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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM REPORT
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Spaulding Fibre Co. NYD000848440
Site Name EPA Site ID Number

310 Wheeler Street
Tonawanda, New York 14150 02-8704-02
Address TDD Number

SITE DESCRIPTION

The Spaulding Fibre Company is a privately owned facility located at 310
Wheeler Street, Tonawanda, Erie County, New York. This active p!ant
has been located in this commercial/industrial and residential area since
1911, The 50-acre facility manufactures circuit board and similar
insulated materials for the electronics industry. The manufacturing
process generates a mixture of liquid phenotic resin and solvent waste and
solid and powdery grinding and cutting wastes. The latter include
asbestos, glass, zinc chloride, and phenolic wastes. Seven hundred and
fifty drums of waste were landfilled, and may have been punctured or
leaking prior to burial. The solid waste was reportedly bagged and
landfilled. Several lagoons were reported excavated and backfilied with
clean fill. Incinerator ash and other waste are also spread around the site.
Stained soil and walls near the empty drum storage area indicate further
soil contamination. New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) files indicate that excessive amounts of phenot
and other wastes were released into the storm sewers, which emptted into
the Niagara River. ;

There is no groundwater use in the area, with the exception of three
industrial wells to the south. Sample resuits from monitoring wells
installed by Spaulding Fibre Company contractors indicate groundwater
contamination.  Several site inspections by the NYSDEC recorded
numerous waste disposal probtems.

(CONTINUED)

HAZARD RANKING SCORE: Sy = 23.80 (Sgw = 84.71, Sgw = 40.91, S5 = 0)
SFE = 21.88

Spc =0

Prepared by: Stanley B. Shuifer Date:  05/31/88
of NUS Corporation
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM REPORT
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

CONTINUED

SITE DESCRIPTION

A site inspection was conducted by FIT on April 28 and 29, 1987. Several
soil auger holes had readings above background with an OVA flame
ionization detector. The highest reading was 350 ppm, occurring near the
drum landfill. The two monitoring wells were sampled, and two surface
water samples were collected to evaluate waste migration through the
groundwater and storm sewers, respectively, Eight soil samples were
collected to evaluate lagoon, landfill, and possible spill or leakage areas.

All  soil samples except for NYR9-S4 and NYR9-S8 had high
concentrations of at least one contaminant. Phenol and Di-n-butyl
phthalate were found in several samples, with concentrations as high as
910 ppm and 240 ppm, respectively. Most contaminants were
semivolatile. Noted exceptions were the PCBs Aroclor 1248 and Aroclor
1254. The groundwater and surface water samples did not contain any
contaminants above the detection limits. The empty drum storage pad
and liquid chemical transfer pad areas had evidence of spiliage in the
contaminated and stained soils nearby.

The site inspection results indicate a fire/explosion hazard and the
potential for waste migration off site due to contaminated soils from
surface to a 2-foot depth. This creates a potential direct contact hazard,
should contaminants migrate off site.
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FIT QUALITY ASSURANCE TEAM
DOCUMENTATION RECORDS
FOR
HAZARD RANKING SYSTEM

INSTRUCTIONS:  As briefly as possible summarize the information you used to

assign the score for each factor (e.g., "Waste quantity = 4,230
drums plus 800 cubic yards of siudges™). The source of
information should be provided for each entry and should be a
bibliographic-type reference. Include the location of the
document.

FACILITY NAME:  Spaulding Fibre Company

LOCATION: Tonawanda, Erie County, New York

N
DATE SCORED: May 31, 1938

PERSON SCORING: Stanley B. Shulfer

PRIMARY SOURCE(S) OF INFORMATION (e.g., EPA region, state, FIT, etc.):
New York State Departrﬁent of Environmentat Conservation, Region 9

U.S. EPA Files

NUS Corporation FIT 2 Files

FACTORS NOT SCORED DUE TO INSUFFICIENT INFORMATION:

None
COMMENTS OR QUALIFICATIONS:

The air route scored zero due to no releases reported or observed at the site.
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GROUNDWATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE
Contaminants detected (5 maximum):
There were no contaminants that could be considered an observed release due to

the lack of a true upgradient well. Both monitoring wells had the following
compounds present:

phenol methyl ethyl ketone
formaldehyde toluene

ethy! alcohol methanol

Score: 0

Ref Nos. 22, 23, 5

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:
Not Applicable
Ref Nos. 22, 23, 5

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS
Depth to Aquifer of Concern

Name/description of aquifer(s} of concern:

The aquifer of concern is the Camitlus Shale, and it is under water table conditions.
The depth of the saturated zone in this area is approximately 10 feet below the
ground surface. The Camillus Shale, which is approximately 56 to 96 feet below
the surface, contains large amounts of gypsum. Gypsum is easily removed by
percolating groundwater, resuiting in cavities capable of storing large amounts of

water,

Water reaches the Camillus Shale by filtration through the unconsolidated zone of
low permeability, and then by percolation through the vertical fractures in the
shale.

