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DECLARATION STATEMENT - RECORD OF DECISION
|

Diaz Chemical Corporation | nactive Hazardous Waste Site
Operable Unit No. 1
Village of Holley, Orleans County, New York
Site No. 8-37-009

Statement of Purpose and Basis

The Record of Decison (ROD) presents the sdected remedy for the Diaz Chemica Corporation
Class 2 inactive hazardous waste disposa Site which was chosen in accordance with the New Y ork State
Environmenta Conservation Law. Theremedid program sdected is not incons stent with the Nationd Qil
and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan of March 8, 1990 (40CFR300).

This decigon is based on the Adminigtrative Record of the New York State Department of
Environmenta Conservation (NY SDEC) for the Diaz Chemica Corporation inactive hazardouswaste Site
and upon public input to the Proposed Remedia Action Plan (PRAP) presented by the NYSDEC. A
ligting of the documents included as a part of the Adminigtrative Record isincluded in Appendix B of the
ROD.

Assessment of the Site

Actud or threatened release of hazardous waste congtituents from this ste, if not addressed by
implementing the response action sdected inthisROD, presentsacurrent or potential sgnificant threat to
public hedth and the environment.

Description of Selected Remedy

Based onthereaults of the Remedid Investigation/Feasibility Study (RI/FS) for the Diaz Chemica
Corporation Site and the criteria identified for evaluation of dternatives, the NY SDEC has sdlected
Alternative No. 3, Continue Current IRMs with Source Area Hydraulic Control. The components of the
remedy are asfollows.

C Continue operating current Interim Remedia Measures (IRMs), including the blasted bedrock
interceptor trench, the railroad spur bioventing, and maintaining engineering controls in the

residences on South Main Stret;

. Ingtallation of additiond recovery wdlsto provide hydraulic control of contaminated groundwater
from the source aress,

. Implementation of a soil management plan, providing sSandard proceduresfor intrusive activity a

the gte



. Maintenance and augmentation of the concrete pads and existing network of PVC-lined drains,
as necessary, to minimize and prevent infiltration of precipitation;

. Replacement of sewer linesthat run benesath source areas with lined trenches and/or aboveground
piping;
. Maintenance of the Class 2 status on the Registry of | nactive Hazardous Waste Disposa Sitesuntil

al remediation is successfully completed;

. Egtablishment of a deed redtriction on the property, restricting its use to industria or commercia
use only until remediation is completed, and aso redtricting the use of groundwater a the Site to
non-potable uses,

. Maintenance of the inditutiona controlsin place at the two resdentia properties on South Main

Street until it is deemed by the DEC and DOH that the controls are no longer necessary;

. Annud certification by a Professona Engineer licensed in New York State that the deed
redrictionsand indtitutiona controls are both in-place and effective;

. The cregtion of anew Operable Unit a the site, Operable Unit No. 2, to address the contaminant
source aress, and

. Sincetheremedy resultsin untrested hazardous waste remaining a the Ste, along-term monitoring
program would be indtituted. Off-gte wellsand asmal group of on-site wells will be monitored,
adong with periodic sampling of the indoor air of resdences dong South Main, Jackson, and
Batavia Streets. This program would alow the effectiveness of the source control measures and
the existing IRMs to be monitored and would be a component of the operation and maintenance
program for the Site.

New York State Department of Health Acceptance

The New Y ork State Department of Health concurswith the remedy selected for thissiteasbeing
protective of human hedth.

Declaration

The sdlected remedy is protective of human heglth and the environment, complies with State and
Federa requirementsthat are legaly applicable or relevant and gppropriate to the remedid action to the
extent practicable, andis cogt effective. Thisremedy utilizes permanent solutions and dternative trestment
or resource recovery technologies, to the maximum extent practicable, and satisfies the preference for
remedies tha reduce toxicity, mohbility, or volume as a principa element.

Date Michad J. OToadle, J., Director
Divison of Environmentd Remediation
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RECORD OF DECISION

Diaz Chemical Corporation Site
Operable Unit No. 1
Village of Holley, Orleans County
Site No. 8-37-009
March 2002

SECTION 1: SUMMARY OF THE RECORD OF DECISION

The New Y ork State Department of Environmental Conservation (NY SDEC) in consultation with the
New Y ork State Department of Health has sdected this remedy to address the significant threat to
human hedth and/or the environment created by the presence of hazardous waste a the Diaz Chemica
Corporation Site, a Class 2 inactive hazardous waste disposd site. As more fully described in Sections
3 and 4 of this document, past operations as a chemicad manufacturing facility have resulted in the
disposa of anumber of hazardous wastes, including 1,2-dichloroethane (DCA, dso known as ethylene
dichloride, or EDC), at the Site, some of which were released or have migrated from the ste to
surrounding aress, including the resdential area east of the Ste. These disposa activities have resulted
in the following sgnificant threats to the public health and/or the environment:

C a sgnificant threat to human hedth associated with migration of contaminated groundwater
and vapors beneath the residentid area east of the Site;

C aggnificant environmenta threat associated with the impacts of contaminants to soil and
groundwater in exceedance of gpplicable standards.

In order to diminate or mitigate the sgnificant threets to the public hedth and/or the environment that
the hazardous wastes digposed at the Diaz Chemica Corporation Site have caused, the following
remedy was selected:

C Continue operating current Interim Remedial Measures (IRMs), including the blasted bedrock
interceptor trench, the railroad spur bioventing, and maintaining engineering controlsin the
residences on South Main Strest;

. Ingtdlation of additiona recovery wdlsto provide hydraulic control of contaminated
groundwater from the source aress,

. Implementation of a soil management plan, providing standard procedures for intrusive activity
a the gte;
. Maintenance and augmentation of the concrete pads and existing network of PV C-lined drains,

as necessary, to minimize and prevent infiltration of precipitation;
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. Replacement of sewer lines that run beneath source areas with lined trenches and/or
aboveground piping;

. Maintenance of the Class 2 status on the Regigtry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites
until al remediation is successfully completed;

. Establishment of adeed redtriction on the property, redtricting its use to indudtria or
commercid use only until remediation is completed, and aso redtricting the use of groundwater
at the ste to non-potable uses;

. Maintenance of the indtitutional controlsin place at the two resdentia properties on South Main
Street (discussed in more detail in Section 4.2, below) until it is deemed by the DEC and DOH
that the controls are no longer necessary;

. Annud certification by a Professond Engineer licensed in New Y ork State that the deed
redrictionsand ingtitutiona controls are both in-place and effective;

. The creation of a new Operable Unit at the site, Operable Unit No. 2, to address the
contaminant source areas (an Operable Unit represents a portion of the site which for technica
or administrative reasons can be addressed separately); and

. Since the remedy results in untrested hazardous waste remaining &t the Ste, along-term
monitoring program would be indtituted. Off-gte wells and asmal group of on-site wells will
be monitored, dong with periodic sampling of the indoor air of residences dong South Main,
Jackson, and Batavia Streets. This program would alow the effectiveness of the source control
measures and the exigting IRMs to be monitored and would be a component of the operation
and maintenance program for the site.

The sdlected remedly, discussed in detail in Section 8 of this document, is intended to attain the
remediation goas sdlected for thisSte in Section 6 of this Record of Decison (ROD), in conformity
with applicable standards, criteria, and guidance (SCGs).

SECTION 2: SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

Diaz Chemicd Corporation (Diaz) islocated in the Village of Holley, Orleans County, New York as
indicated on Figure 1, Project Location Map. The buildings, property boundaries, monitoring wells and
other features are shown on Figure 2, Site Plan. The buildings range in congtruction from masonry and
timber congtruction circa 1890 to a modern State of the art bulk handling facility constructed in the early
1990s.

The Diaz property is awedge-shaped parcel of approximately 6 acres bounded on the north and east
by residential parcels on Jackson Street and South Main Street. To the south and wes, it is bordered
by aset of Conrail railroad tracks, and beyond that by undeveloped land and a group of former Duffy-
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Mott buildings that are now vacant. Across the tracks and adjacent to the southeast boundary isthe
Holley VFW Hdl and asmadl, unnamed tributary to the East Branch Sandy Creek.

SECTION 3: SITE HISTORY

3.1: Opeational/Disposal History

The stewasinitidly developed as an indudtrid plant in the 1890s and was used primarily for tomato
processing and cider vinegar production before being purchased by Diaz in 1974.

Diaz isamanufacturer of specidty organic intermediates for the agriculturd and pharmaceutica
industries. The Diaz product line has varied over the years of operation but has primarily conssted of
hal ogenated aromatics and substituted benzotrifluorides. The Ste-related contamination is presumed to
be the result of numerous smal saills, leaks, and other operationa practices over the history of the
plant.

3.2 Remedial History

The Site was added to the New Y ork State Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposd Sitesin
July 1992 asa Class 2 sSte. This classfication indicates that the contaminants at the Site present a
sgnificant threet to the public hedth or the environment for which action is required.

Completing alarge and complicated remedid program at an active chemica production facility has
presented severd chalenges. To accommodate on-going operations and manage limited financia
resources, Diaz carried out the investigation over many phases. From 1994 to 1999, Diaz conducted a
Remedid Invedtigation (RI) of the Site. During the course of the RI, Diaz implemented two (IRM-1
and IRM-2) Interim Remedid Actions (IRMs) to mitigate soil and groundwater contamination identified
during the Rl. These IRMswere ingdled in 1995 and 1998 to promptly address the findings of the RI
without waiting for the completion of the Feasibility Study (FS). An additiond IRM was conducted a
the resdentia propertiesimpacted by off-ste groundwater. The IRMs are discussed more fully in
Section 4.2, below. In November 2000, Diaz submitted adraft FS to the NY SDEC. After NY SDEC
review, the FS was modified and arevised report was submitted by Diaz in October 2001.

SECTION 4: SITE CONTAMINATION

To evauate the contamination present at the Ste and to evauate dternatives to address the significant
threat to human hedlth and the environment posed by the presence of hazardous waste, the PRP has
recently conducted a Remedid Investigation/ Feashility Study (RI/FS).

41: Summary of the Remedial | nvestigation

The purpose of the Rl was to define the nature and extent of any contamination resulting from previous
activities a the Site.

Diaz Chemical Corporation I nactive Hazardous Waste Site No. 8-37-009 3/27/02
RECORD OF DECISION Page 3



The RI was conducted in six phases. The first phase was conducted during 1994 with annual phases
each year until the find phase was completed in 1999. A summary report entitled “ Report on Remedid
Investigation,” dated February 2000, has been prepared which describes the fidd activities and findings
of the RI in detail.

TheRI incuded the following activities:
# Severd rounds of soil gas surveysto identify areas of soil and groundwater contamination;

# Ingtalation of soil borings and monitoring wells for andyss of soils and groundweater as well as
physica properties of soil and hydrogeologic conditions;

# Sampling of water and sediments in the nearby East Branch Sandy Creek and a minor tributary;
ad

# Sampling of indoor ar in severd resdences dong the northern and eastern boundaries of the
gte.

To determine which media (soil, groundwater, etc.) are contaminated at levels of concern, the RI
andytical datawas compared to environmenta standards, criteria, and guidance vaues (SCGs).
Groundwater, drinking water and surface water SCGs identified for the Diaz Site are based on

NY SDEC Ambient Water Qudity Standards and Guidance Vaues and Part 5 of New York State
Sanitary Code.  For soils, NY SDEC Technical and Adminigtrative Guidance Memorandum (TAGM)
4046 provides soil cleanup guiddines for the protection of groundwater, background conditions, and
hedlth-based exposure scenarios. In addition, for soils, Site specific background concentration levels
can be consdered for certain classes of contaminants. Guidance vaues for evauating contamination in
sediments are provided by the NY SDEC “Technica Guidance for Screening Contaminated
Sediments”

Based on the RI results, in comparison to the SCGs and potentid public hedth and environmental
exposure routes, certain mediaand areas of the Ste require remediation. These are summarized below.
More complete information can be found in the Rl Report.

Chemica concentrations are reported in parts per billion (ppb) and parts per million (ppm). Chemical
concentrationsin air are reported in micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m?). For comparison purposes,
where gpplicable, SCGs are provided for each medium.

4.1.1: Site Geology and Hydrogeology

The ravine of the East Branch Sandy Creek dominates the local topography (Figure 1). The creek has
cut into the massive shade and ledgey sandstone of the Queenston Formation, following the northwest-
trending Clarendon-Linden Fault zone. The Ste Stson top of arisewest of theravine. Theriseis
composed of dlit and day interpreted to have originated in aformer glacid lakebed during the waning
dages of the last ice age. There are gpproximately 30 to 35 feet of St and clay lakebed soils under the
Site. Occasond sand layers are present within the slt-clay at the east end of the Site.
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The shde beneath the Site is weathered on its upper surface, in some places, becoming adry, clayey
mudstone. The westhered shae is much more permeable than the more competent bedrock benegth it.
A few feet into the bedrock, the shae becomes dense and impermeable, yidding very little
groundwater.

