
- | 88=74=4=—=——coaea 2-Nitrsaniline | L§c0 b
7| 131-ll-3~—=—————Dimethylphthalata I 120 [
| 208-96-8-===—===ACenaphthylene f 330 [t !
| 606=20=2========2,6=-Dinizrotoluene | 33c .
~ : I i
/87 Rewv.

FORM I SV-1

100097



(=

13 ZPA SAMPLZ NC.
R SEMIVOLATILEZ ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEZIT
! . |

& |
~ab Name: OBG LABORATORIES. INC. Contracs: | Sire 3

\\_/ ’
.ab Code: Case No.: SAS No.: SOG No.:

-Matrix: (soil/water) Seic lab Sample ID: NiLo9
sample wt/veol: 3o (g/ml) _g Lab File ID:
- Aavel: (low/med) [ Date Received: J._,.5}

¥ Moisture: not dec. dec._9q Date Extracted: D-7.7¢

- ~ XTraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) (_.._.c Date Analyzed: F-w-Ff
pH: Diluticn Fac=or: 2

7?C Cleanup: (Y/N) W

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (9g/L or ug/Kg) cce [ks

0

108~-95-2-====e==pPhenol 230
1lll-44-¢===—e===bis(2-Chloroetayl)etier )

95-57-8 2=-Cilorophenol
S54l-73~lewmee===] 3=-Dichlorocbenzene
106=46~7 l,4=-Dichlorobenzane

100=-5l~f~wme=w—=Banzyl alcahol

————— . — . —

I I

| I

I |

| I

| l

. I |
- [ |
| _95=50=l=rm=eea—=] 2=Dichlorabenzane - .
95=48~7 emmeme—=e2-Mataylphenol l !
108-60~l-=======bis(2-Chloroisopropyl) ether_| !
106=44~5e===w===i-Methylphanol ! !
621-64=7=>=—==—=N=Nitroso~di-n-propylamine__| I
67=72=l-=w—e——==Hexachloroethane | I
98=95«]~wwmmeee=Nitrobanzene | |
78=59«le==e=ee==Iscphorone I |
88=7S5=5wmccane=2-Nitropheanol | |
105=67=9mmmmeew=2, 4=Dinethylphancl f |
65-85~0~=~~—-——=Benzoic acid | |
ll=9]lele—— =his(2-Cxlorvethoxy)metiane__ | e |
| I

| l

| !

[ {

I I

| !

! I

I !

! I

I I

I I

! |

! !

! |

| !

| |

120832 ===ecnea=2 4¢~Dichlorophencl
120-82«1~== 1,2,4=-Trichlorobenzene
91=20=3=~ Naphthalene
106=47=8~mmmne—=y¢~-Chlorcaniline
87 =68 =) =mmemee==axachlorobutadiens
59=50=7 ~rmmonecei~-Cloro-3~-nethylphancl
91=57=6~=—cmww==2-Mathylnaphthalene
T7=47=4 Hexachlorocyclopentadiane
88~06-2==—w=m———=2 4,56=-Trichlorophenol
95~95~4w——=wme==w=2 4, 5-Trichlorophenol
91-58=7=~=wme=—=2=-Ciloronaphthalene
88~T74{~d==mmem=ea=2=Nitrsaniline
lil-lle3==—==w=-=Dinethylphthalate
208=96=8~=======ACcenaphtiylene
606-20-2~—=—====2, 6 6=Dinitrotoluene

I
f
|
l
I
[
l
!
|
!
!
o
- l
I
[
!
I
I
!
|
!
[
[
l
!
[
!

A
: FORM I SV-l1 1/87 Rev.

T | | 100098



.
SE2CVOLATIZEZ ORGANTICS ANALYSIS DATA SH=

/
I2A SAMDPLI NG. -~

(

: Sire®

lab Name: OBG_LABORATORIES, INC. CantIact: |
~ lLab Code: Case No.: SAS No.: SOG Ne.:
Matzix: (soil/watar) jeic Zab Sample ID:  /MHiwes§
Sample wt/vol: 2 (g/=L)_¢g Lab Tile ID:
Zavel: (low/med) {(ew Date Received: _)-/-S5F
% Moisture: not dec. dec._9 Data Ixtracted: 7-1-§F
, ZxXtTaction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) Seas Date Analyzed: P-y=F%
_GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) M pa: Dilution Fac=or: _ 37
- CSNCINTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Rq) o g/ k¢ Q
| ) | | |
| 99=09=2-—=weca——=]J=-Nitroaniline ] 100 ] @« ]
|] 83=32-9 Acanaphtltene | 330 | |
| 51=28-5 ———2,4=Dinitrophenocl I [T | I
- | 100~02~7 4=-Nit=sphancl ] 4 | ]
| 332=64-5 Dibenzofu=an | 130 ! |
] 121-14-2 2,4=Dinit=otoluane | | ]
| 84=56=2 Diethylphthalate | |
- | 7005-72-3-—————-4-cnlorupncnyl-pnanylotne: | | |
—_————— e | ~86=T3=7 Fflucrene - §~ ‘- - = -
_ | 1L00=01-6 4-*1"=an;l;nc ! [fow ! I
- | 534=32-1 4,6=Dinitso-2-netaylphenci_ | (A | |
| 86=30=4 N-V;::ascd;ph.nylan;ne (1)__] 330 |
| l0l=S55~]e=—ecee=q=-3roncphenyl-shenylecher { ! I B
| 218=74-1~- Jexachlorobenzane | 8 T
- | 87=86«5~—w==wee=lantachlorcphanol | 2T ] ! |
| 8%=0l1-8 PhenantiTene | 130 1|
| 120=12-7 Anthracane | [ b
| 84=74=]v—emene=li-n=3utylpatialatae | | I
~ | 206=44=Q Fluoranthene | 41
| 229=00-0 PyTane | ] |
| §5-~-68-7 Sutylbenzylpntialate | v I
—_ | 91=94-1 3,3'=Dicxlorsbenzidine | (Lo ] | |
, - | 56=55=3 Senzo(a)anthizacene ] 330 | ||
| 218=01-9=~==—————=Chrysens | [ f_ |
| 237=81-7 -——bis(2=-Ittylhexyl)potiaiate_ | gro | 1
- | 127-84-0 Di-n=-ocTylphtialata ) 330 lsa |
| 205=99=2 3anzo(b) Zluorantiana | ] ! I
] 207=-08-9 3anzo(Xk) 2luoranthene | ] I !
~ ] S50=32-8 3enzo(a)pyrene | ! ! ]
| 293=39=5=== ndeno(l,2,3-cd)pyrene ! ] 4 i
| §53=70=3 ————Dibenz(a.)anthracane f N P !
| 191-24=-2=——=—=——3enzo(g,2,.)pesylene ! J r_Yv_
- l | ! !
(L) = Cannot Se separated IT-cSm Jlpaenviam.ne
— . SCORM I S§V=-2 /87 Rev.
S
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s == _: s/F, or/ 1)
—ﬁm p2 P
LABORATORIES, INC. 3;";
CHAIN CF CUSTODY RECORD  cw
7DD
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=W WS ——— ks
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URS CONSULTANTS, INC.
570 DELAWARE AVENCE
BUFFALO NEW YCRK '4202-1207

December 17, 1990 Tt6 8835525
FAX 716 883-CT54

Mr. John Qzard

New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation

Informaction Services

700 Troy Schenectady Road

Latham, New York 12110

RE: DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT OF ENDANGERED SPECIES

Dear Mr. QOzard:

URS Consultants, Inc. 1is currently conducting several Prelimirary Size
Assessments (PSA) in Central New York.

We are performing chis investigation under contract to the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) pursuant to the requirements
of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law, Section 27-1309.

In order to complete the HRS scoring for this investigation, the distance o0 a
critical habitat of an endangered species is needed.

Enclosed please find copies of portions of USGS 7.5’ quadrangles listed below
with the sites highlighted. The maps have a scale of 1:24,000 and a cre mile
radius is marked.

o Majestic Weaving, =336028, Cornwall, New York Quadrangle.

o LAB Products, =411004, Hudson North, Stottville, New York Quadrangle.
o Cadosia Lumber, =»413012, Hancock Quadrangle.

) Jackson Farms, #447012, Schenectady Quadrangle.

) Valenite, =#734023, Syracuse East Quadrangle

) State Fair Landfill, »734033, Syracuse West Quadrangle

) Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School, =738030, Oswego East Quadrargle.
o Colonie Town Landfill, =401004, Troy North Quadrangle.

) Saratoga Springs Landfill, =546008, Saratoga Quadrangle.

In addition, we are currently conducting several Phase Il investigations Icr ==
NYSDEC.

100101



URS

Mr. John Ozard

December 17, 1990
Page 2

In a 1986 Phase I reported for cthe Saratoga Springs Landfill, by WVehran
Engineering, a significant habictat was identified. The Significant Habizac:
Report identified two areas wicthin 1 mile of the site as beirng significan:
habizats of the Karner Blue Butterfly, an endangered species. As this reporz is
four years old, I am requesting an update on this Significant habitat.

In addition, URS Consultants is also working on a Phase II report for the Tecwm
of Colonie Landfill. The additional sites for which information i{s needed are:
o Saratoga Springs Landfill, =546008, Saratoga Quadrangle.

o) Colonie Town Landfill, =401004, Troy North Quadrangle.

1 hope this information will be sufficienc.

Sincerely,
URS CONSULTANTS, INC.
g ol
Phyl¥is Retcke
Geologist
PR/ys

12-17-90.DEC
35231.00 (File: 5010)
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—/
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation ‘

Information Services
Wildlife Resources Center
700 Troy-Schenectady Road

ey
wr

Latham, New York 12110-2400 Thomas C. Jorling
Commissioner

January 11, lQQl(;RRECEIVED

S CONSULTANTS
Phyllis Rettke UAN 22 1991
URS Consultants, Inc. r
570 Delaware Avenue .JOB#

Buffalo, New York 14202-1207
Dear Ms. Rettke:

We have reviewed the Significant Habitat Unit and the NY Natural
Heritage Program files with respect to your request for biological
information concerning several preliminary site assessments in central New
York.

Enclosed you will find a computer printout covering the area vou
requested to be reviewed by our staff. The information contained
in this report is confidential and may not be released to the
public without permission from the Significant Habitat Unit.

Our files are continually growing as new habitats and occurrences of
rare species and communities are discovered. In most cases, site-specific or
comprehensive surveys for plant and animal occurrences have not been con-
ducted. For these reasons, we can only provide data which have been as-
sembled from our files. We cannot provide a definitive statement on the
presence or absence of species, habitats or natural communities. This infor-
mation should not be substituted for on-site surveys that may be required for
environmental assessment.

This response applies only to known occurrences of rare animals, plants
and natural communities and/or significant wildlife habitats. You should
contact our regional office(s), Division of Regulatory Affairs, at the
address(es) enclosed for information regarding any regulated areas or permits
that may be required (e.g., regulated wetlands) under State law.

If this project is still active one year from now we recommend that vou
contact us again so that we may update this response.

Sincerely,

Encs. .
cc: Regions 3, 4, S, & 7, Regional Wildlife Mgrs.

New York Heritage Program is supported in

part by The Nature Conservancy 1 O O 1 O 3
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05 344 321 325 274 324 366 ISI 421 a0
41 382 3% JUB I 20 IS) 416 42/ 471 a3
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06314  OSHEGO EAST, Ny

LAT:

FRELZE DATA

PROBABILITY OF LATER DATE IN SPRING (THRU AAY 31}

THAN [ND'CATEDS ")

0. [:]v] 19 60 .50 40 ____.J0_ 20 __ _10__
_ SPRING FREEZE DATES 1MO/DAY)
LI T'Y @2 ar29 $/0) sS/07 $/11 s/14 S/ $/22 Y]]
- 2 40 ars 471y r22 LRI er2y $/02 S0 L XAR)
a 20 329 4702 a/0Q? 4709 er12 418 e LD X} 4726
x 2¢ L YRR} Y21 3124 3212 3730 4701 /04 407 a2
w 20 3y 316 2149 3r32 272% 3127 3730 4702 aro07
- e 3/02. 3107 RN 318 3/10 FRR 2] 3/2% 3729 4/0)
PROBABILITY OF EARLIER DATE IN FALL IBEGINNING AUG 11 THAN INDICATEDI#)
- u___ .20 30 _ .40 50 60 19 ag 90
- FALL FREEZE OATES tHO/DAY)
L 2> 9/29 10/03) 10706 10/0% 10/12 10/16 10/30 10/2S
-2 10/08 10/10 10/14 10717 10720 10/24 10/27 10/3%  1)1/0%
20 10425 10/30 11702 11/05 t1/00 Yv/08 19704 V9790 11723
g 20 10/04 11709 11/03 14706 0789 40722 1172% V11729 12104
w 20 T/ 1720 11724 1N NV/29  12/00 12706 12/07 127100
- s 11724 11420 11730 12/0) 12/05 12/07 12/0% 12/12 12713
PROBADILITY OF LONGER THAN INDICATED FREEZE FREE PLRIOD (DAYS)
10 20 .30 .40 a0 60 19 : 11} 90
_ FRAEEZE FREE PERIOD
L 1Y 17e 17 164 15 154 146 144 138 126
- 32 201 t9) 102 192 177 172 167 16 153
a 20 232 224 a1y 218 209 20% 200 194 196
T 29 56 249 24) 230 234 330 223 220 a2
w 20 260 a6 s 2%2 249 243 241 236 229
- 200 274 269 243 261 237 2%) 249 241
(0 )PROBABILIIY OF OBSERVING A TEHPERATURE AS COLD, OR COLDER, LAITER