Score: 3

Ref Nos. 5, 6, 20
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Depth(s) from the ground surface to the highest seasonal level of the saturated
zone water table(3) of the aquifer of concern:
The depth to the water table, which is the upper limit of the aquifer of concern, is
approximately 10 feet in the site area.
Ref. Nos. 5, p 10; 18

Depth from the ground surface to the lowest point of waste disposal/storage:
The lowest reported point of waste disposal is 10 feet below surface.
Ref. No. 5, p. 4

Net Precipitation

Mean annual or seasonal precipitation (list months for seasonal):
35 inches
Ref. No. 5

Mean annual lake or seasonal evaporation (list months for seasonal):
27 inches

Ref. No. 5
Net precipitation (subtract the above figuresk
8 inches

Score: 2

Permeability of Unsaturated Zone

Soil type in unsaturated zone:

Most of the unsaturated zone was comprised of dense glacial til!, sometimes called
hardpan. The soil type of this zone is a clayey silt.

Ref. No. 5

Permeability associated with soil type:
1076-10~7 em/sec.
Score: 1

Ref. No. 5, p. 18
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Physical State

Physical state of substances at time of disposal {or at present time for generated
gasesk

The wastes were described as liquid, solid, and powder at the time of disposal.
Score: 3

Ref. Nos. 5, 8

3 CONTAINMENT
Containment
Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Spauldite dust and resins were landfiiled. No liners were provided for landfilied
wastes.
Ref. No. 5, 7

Method with highest score:
Either method will score a 3.
Ref. No.: 7

4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated:
Aroclor 1248, Aroclor 1254, mercury, lead, benzene
Ref. No. 3

Compound with highest score:

Aroclor 1248, Aroclor 1254, mercury, and tead each have the maximum score of 18.
Ref, No. 7
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Hazardous Waste Quantity
Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a
containment score of 0 {Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above

maximum):
Partially filled/empty solvent and phenol resin drums: 500 drums are equivalent to
125 tons.
Waste Resin: 750 drums are equivalent to 188 tons
Spauldite Dust: 40 tons
Zinc Hydroxide: 1181 cubic yards are equivalent to 1181 tons
Total weight of wastes = 1534 tons
Scores 7
Ref. Nos. 1, 2, 3, 5, 8

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

These were the estimates given by the Spaulding Fibre Company to the NYSDEC.
Spaulding Fibre Company performed an EP toxicity test on a sample of Spauldite
Dust, the results showed the leaching of methyl ethyi ketone, butyi octyl phthalate, -
dibutyl phthalate, and toluene, which were also found in soil samples on site.
Partially filled/empty drums were observed during the site inspection conducted on
April 28 and 29, 1987,

Ref. Nos. 1, 2, 5, 8

5 TARGETS
Groundwater Use
Use(s) of aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius of the facility:

Due to elevated amounts of hydrogen sulfide, the Camillus Shale is only used for
industrial purposes. There are only three active industrial wells within a 3-mile
radius.

Scores |

Ref. Nos. 3, 6

Distance to Nearest Well
Location of nearest well drawing from aquifer of concern or occupied building not

served by a public water supply:
The nearest well in the Camillus Shale is located approximately 2.5 miles south of
the site, at the Dunlop plant.

Ref. Nos. 3, 5, 6
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Distance to above well or building:
The industrial wells are 2.5 miles to the south. The Two Mile Creek acts as a
discontinuity in the aquifer between the hazardous substances and these weils.
Scores 0
Ref. Nos. 3, 5, 6

Population Served by Groundwater Wells Within a 3-Mile Radius
Identified water-supply well(s) drawing from aquifer(3) of concern within a 3-mile

radius and populations served by each:

There are no water-supply wells within a 3-mile radius of the site. The water is
only used for industrial purposes due to hydrogen suifide concentrations above
drinking water standards.