Groundwater at the Site flows primarily from west to east. The flow is governed by the deep ravine of
Sandy Creek east of the Ste. Groundwater isfound on-dte at a depth of 10 to 15 feet below ground
surface around the main production areas. The depth to groundwater increases closer to the IRM-1
trench. At the trench, the depth to groundwater is approximately 30 feet. Thisis due to the fact that
the trench is actively draining and lowering the water table. Off-gte, the depth to groundwater
decreases again, primarily due to the doping topography of the Ste. Groundwater is close to the
surface in some locations and has been found in the sump of one of the resdences along South Main
Street. However, Snce aggressive pumping of IRM-1 began, the water levels off-dte have dso
dropped sgnificantly.

4.1.2: Nature of Contamination

As described in the RI report, many soil, groundwater and sediment samples were collected at the Site
to characterize the nature and extent of contamination. The main categories of contaminants which
exceed their SCGs are volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and semivolatile organic compounds
(SVOCs).

The VOC contaminants of concern are primarily solvents as well as various brominated and fluorinated
compounds, presumed to be manufacturing raw materials and by-products. Some contaminants
representative of the VOC contamination are: 1,2-dichloroethane (DCA), parachlorobenzotrifluoride
(PCBTF), xylene, ethylene dibromide (EDB), and bromochloroethane. The SVOC contaminants of
concern are aso various brominated and fluorinated compounds, presumed to be manufacturing by-
products. Some contaminants representative of the SVOC contamination are: 1-bromo, 4-
fluorobenzene; 3,4-dichlorobenzotrifluoride; 3-bromoacetophenone; and many other halogenated
aromatic derivatives.

4.1.3; Extent of Contamination

Table 1 summarizes the extent of contamination for the contaminants of concern in soil and groundwater
and compares the datawith the SCGs for the ste. The following are the media which were
investigated and asummary of the findings of the investigation.

Soil

The RI identified four contaminant source-areas. They are shown on Figure 3 and described in brief as
follows. the Rallroad Spur Area, Areas C and D , the Former Soda Ash Pit, and Area 5.

An area of light, non-agueous-phase liquid (LNAPL) was found in the subsurface of the railroad spur.
Thisareais used for the loading and unloading of chemicas onto railroad cars. The primary
components of the LNAPL were Tenneco Blend solvent (a commercid petroleum-based solvent,
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primarily comprised of xylenes, ethylbenzene, and other hydrocarbons) and PCBTF. In addition to the
LNAPL, the soil contamination in this area contained ethylbenzene (61 ppm), xylenes (370 ppm totd),
and a group of tentatively identified compounds (TICs) related to the Tenneco Blend solvent (1,293
ppm total). The TAGM cleanup guidance vaue for soilsis 10 ppm for the tota amount of VOCsin the
s0il. The guidance vaues for the individua compounds are lower (ethylbenzene: 5.5 ppm and xylene:
1.2 ppm). Thisareaisthe focus of an Interim Remedial Measure (IRM), described below. No
contaminated surface soils were discovered in thisareg, asit is covered with railroad ballast.

Areas C and D are active chemica production areas. The s0ils beneath these areas are contaminated
with avariety of compounds. The volatile contamination congsts of solvents and manufacturing raw
materials, products and by-products. Bromobenzene was detected as high as 370 ppm. Also
identified were: methylene chloride (5.4 ppm), acetone (32 ppm), DCA (52 ppm), benzene (3.3 ppm),
ethylbenzene (13 ppm), xylenes (61 ppm tota), 1,2-dibromoethane (68 ppm), 1-bromo, 2-
chloroethane (61 ppm), PCBTF (200 ppm), and 1,3-dibromobenzene (360 ppm). The semivoldtile
contaminants are primarily manufacturing products and by-products. Identified SYOCsinclude: 1,4-
dibromobenzene (360 ppm), 1-bromo, 2-ethylbenzene (190 ppm), and 1-bromo, 3-fluorobenzene
(1,200 ppm). Many of the manufacturing by-products do not have specific cleanup vaues established
inthe NY SDEC TAGM guidance. Therefore the genera cleanup god of 10 ppm for the total amount
of VOCsin the soil applies. The guidance vauesfor the individual compounds are much lower
(methylene chloride: 0.1 ppm, acetone: 0.2 ppm, DCA: 0.1 ppm, benzene: 0.06 ppm, ethylbenzene: 5.5
ppm, and xylenes: 1.2 ppm). In addition, the TAGM cleanup guidance vaue for the tota amount of
SVOCsin the soil is500 ppm tota and 50 ppm for any individual compound.

The former soda ash pit isardatively smdl area adjacent to the railroad spur. The voldtile
contaminants found in this areainclude: PCBTF (17 ppm), xylenes (7 ppm totd), DCA (4.9 ppm), and
fluorobenzene (1.7 ppm). The primary SVOC contaminant is 2,4-dichlorobenzotrifluoride, detected at
17 ppm.

Area5isan areaof the site used for the storage of chemicals, both in drums and in severd above-
ground tanks. No surface soils are present in thisarea, asit is dso completely paved with concrete.
The primary volatile compounds detected in this area are 1,2-dibromoethane (22 ppm),
bromaochloroethane (22 ppm), DCA (12 ppm), and 1,1-dichloroethane (1.8 ppm). Many of the
manufacturing by-products do not have specific cleanup vaues established in the NY SDEC TAGM
guidance. Therefore the genera cleanup god of 10 ppm for the total amount of VOCsin the soil
gppliesto thisareaas wdl. The guidance vaues for theindividua compounds are much lower (DCA:
0.1 ppm, and 1,1-dichloroethane: 0.1 ppm).

These manufacturing areas are completely paved with concrete and no surface soils are present. VOC
detections in the soils beyond the source areas occurred in only three instances and at relatively low
concentrations.

Few surface soils at the Site are exposed. However, several surface soil samples were collected from
various areas around the plant. None of these samplesindicated any sgnificant contamination of the
surface soils. Off-gte soils are dso not found to be contaminated with site-related compounds.
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Sediments

Sedimentsin the East Branch Sandy Creek were sampled on two occasions, oncein 1995 and oncein
1999. In one sample from 1995, PCBTF was detected at 0.005 ppm. That sampling location was re-
sampled one month later and PCBTF was again detected, thistime at 0.019 ppm. No other sediment
analyses detected any Ste-related contaminants. The concentrations detected in the sediment are not
consdered to be significant.

Groundwater

Exceedances of NYSDEC groundwater cleanup criteria were found in dl but a few of the on-site
monitoring wells and hydropunch probes (a hydropunch is a sted tube inserted into the ground used to
collect groundwater from a specific depth). The highest concentrations of Site-related compounds in the
groundweter were found in samples from overburden wells, including the hydropunch probes within, and
immediately downgradient of, the identified source areas. Monitoring wells across the Ste revedled the
fallowing contaminants. DCA (82,000 ppb), PCBTF (49,000 ppb), xylenes (203,000 ppb totd), 1,2-
dibromoethane (55,000 ppb), and 1-bromo, 2-chloroethane (33,000 ppb). The groundwater quality
standard for each of these compoundsis 5 ppb, except for DCA, which has a groundwater standard of
0.6 ppb and 1,2-dibromoethane, which has a groundwater standard of 0.006 ppb.

In addition, the groundwater plume has been observed leaving the Site and flowing benegth the residentia
area east of the gte, toward Sandy Creek. Contaminated groundwater was aso found in the basement
sump of one of the resdentid properties dong South Main Street. The sump water contained 1,2-DCA
(2,200 ppb), 1,2-dibromoethane (1,400 ppb), and PCBTF (3,600 ppb). A groundwater contamination
map is shown in Fgure 4.

Surface Water

Watersin the East Branch Sandy Creek were sampled on two occasions, oncein 1995 and oncein 1999.
Site-rdated contamination was not detected in any surface water sample.

Indoor Air

Indoor air was sampled in several residences adjacent to and nearby the site. Site-related contamination
was detected in two residences dong South Main Street, east of thesite. The primary compound detected
was PCBTF. The concentrations in the residential basements ranged from 10_ug/nt= to 52 pg/n?
(micrograms per cubic meter). After detecting the contaminants in both resdences, Diaz ingtdled air-
purifying filtersin the basements of both buildings. Subsequent air monitoring has confirmed thet thefilters
are properly working and the indoor ar contamination has been mitigated.

4.2: Interim Remedial M easures

An Interim Remedid Measure (IRM) is conducted at a Site when a source of contamination or exposure
pathway can be effectively addressed before completion of the RI/FS.

Diaz Chemical Corporation I nactive Hazardous Waste Site No. 8-37-009 3/27/02
RECORD OF DECISION Page 7



Diaz has implemented three IRMs &t the Site Since the RI/FS began in 1994. IRM-1 is a 265-foot long
blasted-bedrock trench with seven groundwater pumping wells, five overburden drainage wels, a
permanent building hous ng the e ectronic pump controllers, and an activated carbon groundwater trestment
system. IRM-2 isa“bioventing” system that injects compressed air into four overburden sparge points a
controlled ratesto stimulate bioremediation of Ste-related compounds within therailroad spur area of the
Plant. Thethird IRM involves air treetment in the two residences along South Main Street where indoor
impacts from contaminated groundwater were identified.

IRM-1

| RM -1 has been demongtrated to be effective in capturing the groundwater at the downgradient end of the
gteandin controlling the VOC plumein both overburden and bedrock. IRM-1 wasbuilt in October 1995
and later improved in three stages:

. Pumping well RW-300 was added in 1996. This well improved the groundwater capture at the
north end of IRM-1 by gpproximately doubling the IRM-1 pumping rete.

. Overburden pumping well RW-400, located east of the IRM-1 trench, was added in October
1997. Thiswdl improved groundwater capture in the overburden by intercepting an areaof more
permesble sand layers within the slt-clay.

. Further improvements and upgrades were made in July 1998. Diaz inddled five more pumping
wedls and five passive drainage wells across the centrd part of the IRM-1 trench, and changed the
pumping configuration of the system. These improvements greetly increased the groundwater
capturein the overburden and the bedrock. Pumping wells RW-500, -600, —700 and —800 were
added, and drainage wells DW-2 through DW-6 were added to drain the overburden groundwater
from above the trench. The IRM-1 pumping rate increased to gpproximately 6 gpm after these
improvements.

Groundwater levelsin the overburden and bedrock around IRM-1 demonstrate the capture zone of IRM-
1. Maps and cross sections demonstrating progressve changes are presented in the RI Summary Report.

| RM -1 hasachieved hydraulic containment of the Site by engineering control, and isremoving contaminants
onadally bass. TheVOC concentration levelsin the monitoring wells downgradient of IRM-1 have been
geadily declining with time, as discussed below, and these declines are related to the ongoing operation
of IRM-1.

The RI groundwater sampling datademondgtratethat IRM-1 and itsimprovements have abated the off-ste
flow of the groundwater from the Site and stopped the recharge of the VOC plume. Monitoring wells
adjacent to and downgradient of IRM-1 show asgnificant decreasein totd VOC concentrationssincethe
expanded pumping began (see Table 2).
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|IRM-2

| RM -2 hasbeenin operation since December 1997 to facilitate bioremediation of petroleum-hydrocarbons
(Tenneco blend) and other site-related organic compounds present in the Railroad Spur Area. IRM-2
conggs of four ar-injection wells (VW-1 through VW-4), a groundwater recirculation pumping well
(ALW-1) located at the downgradient portion of the|RM-2 area, and an underground perforated drainage
pipethat recirculateswater fromwell ALW-1to awood-chip lined trench (see Figure5). Thissysemwas
designed to create atreatment loop of oxygenated groundwater across the IRM-2 target area, providing
a mechanism for mixing the oxygenated groundwater through the subsurface and deriving methane
monooxygenase (MMO) enzyme from the wood chips. The oxygen addition facilitates aerobic
biodegradation of the Tenneco Blend petroleum congtituents by the action of native bacteria present in the
Site soils. MMO has been shown to degrade chlorinated hydrocarbons at other Sites.

Monitoring data for IRM-2 obtained to date indicate that IRM-2 is promoting the oxygenated/aerobic
conditions necessary for the aerobic degradation of the Tenneco Blend compounds present in this area.
The monitoring data from IRM-2 show the following trends. an increase in dissolved oxygen, sulfate, and
carbon dioxide, increasing oxidation-reduction potential (Eh), and decreasng chemica oxygen demand
(COD). These data continue to indicate that the necessary aerobic conditions for biodegradation of the
gte-gpecific compounds present inthe |RM-2 areaare being promoted by thelRM system and the primary
indicator of microbia activity, carbon dioxide, is present at increased levels compared to background.