IN THE SPRING OR EARLIER IN THE FALL THAN THE INDICATED DAIE.
0/00 INDICATES THAT ThHE PROBABILITY OF OCCURRENCE OF THRESHOLD
TEMPERATUAE 1S LESS THAN INDICATED PROBABILITY

| { l | { \ { | -
( ( !
DEG MIN DEG MIN
4] 28N LONG: 76 JOM PERIOD: 1951-80
GROMING DEGREE UNITS 10 SELECTED BASE. TEMPERATURES (F)
BAS[ GROHING DEGREE UNIES
JAN FED HAR APR MAY JUN JuL AUG SEP oct NOV OfC ANN
40 M -3 S 37 174 463 738 942 907 &75 380 19 19 4464
S S 10 a7 221 684 1422 2364 2271 3946 4326 4445 4454
a5 L] 1 1 17 94 N9 S88 707 752 526 243 56 & 339%
S 1 2 19 113 432 1020 1807 2559 3085 3320 33864 339
50 M 0 0 [ Y 46 198 436 632 597 370 136 21 1 2453
S o] [+] [ Y 52 250 6680 1320 1917 2295 2431 2452 245)
'55 " 0 0 ] 20 107 2% 4717 442 24) 64 ® 0 1656
S [¢] [v] ] 21 128 424 901 1343 1586 1650 1656 1656
60 M 1] 0o 1] 7 s 173 323 209 133 24 2 0 1002
S [+ [¢] [1] 7 S0 231 554 043 976 1000 1002 1002
M =z MONTHLY DALA S = SUM OF MONTHLY DATA
GROHING DEGREE UNITS FOR CORN
E M ] 2 20 80 246 449 620 595 397 182 43 7 2660
S kJ S 25 1) %59 600 1436 2031 24280 2610 2653 2660
NOTE: FOR CORN THE BASE 1S SO, AND THE DEGREE UNITS ARL
ADJUSTED FOR TEMPERATURES BELOH 50 AND ABOVE 86

OTHER CLIMATOLOGICAL DATA ARE AVAILABLE
CLIMATOGRAPHY OF THE UNILTED STATIES: NO. 60 - CLIMATE OF STAIES:

(AND SUPPLEMNENTS:

IN A VARIETY OF SUMMARIES AND FORMATS, SUCH AS THE

ANNUAL DEGREE DAYS 1O SELECTED BASES DERIVED FROM THE

NO. 81 - MONIILY NORHALS

1951-80 NORMALS;

AND MONTILY PRECIPLIATION PRODABILITIES, SELECTED PROBABILITY LEVELS DERIVED FROM THE

1951-060 NORMALS)
1S AVAILABIE EITHER ON MAGNETIC TAPL,

NO B84 - DAILY NORMALS:

NO. 85 - DIVISIONAL NORMALS.
MICROF ICHE, OR PAPER COPY.

A VARIETY OF DAIA

259-00L02)

AND INFORMATION SERVICE

10 OBIAIN [NFORMATION ABOUT CLIMATOLOGICAL DATA AND RELAIED PUBLICATIONS,
CONTACT:
DIRECTOR
NATINNAL CLIMATIC DATA CENIER
fLDERAL BUILDING
ASHEVIILE, NC 28001 - 2696
(OR TELEPHONE: 1704)
e, DEPARTMENT OF COMMERCE
. .
", NATIONAL OCEANIC AND ATHOSPINRIC ADMINISINATION
$ 2 HATIONAL [NVIRONMUNTAL SATELLTTL, DATA,
) g NATIONAL CLIMATIC DATA CENIER
'r & c
gt ASHEVINLE, NC

vVitonn-n0aa

ne

tiverdod

D




New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

50 Woll Road, Albany, New York 12233 ~

AUG 0 6 1991 Thomas C. Jorling

Mr. Charles W. Hurley i Gg[,nhubnot
URS Consultants, Inc. URS ov -
782 Delaware Avenue S Lo 'ANTS

Buffalo, NY 14202

AUG 9 1991

Dear Mr. Hurley: JOB# DS 23/
# :

Re: W.A. D002340-3

PSA Report Review SO/S - /15

The draft Preliminary Site Assessment (PSA) Task 1 report for the
Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School (//738030) is returned to you for
revision.

Specific comments are included in the body of the report and are
indicated by colored tabs. Additional comments are offered below.

1.0 Executive Summary - Please revise the section to be consistent
with other PSAs. The summary should include as a minimum:
site size, classification, hazardous waste disposal statement,
significant threat statement, reclassification recommendation.

The statement on Page 2, “...additional sampling be performed
to determine the extent of any contaminant migration..." is
not consistent with the purpose of a PSA (as noted in 2.
Purpose).

A.1 Site History - This section should discuss the on-site tanks
noted on Tables 1, 4, 5 and 6 and in Reference 6. What were
they used for? Are they still on-site (see comment noted on
Table 1)? The last paragraph in the section {Page 8)
discusses dioxin/dibenzofuran analyses from 1985 and 1988.
Why was this analysis singled out for discussion here? 1If
site contamination is covered here, it would seem appropriate
to discuss the full realm of sampling, particularly PCB
analysis.

4.4 Contamination Assessment, Air Contamination - The New York

State Department of Health had the following comment: "Soils

‘ D:r’nbutmn
]

'3L\.l‘-‘ JK\B
!\E:( A~:

o
—I=

3

——— g

offsite may be contaminated from particulates in smoke which
SV PR were generated during the relatively low temperature,
E:,”_,______ open-burning exercises. Soil sampling offsite should take

into consideration the predominant wind direction in the
area." The potential for offsite contamination by
particulates should be discussed in this section. Sampling to
evaluate this, however, is probably beyond the scope of a PSA.

5.1 Hazardous Waste Deposition - The report seems to clearly
document the disposal of listed hazardous waste, i.e. PCBs at
concentrations in excess of 50 ppm. This is shown in the
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sampling data from 1978 to date, Reference 6 which documents
the storage of hazardous waste, and given the known cperations
at the site (dumping PCB o0il on the ground).

Significant Threat Determination - The determination of

significant threat should be made based on guidance given
previously to URS, including the proposed Part 375
regulations. The analysis seems to indicate impact to the
environment.

This cection notes that the contamination may be due to
background conditions. Does URS rcally believe this? The
cection discusses PCB contamination at E. Seneca Street and
PAS; given that PAS is downgradient of the site and E. Seneca
is sidegradient (and no background samples are available),
what real affect would these sites have on the Niagara-Mohawk
site? 1t would seem appropriate to concentrate on what we do
know and can support. If you are really concerned about
background contamination, you must support your premise.

Recommendativns ~ Given the documented hazardous waste
disposal and the impact on the environment {i.e., significant
threat), 2 reclassification would seem in order.

Pleace make the required revisions and return one draft final to me

Sincerely,

Martin D. Brand

Project Manager

Bureau of Hazardous Site Control

Nivision of Hazardous Waste
Pemediation

. - .
- -
-‘V
5.2
5.3
for review.
"
-
Enclosure
—
N—
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APPENDIX B

Site Inspection Report
USEPA Form 2070-13
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<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 1-SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION

LIDENTIFICATION

01 STATE

C2 SITE NUMBER

NY

D986870996

H. SITE NAME AND LOCATION

01 SITE NAME L0900 commen o 8035 Puse AOme o abe)

Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

02 STREET. ROUTE NO.. OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTFIER
East Seneca Street

o3 Ty G4 STATE | 05 2P COOE 06 COUNTY GTCOUN] C8 CONG

cooe ST
Cswego NY |13126 Oswego o
00 COORDINATES 10 TYPE OF OWNEASHP (Crocs ane;

uﬂﬂ‘u " o LonGTUOR . AXA. PAIVATE O 8. FEDERAL O C.STATE D 0 COUNTY [ E. MUNICIPAL
432.28'23 .2 '.16_._ 8L 38,12 O F.OTHER O G UNKNOWN
1. INSPECTION INFORMATION
01 DATE OF WSPECTION 02 SITE STATUS 03 YEARS OF OPERATION
11 ,13 90 ACTIVE 1957 1 Present —— UNKNOWN
WONTH DAV vVIAR INACTIVE SEGINNING YEAR ENDING YEAR

04 AGENCY PERF ORMING INSPECTION [Crocs of et taowy)

T AEPA OB EPACONTRACTOR O €. MUNICIPAL 0 D. MUNICIPAL CONTRACTOR ——
T E.STATE [XF STATE cONTRacTOM _ URS @gﬂtaﬂts 0 G.OTHER —
08 CrulF NSPECTOR [-7] ﬂ'-ﬂ.i 07 ORGANIZATION 08 TELEPHONE NO
. URS (
Robert Kreuzer Geologist Consultants |(71d 856-5634
09 OTHER INSPECTORS 10 TM& 1 1L§>§ngmo~ 72 TELEPHONE NO.
Donald McCall Chemical Engineer Consultants [(718 856-5634

« )

«

13 SITE REPRESENTATIVES NTERVIE WED 14 TR Sr 15ADORESS 16 TELEPrONE WO
Envirdhmental ' ohawk 319 428-310
James Morgan analyst Niagara M (3193

John Lynk

Director of
Fire Training

Niagara Mohawk

(315 428-3101

Dan Kehoe cpecialice 1" Niagara Mohawk (315 428-310]
Utilit . -
Gerald shaw Mechan)i'c Niagara Mohawk (315 428-3103
« )
« )
77 ACCESS GAWED BY 18 TE OF NSPECTION 19 WEATHER CONDIMONS
Chmss ot
;EW 11:00-12:30 Sunny, Windy, 28-30°F
IV.INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM
01 CONTAZY : 02 OF AgureyOrgarsamen) 0 TELEPHONE O
Donald McCall URS Consultants, Inc. (716 856-5636
04 FERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR SITE MSPEC TION FORM osaa.nchRs 08 ORGANIA TION 07 TELEPWONE WO C8 OATE
2 28,91
Donald McCall Fonsultants (716) 856-5636 WOmYe Sav T(AR

EPAFOMM 2070-1) (78Y)
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<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

"PART 2- WASTE INFORMATION

L IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE [ 02 SITE NUMBER
NY D986870996

). WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND CHARACTERISTICS

01 PHYSICAL STATES iCrece of nar saewy) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT SITE 03 WASTE CHAAACTERISTICS (Chaecs of mer apoy/
vty ey C & sowes 01 MGHLY VOLATRLE
g:psg%n.ms 85&%‘:’ r;- g:gﬁom O ¥ MFECTIOUS 0 J exmosve
C C. SLUDGE 2 a cas OC.RADCACTVE 0 Q MAMMARE ~ ° X REACTVE
cumc yanos Unknown & 0. PERSISTENT T M. IGNTARE E:mm
C D OTwER
1Sawery) NG. OF DS
. WASTE TYPE
CATEGORY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GACSS AMOUNT Joz Umit OF MEAsURE| 03 COMMENTS
SLU SLUDGE
OoLw OILY WASTE
soL SOLVENTS
PSO PESTICIDES unknown
occ OTHER ORGANIC CHEMICALS unknown PCBs and Dioxin of unknown
o INORGANIC CHEMICALS guantities are present at the
ACD ACIOS site
84S BASES
MES HEAVY METALS
IV. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES 500 - mou o, ctou CAS
01 CATEGORY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER ©4 STORAGE DISPOSAL METHOO os concentaation | 3 FAN
occC PCBs 12326-36-3 Isteel tanks/burning 85 ppm
occ pioxins unknown 23.86 ppb
ocC Dibenzofurans unknown 3.2 ppb
PSD Aldrin 309-00-2 unknown 28 pob
PSD Dieldrin 60-57-1 unknown 210 ppb
PSD Endosulfan II unknown 283 ppb
V. FEEDSTOCKS see tssonan nr CAS mmorw
CATEQOAY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS MUMBER CATEGORY 01 FEEDSTOCK NAME 02 CAS nuMBER
FOS FOS
FDS FOS
FOS Fos
FOS FOS

VIi. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cav mocic wroreneos 0 5. smre W0 20mase snaryon_ reperny,

Site inspection of 11/13/90 by URS Consultants,
REF. 6,12,13,14,16,17

Inc.

EPAFORM 2070-1217-8Y)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION

[ a ) 01 STATE| 02 STE NUMBE
\"IEPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT e e -y
PART 3-DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

1. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

01 B A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION : 02X OBSERVED(DATE. __1278 ) O POTENTWAL C ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _80 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

It is estimated that as many as B0 residents are using groundwater from the acuifer
of concern. Most of these residents are located on the beachfront of Lake Ontario,
north-northeast from the site.

01 XB SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 0PEXOBSERVED(DATE: 1978 ) O POTENTIAL T ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: __J_ 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Contamination has been detected in both Wine and White Creeks, however, neither are
used as a source of drinking water.

01 T C CONTAMINATION OF AR unknown 02 C OBSERVED(DATE: ) 2 POTENTWL < ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: O4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

During onsite burning of PCB contaminated oil, particulate matter containing PCB's
and dioxins may have bee deposited on the area surrounding the site.

01 T 0. FIRE EXPLOSIVE CONDIMONS 020 OBSERVED(DATE. ____________) C POTENTAL C ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: O4 NARRATIVE DESCAPTION

None reported

01 (XE DRECT CONTACT 460 02D OBSERVED (DATE ) & POTENTIAL C ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Estimate of the population in a l-mile radius of the site, The site is fenced and
access is controlled, but much of the contamination has migrated offsite.