Ref. Nos. 6, 9 '

Computation of land area irrigated by supply well(s) drawing from

aquifer(s) of concern within a 3-mile radius, and conversion to population (i.5

people per acré).
There are no irrigation wells within a 3-mile radius of the site.
Ref. Nos. 10, 11

Total population served by groundwater within a 3-mite radius:

There are no people served by groundwater within a 3-miie radius. There are only
three industrial wells located to the south of the site.

Score: 0

Ref. Nos. 6, 9, 10, 11




02-8704-02-HR

Rev. No. 0
SURFACE WATER ROUTE

1 OBSERVED RELEASE

Contaminants detected in surface water at the facility or downhill from it
(5 maximufh):

There are no observed releases in the surface water. Contaminants were not
detected in the on-site surface water samples collected during the site inspection.
The NYSDEC alleges that phenolic and other wastes were improperly discharged
into the storm sewers in the past.

Score: 0

Ref. No. 1, 2, 22, 23

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the facility:
Not Applicable
Ref. Nos. 3, 22, 23

2 ROUTE CHARACTERISTICS

Facility Slope and Intervening Terrain

Average slope of facility in percent:
Average slope of the facility is | percent. 10' x'100 = 1%

1000’

There are minor slope changes for storm drainage ditches and storm sewers, but
most of the site slopes gently northward.
Ref. Nos. 3, 11

Name/description of nearest downslope surface water:

Drainage runs into an on-site sewer and flows untreated into the Niagara River,
which is 0.7 mile northeast of the site.

Ref. Nos. 1, 2, 11

Average slope of terrain between facility and above-cited surface water body in
percent

15' x 100 = approximately 0.4%
3696'
Ref. No. 11
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Is the facility located either totally or partially in surface water?

No. Storm drainage ditches empty directly into municipal storm sewers which
empty into the Niagara River. Storm water drainage is discharged untreated.

Ref. Nos. 2, pp. 8, 27; 3, pp. 2 {backside), 6, 7; 11

Is the facility completely surrounded by areas of higher elevation?

No. The site slopes gently to the north. The only area of higher elevation is to the
south.

Ref, Nos. 3, 11

I-Year 24-Hour Rainfall in Inches

2.1 inches
Scores 2
Ref. No. 7

Distance to Nearest Downslope Surface Water

The Niagara River is 0.7 mile northwest of the site.
Scores 2
Ref. No. 11

Physical State of Waste

The wastes have been reported as liquid, solid, and powder.
Scores 3
Ref, Nos. 1, 2, 5, 8

* % %

3 CONTAINMENT

Containment

Method(s) of waste or leachate containment evaluated:

Waste Spauldite dust and resins were landfilled. No iiners were provided for
landfilled wastes.

Ref. No. 5, 7
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Method with highest scores:
Either of the above methods will score a 3.
Ref. No. 7
4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Toxicity and Persistence

Compound(s) evaluated

The following contaminants were detected in sample NYR9-S83, which is located
ungradient from the on-site storm sewer: Aroclor 1254, dibenzofuran,
fluoranthene, pyrene, and chrysene.

Ref. Nos. 3, 5, 22, 23

Compound with highest scores:

Each of the above compounds scores an l&.

Ref. No. 7

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility, excluding those with a
containment score of 0 (Give a reasonable estimate even if quantity is above

maximum):
Partially filled/empty solvent and phenolic resin drums: 500 drums are equivalent
to 125 tons.
Waste Resin: 750 drums are equivalent to 188 tons
Spauldite Dust: 40 tons
Zinc Hydroxide: 1181 cubic yards are equivalent to 1181 tons
Total weight of wastes = 1409 tons
750 drums %0 tons and 1181 yd3 = The equivatent in tons = 188 tons + 40 tons + 118l
tons = 1409 tons
Scores 7
Ref. No. 1, 2, 5, 8

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:

These were the estimates given by the Spaulding Fibre Company to the NYSDEC.
Spaulding Fibre Company performed an EP toxicity test on a sample fo Spauidite
Dust, the results showed the leaching of methyl ethyl ketone, buty! octy! phthalate,
dibutyl phthalate, and toluene, which were also found in soil samples on site.
Partially filled/empty drums were observed during site inspection conducted on
April 28 and 29, 1987. '
Ref. No. I, 2, 5, 8
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5 TARGETS
Surface Water Use

Use(s) of surface water within 3 miles downstream of the hazardous substance:
There are three community surface water intakes on the Niagara River within 3
miles downstream of the hazardous substances, with no other source available.
Score: 3

Ref. Nos. 6, 9, 11

Is there tidal influence?