The dissolved oxygen levels in IRM-2 are at near-saturation levels (saturation of groundwater with
atmospheric oxygen isin therange of 8 to 10 milligrams per liter (mg/L)) and are higher than the dissolved
oxygen levels measured a other wells across the Site. The sulfate concentrations increased over the
monitoring period, also indicating a shift toward more agrobic conditions.

IRM-2 should continue operating to enhance the necessary oxygenated conditions for enhanced aerobic
bioremediation to continue. Groundwater mounding will be minimized by injecting air a very low rates
(approximately ¥4 cubic feet per minute) and pulsing the system on and off over regular timeintervads, for
example, on for aweek and off for aweek.

|IRM-3

After detecting Ste-rdated contaminants in two resdences aong South Main Street, Diaz inddled air-

purifying filters in the basements of both buildings. As an additiond protective measure, Diaz permanently
covered the basement sump in one of the residences with an duminum Bilco® door equipped with a
neoprene sedl. Periodic air sampling has been conducted at  these residences since February 1998. Al

the samplesincluding the most recent andlysis (April 2001) have demondtrated the effectiveness of these
actions in mitigating the potentia exposure in these residences. In addition to these engineering controls,
Diaz has reached separate agreements with the owners of the two properties to ensure that when the
current occupants move, Diaz will have the opportunity to prevent new residents from moving into the
buildings, preventing future potentid for human hedth impacts.
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4.3: Summary of Human Exposur e Pathways:

This section describes the types of human exposures that may present added health risksto personsat or
around thesite. A moredetailed discussion of the hedlth risks can befound in Section 6 of the Rl Summary
Report.

An exposure pathway isthe manner by which anindividua may comein contact with acontaminant. The
five dements of an exposure pathway are 1) the source of contamination; 2) the environmental mediaand
trangport mechanisms; 3) the point of exposure; 4) the route of exposure; and 5) the receptor population.
These dements of an exposure pathway may be based on past, present, or future events.

Pathways which are known to or may exig a the Ste include:

. direct contact: The possibility for site workers to come into contact with contaminated soils and
groundwater is limited. Only subsurface soils around the Ste are sgnificantly impacted, while
surface soils are not. Workers may be exposed to chemicals in the event that any excavation or
subsurface work isperformed. The potential doesexist for off-Site resdentsto come into contact
with contaminated groundwater. One residence adong South Main dreet has contaminated
groundwater in its sump. Diaz has seded the sump, minimizing the possibility that an actud
exposure would occur.

. inndaion: The possbility exists for off-gte residents to inhae chemicd vapors from the
contaminated groundwater. Indoor air was found to be contaminated in two resdences along
South Main Street. Since the contamination wasfirst detected, the concentration of contaminants
in the groundwater has been sgnificantly reduced due to IRM-1. In addition, Diaz has ingtalled
ar-purifying filters in the basements of both buildings, reducing the probability that an actud
exposurewill occur. However, the continuous operation and maintenance of thefiltersisnecessary
to ensure that this interim measure remains protective.

. ingestion: Groundwater isnot used asadrinking water sourceinthe areaof thesite. Potablewater
in the Village is supplied by municipa wellswhich are not impacted by the ste.

4.4: Summary of Environmental Exposur e Pathways

This section summarizesthetypesof environmenta exposuresand ecol ogicd riskswhich may be presented
by the ste. The Fish and Wildlife Impact Assessment included in the RI presents a more detailed
discussion of the potentia impacts from the ste to fish and wildlife resources. The following pathways for
environmental exposure and/or ecologica risks have been identified:

Groundwater at the site is contaminated with VOCs and SVOCs above NY S Ambient Water Quality
Criteria. Becausedl freshwater groundwatersin New Y ork are consdered natural resourcesand potential
supplies of potable water, the groundwater contamination must be mitigated.
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Subsurface soils at the Site are dso contaminated at unacceptable levels. The amount of contamination in
the soils presents an ongoing threet to the groundwater. As long as the soils remain contaminated, the
groundwater will continue to pick up contaminants and mohilize them in the environment.

SECTION 5: ENFORCEMENT STATUS

Potentidly Responsible Parties (PRPs) arethose who may belegdly liablefor contamination a aste. This
may include past or present owners and operators, waste generators, and haulers.

The NY SDEC and the Diaz Chemica Corporation entered into an Order on Consent on July 1, 1994.
The Order obligates the responsible parties to implement a RI/FS remedid program. Upon issuance of
the Record of Decison the NY SDEC will gpproach the PRP to implement the sdected remedy under an
Order on Consent.

SECTION 6: SUMMARY OF THE REMEDIATION GOALS

Gods for the remedid program have been established through the remedy salection process Sated in 6
NYCRR Pat 375-1.10. Theoveral remedid god isto meet dl standards, criteriaand guidance (SCGs)
and be protective of human hedlth and the environment. At aminimum, the remedy selected must eiminate
or mitigate dl Sgnificant threats to public heath and/or the environment presented by the hazardous waste
disposed at the site through the proper application of scientific and engineering principles.

The goals selected for thisSte are:

# Eliminate, to the extent practicable, off-stemigration of groundwater that doesnot attain NY SDEC
Class GA Ambient Water Quality Criteria

# Eliminate, to the extent practicable, migration of LNAPL and DNAPL from the source aress.

# Eliminate, to the extent practicable, exposures to contaminated groundwater and vapors in the
resdential areaeast of the Ste.

# Eliminate, to the extent practicable, exposures to contaminantsin the Ste soils.

# Eliminate, to the extent practicable, exceedances of applicable environmentd quality sandards
related to releases of contaminants to the waters of the State.

SECTION 7. SUMMARY OF THE EVALUATION OF ALTERNATIVES

The selected remedy must be protective of human heglth and the environment, be cost effective, comply
with other statutory laws and utilize permanent solutions, aternative technologies or resource recovery
technologies to the maximum extent practicable. Potentid remedia dternatives for the Diaz Chemica
Corporation Ste were identified, screened and evauated in the report entitled Feasibility Study Report,
October 2001.
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A summary of the detalled andyssfollows. As presented below, the time to implement reflects only the
time required to implement the remedy, and does not include the time required to design the remedy,
procure contracts for design and congtruction or to negotiate with responsible parties for implementation
of the remedy.

The summary below only containsthose dternatives from the FSwhich would beimplementable a the ste.
Other technologies, such as surfactant flushing, therma trestment, in-Stu oxidation, or large-scde
excavation were dismissed during the FS because they would not be feasible to implement under the
current Site conditions.

7.1: Description of Remedial Alternatives

The potential remedies are intended to address the contaminated soils and groundwater at the Site.

Alternative #1: No Further Action

Present WOrth: . ... $ 297,756
Capital COSt: . .ot $0
ANNUAl O& M. . . $ 21,600
Timeto Implement: . ... N/A

This aternative represents ceasing operation of the two IRMs and conducting a long-term groundwater-
monitoring program. It is a basdline dternative againgt which the other dternatives are compared.

Alternative #2: Continue Current IRMswith I ngtitutional Controls

Present WOrth: ... $ 1,961,606
Capital COSt: . .ottt $0
ANNUAl O& M. L. $ 120,700
Timeto Implement: . ... N/A

This dternative recognizes the ongoing remediation of the site by previoudy completed IRMs. Only
continued operation, maintenance, and monitoring of the IRMsare necessary to evauate the effectiveness
of the remediation completed under the IRMs. Thisdternativewould leave the Steinits present condition
and would not provide any additiond protection to human hedth or the environment. This dternative
would require deed restrictions onthe future use of the site (i.e., only commercia and industrid usesof the
stewould be dlowed) to reduce the potentia for contact with the adversdly impacted media, maintenance
of the ingtitutiond controls in place at the two residentia properties on South Main Street (discussed in
more detail in Section 4.2), and a soil management plan for the Site. The exigting fence dready present
around the Site would also need to be maintained.
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Alternative #3: Continue Current IRMswith Source Area Hydraulic Control

Present WOrth: . ... $2,137,194
Capital CoSt: ..ot e $ 91,500
AnNnual O& M. .. e $ 148,400
Timeto Implement: . ... .. . e 3 months

This dternative would consst of continuing to operate the existing IRMs, congtructing additiona
groundwater recovery wellsaround the defined source areas, and implementing best management practices
to enhance the hydraulic control measuresinthe sourceareas. A schematic planisshowninFigure6. This
dternative includesimplementing along-term groundwater monitoring plan, asoil management plan for the
Site, indtitutiona contrals in the form of a deed redtriction on the property, and maintenance of the
inditutiond controls in place at the two resdentia properties on South Main Street (discussed in more
detall in Section 4.2). Diaz would maintain the existing concrete surface cap in the rest of the Plant
induding the main production areas. Sewer lines that run beneath these areas would be abandoned and
replaced with lined sumps and/or aboveground piping. The existing network of PV C-lined drains, which
collect the on-gte storm water, would aso be maintained.

Alternative #4: Continue Current IRM swith Two-Phase Extraction

Present WOrth: . ... $4,412,866
Capital CoSt: .. it $ 1,180,500
AnNnual O& M. . . e $ 444,000
Timetolmplement: .. ... . 6 months - 1 year

Thisaternativewould beidentical to Alternative 2, but would include dud -phase extraction of groundwater
and soil-vapor usng a network of closay spaced extraction wels and dip tube “sraws’ inddled in the
extraction wells. Extracted groundwater and soil-vapor would be treated separately by filtering them
through activated carbon, or aternatively, by condensing VOCsfrom the vapor stream. A schematic plan
isshowninFigure 7.

Alternative #5: Continue Current IRMswith Soil Vapor Extraction

Present WOrth: ... $ 3,564,889
Capital oSt ..ottt e $1,019,500
ANnUal O& M. L $ 280,900
Timeto Implement: . ... . 6 months - 1 year

Thisdternativewould include continuing to operate and maintain the existing IRMs, coupled with soil vapor
extraction (SVE) within the source areas. A closdaly spaced network of SV E wellswould be needed and
typicd wellhead vacuum levels during SVE would be on the order of 5 to 10 inches of mercury. A
schematic plan is shown in Figure 8. The soil-vapor would be treated by filtering it through activated
carbon prior to discharging the filtered air stream to the atmosphere.
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7.2 Evaluation of Remedial Alternatives

The criteriaused to compare the potentid remedid dternatives are defined in the regulaion that directsthe
remediation of inactive hazardous waste sitesin New York State (6 NY CRR Part 375). For each of the
criteria, abrief description is provided, followed by an evauation of the dternatives againgt that criterion.
A detalled discussion of the eva uation criteriaand comparative andyssisincluded in the Feasibility Study.

Thefirst two evaluation criteria are termed threshold criteria and must be satisfied in order for an
alternative to be considered for selection.

1. Compliancewith New Y ork State Standards, Criteria, and Guidance (SCGs). Compliancewith SCGs
addresses whether or not a remedy will meet gpplicable environmenta laws, regulations, sandards, and
guidance.

The primary SCGsgoverning cleanup of the Diaz Chemica Corporation Steare NY SDEC TAGM 4046,
“Determination of Soil Cleanup Objectives and Cleanup Levels” NYSDEC Ambient Water Qudity
Standards and Guidance Vaues, and Part 5 of New Y ork State Sanitary Code. Other relevant SCGsare
ligted in the Feesibility Study.

Of thefive dternatives presented, Alternative 1 would not achieve cleanup goals for soil or groundwater.
Alternatives 2 and 3 would partially meet groundwater SCGs by limiting the contamination to the Ste and
preventing off-site migration. Thetwo remaining aternativeswoul d attempt to directly treat the contaminant
sources in soil, but would only address those portions of the sources that are not beneath the production
buildings

2. Protection of Human Hedth and the Environment. This criterion is an overal evaluation of each
dternative s ability to protect public hedth and the environment.

In comparison with the Remedid Goals established in Section 6, Alternative 1 is not protective of human
hedlth and the environment. Each of the four remaining dternatives is protective of human hedth and the
environment. The exigting IRMs provide sufficient hydraulic control of the Ste to mitigate short-term risks
in Alternatives 2, 3, 4, and 5. Alternatives 4 and 5 would aso attempt to remediate the contaminant
sources, providing some additiond protection of human hedlth and the environment.

The next five "primary balancing criteria” are used to compar e the positive and negative aspects
of each of the remedial strategies.

3. Short-term Effectiveness. The potentid short-term adverse impacts of the remedia action upon the
community, theworkers, and the environment during the construction and/or implementation are eva uated.
The length of time needed to achieve the remedid objectives is dso estimated and compared against the
other dternatives.

Alterndives 1, 2, and 3 present no additional short-term impacts on the community, environment, or
workers. Alternatives 4 and 5 each impose limited short-term impacts on the community. They would
require an amaospheric discharge of contaminants from the soil trestment systems. These releases could
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be controlled with vapor treatment systems to prevent adverse impacts to the community. None of the
dternatives presents an unacceptable short-term risk to the community.