01,C F CONTAMINATION OF SOR. 02 (3 OBSERVED (DATE: __1L1/85 ) O POTENTAL C ALLEGED

03 AREAPOTENTIALLY AFFECTED: e 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIFTION

analysis of a soil sample by the NYSDEC in November 1985 detected the presence of
dioxins & dibenzofurans. PCBs are also present in the soil.

.

015 G DAINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 80 02 O OBSERVED (DATE: .~ ) & POTENTAL C ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

. , . . . .
It is estimated that as many as 80 residents are usina aroudwater Irom the aquifer
of concern. Most of these residents are located on the beachfront.

0152 H WORKER EXPOSUREINJURY 02D OBSERVED (OATE. o} X POTENTWL O ALLEGED
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCAPTION

None reported although there is a slight potential of workers coming into contact
with contaminated soils.

01 {5 1. POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 C OBSERVED (DATE:

21,500 ) £ POTENTWL O ALLEGED
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _Sou2 . 04 NARRATIVE

Estimate of the population within a 3-mile radius.

EPAFOMM 2070-13 (7-81)
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L IDENTIFICATION

- POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE P e
\,’EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT NY |p9ses70996 -

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

H. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS Commun

01 2 J. DAMAGE TO FLORA : 02 O OBSERVED (DATE. } C POTENTIAL C ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

None reported

01 T K DAMAGE TQ FAUNA 02 C OBSERVED (DATE: ) C POTENTWAL C AULLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION isvcaee nomers) o ssoemn!

None reported
01 B L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN 02C OBSERVED (DATE. ) § POTENTIAL C ALLEGED

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION .
PCBs were found in the stream beside the site.

biocaccumulate and contaminate the food chain.

PCRs have the potential to

0215 OBSERVED (DATE: _LI9 /4 ) C POTENTIAL O AUEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01 X M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF wwrssk
i 15003 Bune® $10narg s | soting eruwe) unknown
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

In 1974 an o0il slick potentially containg PCB's was observed in White Creek
downgradient from the site.

) & POTENTIAL Z ALEGED

01 Z N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 02 C OBSERVED (DATE
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

PCB.contamination has been detected offsite and is believed to be attributable
to the site.

01 T O CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS. STORMDRAINS. WWTPs 02 C OBSERVED (DATE: ) C POTENTWAL S ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

None reported

01 R P RLEGAL UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02 OBSERAVED (DATE: 1508 1522.) T POTENTIAL C ALLEGED
Q4 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

PCB contaminated oil was dumped on the ground and burned.

OS5 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL OR ALLEGED MAZARDS

None reported

. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: _ 2] , 500 (tstimate or n»opulatilon 1ln a 5 mile raaius)

IV. COMMENTS

V. sou.cts o‘ I“Foa"‘r'oulcll SPOCIC FIErencod § § IO WRE LDV ORIy i NPTy

NYSDEC Albany File Search, 6/19/90
URS Site Visit 11/13/90

EPAFOAMZ0TO-13(7-81) 1 0011 ‘3,




&EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION
PART 4- PERMIT AND DESCRIPTIVE INFORMATION

. IDENTIFICATION

01 5TATE[ 02 SITE NUMBER
NY D986870296

il. PERMIT INFORMATION

01 TYPE OF PEAMIT ISSUED
IChocs of NI ampwy;

L A NPOES
_——2

02 PEAMIT NUMBER

I DATE ISSVED

04 EXPWRATION DATE | 03 COMMENTS

C8 uc

CC Am

CD ACRA

C €. RCRAINTERIM STATUS

ZF SPCCPLAN

G STATE .., °SPLUED

NYOL03152

1071777

unknown

c H Lx“ 'Soecoy)

Tl OTHER geen

CJ NONE

. SITE DESCAIPTION

01 STORAGE. OLSPOSAL /Crocs o ot anevy)

C A SURFACE iIMPOUNDMENT
C 8. PLES

C C. DRUMS. ABOVE GROUND
C D. TANK, ABOVE GROUND
O E. TANK. BELOW GROUND
O F.LANDFULL

C G LANDFARM

C H. OPEN DUMP

02 AMOUNT 03 UNIT OF MEASURE

X1 omen 2ll waste wa

sesemyi Jumpe

s discharged or

d on the ground

04 TREATMENT (Croce o s anowr)

O A. INCENERATION

D 8. UNDERGROUND INJECTION

D €. CHEMICAL/PHYSICAL

0 0. BIOLOGICAL

D E. WASTE Ot PROCESSING

O F. SOLVENT RECOVERY

2 0. OTHER RECYCUNG/RECOVERY
D H.OTHER

(Spenty)

03 OTHER

L A. BULDINGS ON SITE
Training building
& classroom

04 AREA OF SITE

4-5

(Agcres!

07 COMMENTS

V. CONTAINMENT

01 CONTANMENT OF WASTES /Crset ene:
{2 A. ADEQUATE. SECURE

D 9. MODERATE

D C. NADEQUATE, POOR

T D. INSECURE. UNSOUND. DANGEROUS

dumped on the ground and burned.

02 DESCAIPTION OF DRUMS. DIUNG. LINERS. SBARMERS. ETC.
A moat collection system was installed around three sides of the site to recover oil
and to stop the spread of contamination into the groundwater and surface water.
water is treated prior to discharge to White Creek.
Before the installation of the moat collection system, PCB contaminated oil was
A portion of that has saturated the ground.

All

V. ACCESSIBILITY

02 COMMENTS

01 WASTE EASILY ACCESSILE. O YES XNO

The site is entirely fenced and access to the site is controlled.
ricted by lavers of hard paced gravel that cover the entire site,

Direct contact is

VYI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cav weott maersss. ¢ ¢ suve S apves swven e

Ref. 5

URS Site visit 11/13/90

EPAFORM 2070-13(7-81)
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L. IDENTIFICATION
POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE L IOENTIFICATION |
\-'}EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT I M b T
PART S - WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA

1l. DRINKING WATER SUPPLY

01 TYPE OF DRINKING SUPPLY 02 STATUS O3 iSTAMCE TO SITE
{Chec? o8 apoStaie)
SURFACE WELL ENOANGERED AFFECTED MONITORED
COMMUNTY AR 8.0 A O 2.0 cu A3 * m
NON-COMMUNITY c.o o.o¥ o.& ( Nel £ 0 8. 0.6
. GROUNDWATER
0t GAQUNDOWATER USE IN VICINITY [Chest sney
XA OMLY SOURCE FOR DRINKING T 8. ORNNG O €. COMMERCIAL. INDUSTRIAL RIRIGATION 0O D. NOT USED. UNUSEABLE
1Ovver smrese Svadaiie) (Lovreg esver sawt 90 Svaingny
COMMERCIAL INOUSTRIAL IRAIGATION
(Mo etngr water sttt
02 POPULATION SERVED BY GAOUNO wATER _S0 ectimated 03 OXSTANCE TO NEAREST DRwwNG wATER weLL O - © (m)
04 DEPTH TO GAOUNOWATEA 08 DIRECTION OF GAOUNOWATER FLOW | 08 DEPTM TO AQUFER | 07 POTENTIAL YIELD 08 SOLE SOURCE AQUFER
: OF CONCEAM OF AQUFER
0.5 =1 1] AS sumed N, NW 0.5-1 _m nnknown (goa) O ves 2 No

08 DESCAPTION OF WELLS moreng w0eage. Sapth, 590 SLAIEN v 1 SIPREN 00 Sulings)
Unknown, no well construction details or well logs were found during the file

search.
10 RECHAAGE AREA . 11 OSCHARGE AREA
C YES | COMMENTS unknown xves |comments Site discharoes to White
C~no CNO | creek and then Lake Ontario

IV. SURFACE WATER

01 SUAFACE WATER USE /Croee ane)

£ A RESERVOIR RECREATION O 8. IRRIGATION, ECONOMICALLY D C. COMMERCIAL, INDUSTRIAL C 0. NOT CURRENTLY USED
DRINKING WATER SOURCE WMPORTANT RESOURCES

02 AFFECTED/POTENTIALLY AFFECTED BODWES OF WATER

NAME: AFFECTED OSTANCE TO SITE
ite Creek
White e 0.01 (™)
WIne Creek o 0.0l trew)
Lake Ontario - 0 1 (rm)
V. DEMOGRAPHIC AND PAOPERTY INFORMATION
01 TOTAL POPULATION WITHeN 02 DASTANCE TO NEAAE ST POPULATION
ONE (1} MILE OF SITE TWO (2) MILES OF SITE THREE (3) MILES OF SITE
A 460 s._10,800 ¢ 21,500 0.6 ™)
N0 OF PEASONS O OF PERSOrE O OF PEASONS
03 NUMBER OF BULLDINGS WITHiN TWO (2) MRES OF SITE 04 DISTANCE TO NEAREST OFF-SITE BURLDING
2850 0.01 imi)
0% POPULATION WITHiIN VICINITY OF SITE (sveuse o natwre of SO Sy of (8. § § AT AR SENSY SRS WAer rYei

The site is in the City of _Oswego near the city boundary. The vicinity is a
combination of commerclal, light industrial, and rural areas.

EPAFORM 207013 (7-81)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE I IDENTIFICATION

N
SITE INSPECTION REPORT OV STATE[02 SITE NUMBEA
< EPA

PART 5- WATER, DEMOGRAPHIC, AND ENVIRONMENTAL DATA LYY | D986870996

VI. ENVIRONMENTAL INFORMATION

01 PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED JONE iCroesene;

DA 10-¢=-10"0cmisec R B.10-4~10-8cmisec D C. 10"~ 10-3cmsec T D GREATER THAN 10-J orvsec

02 PERMEABILITY OF BEDROCK (Crece ons)
C A MPERMEABLE XC B RELATIVELY MPERMEABLE C C RELATIVELY PERMEABLE [ D VERY PERMEABLE

oss mer 10”0 gueee; 11074 - 109 susens 110°2 - 1074 omsens (Groorer wan 10~ ! oo san)
QIDEPTH TO BEDAOCK G4 OEPTHOF CONTAMINATED SOWL Z2ONE 03 SO pt
<10 - <10 " 4.5-7.3
08 NET PRECIPITATION 07 ONE YEAR 24 MOUR RAINFALL 08 SLOPE
2.5 SITE SLOPE DIRECTION OF SITE SLOPE , TERRAIN AVERAGE SLOPE
09 FLOOD POTENTIAL 10

0 SITE IS ON BARRIER ISLAND. COASTAL HIGH MAZARD AREA. AIVERINE FLOODWAY

SITEISN _100  YEARFLOODPLAN

11 DISTANCE TO WE TLANDS (5 acre swwmony 12 DISTANCE TO CRAITICAL MABITAT /o entangerey spscme;
ESTUARINE OTHER _NA m
A__NA 0 0.0l _ (m ENDANGERED SPeciES __none reported
13 LAND USE N vICINITY
DISTANCE TO
' RESIDENTIAL AREAS. NATIONAL/STATE PARKS, AGRICULTURAL LANDS
COMMERCIALINDUSTRIAL FORESTS. OR WILDUFE RESERVES PRIME AG LANO AG LAND
A0  m 9% c. 2 m) O 1

14 DESCRIPTION OF SITE IN RELATION TO SURRDUNDING TOPOQRAPHY
The area of the site used for training is relatively flat. White Creek flows west
of the site and much of the surrounding land is wooded.

VIl. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cov apocte erences. ¢ ¢ . oo Sos. sowpm snoven mwerm)

. NYSDEC Albany File Search, 6/14/90
URS Site visit, 11/13/90
Ref. 4,20,21,22,23,24,25,26

€PAFOMM 2070-13(7-91)
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SITE INSPECTION REPORT oy TE103 ST ameR

a POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE T eaToN
WEPA - [[3Y | peses7oss

PART 8 - SAMPLE AND FIELD INFORMATION

I. SAMPLES TAKEN

01 NUMBER OF 02 SAMPLES SENT TO OJIESTIMATEL
SAMPLE TYPE SAMPLES TAKEN TS A\
GAOUNDWATER 5 O'Brien & Gere July 19
SURFACE WATER 12 O'Brien & Gere July 19
- WASTE
AR
RUNOFF
SPRL
‘l . soa. -see next page-
P VEGETATION
i OT™ER Sediment 11 O'Brien & Gere July 19°
| L. FIELD MEASUREMENTS TAKEN
! o1 Tvog 02 COMMENTS
HNu No readings above background level, 11/13/90
Radiation Meter No readings above background level, 11/13/90

| IV.PHOTOGRAPHS AND MAPS
j 01 TYPE 3 GROUND C AERIAL oawcustoover __URS Consultants, Tnc

(MG o YL AP & PPPal)

T 54 LOCATION OF MAPS
X vES URS Consultants, Inc., 282 Delaware Avenue, Buffalo, New York
C NO

V.OTHER FIELD DATA COLLECTED '*owwe ravevs cvrcrponny

. Photographs of significant features were taken and a site location map was
‘,! developed.

VI. SOURCES OF INFORMATION :Cre spocin muvonees o g 21is ot somom snonss ooty

NYSDEC Albariy File Search, 6/14/90
URS Site Visit, 11/13/90
Ref. 6,12,13,14,16,17

EPAFORM 2070-13 (7-81)
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SAMPLE TYPE

Soil

Soil

Soil

Soil

Soil

Soil

SAMPLES

SENT TO

O'Brien

NYSDOH

O'Brien

O'Brien

Versar,

O'Brien

& Gere

& Gere

& Cere

Inc.