No. The site is located 0.7 mile from the Niagara River, which is the closest
surface water, and is not influenced by tides.

Ref. No. 11

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetland, if 2 miles or less:
Distance to coastal wetland is greater than 2 miles

Score: 0

Ref. No. 11

Distance to 5-acre (minimuf} fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:
Distance to freshwater wetland is greater than | mite.

Score: 0

Ref. No. I1

Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species or national wildlife refuge, if
1 mile or less:

Distance to critical habitat is greater than | mile. The Niagara River is a "Class A
- Special" international boundary water and is designated as significant for wildlife
by NYSDEC, but is not a critical habitat of endangered species or nationat wildlife
refuge. The Niagara River is fresh water, greater than 5 acres in size, and 0.7 mile
north of the site, but does not contain any wetlands as defined by the U.S. EPA
within 1 mile of the site.

Score: 0

Ref. Nos. 11, 12, 13
10
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Population Served by Surface Water

Location(3) of water-supply intake(s) within 3 miles (free-flowing bodie3) or 1 mite

(static water bodies) downstream of the hazardous substance and poputation served
by each intake:

There are three water intakes on the Niagara River within 3 miles of the hazardous
substances. These intakes supply drinking water to Tonawanda (18,538 people),
North Tonawanda (34,000 people), and Lockport (24,000 people), totaling 76,538
people.

Ref. Nos. 9, 11, 14, 15, 21

Computation of land area irrigated by above-cited intake(s) and conversion to
population (1.5 people per acré):
There are no known irrigational intakes in the Niagara or other rivers near the site,

as there are no known farms within 3 miles of this highty populated industria)l area.
Ref. Nos. 10, 16

Total population served:
76,538 people

Score: 5

Ref. Nos. 9, 14, 15

Name/description of nearest of above water bodies:

The Niagara River is 0.7 mile north of the site, and is a “Class A - Special"
international boundary water, which is significant for wildlife.

Ref. Nos. 11, 12

Distance to above-cited intakes, measured in stream miles.

The nearest intake is on the Niagara River, 1.04 miles north of the site.
Score: 2

Ref. Nos. 9, 11
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AIR ROUTE

1 OBSERYED RELEASE

Contaminants detected:

None. There were no readings above background in the breathing zone. (There
were readings of up to 350 ppm inside of a soil auger hote near the drum landfill.)

Scores 0O
Ref. No. 3

Date and Iocation of detection of contaminants

Not applicable. See above.

Methods used to detect the contaminants:

An OVA flame ionization detector was used during the site inspection on 4/28/87
and 4/29/87.

Ref. No. 3

Rationale for attributing the contaminants to the site:
Not applicable. See above.

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Reactivity and Incompatibility

Most reactive compound:
Not applicable.

Most incompatible pair of compounds:
Not applicable.




Toxicity
Most toxic compound:

Not applicable.

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous waste:
Not applicable.

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:
Not applicable.

3 TARGETS
Population Within 4-Mile Radius

Circle radius used, give poputation, and indicate how determined:
0 to & mi 0to 1 mi 0 to 1/2 mi 0 to 1/4 mi

Not applicable.

Distance to a Sensitive Environment

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) coastal wetiand, if 2 miles or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to 5-acre (minimum) fresh-water wetland, if 1 mile or less:

Not applicable.

13
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Distance to critical habitat of an endangered species, if | mile or less:
Not applicable.

Land Use
Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 miles or less:
Not applicable.

Distance to residential area, if 2 mites or less:

Not applicable.

Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if | mile or less:
Not applicable.

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 miles or
less:

Not applicable.

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and National
Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?
Not applicable.
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FIRE AND EXPLOSION

1 CONTAINMENT
Hazardous substances present:
Partially filled/empty solvent and phenol resin drums: 500 drums are equivaient to
125 tons
Waste Resin: 750 drums are equivalent to 188 tons
Spauldite Dust: 40 tons
Zinc Hydroxide: 1181 cubic yards are equivalent to 1181 tons
Tota!l weight of wastes = 1534 tons
Scores 7
Ref. Nes. 1, 2, 3, 5, 8

Type of containment, if applicable:

Resins wastes, Spauldite dust, and zinc hydroxide wastes are segregated according
to type and are landfilled or entombed on site. The 5300 drums that are partially
filled/empty are stored above ground. Many spillages are evident by stained
ground. There is no adequate containment for these wastes; therefore, only these
500 drums are being scored.