4. Longterm Effectiveness and Permanence. This criterion evauates the long-term effectiveness of the
remedia aternatives after implementation. If wastes or treated resduas remain on-ste after the selected
remedy has been implemented, the following items are evduated: 1) the magnitude of the remaining risks,
2) the adequacy of the controls intended to limit the risk, and 3) the rdiability of these contrals.

Alternative 1 would not be effective in the long-term. Alternatives 2 and 3 would provide long-term
effectivenessin capturing and treating Site groundweter. However, they would not achieve a permanent
solution for on-gte soils, as source-area compounds would remain in place. Alternatives 4 and 5 include
permanent and non-reversble mass remova from the source areas and therefore, provide some
effectiveness against on-site contact with adversaly impacted media. Alternatives 4 and 5 would both be
anticipated to remove alarge amount, but not dl, of the contamination within the trestment areas. Thisis
due to the nature of the gte soils and the difficulty in remediating Stes with glty, low-permesbility soils,
aong with the fact a Sgnificant portion of the contaminant sources are present benesth the manufacturing
buildings and largdly inaccessble to remediation. Dueto the fact that large sources would remain in-place
beneath the buildings, these remedies would not dramatically improve groundwater qudity at the site.
Further, the vapor extraction technology in both Alternatives 4 and 5 would only be margindly effective
at removing the semivolaile contaminants at theSte. Theresdua contamination from sources benegth the
buildings and from the semivolatile contamination would continue to act as sources of groundwater
contamination, reducing the overdl effectiveness of Alternatives 4 and 5. Because Alternatives 4 and 5
would leave sgnificant contamination behind a the Ste, they are consdered equaly as effective as
Alternative 3 in the long-term.

5. Reduction of Toxidty, Mobility or Volume. Preferenceis given to dternatives that permanently and
sgnificantly reduce the toxicity, mohbility or volume of the wastes & the Site.

Alterndtive 1 would not accomplish any reduction in toxicity, mohility, or volume. Alternatives 2 and 3
providefor partid reductionintoxicity, mobility, and volume. IRM-1 hasreduced thetoxicity of theoff-dte
groundwater through an approximate 90% reduction in the concentration level sof Ste-related compounds.
By capturing the Site groundwater, IRM-1 reducesthe mobility of dissolved site-related compounds. With
continued operation and maintenance of IRM-1, the Site-specific cleanup leveds for off-gte groundwater
are believed to be atainable under this aternative. However, the on-ste groundwater and source areas
arenot affected by IRM-1. Alternative 3 would provide an additiona measureto control the source areas
and prevent additiona contamination from spreading acrossthe site, but provideslittle benefit inthevolume
of waste remaining at the sSte. Nather Alternative 2 nor Alternative 3 would provide for sgnificant
reductionintoxicity or volume of thesourcearess. Alternatives4 and 5 would each providefor permanent
reductionsin toxicity, mobility, and volume by treeting and/or removing the contaminants from the source
areas. The trestment of contaminants ether through dua-phase extraction or soil vapor extraction,
provides for an irreversible reduction in contaminants. However, dueto the fact that large sources would
reman in-place beneath the manufacturing buildings and tha Sgnificant amounts of semivolatile
contamination would aso remain in place, these remedieswould only remove aportion of the contaminant
meass present a the Ste. A significant amount of contamination would be left in-place.
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6. Implementability. The technicd and adminidrative feaghility of implementing each dternative are
evaduaed. Technica feashility includes the difficulties associated with the congtruction and the ability to
monitor the effectiveness of the remedy. For adminidrative feashility, the avallability of the necessary
personnel and materid isevauated aong with potentia difficultiesin obtaining specific operating gpprovals,
access for congtruction, etc.

Alternatives 1, 2, and 3 would bereedily implemented at thesite. Notechnicad or adminigtrative difficulties
are anticipated to interfere with implementing them. Alternatives 4 and 5, however, would present
sgnificant technicd difficulties with implementation. Interference with plant production operations would
be quite likely due to the need for many extraction wells. Because many wells would be necessary, the
technology could not be implemented across the source areas without ingaling wels in high-traffic areas
of the ste. It would not be possble for Plant personnel to “work around” the numerous wells and
associ ated piping within the production setting. Therewould not be enough physical clearancearound some
of these areas to bring in drilling equipment. Extraction piping cannot be run across the ground surface
because it would unacceptably interfere with manufacturing operations, nor isit practica to bury extraction
piping in and around the production areas without significantly disrupting the Plant operations for an
extended time frame.

7. Cost. Capitd and operation and maintenance costs are estimated for each aternative and compared
on a present worth basis. Although cost is the last balancing criterion evaluated, where two or more
dternatives have met the requirements of the remaining criteria, cost effectiveness can be used asthe basis
for thefina decison. The codsfor each dternative are presented in Table 3.

Alternatives 4 and 5 are sgnificantly more expengve than Alternative 3. Given the fact that Alternatives
4 and 5 would 4iill leave the site with Sgnificant contamination in-place, the additiona costs necessary to
implement them are difficult to judtify.

Thisfinal criterion is considered a modifying criterion and is taken into account after evaluating
those above. It is evaluated after public comments on the Proposed Remedial Action Plan have
been received.

8. Community Acceptance - Concerns of the community regarding the RI/FS reports and the Proposed
Remedid Action Plan have been evduated. The "Responsveness Summary,” included as Appendix A,
describes public comments received and the Department’ s response to the concerns raised.

In generd the public comments received were supportive of the selected remedy. Severd commentswere
received, however, pertaining to the scope of the RI/FS, the January 5" air release, the public health
impacts of the dite, and the detalls of the sdlected remedly.

SECTION 8: SUMMARY OF THE SELECTED REMEDY

Based upon the results of the RI/FS, and the eva uation presented in Section 7, the NY SDEC is selecting
Alternative 3, Continue Current IRMs with Source Area Hydraulic Control as the remedy for this Ste.
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This selection is based on the evauation of the five dternatives presented in Section 7.2. Of the five
dternatives, Alternative 1 would not meet SCGs for the Ste, nor would it be protective of human hedlth
and the environment. The remaining aternatives would each be protective of human hedth and the
environment and meet the primary SCGs for the Ste. Alternatives 4 and 5 would both present limited
ghort-term risks to the community which can be easly mitigated with conventiona treatment equipmen.
Alternatives 3, 4 and 5 are dso equivdent in their long-term effectiveness. Alternatives 4 and 5 would
produce agreater reduction intoxicity, mobility, and volume of contamination than Alternative 3, but would
leave sgnificant amounts of contamination untreated. Alternatives4 and 5 aso present sgnificant problems
with implementability and are difficult to construct, operate, and maintain as long as the site remains an
active manufacturing facility. The present worth cost of Alternaive 3 is sgnificantly less than the cost of
implementing ether Alternative 4 or 5.

The Department believes that if the Ste conditions were different (i.e,, no longer in active use, or with a
sgnificant amount of down-time), a larger set of technologies could be evaluated at the Ste than those
whichwere evduated in the FS. Technologies that are more suitable to the semivolatile contamination at
the site could aso be pursued. Deaying remediation of the source areas until Site conditions change will

alow for the use of abroader range of remedia technologies and will enable the remediation to address
al of the source areas and not just portions of them. Because of this, the Department is creating asecond

Operable Unit for the Site to specificaly address the contaminant source areas in the future.

The estimated present worth cost to implement the remedy is $2,137,194. The cost to construct the
remedy is estimated to be $91,500 and the estimated average annual operation and maintenance cost for
30 yearsis $148,400.

The dements of the sdected remedy are asfollows:
. A remedid design program to verify the components of the conceptua design and provide the
details necessary for the congtruction, operation, maintenance, and monitoring of the remedia

program. Any uncertainties identified during the RI/FS would be resolved;

. Continue operating current IRMs, including the blasted bedrock interceptor trench, the railroad
spur bioventing, and maintaining engineering contrals in the resdences on South Main Stre<t;

. Ingtalation of additiond recovery wells to provide hydraulic control of contaminated water from
the source aress,

. Implementation of a soil management plan, providing sandard procedures for intrusive activity a
the site;

. Maintenance and augmentation of the concrete pads and existing network of PV C-lined drains,

as necessary, to minimize and prevent infiltration of precipitation;

. Replacement of sewer linesthat run benesth source areas with lined trenches and/or aboveground
piping;
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. Maintenance of a Class 2 gatus on the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites until
al remediation is successfully completed:;

. Establishment of adeed redtrictionon the property, redtricting its use to industrial or commercid
use only until remediation is completed, and aso redtricting the use of groundwater at the Site to
non-potable uses,

. Maintenance of the ingtitutional controls in place at the two residentia properties on South Main

Street (discussed in more detall in Section 4.2) until it is deemed by the DEC and DOH that the
controls are no longer necessary;

. Annud certification by a Professona Engineer licensed in New York State that the deed
redrictions, ingtitutional controls, and engineering controls are both in-place and effective;

. The cregtion of a new Operable Unit at the site, Operable Unit #2, to address the contaminant
source aress, and

. Sincetheremedy resultsin untreated hazardous waste remaining a the Site, along term monitoring
programwill beindituted. Off-stewdlsand asmdl group of on-sitewdlswill be monitored, dong
with periodic sampling of theindoor air of the resdences dong South Main, Jackson, and Batavia
Streets. This program will dlow the effectiveness of the source control measures and the existing
IRMs to be monitored and will be a component of the operation and maintenance for the Site.

SECTION 9: HIGHLIGHTSOF COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION

As part of the remedia investigation process, anumber of Citizen Participation activities were undertaken
in an effort to inform and educate the public about conditions at the site and the potentia remedia
dternatives. The following public participation activities were conducted for the Site;

. A repository for documents pertaining to the site was established.

. A stemailing list was established which included nearby property owners, locd paliticd officids,
loca mediaand other interested parties.

. Fact Sheetswere sent to the mailing list in: July 1994, January 1995, July 1995, December 1996,
June 1997, May 1998, August 1999, and February 2002.

. Public Meeting were held in: January 1995, August 1995, July 1997, and March 2002.

. In March 2002 a Responsiveness Summary was prepared and made available to the public, to
address the comments received during the public comment period for the PRAP.
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Tablel

Nature and Extent of Contamination

MEDIUM CATEGORY CONTAMINANT CONCENTRATION FREQUENCY of SCG/
OF CONCERN RANGE EXCEEDING Bkgd.
SCGs/Background
Soils Volaile 4-Chlorobenzotrifluoride ND to 200 150of 31 ND*
Organic (PCBTF)
Compounds _
(VOCs) 1,2-Dichloroethane (DCA) ND to 52 150of 31 0.1
Xylenes (total) ND to 370 8 of 31 1.2
1-Bromo, 2-chloroethane ND to 29 50f 31 ND*
Semivoldile | 3,4-Dichlorobenzo- ND Oof 31 ND*
Organic trifluoride
Compounds
(SVOCs) 1-bromo, 4-fluoro- ND to 2.5 20of 31 ND*
benzene
3-bromoacetophenone NDto3 3of 31 ND*
Sediments Voldaile 4-Chlorobenzotrifluoride ND to 0.019 20f 7 ND*
Organic (PCBTF)
Compounds
(VO?:C;) 1,2-Dichloroethane (DCA) ND 0of 7 0.7%*
Xylenes (Totd) ND Oof 7 o2+ *
Semivoldile | 3,4-Dichlorobenzo- ND Oof 7 ND*
Organic trifluoride
Compounds
(SVOCs) 1-bromo, 4-fluoro- ND Oof 7 ND*
benzene
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Tablel
Nature and Extent of Contamination

(Continued)
MEDIUM CATEGORY CONTAMINANT CONCENTRATION FREQUENCY of SCG/
OF CONCERN RANGE (ppb) EXCEEDING Bkgd.
SCGs/Background
M
Groundwater | Voldaile Methylene Chloride ND to 12,000 13 of 37 5
Organic
Co?npounds 1,2-Dichloroethane (DCA) ND to 82,000 250of 37 0.6
(VOCs) Xylenes (totdl) ND to 203,000 19 of 37 5
1,2-Dibromoethane ND to 55,000 17 of 37 0.006
1-Bromo, 2-chloroethane ND to 33,000 14 of 37 5
4-Chlorobenzotrifluoride ND to 49,000 27 of 37 5
(PCBTF)
Semivolaile | 3,4-Dichlorobenzo- ND to 6,700 110of 34 ND*
Organic trifluoride
Compounds
(SVOCs) 1-bromo, 4-fluoro- ND to 6,700 12 of 34 ND*
benzene
3-bromoacetophenone ND to 1,500 90of 34 ND*
ND - I ndi cates the specified compound was “Not Detected”
* - Indicates no SCG for this specific compound exists, the background concentration is used instead.