& Gere

DATE

1978
1985
1985
198 6
1988

1988
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

1. IDENTIFICATION

S - 01STATE [02 SITE NUMBER
< EPA SITE INSPECTION REPORT A
PART 7- OWNER INFORMATION

#1. CURRENT OWNER(S) s PARENT COMPANY (» oscaem;

01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 108 NAME ©9 D~ 8 NUMBER
Niagara Mohawk Power Co.

OISTREET ADORESS (O Bwa RFD# ose ) 04 $IC CODE 1O STREET ADDRESS 7 0 Bee 207 o) 11.8:C CO0E
300 Erie Boulevard West

03 CITY 08 STATE |07 2 cOOE 12Cmy T3 STATE]" 4 2P COOE
Syracuse NY 13202

0 NAME 02 D+ 8 NUMBER 08 NAME CP D+ B NUMBER

CJ STREET ADORESS (# © Sea. W00 e} 04 $C CODE 10 STREET ADDAESS /7 0 Bos. 0 0. ey 11 5iC CODE

fos oty me’w 2 oot 20Ty VI STATE| 14 29 CODE

01 NAME 02 O+ 8 NUMBER 8 NAME 09 D+ 8 NUMBER
0 STREET ADORESS (# O faa. AFD ¢ on) 04 $C CODE 10 STREET ADDRESS 7 0. o A0 ¢. em) 115C COOE
os CITy jO8 STATE{O7 2@ COOE 120MY 13 STATE|1e UP CODE

01 NAME 02 D+ 8 NUMBER 08 NAME 00D+ 8 MUMBER
OI STREET ADORESS (# O Bes. D¢ ous ) 04 SC COOE 10 STREET ADORESS (# O Sus. AFD ¢ o | 118 CODE

08 Ty

e STATHO7 LP COOE

12Ty

13STATE| 14 2P COOE

. PREVIOUS OWNER(S) ‘Ler mosr mcon vy

IV. REALTY OWNER(S) /7 spsscasn tor mos: weom owr;

01 nAME 032 O+ 8 NUMBER Ot NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER
unknown

OISTREET ADORESS (# O Baa. MO ¢. ey 04 SIC COOE CISTREET ADORESS (# O Sme. A0 ¢. oy 04 SIC CO0E
0s crY DESTATE| 07 2 COOE o8 Ty 08 STATE| 07 2 COOE

+
01 MAME 02 D+ B NUMBER 01 NasmE . 02 0+ 8 NnUMBER
CISTREET ADORESS » O Sms. AP0 2. o) 04 SIC CO0E 03 STREET ADORESS (#.0 Saa. A70 ¢ e ) 04 BC CODE
os CITY rtsnn 07 2P COOR o8 CINY o8 STATE] O 2@ COOE
01 NAME 02 De 8 MUMBEA 01 NAME 02 0+8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS # O Mue W07 sac/ O4 #i COOE 03 STREET ADORESS (7 © s APD 7. omc) 04 SKC CODE
03Ty OOSTATE| O7 Z» COOE os OTY jO8 STATE[O? Lw COOE

V. BOURCES OF INFOAMATION /Cov moutic averness. ¢ ¢ . sive Sus. aote sroyen. msern/

NYSDEC Albany File Search 6/14/90

EPA FOMMM 207013 (T-8Y)
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<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

SITE INSPECTION REPORT

I. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE |02 MITE NUMBER

NY D9868709%6
PART 8- OPERATOR INFORMATION
I CURRENT OPERATOR /v ¢ a%orww mum somen OPERATOR'S PARENT COMPANY 7 woncanny
01 NAME 02 O+ 8 NUMBER 10 NAME T1 0+ 8 NUMBER
Niagara Mohawk Power Corp.
©3 STREET ADORESS (7.0 Bee. A0 4. s0n; 04 $C COOk 12 STREET ADORESS 17 O Bes. D4y 13 $iC CO0E
300 Erie Boulevard West
[os oy 08 STATE|O7 2P COOE te CITY 'S STATE[16 2P COOE
Syracuse ) NY 13202
08 YEARS OF OPERATION | OF NAME OF OWNER
33
HI. PREVIOUS OPERATOR(S) Lot most meow Su: srovasm anwy # astoromt irpm owmen) PREVIOUS OPERATOARS' PARENT COMPANIES /7 spescasns
Q1 NAME 02 0+ 8 NUMBER 10 NAME 11 D+ 8 NUMBEA
03 STREET ADORESS (# O fes. A50 /. o) 04 SIC COOE 12 STREET ADORESS (2.0. See. #70¢. o) 13 $.C COOE
08 GTY rourm o7 2P COot TeCaTY TS STATE] 10 2 COOE
C8 TEARS OF OPERATION 0% NAME OF OWNER OURING Trd PERICO
01 NAME T0z O+ 8 NUMBER 0 NAME 110+ BNUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS # O Seu, A0 ¢. ) 04 $iC COOE 12 STREET ADORESS (7 0. s, A#D 4. o) 13 SIC COOE
oS Ity 08 STATE|0? 2P COOR YeCITY TS STATE[ 19 2P CODE
08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 08 NAME OF OWNER OURING THIS PERICO
01 NAME 02 De B UMBEA 10 NAME 11098 NUMBER
03 STAEET ADORESS 17 O Sma. AP0 7. mie.) G4 SiC CODE 12 STREET ACORESS 17 O fme, A0 4. son.) 13 SiC COOk
.
08 CITY 06 STATE| 07 ZP COO% TecrTY N 18 STATE| 16 29 COOCE
08 YEARS OF OPERATION | 09 NAME OF OWNER DUAING THS PERICO

IV. SOURCES OF INFORMATION oo wonts eivrorcon. o ¢.. e Sas. s0mes avoven. raserwy

ref. 10

NYSDEC Albany File Search 6/14/90

EPAFOMM 2070-13(7-8Y)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT

I.IDENTIFICATION

&EPA

PART 9-GENERATOR/ITRANSPORTER INFORMATION

Q1STATE
NY

C2 SITE NUMBER
D98687099¢€

Il. ON-SITE GENERATOR .

OV NAME 02 D+ B NUMBER
Niagara Mohawk Pcwer Corp.
CJ STREET ADOAESS /P O Seu. A%D . me.; 04 SIC COOE
300 Erie Boulevard West
o8 cITy 06 STATE[07 2@ COOE
Syracuse NY 13202
Hl. OFF-SITE GENERATOR(S)
01 NAME 02 D+ 8 NUMBEA 01 NAME 02 O« 8 NUMBER
None known
03 STREEY ADDRESS (P © Sas. 4704, wec.; 04 $IC COOE 03 STREET ADORESS (# O See. M0 0. o0¢ ) 04 SIC CSOE
os cITY 08 STATE| 07 DP COOE 08 CTY 08 STATE[oT 2P CODE
01 NAME 02 D+ B NUMBEA 01 NAME 02 0+ 8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS 17 O Ses. A#0 ¢, esc. 04 $iC CODE O STAEET ADORESS (5 O Ses. A%00. onx.) 04 SIC COOE
08 CITY jos STATE] 07 2» coOOE 08 CITY 06 STATE]07 2P COOE
IV. TRANSPORTER(S)
01 NAME 02 0+ 8 NUMBER 01 NAME 02 D+ BNUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS /# O Bes. #7D 0. erc.) 04 $IC COOE OISTREET ADORESS (#.0. Sau. AFD ¢, arc.) 04 SXC COOE
csCity 08 STATE[ 07 2w COOR 08 CITY 06 STATE] 07 2 COOE
01 NAME 02 O+ B MUMBER 01 NAME 020+ 8 NUMBER
03 STREET ADORESS (# O Ses 204, o) 04 3iC COOE 03 STREET ADORESS (# 0. Bea. A€0 ¢, o5 ) O S0 CODE
0% CITY STATE] 07 D@ COOE 08 CITY 08 STATE] 07 21 CODE

V. SOURCES OF INFORMATION rCov mocte morarses. 0.9 sume e asvw snovea rapem;

NYSDEC Albany File Search

11,/14/90

EPAFOMM 207013 (7-8Y)
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<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE

. SITEINSPECTION REPORT
PART 10-PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

L IDENTIFICATION

o1 STATE]
NY

pr——
———————

02 SITE NUMRER
D986870996

N. PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

04 DESCRIPTION
None revported

01 O A WATER SUPPLY CLOSED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPFTION

None Reported
01 T 8. TEMPOAARY WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 CATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFMON

None reported
0t T C PERMANENT WATER SUPPLY PROVIDED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFTION

None reported
01 O D. SPULED MATERIAL REMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 O €. CONTAMINATED SOR AEMOVED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 Oesc None reported
01 T F. WASTE REPACKAGED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 O Q. WASTE DISPOSED ELSEWHERE 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION
None reported

01 C . ON SITE BURIAL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 T 1. IN SITU CHEMICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 C J. IN SITU SIOLOGICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRFTION

None reported
01 C K. IN SITU PHYSICAL TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFTION

None reported
01 C L ENCAPSULATION C20ATE . OJAGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 C M EMERGENCY WASTE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 C N. CUTOFF waLLs 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION

None reported
01 O O EMERGENCY DIKING/SURF ACE WATER DIVERSION 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 C # CUTOFF TRENCHES/'SUMP 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRFPTION

None reported
0t C Q SUBSURFACE CUTOFF WALL 02 DATE £3 AGENCY

EPAFORM 2070-1317-8Y)

100122



<EPA

POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 10-PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES

1. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE] 02 SITE NUMBER
NY ]D986870996

I1PAST RESPONSE ACTIVITIES Coronen

04 DESCRPTION

01 C R BARAIER WALLS CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None revorted
01 T S. CAPPING/COVERING 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION

None reported
01 O T BULK TANKAGE REPAIRED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 5 U GROUT CURTAIN CONSTRUCTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 T v. BOTTOM SEALED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION

None reported
01 T W GAS CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 O x. FIRE CONTROL 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIFTION None reported
01 O Y LEACHATE TREATMENT 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 O 2. AREA EVACUATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION

None reported
01 C 1 ACCESS TO SITE RESTRICTED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRIPTION

None reported
01 C 2. POPULATION RELOCATED 02 DATE 03 AGENCY
04 DESCRPTION

None reported
01 & 3 OTHER AEMEDIAL ACTIVITIES 02DATE L0777 = OIAGENCY

A moat collection and carbon adsorption treatment system was installed
to collect and treat surface water runoff from the site. Treated water
is discharged to White Creek. -

M. SOURCES OF INFORMATION /Cov mpentic mivonces. ¢ § @ Sae sanpe sayen. rpere)

-

URS Site Visit

NYSDEC Albany File Search 11/14/90

11/13/90

EPAFOMM 2070-13(78Y)
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
\‘.‘.’ EPA | SITE INSPECTION REPORT
PART 11 - ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

(. IDENTIFICATION

01 STATE} 02 SITE NUMSER
NY D386870996

1. ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION

01 PAST REGULATORY/ENFORCEMENT ACTION O YES E NO

02 DESCAPTION OF FEDERAL STATE. LOCAL REQIALATORY ENFORCEMENT ACTION

HL. SOURCES OF INFORMATION 1Cov wwecme wrorences. ¢ § . aiers os. sompes onryan. mewry

NYSDEC Albany File Search 11/14,/90

EPAFORM 207013 (7-8%)
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APPENDIX C

Interview Documentation Forms
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<
URS

AM INTERMATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CRGANIZAT

. PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:

L ¥ )

JOB NO. 35231.00.11500 JOBR NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Training Schoocl
MEMO OF TERLECON

DATE 2-28-91 TELEPHONE ( 3‘5’7 349 -3557F

PERSON CALLING D. McCall PERSON CALLED EVA’NJ wA—LSI-/

REPRESENTING URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING [>Sur‘fé0 (a/‘NTV H«EALP-I D.'r’?,‘

/NFORMATICN  ON THE  NialM0FTS
TEXT OF TELECON

JE CNLY. INEORMATION  THAT- THEY HBME oN

THE  SiTE I8 wHaT HAS BEEN SENT- TO  THEM

By THE NYSDEC. I HEY HRVEN'T"  BONE

ANYTHING ON THE SITE THEMsE£LVES .

cc:

100125



URS

(o)

AN INTERANATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SEAVICES S8GANIZA® ©

JOB ﬁO. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Traininec School
MEMO OF TELECON

DATE -8 -9/ TELEPHONE (31'5_>426 - 2

PERSON CALLING D. McCall PERSON CALLED /ef"\/ HgE/';LEN.S

REPRESENTING _ URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING /ZEGlL‘NQLJ?MCS__CLvE_D. NYSDeH

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:

[NFRMATIcN O THE  Nin M FTS s,

TEXT OF TELECON

- A Ear Ag HE KACWS | THE  SITE  w'AS  ALLLAYS

OWNED AND  OPERATED By  Nwncara  NoHowe,

- THE ONW  FROBLEMS HE  ENews OF A THE SITE

WERE THE BuRNING  OF B ot anND THE

RESIDUAL  DIOKINS & FURANS THHT (UERE FCUND IN

THE ol SAMLES.