Scores 3

Ref. Neos. 1, 2, 3,5, 8

2 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS
Direct Evidence

Type of instrument and measurements:

No direct evidence. Qualitative measurements using an OVA flame ionization
detector showed high concentrations of volatile compounds.

Score: O

Ref. Nos. 3, 22, 23

15
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Ignitability
Compound used:
Phenol
Scores: 2
Ref. No. 7, 18, 22, 23

Reactivity

Most reactive compound:

None of the compounds are characterized as reactive.
Score: 0

Ref. Nos. 18, 22, 23

Incompatibility

Most incompatible pair of compounds:
None of the c:ompoundsI present in the area of potential danger are incompatible.
Score: 0O

Ref. No. 18, 22, 23

Hazardous Waste Quantity

Total quantity of hazardous substances at the facility:
500 55-gallon drums stored above ground.

Score: 3

Ref. No. 3

Basis of estimating and/or computing waste quantity:
These were the quantities counted during the site inspection on 4/28/87.
Ref. No. 3

3 TARGETS
Distance to Nearest Population

The site is an active facility, making the distance zero miles,
Score: 5
Ref. No. 3 16
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Distance to Nearest Building

There are buildings on site.

Scores 3
Ref. No. 3

Distance to Sensitive Environment
Distance to wetlands:

Distance to a wetland is greater than 1 mile.
Score: 0
Ref. No. 11

Distance to critical habitats

Distance to a critical habitat is greater than | mile.
Scores 0

Ref. Nos. 12, 13

Land Use

Distance to commercial/industrial area, if 1 mile or less:
The site is an active industrial facility.

Score: 3

Ref. No. 3

Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve, if 2 miles or Jess:
Distance to national or state park, forest, or wildlife reserve is greater than 2

miles,
Ref. No. 11

Distance to residential area, if 2 miles or less:

There are houses across the street from the site, approximately 0.02 mile away.
Scores 3

Ref. No. 3

17
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Distance to agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if | mile or less:
Distance to agricultural land is greater than | mile.

Score: 0

Ref. Nos. 10, 16

Distance to prime agricultural land in production within past 5 years, if 2 miles or
less:

Distance to prime agricultural land is greater than 2 miles.

Score: 0

Ref. Nos. 10, 16

Is a historic or landmark site (National Register or Historic Places and National
Natural Landmarks) within the view of the site?

There are no historic or landmark sites within view of the site.
Score: 0
Ref. No. 19

Population Within 2-Mile Radius

36,050 people
Score: 5
Ref. No. 19

Buildings Within 2-Mile Radius

13,296 buildings
Score: 5
Ref. No. 19

18
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DIRECT CONTACT

1 OBSERVED INCIDENT

Date, location, and pertinent detaiis of incident:
No observed incidences

Score: 0

Ref. Nos. I, 2

2 ACCESSIBILITY

Describe type of barrier(s):

The site is enclosed by a chain link fence, with gates locked or controlled by
company personnel and a security system. There are past NYSDEC allegations of
excessive amounts of pheno! and other wastes released into the storm sewers which
empty into the Niagara River. Storm drainage ditches were sampled during the
site inspection, but no contaminants were detected at that time.

Scores 0

Ref. Nos. 1, 2, 3, 22, 23

3 CONTAINMENT

Type of containment, if applicable:

Soil samples collected during the site inspection indicate high concentrations of
numerous contaminants at a depth of 0 to 2 feet below ground surface. This
indicates improper containment. Evidence of feedstock spills was noted during the

site inspection, and NYSDEC fiies report several instances of improper waste
disposal.

Score: 15
Ref. No. |, 2, 5, 22, 23

19
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4 WASTE CHARACTERISTICS

Toxicity

Compounds evaluated:

Phenol, di-n-butyl phthalate, Aroclor 1248, fiuoranthene, dibenzofuran.
Score: 3

Ref. Neos. 5, 22, 23

Compound with highest score:

Each of the above-named compounds will score a 3, but phenol had the highest
concentrations and was present at several locations on site.

Ref. Nes. 3, 7, 22, 23

5 TARGETS

Population Within One-Mile Radius
16,966 people

Score: 5

Ref. No. 19

Distance to Critical Habitat (of Endangered Species)

There are no critical habitats within §| mile of the site.