*x - Indicates that the units are in ug/g organic carbon.



Table2
Change In Off-Site Groundwater Quality

widl Tota VOCs Detected in Groundwater (mg/L)
10/1996 10/1997 10/1998 10/1999 11/2001 % Dedine
MW-104S2 11.89 8.52 6.92 5.56 NS 53%
MW-109S2 58.37 2791 38.59 3.06 1.16 98%
MW-110S NS 1.276 1.850 0.120 0.46 64%
MW-105SR 11.20 9.59 7.82 0.76 NS 93%
MW-110SR NS 19.22 13.36 0.938 0.042 99%
MW-112SR NS NS 161 0.380 0.13 92%
[
(expanded pumping began)

NS - Indicates “Not Sampled”
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Table3

Remedial Alternative Costs

Remedial Alternative Capital Cost Annual O& M Total Present Worth
Alternative #1: No Further Action $0 $21,600 $297,756
Alternative #2: Continue Current $0 $142,300 $1,961,606
IRMs with Indtitutiona Controls
Alternative #3: Continue Current $91,500 $148,400 $2,137,194
IRMswith Source Area Hydraulic
Control
Alternative #4: Continue Current $1,180,500 $444,000 $4,412,866
IRMs with Two-Phase Extraction
Alternative #5: Continue Current $1,019,500 $280,900 $3,564,889

IRMs with Soil Vapor Extraction
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APPENDIX A

RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY

Diaz Chemical Corporation
Proposed Remedial Action Plan
Village of Holley, Orleans County
Site No. 8-37-009

The Proposed Remedid Action Plan (PRAP) for the Diaz Chemica Corporation Ste (Diaz Site), was
prepared by the New Y ork State Department of Environmental Conservation (the Department) and
issued to the local document repository on February 22, 2002. This Plan outlined the preferred
remedial measure proposed for the remediation of the contaminated soil and sediment at the Diaz Site.
As described fully in Section 8 above, the selected remedy isto Continue Current IRMs with Source
Area Hydraulic Control.

The release of the PRAP was announced viaa notice to the mailing list, informing the public of the
PRAPs avalability.

A public meeting was held on March 20, 2002 which included a presentation of the Remedia
Investigation (RI) and the Feasibility Study (FS) as well as a discussion of the proposed remedy. The
meeting provided an opportunity for citizens to discuss their concerns, ask questions and comment on
the proposed remedy. These comments have become part of the Adminigrative Record for this Site.
Written comments were recaeived from severd commenters, summarized below. The public comment
period for the PRAP ended on March 25, 2002.

This Responsiveness Summary responds to al questions and comments raised at the March 20, 2002
public meeting and to the written comments received.

The following are the comments received at the public meeting, with the Department's responses.
Part A: Comments Recelved Regar ding the Environmental Investigations
Comment 1:  What isPCBTF? Isit part of the PCB family?

Response1:  PCBTF is parachlorobenzotrifluoride. It isnot amember of the polychlorinated
biphenyls (PCB) family.

Comment 2. I've seen and read that S. Main Street isthe area being tested. What about Jackson
Street? How about testing on the other side of the railroad tracks, and in back of
people's homes on Jackson Street? Are you planning on doing further testing down by
the new quilting shop, down the ravine, and down by Frank’s Hots? Where are the
wells located?

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site 3/27/02
RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY Page 1



Response 2. Sail vapor testing of the backyards on Jackson Street was conducted during the RI.
The results indicated that contamination is present dong the Diaz fence line, but the
contamination does not extend north toward the homes. Wells on the southern
boundary of the Ste dso indicate that contamination is confined to the immediate area
of the plant. The groundwater moves easterly across the Site and not in a southerly
direction. Additiond testing beyond the Sandy Creek Ravineis not planned. The
Creek has shown minimal impacts from the ste and groundwater on the other side of
the ravine flows in the oppodte direction, westerly, toward the ravine. All monitoring
wells are identified on the Figuresin the ROD.

Comment 3:  What about testing Sandy Creek again? Past testing in 1999 has shown that chemicals
increased in the creek since 1995. Will the creek be tested again? Thisisaconcern
for people. People would like to know how far down the creek and how deep down
you' ve tested Sandy Creek.

Response 3:  Sincetesting of Sandy Creek water and sediment during the Rl showed minimal
impacts, additiond testing has not been completed to date. The details of the sampling
information for Sandy Creek is available in the RI report. Department staff can also
provide detailed information upon request. Additiona testing of the creek will be
discussed during development of the long-term monitoring plan.

Comment 4:  Areyou aware of the spring that flows below the VFW? Hasit been tested? This
creek comes out of the rocks beneath the VFW. Can you test it? It’'sflowing higher
since you' ve been doing the groundwater pumping. That creek starts from an
abandoned well which is 30 feet in diameter and runs behind my house. That well
would be agood sampling point for the DEC. Also, this spring may join up with
another soring that flows from the Diaz Ste. That'swhy the water leve ishigh. | would
like to see more test wells dug around the facility with more monitoring.

Response 4. Your comment is acknowledged. Additiond testing of springs and groundwater will be
discussed during development of the long-term monitoring plan.

Comment 5:  Who isresponsible for testing the wells and how often are they tested? | have two
wells on my property and never heard anything good or bad about the testing since |
gave them permission to put wells on my property.

Response5:  Diaz isrespongble for testing dl of the wdlls. Wells are sampled once or twice ayear,
depending on the circumstances. Some lessimportant wells are tested only every
severd years. You will be notified from now on about the results of any samples
collected on your property.

Comment 6:  Can split testing be done at the wells? Can someone € se besides Diaz do the testing?

Response 6: The Department periodicaly collects “ split” samples a the Site. The purpose of a glit
sampleisto verify the integrity of the datathat is being reported. The Department is

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site 3/27/02
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Comment 7:

Response 7:

Comment 8:

Response 8:

Comment 9:

Response 9:

Comment 10:

Response 10:

willing to collect split samples at a greeter frequency in the future.

Y ou indicated there' s a narrow band of groundwater contamination. Why isthat? Do
you think the trench is catching everything?

There could be many reasons for the narrow groundwater plume. The bedrock at the
gte hasashdlow channe carved into it, possibly from aformer stream channd. In
addition, the sty soils have thin sandy stringers running through them.  These sandy
layers are where much of the contamination is flowing. Off-dte, the overburden isvery
thin and the groundwater is likely to be following bedrock fractures. The Department
believes the trench is capturing the vast mgjority of the contamination. Thereisno way
to confirm that it is 100% effective. However, the reduction in contamination observed
to date reinforces the Department’ s belief that the trench, regardless of the exact
percentage of capture, is effective a mitigating the off-ste contamination.

Are there any ground monitoring wells ong Jackson Street? Have you found any
ggnificant contamination in these wells? Are these wells at the plant entrance or by the
homes? How can the wells monitor al the contamination?

Monitoring wells are located near the plant entrance on Jackson Street. No wellsare
located farther east on Jackson Street on residential property. Please see Response 2
for more information.

| propose that monitoring wells be placed around Jackson Street and testing done
around Jackson Street, to include the soils on Jackson Street and to test dl kids who
play inthe dirt and al people who garden in the dirt. 'Y ou need to test the soils as well
as the groundwater.

The need for additiona monitoring wells on Jackson Street will be evauated during
development of the long-term monitoring plan. Data from the remedia investigation
indicate that soil contamination from past releases of contamination are limited to the
dgte. However, concerns about soil contamination related to deposition from recent air
releases is being evaluated separatdly by State officids.

| looked over the papers from the 1999 drinking water sampling of the [village] wdls
and | saw that these chemicals are listed in the drinking water. Whether you fed these
chemicals are a acceptable limits or not, how did they get there if not from this
contamination? DCA and EDB was found. Aretests being done for EDB? |s some of
the contamination due to chlorination of the wells? Has anyone taken water samples
before the wdl is chlorinated?

According to the Orleans County Department of Health, DCA and EDB were not
found in the village supply wells. Trihdomethanes (THMs) have been discovered, but
they are adirect result of the chlorination of the drinking water supply.

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site 3/27/02
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Comment 11:

Response 11:

Part B:

Comment 12:

Response 12:

Comment 13:

Response 13:

Comment 14:

Response 14:

Comment 15:

Response 15:

Comment 16:

How old are the buildings on site with the source contamination under them?

Those buildings are from the former Duffy-Mott cider vinegar plant and are over 100
yearsold.

Comments Received Regar ding the Proposed Remedial Action Plan

Y ou spoke about the agreement you signed with Diaz to clean up the Ste. Where
would the money come from if Diaz moves away or goes bankrupt? Isn't the
Superfund out of money now?

The Department has not yet executed an Order on Consent with Diaz to remediate the
dte. Theexigting Order only coversthe RI/FS. A new Order will be executed after
thefind remedy is selected. If Diaz were to declare bankruptcy, the State Superfund
would likely finance the remediation and the State would seek to recover as much of its
costsas possible. You are correct, the Superfund is currently out of money, but the
Department is hopeful that the Governor’ s proposed legidation to refinance the
Superfund will be passed soon.

Y ou spoke about covering up areas of the plant with asphat. Asphdt is porous. How
can asphdyt protect the soils from further contamination?

Specidty asphdts with low permesghility are available to reduce infiltration of rainwater.
Concrete pads will also be considered. Asphat would provide an adequate barrier to
prevent people from coming in contact with the Ste soils and reduce infiltration of sorm
water. However, concrete would provide better protection againgt spills.

When you speak about cost effectivenessin the clean up, is cost effectivenessa
concern for the taxpayers or Diaz?

The andysis of codt effectiveness is completely independent of who isfinancing the
remediation. It isan objective comparison, detailing whether smilar protection can be
offered at alower cost.

Regarding Alternatives 3 and 4, you stated there would gtill be contamination in the
ground, but won't there be less contamination if you dig up some of the soils?

Y es, there would be less contamination |eft at the Ste. However, the net benefit of
removing some Soil a thistimeismargind. The largest sources of contamination are
present benegth the buildings. Even if some of the sources were removed a thistime,
there would be little noticegble improvement in the groundwater qudlity.

| understand you can’t do anything under the buildings on site. But can the Storage Site
be addressed? There' s no buildings at the storage site. I’m concerned, and the storage
gteisdirectly benind my father’shouse. Are trenches or monitoring wells located by

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site
RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY
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Response 16:

Comment 17:

Response 17:

Comment 18:

Response 18:

Comment 19:

Response 19:

Comment 20:

Response 20:

that storage Site?

As dtated above, partiadly removing some of the source areas would have little benefit at
thistime. The bulk storage areaiis monitored with wells and isimmediately adjacent to
the IRM-1 groundwater collection trench. This source areais being hydraulicaly
controlled by the trench. Soil vapor testing in the backyards adjacent to the storage
areaindicated that contamination is present dong the Diaz fence line, but the
contamination does not extend north toward the homes.

Regarding the annua certification, | suggest that Diaz be monitored more
gringently—perhaps monthly instead of annudly, then if Diaz behaves, moving to
quarterly certifications. Diaz needs to be monitored more closdy, especidly in light of
theair release.

The annud certification is only one part of the Department’s oversight of Diaz. The
annud certification will be sgned by a Professond Engineer licensed in New York and
will certify that the components of the remedy are ill in place, and operating as
intended. In addition to the annud certification, monthly or quarterly reports are dso
required to report the volume of water collected in the trench and treated, to confirm
the IRM effluent is not contaminated, and to report on any other activities that occur.

Alternative 3 in the PRAP dtates that dternative would cost $2.2 million dollars with
$91,500 in capital costs, and $148,400 in O&M. I'd like to see Diaz establish a
specid account for Holley, with aminimum amount of $2,137,194. We hear alot
about bankruptcies in the news lately and are concerned that Diaz could just up and
leave the community. Diaz isto Halley like Enron isto Houston. The least Diaz could
do is establish this specid account for Holley. There needs to be money in this specid
account to continue this clean up process for generations, even after we are dl gone.

Requiring some form of financid assurance for completion of the remedy will be
consdered in the upcoming Order on Consent.

| have a proposa—if Diaz laid off 40% of its workforce, due to the cleanup, why can’t
these workers be rehired to perform the cleanup?

A variety of workers with the necessary training and experience will be involved with
the cleanup. It is conceivable that some of these workers could be former Diaz
employees who have been laid off.

All the remediation is entrusted to Diaz and the DEC. | don't trust the DEC—you have
not earned our trust. Diaz isin charge of dl the remediation.  If you give Diaz a deanup
plan and say you'll superviseit, | don’t think it will work.

The Department acknowledges your comment. The Department will supervise the
remediation plan closdy to ensure compliance from Diaz.