—  THEIR FLE  (oNSISTED oAy COF  THE (985~ AN

THE 1986 onaT1H Taey HAD KD INFECRMAT oA onJ

ANY Wwekk  THaT  (As TenE (S

- TTUERE ARE SoME  PECAE  TT THE EAST o~ THL

SITE THAT— DSE  THE CROUNOWLA TI=R

—  JBS  Aaup  Eacr  Sewneca SmEET  DumpP ARE  RICHT N

THE  SAmE  AREA.

cCt

100127



R
e, URS °©

L ANT(\ AN INTERNATIONAL PACEESSICNA, SES,1285 28GA*

908, 26 Jggounfconsuumrs, INC. jieros

SUFEALC
S70 DELAWARE AVENUE ZUEVELAND

~ - December 17, 1990 surraLe ELANARE AVENVE 2 e
{716)883-5525 :?\'Eoﬂn
! . NEw v X
FAX:(716)883-0754 Seaane a
NEW CRUEANS

SAN FRANCISZO

Mr. Coburn gg?;;«:;eo

New York State Department of P P
Environmental Conservation - Wetlands S S e

615 Erie Boulevard - West ‘.

Syracuse, New York 13204

RE: PRELIMINARY SITE ASSESSMENTS, REGION 7

Dear Mr. Coburn:

URS Consultants, Inc. is currently conducting Preliminary Site Assessments of
three (3) sites in Region 7.

We are performing these investigations under contract to the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation pursuant to the requirements of the New
York State Environmental Conservation lLaw, Section 27-1309.

As part of the assessment, we need to determine whether or not there are any
wetlands within a l-mile vicinity of the site. The sites for which we are doing
assessments are listed below:

Valenite - #734023
State Fair Landfill - #734033
Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School - #738030

Copies of the USGS topo maps showing the locations of the sites have been
included.

We would appreciate it if you would send us copies of the wetlands maps for the
locations of these three sites. Your prompt attention to our request would be
appreciated, as this information is necessary to complete our evaluation of the
site. If you have any questions, please feel free to call.

ke - hl \
Sincerely,

- URS CONSULTANTS, INC.

/’b =g C e | |
; {
//' . Donald A. McCall f P

{S) . Project Engineer ! e
St .U'-;"
~— e ———— cT ':’;N;-':.
DaM/ys v
Enc.
- 12-17-90.MC

35231.00 (5010)

” 100128
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i 570 DELAWARE AVENUE

“ URS

AN INTIANATIONA, SROFZZS.S 2. czicanie :.

"

URS CONSULTANTS, INC.

Crewss @
- Ve u .
ca—m vl il v sl

RN T o R

i, FEB 2811991
] 2523].c2

Mr. James F. Morgan e (50/5_ //7’

Assoc. Sr. Environmental Analyst
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation
300 Erie Boulevard West
Syracuse, New York 13202

BUFFALO. NEW YORK 14202-1207
February 19, 1991 16 883.5525

FAX:[716)883-0754

RE: NIAGARA MOHAWK FIRE TRAINING SCHOOL, #738030
Dear Mr. Morgan:

As mentioned during our visit to your site on November 13, 1990, URS ansultants,
Inc. is currently conducting a Preliminary Site Assessment of the Niagara Mohawk
Fire Training School site in the City of Oswego, Oswego County, New York.

We are performing this investigation under contract to the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) pursuant to the requirements
of the New York State Environmental Conservation Law, Section 27-1309.

This is to confirm our conversation wherein you, Dan Kehoe, Gerald Shaw, and Mr.
John Lynk provided the following information:

o The site has been in use for 33 years.

o The oil that was previously burned only contained residual PCBs from the
tanker trucks that were hauling the o0il. All oil burned at the Fire
School has been certified to be PCB free since 1977.

o) The moat around the site was designed to collect surface runoff,
groundwater from the overburden, and the bedrock runoff. This water goes
through a carbon treatment system and is then discharged to Wine Creek.

o The oil/water separator was designed for 99% removal of oil before water

- goes through the carbon system. It can not be determined if the oil/water
separator achieves the 99% removal.

o No soil has been removed from the site.

o Two monitoring wells that were located in the back corner of the site have
had their risers removed because they presented a safety hazard.

o The depth to bedrock is approximately 4 feet.

- o The nearest residence to the site is approximately 0.6 mile.

e} The nearest groundwater well is 1.5 - 2.0 miles from the site.

100130



Mr. James F. Morgan
February 19, 1991
Page 2

We have incorporated your corrections as outlined in your letter of February 11,
1991. We would appreciate it if you would review this information, note any
necessary corrections, and return a signed and dated copy to indicate your
concurrence. Your prompt attention to this would be greatly appreciated, as the
information is necessary to complete our evaluation of the site. Please use
enclosed envelope.

Sincerely,
URS CONSULTANTS, INC.
T ATt

Donald A. McCall
Project Engineer

DAM/ys

2-19-91L.DMC
35231.00 (File: 5015 - 115)

I agree with the information as it is presented.

Z'ZIQIQI

Date

100131



@

URS

AN INT

EANATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SEAVICES COGANIZAT ¢

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:

TTRYING T CET JeNE  [SBRS SampiiNé

wk Fire Training School

JoB No. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME  NYSDEC - Niagara Moha
MEMO OP TRLECON
DATE 3 -i-GC TELEPHONE f3i€\j 426 - 35 3y
PERSON CALLING  D. McCall PERSON CALLED CHARLIE  DRANAEA
. REPRESENTING URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING NYSD

£C eEélt'r\/ £

ATA

TEXT OF TELE

CON

CHARLUE  SAirn  THAT THEY o HNPVE  THE DaTA

AT THE  Reciwn 7

OFFLGE  HOWEVER (T LUAS

AND  SEND TT

Vs, /! Bseed

7C0 NMYeH 10 CoPY

Hi M IE HE  (oULo

ST SEND US

THE  Hzem Ls

Fopry  THE -~ Bara  PRtes . CrHARLIC

SA/D TTHAT

H

E  WicD  SEND  US

LHAT  HE (U

Find

ATTAHED i< A

Se MM Ao

s hE FINYNCS

cc:

10013
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1D

PESTICIDE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

SH8873803C-01
ab Name:_____ ______ VERSAR, INC.___ Contract:_CO001298 |\ ____ _ _ _ _ o ____ i
—._ . ab Code: VERSAR Case No. :6016 SAS No.: SDG No
fatrix: (soil/wvater)S0OIL Lab Sample ID: _350827
Sample wt/vol: 30 (g/ml) G Lab File ID: .
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: _06/17/88
' Moisture: not dec. S dec. ________ Date Extracted:_06/22/88
~ Extraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) SONC Date Analyzed: _07/0&/88
35PC Cleanup: (Y/NON pH:___5k.8 Dilution Factor: 1.0
- CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/KgUG/KG Q
- e S R )
I 319-84-6~--=---=-- alpha-BHC ___ _ _ __ e | 3.7 1__U__1I
I 319-85-7-=--==-- beta-BHC __ _ _ __ ____ o _____ ! 3.7 1__U__I
— i 319-86-8-------- delta-BHC __ _ _______ o _ ! 3.7 1__u__1
| 58-89~-9---=--=-=--- gamma-BHC (Lindane)_________ [ 3.7 1__U__1
I 76-44-8----==---- Heptachlor____ __ oo i 3.7 t__U__1
_ | 309-00-2-------- Aldrin_ 1 28 | !
I 1024~57-3~-=--=--~ Heptachlor Epoxide__________ | 3.7 1__uU__1
| 959-98-8-+-=----- Endosulfan I________________ ! 3.7 1__u__1I
~ } 60-57-1--=---=---~ Dieldrin_ _ _ _ o o | 210 1+ I3 1
- I 72-55-9---=-=--=--- 4,4’-DDE_ _ _ _ _ | 7.3 1__U__1
I 72-20-8----=---- Endrin_ _ _ | 7.3 1__U__1
. I 33213-65-9------ Endogulfan II_______________ | 83 1 J 1
- | 72-54-8---=------ 4,4'-DDD_ _ _ e ! 7.3 1__U__1
| 1031-07-8--=-=---~ Endosulfan Sulfate__________ | 7.3 1__U__\1I
I 50-29-3--------- 4,4'-DDT_ _ _ | 7.3 1__u_1
| 72-43-5-=--==~--- Methoxychlor__ _ _ _ ___ _ _ ______ i 7.3 1__U__1
- | $3494-70-5------ Endrin Ketone______ __ ___ ____ f 7.3 1__U__1
i 5103-71-8------~ alpha-Chlordane______ _______ ! 7.3 1__U__\I
)] 5103-74-2----~~-~- gamma-Chlordene______ _______ ) 7.3 1__U__1
- | 8001-35-2--=~-~-- Toxaphene____________ __ _____ | 73 1__U__1
1 12674-1i1-2---=--~- Aroclor-1016__ _ _____________ ! 37 1__u__1
B I 11104-28-2-----~ Aroclor-122)_ __ __ _ _ __ _______ 1 37 1__u__|
_ ' 11141-16-5-----~- Aroclor-~1232__ _ _ . l 37 1__u__\1
| 53469-21-9------ Aroclor-~1242__ _ _ _ _ _ __ _ ______ ! 37 1__u__lI
I 12672-29-6-~----- Aroclor-1248___ __ ___ ________ | 37 1__U__1
! 11087-69-1------ Aroeclor-~1254__ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ _ . __.____ I 73 1__uU__1
- I 11096-82-5------ Aroclor-1260___ _ _ _ __ _ ____.___ | 73 1__U__1
D e e e e e e e o |
N’
FORM I PEST 1/87 Rev
. ¢l oo

100133



1D . A SAMPLZ NI, (
PESTICIDE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET  _______ \
| !
|SH88738030-03D |
Lab Name:___________ YERSAR, INC.___ Contract:_C001298 _ ———— |
\b Code: VERSAR Case No.:6016 SAS No.: SDG No. :
Matrix: (soil/vater)SOIL Lab Sawmple ID: _30829
Sample wt/vol: 30 (g/ml) G Lab File ID: __
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: _06/17/88
X Moisture: not dec. 7 deG. __ 0 __ Date Extracted:_06/22/88
Extraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) SONC Date Analyzed: _07/05/88
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N)N pH:___6.6 Dilution Factor: 10.0
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/KgUG/KG Q
Voo TTTTTTT T - T T |
I 319-84-6---==-~-- slpha-BHC___ __ ___._ __ ________ | 36 __U__1I
| 319-85-7---~--~-- beta-BHC e e ! 36 1__U__1I
| 319-86-8-------- delta-BHC_________ __________ A 36 1__U__1I
I 58-89-9~~-~------ gamma-BHC (Lindane)_________ ) 36 I1__u__1I
I 76~44-8---~---=--- Heptachlor —— - | 36 __U__\|
I 309~00-2«-~=-=--- Aldrin _— ot 36 1__u__1
1 1024-57-3===-~~-=-~ Heptachlor Epoxide__________ J 36 1__u__!
| 959-98-8~-----~-- Endosulfan I________________ 1 36 1__U__!
| 60-37-1~==-=eu"- Dieldrin_ __ _ _ o e | 72 V__U__1I
| 72-58=9~==-cecm=- 4,4’ -DDE_ _ _ e | 72 1__U__1I
I 72-20-8-~======- Endrin__ _ e | 72 1 __U__1i
| 33213-65-9------ Endosulfan II_______________ l 72 1__U__1I
)} 72-354-8==~----=- 4,4’-DDD ——— _—— { 72 1__U__)
) 1031-07-8~-=----- Endosulfan Sulfate__________ { 72 1__U__1I
i 50-29-3~--==~-=-- 4,4'-DDT e i 72 V1__U__\I
| 72-43-5---~==~=~- Methoxychlor__ __ _ _ __ o 1 72 V__U__\I
| 53494-70-5------ Endrin Ketone_______________ ! 72 1__U__I
| 5103-71-9---=--=- alpha-Chlordane_____________ | 72 1 __U__1
I 5103-74-2-~~==-=-~ gamma-Chlordane_____________ ) 72 1__U__)
| 8001-35-2--==~-- Toxaphene__ _ _ _______________ ! 720 1__U__1
I 12674-11-2-~----- Aroclor-1016, ____ _ __ _ ___.____ ] 360 1__Uu__!
I 11104-28-2~--=-~~- Aroclor-122% __ __ _ __ _ o ___ i 360 1__U__1
|l 11141-16-8S-~----- Aroclor-1232__ _ _ _ __ _ o | 360 I__U__1
| 53469-21-9------ Aroclor-1242__ _ _ _ _ oo | 360 I__U__1I
| 12672-29-6-~-~--~- Aroclor-1248__ _ _ _ __ _ _ __ oo { 360 I__Uu__1
| 11097-69-1--~==-~ Aroclor-12%4__ _ _ _ _ oo | 720 1__U__1
| 11096-82-85------ Aroclor-1260__ __ _ _ _._ o ____ ! 720 1__U__1
) _ - e e o | i
FORM I PEST 1/87 Rev.

e
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versar, Inc. Laboratory Operations

/N

1Sample Mumder |

6850 Versar Center, Springfield VA 22151 (703) 70-3000
15H8873803001 |
4 ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET (Page 1) B —
Laboratory Mame:__ VERSAR Case No: 6016 B3R
Lab Saaple ID No: 50835 0C Report No: 5016 BN232
Sasple Matri: s% Contract No: C001298
Data Release Authorized By: S Date Sample Received: 06/17/88
// VOLATILE COMPOUNDS
/ Concentration: LOv
Date Extracted/Prepared: 06/22/88
Date Analyzed: 06/22/88
Come/Dil Factors 1 pH NA
Percent Moisture: 9.09
cas CAS
Nusber uy/Kg Nusber ug/Ky
174-87-3 IChlorosethane I i1u) 178-87-5 11,2-Dichlorcpropane i Sul
174-83-9 |Broscsethane ! 11ul 110061-02-6 |Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene | Sul
175-01-4 {Vinyl Chloride | 11u) {79016 ITrichloroethene | Sul
175003 iChloroethane l 11ul 1124-48-1 IDidrosochlorosethane | Sul
175-09-2 INethylene Chloride 1 Sul 179-00-5 11,1,2-Trichloroethane | Sul
| i ! ] i ! ] ]
167-64-1 |Acetone ] 11l 171-43-2 |Benzene 1 Sul
175150 ICarbon Disulfide ! Sul 110061-01-5 lcis=1,3-Dichloropropene | Sul
175354 11,1-Dichloroethene i Sul 1110-75-8 12-chloroethylvinylether | 1tul
175-34-3 11,1-Dichloroethane ] Sul 175-25-2 |Brosofors i Sul
1156-60~5 ITrans-1,2-Dichloroethene | Sul 1108-10-1 14-Nethyl-c-Pentanone | el
i | l I | | | !
167-66-3 IChlorofore | Sul 1591-78-% I2-Hezancone | Mul!
1107-06-2 {1,2-Dichloroethane ! Sul 1127-18-4 {Tetrachloroethene | Sul
178-93-3 I2-butanone i iful 179-34-5 11,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane | Suli
171-55-6 11,1,1-Trichloroethane ! Sul 1108-88-3  ITocluene | Sul
156-23-3 ICarbon Tetrachloride ! Sul 1508-90~-7 {Chlorobenzene ! Sui
| | | | } | | I
1108-05-4 IVinyl Acetate I 1lui 1100-41-4 {Ethylbenzene | Sul
175-27-4 |Brosodichlorowethane 1 Sui 1100-42-5 1StyTene i Sul
i i I {Total Xylenes ! Sul
{

O

|

Data Reporting Gualifiers

Value If the result is 2 value yreater than or equal to the ¢
detection linit, report the value.