Score: 0
Ref. No. 12, 13

20
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Facility name: Spaulding Fibre Company
Location: 310 Wheeler Street, Tonawanda, Erie County, New York
EPA Region: 2
Persons(s) in charge of the facility: Greg Stubbs
Name of Reviewer: Stanley B. Shulfer Date: May 31, 1988

General description of the facility:

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

The Spaulding Fibre C'ompany is a privately owned facility located at 310 Wheeler .
Street, Tonawanda, Erie County, New York. The 50-acre site manufactures circuit
board and other insulated materials for the electronics industry. The plant has
been in operation in this mixed commercial/industrial/residential area since 1911,
Plant operations generate a mixture of liquid phenolic resin and solvent waste, and
solid and powdery grinding and cutting wastes. Seven hundred fifty drums of
phenolic and solvent waste were {andfiiled on site, and may have been punctured or
leaking prior to burial. The solid waste was bagged and landfiiled. Several lagoons
were reportedly excavated and filled in with clean fill. Incinerator ash and other
wastes were reportedly spread around the site. Stained soil and walls near the
empty drum storage area indicate further contamination.

New York State Department of Environmental Censervation (NYSDEC) files for
1958 indicate that excessive amounts of phencl and other wastes were released in
the past into storm sewers which empty into the Niagara River. Two monitoring
wells were installed near the drum landfill by the Spaulding Fibre Company.
Sample results by Spaulding Fibre indicate groundwater contamination. Several
site inspections by the NYSDEC record numerous waste disposal problems. Due to
high concentrations of hydrogen sulfide, groundwater use in the area is fimited to
three industrial wells near the Niagara River. Storm drainage ditches lead to
storm sewers which empty into the Niagara River, upstream from three major
surface water supply intakes. Migration of waste through the storm sewers and the
perched water table present the greatest potential health hazard.

Continued
Scores Spy = 23.80 Sgw = 4.71 Sgy = 40.91 Sa=0q)
Spc=0
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Continued

FIT 2 conducted a site inspection on %/28/87 and 4/29/87. Air monitoring with an
OVA flame ionization detector recorded readings of up to 350 ppm in a soil auger
hole near the drum landfill, but found no readings above background downwind.
Two monitoring wells were sampled to characterize groundwater contamination.
Two surface water samples were collected in the storm drainage ditch to
determine waste migration through the storm sewers. Eight soil samples were
collected to test for contamination in the landfili, lagoon, and spill or leakage
areas.

All soil samples, except for NYR9-S4, had high concentrations of at least one
contaminant. Phenol and di-n-butyl phthaiate were found in several samples, with
concentrations as high as 910,000 ugfkg and 240,000 ug/kg, respectively. Most
contaminants were semivolatile. Noted exceptions were lead and the PCBs Aroclor
1248 and Aroclor 1254. The groundwater and surface water samples did not
contain any contaminants above the detection limits. The empty drum storage pad
and liquid chemical trasfer pad areas had evidence of spiliage in the nearby
contaminated and stained soils.
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Grouna Waler Route Work Sheet

Assigned Value I Mazx. Rat
r
Raung Facto Circte One) SCore | seore | (Section

mmmmeme

(1] ouvserved Release @ ¢5 O Y

S

if observed release 1S given a score of 45, proceed 1o line E]
if observed release 1s given a score of Q. proceed 10 line @

@ Route Characternstics

Depin to Aquiter of
Concern

Net Precipitation
Permeability of the
Unsaturateg Zone
Pnysical State

Total Route Characteristics Score

@ Containment g 2@

E] Wwaste Charactenstics
Toxicity/ Persistence
Hazargous Waste

Quantity

Total Waste Characteristics Score

@ Targets
Ground Water Use 0 @ 2 3

Oistance 10 Nearest @ 4 6 8 10
waell/ Population 12 18 18 20
Served 24 30 32 35 40

Tota! Targets Score =

B itiine [3] s 45 muoy () « [& « & :
Wtine [1] is 0. mupty [ « x 3 x 3 L2700 | 57.330