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site 3/27/02
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Comment 21:

Response 21:

Comment 22:

Response 22:

Comment 23:

Response 23:

Comment 24:

Response 24:

Comment 25:

Response 25:

Comment 26:

Response 26:

How long is the remedy supposed to take? Will it be 30 years?

The remedy does not have a specified duration. The IRMs will continue to operate
until all source areas are remediated.

If the facility operates forever, will dl the contamination leach out and end up in the
groundwater trench? Do you revist new technologies to handle contamination
cleanups?

It will take many yearsfor the Ste to clean itsdf up without direct intervention. New
technologies will be evauated if they feasbly provide for trestment of the sourcesin-
place beneath the buildings.

If the buildings with the contamination under them are not being addressed now, will the
contamination remain under them? If Diaz leaves, will this contamination be addressed
then?

Y es, the contamination will remain under the buildings. 1n addition, the sdlected remedy
will include additiond wells to contain the groundwater beneeth the buildings. If the
plant closes, the contamination will be addressed &t that time.

Can horizontal wells be used under the buildings? Isit not feasible to clean up the
contamination under buildings? Did you evduate the technology to clean up underneeth

buildings?

The ability to remediate beneath buildings is Ste-specific. At this Site, the layout is such
that horizontal wells and other technologies that could potentialy remediate under the
buildings are not feasible. These technologies were “ screened out” during the FS.

Regarding the 4" & S™alternatives, would these plans remove the source
contamination? What is the net present vaue to do this?

Alternatives 4 and 5 would not remove enough of the source areas to make them worth
pursuing. The costs associated with these dternatives are $4.4 million and $3.6 million,

repectively.

Did you evduate the cost of removing the buildings as an dternaive? Building anew
building versus digging up the contaminants should be cost effective and you should
evauate that. How many square feet are we taking about?

The dterndtive of removing the buildings was not evaluated in detall. 1t was screened
out of the FS early due to feagbility restraints. Demoalishing the buildings would require
Diaz to congtruct a new process building before the old ones are removed. Thereis
insufficient space at the Ste to perform thiswork and it would be much more costly than
any of the other dternatives.

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site
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Comment 27:

Response 27:

Comment 28:

Response 28:

Comment 29:

Response 29:

Comment 30:

Response 30:

Comment 31:

Response 31:

Comment 32:

Does Superfund criteria state the clean up will put the Site back to pre-release
conditions or ground water standards? \Why doesn't your proposa cover this?

The Part 375 regulations sate that the god of any remedid program isto restore the
gteto pre-release conditions, to the extent practicable. Restoring the Steto pre-
release conditions remains the ultimate god of the selected remedy. However, it isnot
feadble to attain that god at thistime.

Will you get a security account if Diaz goes bankrupt? How can you get this money?
Won't Diaz need that money?

Please see Response No. 18.  The Department has considered requiring some form of
financid assurance in the upcoming Order on Consent.

Does Diaz have insurance to cover any of this? Is cost abig factor in the clean up?

The Department is not familiar with the extent of Diaz'sinsurance coverage. As
discussed in the ROD and Response 14, cost effectiveness is a balancing criterion, to
be evaluated dong with dl the other sdlection criteria. Cost done does not drive the
decision-making process.

| think another aternative would be to put up another building and dig out the
contamination under the buildings. Most preferred remedies are to get the source
removalss, then do the clean up versus catching the contamination as you go.

Please see Response 26.

| reviewed the five proposed remedia plans and numbers 1-2-3-4 and 5 dl leave
sgnificant amounts untreated. The DEC dates it beievesthat if the Ste conditions were
different, alarger set of technologies could be evauated at the Site than those evaluated
inthe FS. For eleven years the DEC knew Diaz was a hazardous waste Site brewing
contamination which spread from the plant Ste to aresdentia community. The most
swift and thorough means should be implemented to stap the pollution from entering our
homes, drinking wells, and creeks which feed into Lake Ontario. We would like Diaz
to have downtime and alow a broader range of remedial technologies to be
implemented. Then, any and al sources of contamination would be removed from the
plant, the plant area, and around the village of Holley. We would like to see this action
take effect immediately to protect the hedth, wefare, property and qudity of lifein our

village.

The Department believes, for the reasons outlined in the Record of Decision, that the
selected remedy is the best dternative. The Department does not have the authority to
force ashut down of the plant in order to clean up the contamination.

Arethere dirt floors in the old buildings with the source contamination underneath?
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Response 32:

Comment 33:

Response 33:

Comment 34:

Response 34:

Comment 35:

Response 35:

How would pouring concrete in the buildings help? What is the danger to the
employees working in these old buildings. Aren't there cracks in the beams and in the
floors, which could expose the workers to soil contamination and vapors?

The buildings do not have dirt floors; they have concrete floors. The exposure of
workersto chemica vapors at the facility is subject to OSHA regulation. This matter is
outsde the Department’ s regulatory authority. The discusson regarding covering oil
gpplies to open areas around the buildings.

Why isthere a problem to remove an old building and remove the contamination
undernegth it? If the buildings are over 100 years old they can’t be worth that much
money. Wouldn't it be a good investment for Diaz to knock down the buildings and
clean up the contamination?

The buildings in question contain some of Diaz's most critica production equipment.
Demalishing the buildings would require shutting down the bulk of the company’s
production. In addition, the buildings have concrete floors, which are at least 12 inches
thick, along with thick brick and concrete walls. Demoalishing them is not atrivia task.
Further, because the buildings are over 100 years old, they may have historic vaue and
may be subject to historic preservation requirements.

As part of your remediation, you state pouring concrete or asphat will stop the
contaminants. In area C, how did the older buildings, with concrete floors get
contaminated? Why would concrete work if the buildings with concrete floors have
contamination underneath them? That’s a contradiction. How much concrete has been
poured at Diaz since the contamination problems came up?

The contamination beneath the buildings may have migrated through floor drains and
dry wdlsin those buildings. A new concrete pad that is maintained will provide
sgnificant improvement over the current uncovered soils a the site.

| think by law that a Class 2 hazardous waste Site has certain rules and regulations. If
these rules were followed, people in the village would be happy. No where in your
proposed remedies do you show that Diaz should be accountable and follow the laws
and rulesregarding aClass 2 wagte Site. | don't think the spirit of the law isbeing
followed. The DEC isworking for both Diaz and the public. 1f you were on your toes
and followed the laws 15 years ago, this contamination would of never happened.
Now you have no choice. You need to follow the letter of the law in thiscaseand in
the remedy.

The Department believes that the remedia program completed for thissteisin
compliance with rules and regulaions for Class 2 stes. Further, the Department intends
to ensure that the completion of the selected remedy will aso be done in accordance
with al of the requirements of the regulations. The Part 375 regulations Sete that the
god of any remedia program isto restore the Site to pre-release conditions, to the
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Part C:

Comment 36:

Response 36:

Comment 37:

Response 37:

Comment 38:

Response 38:

Comment 39:

Response 39:

extent practicable. Restoring the Ste to pre-release conditions remains the ultimate
god of the selected remedy. However, it is not feasible to attain that god at thistime,
Regarding past operations, many of the regulations that exist today that control the
storage and handling of chemicals and hazardous waste from production activities did
not exist when Diaz began operationsin 1974, over 27 years ago.

Comments Received Regarding the IRM s

My question is regarding the trench you blasted in the rock and are using to collect
contaminated groundwater. How much water is collected on adaily basis and what is
being done with thiswater? |sthe water being processed? Does the processing take
chemicas out of the water? How do you know that Diaz is complying with regulations
and is keeping the carbon filters up to date and monitoring the trench properly?

The trench collects on average, between 4 and 5 galons per minute. Thisis about
7,000 gdlons per day. Thiswater is passed through an activated carbon filter, smilar
to the household filters available for tap water. The carbon removes the contaminants
and the water isthen discharged to Diaz' s permitted discharge to the storm sewer.
Andysis of the treated water is performed monthly and reported to the Department.

The homes with the contaminated sumps that are sedled up—where is that contaminated
water going?

Only one residence has a contaminated sump. The water from that pump is discharged
to the sanitary sewer.

Regarding the sump that is capped off. | understand that water contains 1,2-
dichloroethane 2,200 ppb and 1,2-dibromoethane at 1,400 ppb. Aren’t these numbers
high —too high to be letting this water flow off the Ste? Aren't these numbers higher
than the alowable water standards that can be released into the ground? Have you
been monitoring the groundwater levels?

The andyticd results you refer to are from theinitia sampling of thet location.
Subsequent sampling has indicated a marked decline in the concentrations coinciding
with increased pumping of the trench IRM. The current concentrations are still above
groundwater standards, but have declined agpproximately 90%. The DEC and DOH
anticipate the concentrations to continue to decline in the future,

The residents with polluted basements, are these resdents being medicaly monitored?
Is there a need for them to be monitored or tested?

As gated in the ROD, the indoor ar contamination in these residences has been
abated. 1n addition, the concentrations of contaminants were relatively low when first
discovered. The DOH does not believe that medica monitoring of the resdentsis

necessary.

Diaz Chemical Corporation Inactive Hazardous Waste Site 3/27/02
RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY Page 9



Comment 40:

Response 40:

Comment 41:

Response 41:

Comment 42:

Response 42:

Comment 43:

Response 43:

Part D:

Regarding the trench and the wastewater treasted on Ste-isthe water tested before it is
discharged to the sanitary sewer? Who tests thiswater before it is discharged?

Please see Response No. 36. The water is passed through an activated carbon filter,
amilar to the household filters available for tap water. The carbon removesthe
contaminants and the water is then discharged to Diaz' s permitted discharge in the
sorm sewer. Andysis of the treated water is performed monthly and reported to the
Department.

Regarding the bedrock, is there a chance the groundwater collection trench is lesking
water into the bedrock and causing more contamination very deep down?

Severd degp monitoring wells are present at the ste. They do not indicate that deep
groundweter is aproblem at the Ste. The trench is congtantly being pumped, which
reduces the ability of the contamination to flow into deeper bedrock. In addition, the
bedrock becomesincreasingly dense with depth. The deep wellsyied very small
quantities of water when they are pumped.

How much topsoil and overburden is above the trench? s the bedrock there a
limestone or shale? How deep did the blasting go into the bedrock? How wideisthe
trench? Wasthere one or two lines drilled? Isthere control over the fracturesin the
bedrock? Can that water be seeping anywhere? Doesn't the characteristics of shae
change groundwater flows?

Thereis gpproximately 30 feet of overburden above the bedrock trench. The trenchis
ten feet across, ten feet deep, and 265 feet long. It was ingtaled with one line of
explosves. Asdated in Responses 7 and 41, the Department believes that the trench
is effective in controlling groundwater at the Ste and preventing it from migrating into the
resdentid area

I’d aso like to know about the two homes on South Main that Diaz reached an
agreement with, that’s discussed in IRM 3. When those two residents move out, no
one dse can movein. Why doesn't this gpply to current resdents? Isit safefor the
current residents? If you fed these homes are not safe for future residents, why are the
current resdents alowed to live there?

The DOH believesthat the controlsin-place at the two residences are protective of
human hedth. The current residents have both chosen to remain in their homes. The
decison on how to address new residents will be made when the time comes. One
posshility in lieu of preventing new resdentsis for Diaz to perform extensive
renovations of the properties to prevent vapors from entering the basementsin the first
place. These renovations cannot be performed while the houses are occupied. The
ultimate god at both of these propertiesis to iminate the potentid exposure pathways.

Comments Received Regar ding Plant Oper ations
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Comment 44:

Response 44:

Comment 45:

Response 45:

Comment 46:

Response 46:

Comment 47:

Response 47:

Comment 48:

The storage areais by my backyard. Is there arequirement on how high you can stack
the storage drums? Should the drums be stacked above the fence line? That doesn't
look good.

Regulations do govern how high drums can be sacked. Generdly, it islimited to three
high.

These discussions are about the ground water and soils, but what about the odors and
theair at Diaz? These problems shouldn’t come across the fence line and the company
should be made to monitor thid!

Y our concerns are acknowledged. Those concerns are outside the scope of this clean-
up plan. However, your comment has been referred to the appropriate staff within the
Department.

| remember when Diaz was polluting/killing fish and wildlife and | know quite a bit
about Diaz. Modlly | am alongtime citizen of this community. 1I'd like to addressthe
dorage barrels. If you were to build a gas facility to supply gasto municipdities, you
would need atank undernegth the gas tanks to collect any spillsor lesks. This
collection tank undernegath the tanks can then be pumped off and treated and no gas
lesks would get in the soils. | think Diaz needs to move the storage barrels and build a
concrete pad to store them on and collect any spills. Then the soils below the barrels
would be protected and never have contamination 24 feet below the surface again.

The drum storage areayou refer to isfor product storage, not for the storage of
hazardous waste. These drums are currently stored on a concrete pad. Y our
comments are outsde the scope of this clean-up plan. However, your comments have
been referred to the appropriate staff within the Department.