B
u  Cospound was analyzed for but not detected. The nuaber is the
sinisus attainable detection linit for the sample.

] Estisated value. This flag is used either when estisating
a concentration for tentatively identified coapounds where T
4 1:1 response factor is assumed, Or when the sass spectral
data indicates the presence of a compound that seets the
identification criteria but the result is less than the
specified detection limit but greater than 1ero. (e.g. 107) M

Fora [

This
the

flay applies to pesticide pariseters where
identification has been confirsed by GC/MS.

This flag is used when the analyte is found in
the blank as well as the sample. It indicates
possible/probable blank contamination and warns
the data user to take appropriate action.

Spectrus does not meet criteria for confirsation
but does indicate compound presence.
Not Required.

Coapound present in both satrii spike standard
and unspiked sasple,
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Versar, Inc. Laboratory Operations

5850 Versar Center, Springfield VA 22151 (703) 750~3000 ISasple musper |
1SHAB73803002 )
ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET {Page 1)
Laboratory Nase:_____ VERSAR Case No: 6016 Bee3e
Lab Sasple ID Ne: 50836 0C Report Mo: 6016 BK232
Sample Matrix: S01 Contract Mo: C001298
Data Release futhorized By: Date Sample Received: 06/17/88
VOLATILE COMPOUNDS
Concentration: LOW
Date Extracted/Prepared: 06/22/68
Date fAnalyzed: 06/22/88
Conc/Dil Factor: H pH NR
Percent Moisture: 27.08
Cas CAS
Nusber ugy/Kg Wuaber ug/Ky
174-87-3 iChlorosethane | 44l 178-87-5 i1,2-Dichloropropane I Tul
174-83-9 1Brososethane | 144 110061-02~6 |Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene | Tul
179-01-4 IVinyl Chloride i Wyl 179-01-6 {Trichloroethene I vl
175-00-3 iChloroethane i 4u | 1124-48-1 {Dibrosochlorosethane | Tul
{79-09-2 {Kethylene Chloride 1 Tul 179-00~5 11,1,8-Trichloroethane | 7Tul
! ! | i | | ! {
167-64-1 lAcetone 1 4ul 173-43-2 |Benzene l Tul
175-15-0 ICarbon Disulfide } 7ul 110061015 lcis-1,3-Dichloropropene | Tul
175-35-4 11,1-Dichloroethene } 7Tul 1110-75-8 |2-chloroethylvinylether | 4u
- 175-34-3 I1,1-Dichloroethine I Tul 175-25-2 1Broscfora | Tul
1156-60-5 1Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene | Tul 1108-10~1 |4-Hethyl-2-Pentanone | 144}
| | | | ) } | I
167-66-3 1Chlorofora i Tul 1591-78-6 12-Hexanone ] 44|
1107-06-2 11,2-Dichloroethine | 7Tul 1127-18-4 1Tetrachloroethene | 74
178-93-3 12-butanone [ 14ul 179-34-5 11,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane | Tul
171-55-6 [1,1,1-Trichlicroethane i Tul [108-88-3  iToluene i Tult
156-23-5 ICarbon Tetrachloride I Tul 1108-90-7 {Chlorobenzene [ Tui
! i | | | { ! |
1108-05-4  IVinyl Acetate ! 4l 1100-41-4  1Ethylbenzene ! 7ul
175-27-4 |Brosodichlorosethane l 7vl 1100-42-5 1Styrene | 7ul
| ! I ITotal Xylenes I Tul
|

1

Data Reporting Qualifiers

Value If the result is a value yreater than or equal to the ¢
detection linit, report the value,

u  Cospound was analyzed for but not detected. The number is the
ginisus attainable detection limit for the sample.

J Estisated value. This flag is used either when estisating
a concentration for tentatively identified cospounds where T
4 1:1 response factor is assused, or when the sass spectral
data indicates the presence of a cospound that peets the
identification criteria but the result is less than the
specified detection lisit but yreater than ievo. (e.g. 10))

Fora 1

This
the

flay applies to pesticide paraseters where
identification has been confireed by GC/MS,

This flag is used when the analyte is found in
the blank as well as the sample. It indicates
possible/probable blank contamination ind sarns
the data user to take appropriate action,

Spectrus does not seet criteris for confirsation
but does indicate coapound presence.
Not Required.

Cospound present in both aatrir spike standard
and unspiked sanmple.
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Versar, Inc, Laboratory Operations

6450 Versar Center, Springfield VA 22151 (703) 750-3000 {Sanple Munber |
ISH8873803003 |
ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET {Page 1)
Laboratory Name: VERSAR Case No: 6016 B¥232
Lab Sasple ID No: 50837 QC Report Mo: 6016 B¥232
Saaple Matris: W Contract No: Co01298
Data Release Authorized By: — / Date Sample Received: 06/17/88
// VOLATILE COMPOUNDS
Concentration: LOu
Date Extracted/Prepared: 06/22/88
Date Analyzed: 06/22/88
Conc/Dil Factor: 1 pH L]
Percent Moisture: 7.31
CAS CAS
Nuaber ug/Ky Musber uy/Kg
174-87-3 |Chlorosethane | i1ul 178-87-5 11,2-Dichleoropropane | Sul
174-83-9 1Brososethine | 11yl 110061-02-6 1Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene | Sul
175-01-4 {Vinyl Chloride i flul 179-01-6 ITrichloroethene i Sut
17500-3 iChloroethane | 11ul 1124-48~1 IDibrosochloromsethane i Sul
175-0%-2 |Rethylene Chloride | Sul 179-00-5 11,1,2-Trichloroethane I Sul
l ! | | | | } }
167-64-1 lAcetone | ilul 171-43-2 iBenzene i Sul
175-15-0 1Carbon Disulfide | Sul 110061-01-5 lcis-1,3-Dichloropropene | Sul
T34 i1,1-Dichloroethene i Sul 1130~75-8  |2-chloroethylvinylether | 1ul
TOITS-34-3 11,1-Dichloroethane i Sul 1 T5-25-2 |Brosofors | Sul
1156-460-5 ITrans-1,2-Dichloroethene | Sul 1108-10-1 14-Kethyl-2-Pentanone l Naul
i i | | ! | I |
167-66-3 iChlorofore ] Sul 1591-78-6  |2-Heranone | 1tul
1107-06-2 11,2-Dichloroethane | Sul 1127-18-4 |Tetrachloroethene | Sul
178-93-3 I2-butanone | 11ul 179-34-5 11,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane | Sul
171-35-6 i1,1,1-Trichloroethane i Sul 1108-88-3 iToluene { Sul
156-23-5 ICarbon Tetrachloride | Sul 1108-90-7 1Chlorobenzene | Sul
| I 1 | | ! } |
1108-05-4 IVinyl Acetate } 11wl 1100-41-4 1Ethylbenzene [ .Su
175-27-4 IBrosodichlorosethane | Sul 1100-42-5 Styrene | Sul
i | i iTotal Xylenes | Sui
|

|

Data Reporting Oualifiers

Value If the result is & value greater than or equal to the I
detection lisit, report the value.

u  Cospound was analyzed for but not detected. The muaber is the
sinisua attainable detection linit for the sasple.

I Estisated value. This flag is used either when estisating
3 concentration for tentatively identified cospounds where T
a 1:1 response factor is assused, or when the siass spectril
data indicates the presence of a compound that seets the
identification criteria but the result is less than the
specified detection lisit but gyreater than ero. (e.y. 10))

Fore |

This flay applies to pesticide paraseters where
the identification has been confirmed by GC/BS.

This flag is used when the analyte is found in
the blank as well as the sample. It indicates
possible/probable blink contamination and sarns
the data user to take appropriate action.

Spectrun does not seet criteria for confirsation
but does indicate compound presence.
#ot Required,

Cospound present in both satrir spike standard
and unspiked sample.
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URS

AN INTERNATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CRGANIZAT C

JOB NO. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Trainine School
MEMO OP TELECON
N
DATE 2-28 9/ TELEPHONE \/3/5‘) 343 . 3375
PERSON CALLING __D. McCall pERsON cALLED __ T owN (cerc's OFFice

i
REPRESENTING URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING [ ol N o Egﬁizigu

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:
FRPULUTION  1DATA

TEXT OF TELECON

SHE  HADN'T _ RELEVED  ANY  OFFICiaL

NCTIFcATION BUT SHE BELIEVES THE (38D

CE NSVS DATA A4S APPRONINMATELY ©300.

cc:
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URS

An INTERANATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SERVICES CAGAMIZAT ¢

JOB NO. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk rire Training School
MEMO OP TELECON

DATE 2 - 2E-9] TELEPHONE /3/5> 393 - 258¢

PERSON CALLING  D. McCall PERSON caLLEd o (CiEwe's OFcice.

REPRESENTING  URS Consultants, Buffalo  REPRESENTING _Town) ¢F (sue co

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:
TRevLaTIoN  [DATA

TEXT OF TELECON

—THE 1690  Censeg Dnarma FCR ___THE

Toun F  (ChwEco CUAS EO0IF .

cc:
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URS

AN INTEANATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SEAVICES CAGANIZAT ~

JOB No. >3°231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Trainina School
MEMO OF TELECON
DATE 2-26-9I1 TELEPHONE (31‘5'\ 342 - €116
< rd
PERSON CALLING D. McCall PERSON caLLED _(iTY Cerenkis Oefice

REPRESENTING  URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING 179 €  (XwEco

PURPQSE QF TELECON AND/QOR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:
T¢ GET  PoPulLATICN 4 TA

TEXT OF TELECON

T LE 1990 PrpuocAaTicd  FOR  tHE Ciry o

(K ELD WA S [ 195~

cc:
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URS

AN INTERNATIONAL PRCFESSIONAL SERVICES CAGANIZAT Co

JOB Nb. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Training School
MEMO OF TELRCON

DATE 3-12 -21 TELEPHONE (3/5> 242 - 3323

PERSON CALLING D. McCall PERSON CALLED (REe  JonEs

REPRESENTING _ URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING WATER Suver: - Scei6A
PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:

N THE Sce/BA SysTeEM
TEXT OF TELECON

EveERYBDY N NORTHWEST Scei84  HAsS

MUNICAPBAL WATER EXCEFRT . FOR A £En

RECIDENCES N THE BEALH AREA

STHS TBEACH s ONE  OF  THE  AREAS  THAT

IS TROBABLY  UsSING  GROTNDWATER +FoR

DRINEING  INATER . As  FAR ac HE  kNOWS

THEY HAVE NET— _YET- RECEIVED rWNICIPAL

WATER,
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URS

AN INTEANATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SEAVICES ORGANIZAT ¢

——

JOB NO. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSDEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Traininc School
MEMO OP TELECON

DATE 2-2%-9) TELEPHONE /’5"5'7 343 -4(8

PERSON CALLING  D. McCall PERSON CALLED - JomnN Cierum

REPRESENTING __ URS Consultants, Buffalo  REPRESENTING _(Mares Swr - Tauw o Qseo

——

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:
‘ INFORMATICN  ON  THE (LATER? SYSFEM

TEXT OF TELECON

“THE  SYSEEM £OR THE  TOWN  SERVIGES  ONLY THE

TCwN OF O‘swagal NO— THE  CuTy. T IEip  SouRCE

CC WATER s THE Cimy ot Osweee. Scripn

720 THE Easr of THE Gy M EETS  THER

WA TER ERem Oawen  Crry.

LC . conmnm ExiDED CALLING Me.  fim Cogpivan @
343 - o111 FCR MceRrE (INEORMATION O THE  Ciry
SYSTEM.

cc:
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URS

AN INTERMATIONAL PROFESSIONAL SEAVICES COGANIZAT C!