Divide line by 57.330 and muitoly by 100 Sqw=™ L{, 7/

GROUND WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET
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Surface Waier Route Work Sheet
. Assigned Vaiue Muyttts Max. Ref
, .
Rating Factor {Circte One) plier Score Score | (Section)
Observed Reiease @ 43 1 O 45 4
f observed release is given a vaiue of 45, proceed io line @
If observed release is given a value of 0. proceed to hne @
@ Route Characteristics 42
Facility Slope and Intervening @ 1 2 3 1 O 3
Terrain
1.yr. 24-hr. Rainfall 0 1 3 1 Z- 3
Distance to Nearest Surface 0 1 3 2 LTL 6
Water
Physical State 001 2 @ 1 3 3
Total Route Characteristics Score ? 15
@ Containment 0 v 2 @ 1 3 3 4.3
E] waste Characteristics 4.4
Toxicity/Persistence 0 3 6 §1215(78) 1 \& 8
Hazardous Waste 01 23 4 5 8 @ 8 7 8
Quantity
Total Waste Charactenstics Score 25 26
@ Targets 4.5
Surface Water Use Q. v 2 @ 3 9 . 9
Distance to a Sensitive @ 1 2 3 2 O . 6
Environment '
Population Serveg/Distance 0 4 8 8 10 1 30 40
to Water Intake 12 1 18 20
Downstream 24 32 35 40
Total Targets Score 34? 35

@ It tine E 1s 45, multiply x @ x [E
ttiine [1] is 0. multiply @ x x (4 «x

Al 32854.350

Diwide iine @ by 64.350 and muthply by 100

Ssw= 40,9

SURFACE WATER ROUTE WORK SHEET

04-02-FR
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Air Route Worv Sheet
) Assigned VYalue Myt Max. Ref.
Rating Factor (Cirete One) plier Score Score | (Section)
Observed Release < 5) 45 1 O 45 5.1
Date and Location:
Sampiing Protocol.
i line is 0. the S, = 0. Enter on line [5].
if line is 45, then proceed 10 line @ .
@ Waste Characteristics 52
Reactivity and 0 1 2 3 1 3
incompatibility
Toxicity 0 1 2 3 3 9
Hazardous Waste g ¢+ 2 3 4 5 6 7 1 8
Quantity .
Total waste Characteristics Score 20
@ Targets 5.3
Population Within } 0 8 12 1518 1 30
4-Mile Radius 21 24 27 30
Distance 10 Sensitive ¢ 1 2 3 2 8
Environment
Land Use 0 v 2 3 1 3
Total Targels Score 39
E Multiply m b @ X 35,100

Divice line E by 35.100 and muttiply by 100

sa= O

AIR ROUTE WORK SHEET
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s s?
Groundwater Route Score (Sg,, ) 4/['7/ 22,2
Surface Water Route Score (Sgy! Ho.9/ 6736
Air Route Score (Sa) O O
. 7 W [35.6
\/s:w+s:w+sa W L//'Z.-
\/s°w+35w¢s§/1.73 =Sy = W////// <3.80

WORKSHEET FOR COMPUTING Sy
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) €.ra ang Explosion Work Sheet -
Assigned vaiue Muit-] o | Max. | Sel
Ranng Facior I \Crrcie One) l oher Score Score | (Section |
m Containment 1 @ i 3 h] 71
Waste Charactenstics 772
Direct Evicence @ 3 1 @) 3
ignitapiity 0 @ 3 1 2. 3
Reactivity @)+ 2 3 1 ') 3
incompatidility o)+ 2 3 \ [ 3
Hazardous Waste 0 1 2 @ 4 56 78 1 2 8
Quantity
Total Waste Characteristics Score 5‘ 20
Targets . 7.3
Distance 1o Nearest o1 23 4(® Y 5
Population
Distance to Nearest o1 2(3 1 3 3
Building
Distance 1o Sensitive @ 1 2 3 1 O 3
Environment
Lang Use o v 20 3 3
Population Within 001 2 3 4 @ I~ 5
2-Mile Radius
Buildings Within ot 23 ¢(8) 5 5
2-Mite Radius
!
l Total Targets Score O'Z , 24
o Muioy (] x [« 3/5| 1440

@ Oivige iine E Dy 1.440 ang mulltply Qy 100

SFE = ;llgg

FIRE AND EXPLOSION WORK SHEET
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Direct Contact Work Sheet
o V Assigned Value Mulh-‘I Max. Ret.
Rating Factor ] \Crcte One) oher Score | e e | (Section)
Observeg incident @ 45 1 O 45 | 8.1
It line is 45. proceed 1o fine E
it line is 0. proceed to hine @
@ Accessibility @ 12 3 ! O 1 3 8.2
Containment 0 @ 1 LS 15 8.3
waste Characteristics
Toxicity 0 v 23 ' 5 l {5 15 8.4
@ Targets 8.5
Popuiation Within a 0 1 2 3 4 @ 4 2.0 20
1-Mile Radius
Distance 10 a @1 2 3 P [T