I’m aware under Diaz Chemicd’sindudtriad code 2865 that the company is legdly
alowed to make batches of various chemicas that have unknown hedlth effectsto
people. I’ ve looked at the report and there' s lots of SVOCs and VOCs, these amounts
of contamination are bad and quite high. The steislisted as Class 2, which, according
to DEC criteria, isathreet to hedth. Isit common that afacility which produces so
much contamination is alowed to continue operations, even while being remediated?

Many active chemica plants have resdud contamination present that remains in-place.
Thefacilities are dlowed to remain active while completing remediation.

Since Diaz makes specidity chemicalss, they have a responghility to keep the people
who live dose to the plant safe. It's unfortunate that this plant was dlowed to operate
50 close to neighborhoods.  But because of this close proximity, Diaz should have a
higher level of accountability to the community. This community is divided, half need
the company which providesjobs, but the other haf have to live here. The company
needs to be accountable to everyone in a proper manner.
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Response 48: Y our comment is acknowledged.

Comment 49: Diaz needs arisk management plan and citizens advisory group. Diaz has been
operating 27 years and hasn't come up with either. The DEC needs to address that.

Response 49: Y our comment is outside the scope of this clean-up plan. However, your comment
have been referred to the gppropriate staff within the Department.

Comment 50:  Severd speskers already mentioned more oversight at Diaz. | think it would be a good
ideafor the DEC to formaly establish a citizens oversght and ingpection committee.
This committee should engble citizens the authority and power to visit and seeif Diaz is
doing their cleanup.  If we're supposed to trust the DEC, why can’t we entrust our
locd citizens? Confidenceislow in Diaz’ sdf-monitoring and this distrust is best
summed up in the DEC/AG' s suit. The suit states that Diaz' s acts and omissons &t its
plant resulted in recurring spills and releases and contributed to becoming a public
nuisance. Diaz hasfailed to abate the nuisance it created and that has put the hedlth and
safety of people and property in serious harm. Since we live here, drink the water and
breeth the air, why can’'t we have citizens help you ingpect what Diaz does? Thiswould
show good faith dl around.

Response 50:  The Department does not have the authority to creete a citizen' s committee with the
powers described in this comment. However, the Department would welcome any
voluntary arrangement made between the public and the company. Currently, if a
citizen notices something that is not right, they should contact the DEC at (585) 226-
2466.

Comment 51:  I'd like to support the earlier comment on containment tanks. Any kind of tank,
whether for fud or ail, needs a containment tank under it. | guessthat Diaz has about
1000 barrels of acid in 55 gdlon drums. It would be common senseto put a
containment tank of some sort under these barrels. Currently these barrels Sit in the sun
and can expand or build up pressure and split. Also kids can get in there and play on
them.

Response 51:  Please see Response 46.

Part E: Comments Received Regarding the January 5, 2002 Air Release

Aninforma availability sesson was held after the public meeting to discuss the January 5, 2002 air
release. DEC and DOH gtaff responsible for addressing the release were available for questions.
Comments made during that period are not addressed in this document.

Part F: Written Comments

A letter dated March 1, 2002 was received from Mrs. Anita Trupo of Holley which included the
following comments:
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Comment 52:

Response 52

Comment 53:

Response 53:

Comment 54:

Response 54:

“Many resdences of Holley have not received notification of this meeting, whichisa
gross neglect on the part of the DEC. Every citizen must be well informed of this urgent
meatter.”

The Department sent notification of this meeting to over 200 people on the Ste mailing
lig. Included on the mailing list were citizens who live around the site and local
televison, radio, and newspaper outlets. The newspapersin the area have covered this
gory extensively and the Department believes that sufficient public avareness of the
meseting was achieved.

“Diaz Chemical Company has a higtory of at least 40 or more spills ... and has never
cleaned up their act! They, in my opinion, are not responsible to clean up anything.”

The Department acknowledges your concern over the clean-up of the site. The
Department will oversee Diaz' s implementation of the remedy and ensurethat it is
conducted properly.

“Would you want to put off a‘tota’ decontamination of your village if [the soil and
groundwater were heavily contaminated with the Diaz-related chemicals?] Asalifelong
citizen of Holley and a property owner - | do not want these harmful contaminantsin
the groundwater or the soil of my village. Our drinking weter is from village wels.

How long will it take for this contamination to seep into them, if the contamination is't
completely cleared away dl a onetime?’

“According to [the PRAF,, ... the DEC believesif the Ste were no longer in active use,
or with asignificant amount of down-time, alarger set of technologies could be
evauated a the Ste than those which were evduated in the FS. We would like a plant
downtime ... so that any and All sources of contamination can be removed from the
plant, plant area, and any and dl parts of the Village of Holley’s soil and groundwater.
We would like this action taken immediately to protect the hedth and wefare of our

village”

The Department believes, for the reasons outlined in the Record of Decision, that the
selected remedy isthe best dternative. Implementation of the sdlected remedy will
prevent the soil and groundwater contamination from contributing to any new off-gte
releases, will prevent exposures, and will result in amore complete cleanup of the
source aress by waiting until they can be remediated directly rather than indirectly. The
Department does not have the authority to force a shut down of the plant in order to
clean up the contamination.

Regarding the vulnerahility of the village wells, the DEC and DOH do not believe the
village wells are threatened by the site. The wells are located upgradient and far avay
from the plant. Groundwater a the Ste is moving away from the wells and not toward
them. The village wells have been sampled by the DOH for Diaz-related chemicas and
none have been detected.
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A letter dated March 4, 2002 was received from Ms. Angeline Lusk of Holley which included the
following comments:

Comment 55;  This|etter discusses many of the issues surrounding the air release of January 5, 2002.

Response 55: Y our comments regarding the air release have been forwarded to the staff responsible
for managing the release.

Comment 56: “Diaz bought a home that is down the street from me. When | talked with various
people, they said there was something in the cdllar of thishouse. | know nothing about
this, and if thisistrue, | am upsat that my house, which dso sts down from the road
and isthree doors from that house, wasn't ingpected nor was | given any information
about chemicas leaking into the ground. | explained thisto DEC and never heard
another thing.”

“The [Orleans County] Health Dept. was in my basement on Jan. 11", smdlled the
chemicds [from the air releass] and was anxious to test the water in the sump pump.
However, it isnow March 4™ and | have not heard from the Health Dept.”

Response 56: Diaz conducted soil vapor screening dong South Main Street. Based on the results of
that screening, the DEC and DOH identified nearby residences that were most likely to
be impacted by the groundwater contamination. 'Y our residence was not considered to
be at risk based on the results of the soil vapor screening. A water sample was
collected from your sump on March 8, 2002. Y ou can expect to receive results from
the DOH shortly.

A letter dated March 13, 2002 was received from Ms. Mary Scarborough of Holley which included
the following comments:

Comment 57:  “Diaz Chemica should never have been dlowed to locate in a populated area - but
sgnceit isthere and has proved time and again to be areckless corporate citizen in
regard to environmenta consderations the NY S Department of Environmenta
Conservation must keep above average attention on the corporation. This proposd for
clean up can only be one of many things that will need to be done to make Diaz a
responsible and careful corporation. The citizens of this area expect and demand
congtant pressure on Diaz now and in the future.”

Response 57: Y our concern with oversght of the company is acknowledged. The Department will
oversee Diaz' simplementation of the remedy and ensure that it is conducted properly.

A letter dated March 21, 2002 was received from Mr. Edward Jones which included the following
comments:

Comment 58: “That was avery unfortunate accident that happened on Jan. 5th. But the point is, it
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Response 58:

was an accident. Aslong asweve lived in the village, Diaz has dways been a good
neighbor. Concerns are addressed, and asfar as | know, there has never been any
attemptsto ‘cover up’ anything. I'm sure that there may be a couple of houses that may
gill have achemica problem, but I'm aso pretty sure that there are residents here who
are seeing green and are going dong for the ride. It seems strange to me that one house
that has been deserted istotally surrounded by houses where the residents have moved
back in. | don't think these chemicals were " house sdlective’ and just decided to dump
on one house or ancther. And for whoever isin these questionable houses, if they're
smokers, I'm sure they've put more carcinogens and other toxic chemicasinto the
atmosphere of their houses from their cigarettes than Diaz did with their release.
Anyway, | believe Diaz has been a postive influence on the village of Holley, from
helping with the tax base to the scholarships they give out each year a graduation.
Hopefully we aren't seeing the end of the road for them.”

Y our comment is acknowledged.

A letter dated March 21, 2002 was received from Ms. Barbara McAllister of Waterport which
included the following comments:

Comment 59:

Response 59:

Comment 60:

Response 60:

Comment 61:

Response 61:

“To expect [Diaz] to comply with procedures (some of which they should have dready
been doing and weren't) is going to take alot of vigilance.”

Y our concern with oversght of the company is acknowledged. The Department will
oversee Diaz' simplementation of the remedy and ensure that it is conducted properly.

“Cleaning up their own property would be grest if it works, but the areas of
contamination are not restricted to their property. Maybe municipa wells are testing all
right but what about the soil ?’

Data from the remedid investigation indicate that soil contamination from past releases
of contamination are limited to the Ste. The municipa wells are remotely located from
the site. A recent soil sample collected by the village detected toluene at low levels.
The DEC and DOH do not bdlieve that Diaz is the source of this contamination.
Toluene isacommon contaminant found in avariety of products, including gasoline,
paints, and adhesives. No site-specific compounds such as EDC, EDB, or PCBTF
were detected in the soil sample.

“Areyou aware of the fact that Diaz has bought up some homes because they
contaminated them? How many more are but we don't know?’

Y es, the Department is aware that Diaz has purchased one residence east of the plant.
This resdence is one of the two where indoor air contamination was detected during
the Rl. No other residences are expected to be impacted by the off-site groundwater
plume. During the RI, Diaz conducted soil gas sampling around Jackson Street, South
Main Stret, and Batavia Street. The results provided a generdized map of the
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Comment 62:

Response 62

groundwater plume that was subsequently confirmed with groundwater samples from
monitoring wells. Based on these results, indoor air was tested in eight residences.

“They need to clean up the town. There are chemicas found in a park, on homesin
cars, on lawns.”

This comment is related to the recent air release. Concerns about soil contamination
related to deposition from recent air releases is being evauated separately by State
officids.

An undated letter was received from Ms. Bonnie Heisschauer of Holley which included the following

comments:

Comment 63:

Response 63:

Comment 64:

Response 64:

“One of the gods of the plan is to ‘ control/remove sources of contamination,” however

| don’'t see anything in the plan pertaining to identifying the sources of the contamination
nor preventing future leeks. ... What has the DEC done to identify what is causing these
leaks to prevent further contamination? Are lines or tanks falling? Isthe internal handling
of chemicasdoppy? Arethere adequate safety programsin place to prevent this from

happening again? If we only focus on the cleanup without examining the causes, we will
just be dlowing more contamination to happen.”

The god of controlling and/or removing sources of contamination is meant to address
source areas within the soil. A “source ared’ isloosdaly defined as an area of high
concentration contamination that acts as a continuing source for the ongoing
contamination of groundwater or that is a potentid threat for direct exposure to the high
concentrations of chemicaswithinit. Theorigina “source’ of contamination, asyou
refer to it (Iesks, Sills, tanks, etc.), was likely a combination of these items during the
early years of the plant’s operations. Many of the regulations that exist today that
control the storage and handling of chemicas and hazardous waste from production
activities did not exist when Diaz began operationsin 1974, over 27 yearsago. The
items you mention are currently regulated to varying extents through State and Federd
regulations.

“| ds0 agree with my neighbors who spoke about concerns of Diaz' s implementation of
the remedid program. If their past performance is any sort of indicator, and it hasto
be, they will take shortcuts and do an inadequate job of it. | urge that DEC oversee dl
areas of this program and be prepared to use whatever measures are necessary to
guarantee that Diaz handle the cleanup and prevention programs as proposed.”

Y our concern with oversight of the company is acknowledged. The Department will
oversee Diaz' simplementation of the remedy and ensure that it is conducted properly.
As dtated in Response 63, the “ prevention” measures you discuss are outs de the scope
of this cleanup. However, your comments have been referred to the appropriate Saff
within the Department.
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A letter dated March 21, 2002 was received from Ms. Tanya Hundley of Holley which included the
following comments

Comment 65:

Response 65:

“My husband and | believe the only proper way to clean our neighborhood isto clean
the whole area. | can not believe that cost is even afactor when children live so close.
... | would like to know why some children can grow up in a hedthy area but ours can
not because of cost. We did not put those chemicals there, Diaz did and it’ s time they
cleaned it up.”