JOB NO. 35231.00.11500 JOB NAME NYSCEC - Niacara Mohawk Fire Training School
MEMO OF TERLECON

DatE __Z2:28-21 TELEPHONE /%/5’3 343-0I11

PERSON CALLING D. McCall PERSON CALLED /i Svecivan

REPRESENTING URS Consultants, Buffalo REPRESENTING C‘rﬂ cF &u.‘Eéc U//A)’EIQ &P,‘

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:
/NFORMATIoN o THE WATER  SYSr&m

TEXT OF TELECON

Sewee o waER _Us  (owxe  Onmaric

THE ___INTRKE 1S WeaArED (25  ™MitEs INTC _THE

(AKE FRom THE PUMP  STATION | LUHILH (S LOCATED
CN  SEcon  AVENUE.  TTHis IS ALSG THE SAME _(NTALE
VSET>  1C  PRIVICE  WATER g0 THE City _cx Syeswse
ThRE  TowNs __cF Os:,usaq MiNeETo,__anD  Screids ccr
THE e  ware?  Rem e Ciy & (Ogueso  Atso,

CVERIBopy  In__THE QY HAS  (iTY (WATER  Bul”  HE
THINKS THERE M BE A4S MBNY 4AS /. coCc
PRIVATE  WELLS N THE  SURRLUNDING  THREE

TOWKS. “THE NGl CTHEIR _DRINKING (LATER INTAEES
THAT FE-  KNOWS CF  wolehD BE IN THE  TOWNS CF
Sovs  PunNnT  AnD  Warpereen -

“THE _ Pogel [EMPANIES  AND  CTHERS HAUE INTAtES (NTT
THE  (AakE BUOT  THESE APE __VSED _ONLY  FOR
IROCESS AND COC L NE (VATER NOT 2 DRINEING.

[oJ o}
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URS

A STERRATIONAL FROMEILIONA, SO IC LS Of Gan

s08 No. 3523900 s mea N[O
MEMQ OF TRLECON
DATE Q/l?v/ci/ _ terzpEoNE. 3/5- Y28 - F/C)
PERSON caLLING Phwi (1S B ttke PERSON caLLED __\2aus Movgae |
REPRESENTING LR REPRESENTING /1y, /Ty rmu‘el}a,fh@@%sf -M/HC

PURPOSE OF TELECON AND/OR EQUIPMENT INVOLVED:

TEXT OF TELZCON

MO of flere afvay dnudes segesed en 1990 -
Tagle | )2, 2, 78 b, 7, g 2, 8 2 iz 7 ;t»—baa%.
e’ e d daale /

Coptrerd sl 7 abave Guapuad szl £ov0

U] sotlew  pnt aisnld Lo ﬂwf&@—r
MUD o0 //aotz/?‘au o dace o  4.25 HeleToA

cCt
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APPENDIX D

Hazard Ranking System
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FACILITY NAME: Niagara Mohawk Fire Training School

LOCATION: East Seneca Street, Oswego, Oswego County, NY

EPA REGION: EPA Region II; NYSDEC Region 7

PERSON(S) IN CHARGE OF THE FACILITY: Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation

300 Erie Boulevard West

Syracuse, NY 13202

NAME OF REVIEWER: URS Consultants, Inc. DATE:  3/31/91

GENERAL DESCRIPTION OF THE FACILTY:
(For example: landfill, surface impoundment, pile, container; types of hazardous substances: location of the
facility; contamination route of major concern; types of information needed for rating; agency action;etc.)

The Niagara Mobawk Fire Training School is an active site used to train personnel in
techniques for fighting fires involving Niagara Mohawk electrical systems. Prior to
1977, some of the oil used in fire simulations was contaminated with PCBs. PCBs have
been detected in the soil, groundwater, surface water and sediments around the site. One
soil sample was found to contain total dioxins of 24 ppb. Several NYSDEC Wetlands
are located in the immediate vicinity of the site. White Creck flows adjacent to the site
on the west side and Lake Ontario is approximately 1/2 mile north of the site. The high
values for groundwater and surface water migration are due to releases that were
observed in 1978 and that probably do not reflect the current site conditions. Much of
the contamination detected in 1978 would have been released prior to the construction of
a moat around three sides of the site in 1977. The moat should be adequate for surface
water and possibly groundwater containment at the site.

SCORES: Sm= 17.31 (Sgw =25.35 Ssw=1594 Sa=0)
Sfe=0

Sdc = 16.67

HRS COVER SHEET
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GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

RATING FACTOR ASSIGNED VALUE |[MULTI- |SCORE MAX. REF.
(CIRCLE ONE) |PLIER SCORE (SECTION)
| OBSERVED RELEASE 0 45 |45 I 1 45 45 3.1

IF OBSERVED RELEASE 1S GIVEN A SCORE OF 45, PROCEED TO LINE 4
IF OBSERVED RELEASE 1S GIVEN A SCORE OF 0, PROCEED TO LINE 2

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 3.2
DEPTH TO AQUIFER OF 0123 D 2 0 6
CONCERN
NET PRECIPITATION 0123 1 0 3
PERMEABILITY OF THE 0123 1 0 3
UNSATURATED ZONE
PHYSICAL STATE 0123 D 1 0 3
TOTAL ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS SCORE 0 15
3 CONTAINMENT 0123 I I 1 0 3 3.3
4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
TOXICITY/PERSISTANCE 0 3 6 9 1 18 18 3.4
HAZARDOUS WASTE 12 15 18
QUANTITY 0123 m 1 1 8
4 5678
TOTAL WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SCORE 19 26
5 TARGETS
GROUND WATER USE 0123 3 9 9

DISTANCE TO NEAREST WELL
/POPULATION SERVED 046810

12 16 13 20 1 - 8 40

24 30 32 35 &0

TOTAL TARGETS SCORE 17 49
6 IF LINE 118 45, MULTIPLY 1 X4X S 14535 57,330
IFLINE11S0, MULTIPLY 2X3X4X5 0
7 DIVIDE LINE 6 BY 57,330 AND MULTIPLY BY 100
Sgw = 25.35

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET
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SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

RATING FACTOR ASSIGNED VALUE |MULTI- |SCORE MAX. REF.
(CIRCLE ONE) |PLIER SCORE (SECTION)
| ORSERVED RELEASE 0 45 45 45 4.1
IF OBSERVED RELEASE IS GIVEN A SCORE OF 45, PROCEED TO LINE 4
IF OBSERVED RELEASE IS GIVEN A SCORE OF 0, PROCEED TO LINE 2
2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS 4.2
FACILITIES SLOPE AND 0123 D 0 3
INTERVENING TERRAIN
1-yt 2¢ HOUR RAINFALL 0123 0 3
DISTANCE TO NEAREST 0123 0 6
SURFACE WATER
PHYSICAL STATE 0123 r_—] 0 3
TOTAL ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS SCORE 0 15
3 CONTAINMENT 01 2 3| | 0 3 4.3
4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
TOXICITY/PERSISTANCE 03 6 9 12 15 18 18 4.4
HAZARDOUS WASTE
uastry 1234567 8[1] 1 8
TOTAL WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SCORE 19 26
5 TARGETS 4.5
SURFACE WATER USE 0123 6 9
DISTANCE TO A SENSITIVE
ENVIRONMENT 0123 [z 6 6
POPULATION SERVED/DIST 0 ¢ 6 8 10
TO WATER INTAKE 12161820
DOWNSTREAM 24303238 40 @ 0
TOTAL TARGETS SCORE 12 55
6 IF LINE 1 1S 45, MULTIPLY 1 X4 X 5 10260
IFLINE1ISO, MULTIPLY 2 X 3X4XS5 0 164,350
7 DIVIDE LINE 6 BY 64,350 AND MULTIPLY BY 100
Ssw = 15.94

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET
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AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET
RATING FACTOR ASSIGNED VALUE |MULTI- SCORE MAX. REPF.
(CIRCLE ONE) |PLIER SCORE (SECTION)
1} OBSERVED RELEAS 0 45] OI 1 0 45 5.1
DATE AND LOCATION:
SAMPLING PROTOCOL:
IF LINE 1 IS O, THE Sa =0. ENTERON LINE §
IF LINE 11§ 45, THEN PROCEED TO; LINE 2.
2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 5.2
REACTIVITY AND .
INCOMPATIBILITY 0123 ] 1 3
TOXICITY 0123 0 9
HAZARDOUSWASTE 3 4 5 6 7 8 1 0 8
QUANTITY
TOTAL WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SCORE 0 20
3 TARGETS 5.3
POPULATION WITHIN 09 12
« MILE RADIUS 2124 27 D 1 0 30
DISTANCE TO SENSITIVE
ENVIRONMENT 0123 2 0 6
LAND USE 0123 1 3
TOTAL TARGETS SCORE 0 39
4 MULTIPLY 1 X2 X 3 0] 35,100
S DIVIDE LINE 4 BY 35,100 AND MULTIPLY BY 100
Sa= 0.00
AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET
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S?

GROUNDWATER ROUTE SCORE (Sgw) 25.35 642.79
SURFACE WATER ROUTE SCORE (Ssw) 15.94 254.21
AIR ROUTE SCORE (Sa) 0.00 0.00
Sigw + Sisw + S%a 897.00
square root of(Sgw + Sisw + S%a) 29.95

17.31

square root of (S3gw + S¥sw + §23)/1.73 = Sm

WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sm
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FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET

Not Applicable for this site.

RATING FACTOR ASSIGNEDVALUE |MULTI- |SCORE MAX. REF.
(CIRCLE ONE) |PLIER SCORE (SECTION)
1 CONTAINMENT 1 3 l 1 0 3 7.1
2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
DIRECT EVIDENCE 0 3 1 3 7.2
IGNITABILITY 0123 1 0 3
REACTIVITY 0123 1 0 3
INCOMPATIBILITY 0123 1 0 3
HAZARDOUS WASTE 3
Qumrmrl2345678E] 1 0 8
TOTAL WASTE CHARACTERISTICS SCORE 0 20
3 TARGETS 7.3
DISTANCETONEAREST 01234 $ [:] 1
POPULATION
DISTANCETONEAREST O 1 2 3 D 1
BULLDING
DISTANCE TO A SENSITIVE
ENVIRONMENT 0123 1 6
LAND USE 0123 1
POPULATION WITHIN 012345 1
2 MILE RADIUS
BULLDINGS WITHIN 0123458 D 1
2 MILE RADIUS
TOTAL TARGETS SCORE 0 24
4 MULTIPLY 1 X 2 3 0 1,440
S DIVIDE LINE 4 BY 1,440 AND MULTIPLY BY 100
Sfe = 0.00

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET
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DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET

RATING FACTOR |[assicnepvarve |MULTI-

SCORE MAX. REF.
(CIRCLE ONE) [PLIER SCORE (SECTION)
1 OBSERVED RELEASE 0 45 @ 1 0 45 8.1
IF LINE 1 1S 45, PROCEED TO LINE 2
IF LINE 1]S 0, PROCEED TO LINE 2
2 ACCESSIBILITY 01 2 3 ] 2 1 2 3 8.2
3 CONTAINMENT O 15 ‘15 l 1 15 15 8.3
4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS 8.4
TOXICITY 0123 I 3 5 15 15
S TARGETS 8.5
POPULATION WITHIN 0123 ¢ 5 4 8 20
1 MILE RADIUS
DISTANCE TO A
CRITICAL HABITAT 01 2 3[0] 4 0 12
TOTAL TARGETS SCORE 8 32
6 IF LINE 1 IS 45, MULTIPLY 1 X4X 5 0
IFLINE1ISO, MULTIPLY2X3X4X5 3600 {21,600
7 DIVIDE LINE 6 BY 21,600 AND MULTIPLY BY 100
Sdec = 16.67

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET
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GROUNDWATER ROUTE
1 OBSERVED RELEASE
o CONTAMINANTS DETECTED (5 MAXIMUM):
PCBs were detected in the groundwater downgradient from the site in
1978 (Ref. 6).
o RATIONALE FOR ATTRIBUTING THE CONTAMINANTS TO THE FACILITY:
PCB contaminated oil was used at the site for fire simulations and

migrated into soil groundwater and surface water. Steps have since
been taken to limit migration.