The Department believes, for the reasons outlined in the Record of Decision, and in
particular, the long-term effectiveness and implementakility of the dternatives, that the
selected remedly is protective of human hedth and is the best dternative.
Implementation of the selected remedy will prevent the soil and groundwater
contamination from contributing to any new off-gte releases, will prevent exposures,
and will result in amore complete cleanup of the source areas by waiting until they can
be remediated directly rather than indirectly. Cost effectivenessis an evauation
criterion required by law. Asdiscussed in the ROD and Responses 14 and 29, cost
effectivenessis a baancing criterion, to be evauated adong with al the other sdection
criteria. Cost alone does not drive the decision-making process.

A letter dated March 22, 2002 was received from Mr. Richard Catlin of Holley which included the
following comments

Comment 66:

Response 66:

Comment 67:

“| fed thefird priority should be moretesting. Every home surrounding the facility
should be tested for contamination. The homes on South Main Street should be the
firg priority. If the basement has a sump, the water should be tested. If the basement
isdry - with dirt floor - the soil should be tested. The air in every basement should be
tested. The extent of the problem should be a priority. Soil testing should include tota
perimeter including Jackson Street homes.”

Asdiscussed in Responses 2, 9, 56, 60, and 61, the Department believes the extent of
contamination iswell-defined. The need to test indoor sump water and air at additiona
homes will be evaluated if new information indicates a problem may exist. Testing the
soilsin adirt floor basement is unnecessary. Contamination would not be detected in
those soils unless the chemicals were spilled in the basement itself.

“Also astudy should be put together to track hedlth problemsin the area. Included
should be al types of cancers, premature births, birth defects, attention deficit problems
and generd common respiratory problems of locd children.”

Response 67:  As dtated in Response 39, the DOH does not believe that medical monitoring of

resdentsis necessary in relation to the soil and groundwater remediation. All exposure
pathways have been diminated or mitigated. Thisis a separate issue from the medica
monitoring of people exposed to the January 5, 2002 air release.
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Comment 68:

Response 68:

Comment 69:

Response 69:

Comment 70:

Response 70:

“Thetrench aso concerns me. It is suggested that it has been a mgor factor in
reducing the contamination leaving the Site; at five galons per minute | rather doubt that.
The blast into shale bedrock, being aready porous by nature, I’ m sure has created
many undetected pathways for the groundwaeter to follow.”

Thereis ample monitoring data to demongtrate the effectiveness of the trench.
Downgradient water levels have dropped in response to the aggressive pumping of the
trench. In addition, the contaminant concentrations downgradient have dropped
congderably, by over 90% in four of the five downgradient wells. The contaminated
sump has been dry on severd occasions and aso shows a 90% decrease in
contamination when samples can be collected. Please see Responses 7, 36, 40, 41,
and 42 for more information. In addition, sampling and water level datafor the trench
can be found in the RI Summary Report.

“It was suggested at the meeting that capping with concrete or asphat would prevent
further contamination at the Ste. Also suggested was the fact that the worst
contamination was believed to be concentrated under Area C, aready capped with one
foot of concrete. When asked how it got there through concrete, [the DEC] blamed
voids around ‘drainsto dry wells” If it came from these voids, how much went down
thedrains. | believe these dry wellswould be highly suspect if they exid. If they do
exis, they should be accessible for immediate cleanup as I'm sure they are not located
under the 100 year old building of area C, and surely they would not have been dlowed
to build anything else over these dry wells”

The Department believes some of the worst contamination at the Site is benesth the
AreaC/D buildings. Thereisan old floor drainin Area C which isalikely former route
for contamination to enter the subsurface. It has since been plugged by Diaz to prevent
any additiond contamination. The origind foundations and floor dabs of these buildings
are very old and are cracked. It would not have been difficult in the past for spilled
chemicas to migrate through the floor cracks and into the underlying soilsiif the spill
were not cleaned up immediately. New floor dabs have been poured over the old
ones, preventing new contamination from entering the subsurface. The former condition
of the floor dabsis afar different scenario from new concrete pads which will be
placed around the Ste to minimize infiltration of both spilled chemicas and precipitation.
Any chemica spilled on a concrete pad will be much easier to contain and clean up
than if the chemica were spilled directly onto site soils. In addition to providing spill
protection, concrete pads will divert precipitation run-off into the storm sewers instead
of letting it infiltrate into the subsurface. By preventing this infiltration, there will be less
groundwater at the Ste to carry contamination from the source aress.

“It ismy opinion that someone takes charge immediately and cleans up the Ste. We
should mandate and enforce the order of operations and not be fasely pacified by the
mere maintenance of such an environmentd hazard for the next 30 plus years.”

The Department believes, for the reasons outlined in the Record of Decision, that the
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selected remedy isthe best dternative.

A letter dated March 25, 2002 was received from Mr. Alan J. Knauf, an attorney representing loca
residents which included the following comments:

Comment 71: “The overdl god isto clean to pre-digposa conditions. However, inthiscase DEC is
summaxily rejecting complete source trestment or remova that will achieve this god
without even anayzing the codts or feashility, sating thet * other technologies, such as
surfactant flushing, thermal trestment, in-Situ oxidation, or large scale excavetion were
dismissed during the FS because they would not be feasible to implement under current
dte conditions” At the meeting, you explained that the Site conditions thet alegedly
made this not feasible were in fact that afew thousand square feet of the Diaz plant
were located over the source area, and that only partial removal of the source would be
ineffective, since the remaining source would continue to contribute towards
groundwater contamination.”

“While we do not disagree that partid source remova might be ineffective, there has
been absolutely no showing that complete source remova or trestment is not feasible or
implementable. Clearly it would be preferred, since it is the only way to clean the Site
to prerelease conditions, meet DEC' s standards, achieve long-term effectiveness, and
permanently and fully reduce toxicity, mohility, or volume.”

“Clearly, it isarbitrary and capricious to not even consider the feasibility of the only
options - source treatment or removal - that would meet the overall goals of the State
Superfund program. The remedies suggested cost in the millions of dollars. However,
new warehouse pace might be built for $50 per square foot. If the issueis over even
5,000 sguare feet, even at double that rate, the cost would be about $50,000 - a paltry
sum compared to the options you are considering. Furthermore, it is our understanding
that the plant is aout 100 years old, and that the buildings are fully depreciated and
hardly of any vaue.”

“Thus, the option of putting up anew building, either on thisste, or preferably at
another Ste away from populated areas to avoid the ongoing threat from Diaz, needs to
be evauated. Another option would be temporarily relocating while the area was dug
up and afew thousand square feet of the plant replaced. We understand there would
be extra operationa costs, but these should not be astronomical, and at the very least
they need to be evaluated. Treatment of the source was not even considered. | asked
if, for example, horizonta wells could be dug under the building, and [the Department]
indicated this was not evauated.

“Therefore, not only has DEC made feasibility, which is only one of seven factorsto be
consdered when determining the overal god of achieving pre-disposa conditions, the
overriding god, but the Plan fails to even judtify your choice by a comprehensve
engineering andysis of the options and cogts.
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Response 71:

Comment 72:

The Department believes that the remedia program completed for thissteisin
compliance with rules and regulaions for Class 2 sites. Further, the Department intends
to ensure that the completion of the selected remedy will aso be done in accordance
with al of the requirements of the regulations. The Part 375 regulations Sete that the
god of any remedia program isto restore the Site to pre-release conditions, to the
extent practicable. Restoring the Site to pre-release conditions remains the ultimate
god of the selected remedy. However, it is not feasible to attain that god at thistime.

The Feasibility Study (FS) was stamped and signed by a Professond Engineer licensed
to practice in New York State. 1t was completed in accordance with USEPA’s
“Guidance for Conducting Remedia Investigations and Feasibility Studies Under
CERCLA - Interim Find.”* According to the EPA guidance, general response actions
should be identified as potentidly gpplicable & aste. Those generd response actions
are further refined and a prdiminary evauation of effectiveness and feasibility
(implementability and cost effectiveness) is then performed. Those generd responses
which are either not effective or not feasible are discarded and are not carried on for
detaled andysis. Thisis precisdy what was performed in the Diaz FS.

The Department believes your assumptions for constructing new warehouse space are
under-estimated. The buildings, especidly area C, cannot be partidly demolished. The
dructure is an extremely massve brick and concrete building. 1t would likely require
complete demoalition instead of amore codtly partid demoalition with extensive
temporary structurd supports added (which would likely interfere with remedid
activitiesanyway). In order to remediate just “ afew thousand square feet” the entire
structure would have to be removed. In addition, there is insufficient space & the
current facility to build a new process building. Further, the buildings in question contain
some of Diaz'smogt critical production equipment. Demolishing the buildings would
require shutting down the bulk of the company’ s production. The cogts associated with
this action, both direct and indirect, are not trivid. The possbility of relocating to
another gte a the same time would only magnify the cogts subgtantialy.

“The characterization of the site as * Operable Unit No. 1' is an abuse of the ‘ operable
unit’ definition. ... Typicaly ‘operable unit’ is used to divide environmental media such
as groundwater and soil, or portions of agte.”

“However, you propose defining Operable Unit No. 2 as ‘the contaminant source
areas,’ in an effort to segment away cleanup of the contamination source asthe
preferred remedy. This proposal is an end round to avoid the regulatory mandate.
With thislogic, source remova could dways be avoided by creating a second operable
unit that would never be addressed. Since Operable Unit No. 2 may never be
addressed aslong as Diaz remains in operation, the required cleanup may be

postponed in perpetuity.”

1 USEPA 540/ G- 89-004, October 1988
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Response 72:  The Department believes that the remedia program completed for thissteisin
compliance with rules and regulations for Class 2 Stes. Many sites have operable units
created to separately manage source areas from groundwater plumes or off-site
concerns. The decision to create a second operable unit at this Ste was only arrived a
once the screening of technologies and comparison of dternatives were completed,
indicating that source treetment at the Steis not feasible a thistime. Restoring the site
to pre-release conditions remains the ultimate god of the selected remedy.

Comment 73.  “You clam that DEC will have to address “Operable Unit No. 2" when Diaz leavesthe
dte. Thisisavery poor idea. A very likdly reason for Diaz leaving would be
bankruptcy. Then, no funding would be available from Diaz.”

“An excdlent suggestion from the meeting came form County Legidator George
Bower, who suggested full financia security up front [Comment 18]. Not only should
security be provided for the IRMs you suggest, but dso for the permanent remedy for
“Operable Unit No. 2," eveniif it isto be delayed as you propose.”

Response 73:  Please see Response 18. The Department has considered requiring some form of
financid assurance in the upcoming Order on Consent.
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APPENDIX B

Administrative Record Files
Diaz Chemical Corporation, Operable Unit 01
Site No. 8-37-009
Village of Holley, Orleans County

File Index
RI/FS Phase | Technica Memorandum, November 1994
RI/FS Addendum to Phase | Technical Memorandum, June 1995
RI/FS Phase 11 Technica Memorandum, November 1995
RI/FS Phase 111 Technical Memorandum, December 1996
RI/FS Phase IV Technica Memorandum, December 1997
RI/FS Interim Phase V Technicad Memorandum, July 1998
RI/FS Phase V Technica Memorandum, December 1998
RI/FS Phase VI and FS Work Plan, April 1999
RI/FS Summary Report, February 2000
Fina FS Report, October 2001
Interim Remedid Measure Plan, August 1995
Interim Remedia Measure Decision Document, September 1995
Interim Remedia Measure Plan, IRM-2, May 1997
Interim Remedia Measure Decision Document, IRM-2, August 1997
Citizen Participation Plan, September 1994

Proposed Remedia Action Plan (PRAP), February 2002

Record of Decison, March 2002

Consent Order for RI/FS, Index No. B8-0413-92-09, dated July 1, 1994

Information Fact Sheet, M2P2 Project, July 28, 1994



21.

22.

23.

24,

25.

26.

27.

28.

29.

30.

31

32.

Notice, Public Availability Sesson, January 18, 1995
Announcement, Public Availability Sesson, July 28, 1995

Fact Sheet, RI/FS, December 1996

Fact Sheet and Public Meeting Announcement, IRM-2, June 1997
Fact Sheet, Phase V Investigation, May 1998

Fact Sheet, Find Phase RI/FS, August 1999

Letter from Mrs. Anita Trupo, dated March 1, 2002

Letter from Ms. Angeline Lusk, dated March 4, 2002

Letter from Ms. Mary Scarborough, dated March 13, 2002

Email letter from Mr. Edward Jones, dated March 21, 2002

Letter from Gary Litwin, NY SDOH to Michael J. O’ Toole, NY SDEC, dated February 15,
2002. Re: Proposed Remedia Action Plan, Diaz Chemical Corporation

Letter from Gary Litwin, NY SDOH to Michadl J. O’ Toole, NY SDEC, dated March 29,
2002. Re: Record of Decison, Diaz Chemica Corporation

Non-Foilable documents are located on a separate roll of microfilm.

Photographs are stored at the State Records Center.
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