SCORE 45
sk
2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
DEPTH TO AQUIFER OF CONCERN
0 NAME/DESCRIPTION OF AQUIFER(S) OF CONCERN:
NA
o DEPTH(S) FROM THE GROUND SURFACE TO THE HIGHEST SEASONAL LEVEL OF THE
SATURATED ZONE [WATER TABLE(S)] OF THE AQUIFER OF CONCERN:
NA
o DEPTH FROM THE GROUND SURFACE TO THE LOWEST POINT OF WASTE
DISPOSAL/STORAGE :
NA

SCORE 0

Sk
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NET PRECIPITATION

o MEAN ANNUAL OR SEASONAL PRECIPITATION(LIST MONTHS FOR SEASONAL):
NA

) MEAN ANNUAL OR SEASONAL EVAPORATION (LIST MONTHS FOR SEASONAL):
NA

o NET PRECIPITATION (SUBTRACT THE ABOVE FIGURES):
NA

SCORE 0

PERMEABILITY OF UNSATURATED ZONE

o}

o

SOIL TYPE IN UNSATURATED ZONE:
NA
PERMEABILITY ASSOCIATED WITH SOIL TYPE:

NA

SCORE 0

PHYSICAL STATE

o}

PHYSICAL STATE OF SUBSTANCES AT TIME OF DISPOSAL (OR AT PRESENT TIME FOR

GENERATED GASES):

NA

SCORE 0

sk
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3. CONTAINMENT

CONTAINMENT

o METHOD(S) OF WASTE OF LEACHATE CONTAINMENT EVALUATED:

NA
o METHOD WITH THE HIGHEST SCORE:
NA
SCORE 0
* ok

4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

TOXICITY AND PERSISTENCE

o COMPOUND(S) EVALUATED:
COMPOUND EVALUATED TOXICITY PERSISTENCE SCORE
PCBs 3 3 18
Dioxin 3 3 18
Aldrin 3 3 18
Dieldrin 3 3 18
Endosulfan 11 3 3 18
o COMPOUND WITH THE HIGHEST SCORE:
All compounds scored 18
SCORE 18
HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY
o TOTAL QUANTITY OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AT THE FACILITY,

1S ABOVE MAXIMUM):
Unknown

SCORE 1

o BASIS OF ESTIMATING AND/OR COMPUTING WASTE QUANTITY:

The total amount of contaminated oil released is unknown.
.the oil is being recovered. The minimum quantity of waste scored is

1.

b4

EXCLUDING THOSE
WITH A CONTAINMENT SCORE OF O(GIVE A REASONABLE ESTIMATE EVEN IF QUANTITY
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SURFACE WATER ROUTE

1. OBSERVED RELEASE
o CONTAMINANTS DETECTED IN SURFACE WATER AT THE FACILITY OR DOWNHILL FROM IT
(5 MAXIMUM):

PCBs were detected in White Creek in 1978 (Ref. 6).
o) RATIONALE FOR ATTRIBUTING THE CONTAMINANTS TO THE FACILITY:
PCB contaminated oil was used at the site for fire simulations.
Higher concentrations were detected in the downstream than in the
upstream samples.
SCORE 45
*okk

2. ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

FACILITY SLOPE AND INTERVENING TERRAIN

o AVERAGE SLOPE OF THE FACILITY IN PERCENT:
NA

o NAME/DESCRIPTION OF THE NEAREST DOWNSLOPE SURFACE WATER:
NA

o AVERAGE SLOPE OF TERRAIN BETWEEN FACILITY AND ABOVE-CITED SURFACE WATER IN

PERCENT:

NA

o 1S THE FACILITY LOCATED EITHER TOTALLY OR PARTIALLY IN SURFACE WATER?:
NA

SCORE 0
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o IS THE FACILITY COMPLETELY SURROUNDED BY AREAS OF HIGHER ELEVATION?

NA

1-YEAR 24 HOUR RAINFALL IN INCHES

NA

SCORE 0

DISTANCE TO NEAREST DOWNSIOPE SURFACE WATER

NA

SCORE 0

PHYSICAL STATE OF WASTE

NA

SCORE 0
Kkt
3. CONTAINMENT

CONTAINMENT

o METHOD(S) OF WASTE OR LEACHATE CONTAIKMENT EVALUATED:

NA

o METHOD WITH THE HIGHEST SCORE:
NA

SCORE 0

100157



5. TARGETS

GROUNDWATER USE

o

USE(S) OF AQUIFER(S) OF CONCERN WITHIN A 3-MILE RADIUS OF THE FACILITY:

Most residents in the vicinity of the site obtain their water from
municipal supply. However, some of the beachfront residences are
using groundwater. No municipal water is yet available to the
Smith's Beach area of the Town of Scriba (Ref. 30, 31, 32).

SCORE 3

DISTANCE OF NEAREST WELL

(o}

LOCATION OF NEAREST WELL DRAWING FROM __AQUIFER OF CONCERN OR OCCUPIED
BUILDING NOT SERVED BY A PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY:

Assumed to be north in the Smith’s Beach area (Ref. 30)
DISTANCE TO ABOVE WELL OR BUILDING:

0.6 mile (3000 feet) (Ref. 4, 10)

POPULATION SERVED BY GROUNDWATER WELL WITHIN A 3-MILE RADIUS

(o}

IDENTIFIED WATER-SUPPLY WELL(S) DRAWING FROM AQUIFER(S) OF CONCERN WITHIN
A 3-MILE RADIUS AND POPULATIONS SERVED BY EACH:

Estimated to be approximately 80 people that would be affected by the

aquifer of concern.

COMPUTATION OF L1AND AREA IRRIGATED BY SUPPLY WELL(S) DRAWING FROM
AQUIFER(S) OF CONCERN WITHIN A 3-MILE RADIUS, AND CONVERSION TO
POPULATION(1.5 PEOPLE PER ACRE):

None Known
TOTAL POPULATION SERVED BY GROUNDWATER WITHIN A 3-MILE RADIUS:

80

SCORE 8
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4. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

TOXICITY AND PERSISTENCE

o COMPOUND(S) EVALUATED
COMPOUND EVALUATED TOXICITY PERSISTENCE SCORE
PCBs 3 3 18
Dioxin 3 3 18
Aldrin 3 3 18
Dieldrin 3 3 18
Endosulfan I1I 3 3 18

o COMPOUND WITH THE HIGHEST SCORE:

All compounds scored 18

SCORE

HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY

o TOTAL: QUANTITY OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AT THE FACILITY EXCLUDING THOSE
WITH A CONTAINMENT SCORE OF O (GIVE A REASONABLE ESTIMATE EVEN IF QUANTITY
IS ABOVE MAXIMUM):

Unknown

SCORE 1
o BASIS OF ESTIMATING AND/OR COMPUTING WASTE QUANTITY:

The total amount of contaminated o0il released is unknown. The
minimum quantity of waste scored is 1.

*%kk

5. TARGETS

SURFACE WATER USE

o USE(S) OF SURFACE WATER WITHIN 3 MILES DOWNSTREAM OF THE HAZARDOUS
SUBSTANCE:

White Creek flows into Lake Ontario which is used for recreational
purposes such as fishing and boating.

Score 2
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IS THERE TIDAL INFLUENCE?

NO

DISTANCE TO A SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT

DISTANCE TO A 5-ACRE(MINIMUM) COASTAL WETLAND, IF 2 MILES OR LESS:

NA

DISTANCE TO A 5 ACRE (MINIMUM) FRESH-WATER WETLAND, IF 1 MILE OR LESS:

< 50 feet to Wetlands OE-2 (Ref. 20, 21)
DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT OF AN ENDANGERED SPECIES OR NATIONAL WILDLIFE
REFUGE, IF 1 MILE OR LESS:

NA (Ref. 20, 21)

SCORE 3

POPULATION SERVED BY SURFACE WATER

[e]

LOCATION(S) OF WATER-SUPPLY INTAKE(S) WITHIN 3 MILES(FREE-FLOWING BODIES)
OR 1 MILE (STATIC WATER BODIES) DOWNSTREAM OF THE HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE AND
POPULATION SERVED BY EACH INTAKE:

The nearest water supply intakes are those of the City of Oswego,
However these intakes are more than 3 miles from the site.
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o COMPUTATION OF LAND AREA TIRRIGATED BY ABOVE-CITED INTAKE(S) AND CONVERSION
TO POPULATION (1.5 PEOPLE PER ACRE):

NA
o TOTAL POPULATION SERVED
NA
(o} NAME/DESCRIPTION OF NEAREST ABOVE-CITED WATER BODIES:

White Creek, a tributary to Wine Creek, flows adjacent to the sirte.

o DISTANCE TO ABOVE-CITED INTAKES, MEASURED IN STREAM MILES:

NA

SCORE 0
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AIR ROUTE

1. OBSERVED RELEASE
o CONTAMINANTS DETECTED:
NA
o DATE AND LOCATION OF DETECTION OF CONTAMINANTS:
NA
o METHODS USED TO DETECT THE CONTAMINANTS:
NA
o RATIONALE FOR ATTRIBUTING THE CONTAMINANTS TO THE SITE:
NA
SCORE 0
Fkk
2. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

REACTIVITY AND INCOMPATIBILITY

o MOST REACTIVE COMPOUND
NA

o MOST INCOMPATIBLE PAIR OF COMPOUNDS
NA

SCORE 0
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(

TOXICITY

o MOST TOXIC COMPOUND
NA

SCORE 0

HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY

o TOTAL QUANTITY OF HAZARDOUS WASTE:

NA

SCORE 0
o BASIS OF ESTIMATING AND/OR COMPUTING WASTE QUANTITY:

NA

Rkt

3 TARGETS

POPULATION WITHIN &4-MILE RADIUS

o UNDERLINE RADIUS USED, GIVE POPULATION AND INDICATE HOW DETERMINED:
0 TO & MI 0 TO 1 MI 0 TO 0.5 MI 0 TO 0.25 MI

NA
SCORE 0

DISTANCE TO A SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT .

o DISTANCE TO 5 ACRE (MINIMUM) COASTAL WETLAND, IF 2 MILES OR LESS:

NA
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DISTANCE TO 5 ACRE (MINIMUM) FRESH WATER WETLAND, IF 1 MILE OR LESS:

NA

DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT OF AN ENDANGERED SPECIES, IF 1 MILE OR LESS:

NA

SCORE 0

LAND USE

o}

SCORE

DISTANCE TO COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL AREA , IF 1 MILE OR LESS:

NA
DISTANCE TO NATIONAL OR STATE PARK, FOREST, OR WILDLIFE RESERVE, IF 2
MILES OR LESS:

NA

DISTANCE TO RESIDENTIAL AREA, IF 2 MILES OR LESS:

NA
DISTANCE TO AGRICULTURAL LAND IN PRODUCTION WITHIN THE LAST 5 YEARS, IF 1
MILE OR LESS:

NA

DISTANCE TO PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND IN PRODUCTION WITHIN PAST YEARS, IF 2
MILES OR LESS:

NA

IS A HISTORICAL OR LANDMARK SITE( NATIONAL REGISTER OR HISTORIC PLACES AND
NATIONAL NATURAL LANDMARKS) WITHIN VIEW OF THE SITE?

NA

e

Tx%
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FIRE AND EXPLOSION

1. CONTAINMENT

o HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES PRESENT:

All hazardous wastes present at the site have seeped into the soil
and surrounding area. All fires at the site are controlled and are

not considered to be a significant threat.

not flammable.

o TYPE OF CONTAINMENT, IF APPLICABLE:
NA
SCORE 0
sk
2. WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

DIRECT EVIDENCE

o TYPE OF INSTRUMENT AND MEASUREMENTS:

" NA

SCORE 0
IGNITABILITY
o COMPOUND USED
NA
SCORE 0
REACTIVITY
0 MOST REACTIVE COMPOUND:

NA
SCORE 0

INCOMPATIBILITY

o MOST INCOMPATIBLE PAIR OF COMPOUNDS:

NA

SCORE_0

Furthermore,

PCBs are
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HAZARDOUS WASTE QUANTITY

o TOTAL QUANTITY OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES AT THE FACILITY:

o BASIS OF ESTIMATING AND/OR COMPUTING WASTE QUANTITY:

NA
SCORE 0

NA
3 TARGETS

DISTANCE TO NEAREST POPULATION

NA

SCORE 0

DISTANCE TO NEAREST BUILDING
" NA

SCORE 0

DISTANCE TO SENSITIVE ENVIRONMENT

o DISTANCE TO WETLANDS
NA

° DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT:
NA

SCORE 0
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LAND USE

o

DISTANCE TO COMMERCIAL/INDUSTRIAL AREA

NA
DISTANCE TO NATIONAL OR STATE PARK, FOREST OF WILDLIFE RESERVE, IF 2 MILES
OR LESS:

NA

DISTANCE TO RESIDENTIAL AREA, IF 2 MILES OR LESS:

NA
DISTANCE TO AGRICULTURAL LAND IN PRODUCTION WITHIN PAST 5 YEARS, IF 1 MILE
OR LESS:

NA
DISTANCE TO PRIME AGRICULTURAL LAND IN PRODUCTION WITHIN PAST 5 YEARS, IF
2 MILES OR LESS:

" NA

IF A HISTORIC OR LANDMARK SITE ( NATIONAL REGISTER OF HISTORIC PLACES AND
NATIONAL NATURAL LANDMARKS) WITHIN VIEW OF THE SITE?

NA .

SCORE 0

POPULATION WITHIN 2 MILE RADIUS

NA

SCORE 0

BUTLDINGS WITHIN A 2 MILE RADIUS

NA

SCORE 0

XXX
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DIRECT CONTACT

1. OBSERVED INCIDENT
o DATE, LOCATION AND PERTINENT DETAILS OF INCIDENT:
NA, No confirmed instances or injury, illness, or death
SCORE 0
*hk
2. ACCESSIBILITY
o DESCRIBE TYPE OF BARRIER(S):
The site is completely surrounded by a fence and a locked gate. The
site is still used for fire training activities.
SCORE 2
ok
3. CONTAINMENT
) TYPE OF CONTAINMENT, IF APPLICABLE:

The hazardous substance is in the ground and probably has less than 2 feet
of cover.

SCORE 15
*ksk
4, WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
TOXICITY
o COMPOUNDS EVALUATED
COMPOUND EVALUATED TOXICITY
PCBs 3
Dioxin’ 3
Aldrin 3 N
Dieldrin 3
Endosulfan 11 3
o COMPOUND WITH HIGHEST SCORE:

All compounds scored 3.

SCORE 3
ok ok
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5 TARGETS

POPULATION WITHIN 1 MILE RADIUS
An estimated 460 people live within a l-mile radius of the site

(Ref. 22).

SCORE 2
DISTANCE TO CRITICAL HABITAT (OF ENDANGERED SPECIES)

NA, No critical habitat reported with a l-mile radius (Ref. 20, 21)

SCORE 0
%okt
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