Critical Habitat

Total Targets Score 1 20 32

€] wune [I] is 45 muitioly @ x 3
I line s 0. mutnply (2] « « [ x [&] O 21,800

Divide iine @ by 21,600 anc muitiply by 100 Spec - o

DIRECT CONTACT WORK SHEET
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11.
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BIBLIOGRAPHY OF INFORMATION SOURCES
HRS MODEL

SOURCE

Phase I - Preliminary Investigation of the Spaulding
Fibre Company, Inc. Recra Research, Inc., November, 1983.

Report on Spaulding Fibre Company, Inc. Interagency Task
Force on Hazardous Wastes, 1979.

Field Notebook No. 0060, Spaulding Fibre Company, TDD
No. 02-8704-02, Site Inspection, NUS Corp. Region 2 FIT,
Edison, New Jersey, April 28 and 29, 1987.

Project Note from Alan Cherepon, NUS Corp., to Project
File - Spaulding Fibre Co., TDD No. 02-8704-02, March
8, 1988,

Industrial waste sites at Spaulding Fibre Company, Inc.
Spaulding Fibre Company, inc., December 13, 1983.

LaSala, A.M, Jr., Groundwater Resources of the Erie-
Niagara Basin, New York, New York State Water Resources
Commission Basin Planning Report ENB-3, 1968.

“Uncontrolled hazardous waste site ranking system. A user's

manual, 40 CFR, Part 300, Appendix A, 1986.

Unsigned letters from Robert Mitrey, NYSDEC, to Jack
Kehoe, Spaulding Fibre Company, August 30, 1987 and
September 11, 1978.

New York State Atlas of Community Water System Sources,
Erie-Niagara Counties, New York State Department
of Health, 1982.

Telecon Note: Conversation between 3. Whittney,
Erie County Soil Conservation Service, and Alan J.
Cherepon, NUS Corporation, May 21, 1987.

Three-mile vicinity map including of U.S. Department of
the Interior, Geological Survey Topographic Maps, 7.5
minute series, quadrangles "Tonawanda East, New York",
1980; "Tonawanda West, New York", 1980; "Buffalo
Northwest, New York", 1965; and "Buffalo Northeast,
New York", 1965.

New York State Department of Envirecnmental
Conversation, Division of Fish and Wildlife, Bureau of
Wildlife, Significant Habitat Unit, Significant
Habitat Overlay Map, Buffalo, December 31, 1985.
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LOCATION

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.
NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.
NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.
NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NuUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.




BIBLIOGRAPHY OF INFORMATION SOURCES
HRS MODEL

SOURCE

Endangered and threatened wiidlife and ptants, 50 CFR
17.11 and 17.12. January I, 1986.

Telecon Note: Conversation between the North Tonawanda
Water Department and Alan J. Cherepon, NUS Corp.,
May 11, 1987,

Telecon Note: Conversation between David Haley, Lock-
port Water Department, and Alan J. Cherepon, NUS Corp.,
May 11, 1987.

U.S. Department of Agriculture, Soil Conversation Service
Important Farmland and Prime Farmland maps of New York,
1977, 1979.

U.S. Department of the Interior, National Register,
Computer printout of historic places and Nationat Naturatl
Landmarks for New York State, 1387.

Sax, N.I., Dangerous properties of industrial materials.
6th ed. New York, Van Nostrand Reinhoid Co., 1984,

General Sciences Corp., Graphical Exposure Modeling
System (GEMS). Landover, Maryland, 1986.

Water Quality Management Program. Report i3: Groundwater
Problems/Analysis. Erie and Niagra Counties Regional Plan-

ning Board, October, 1978.

Edward J. Buehler and Irving H. Tesmer. Geologic Map of
Erie County, New York Bedrock Geology, 1963.

Letter and background files from Gregory Stubbs, Spaulding
Fibre Company, to Alan J. Cherepon, NUS Corp.,
May 28, 1987.

U.S. EPA Contract Laboratory Program, Cambridge
Analytical Associates, Case No. 7204, Laboratory Analyses
from NUS Region 2 FIT Site Inspection conducted on

April 28 and 29, 1987.

U.S. EPA Contract Laboratory Program, Mack Laboratories,
Case No. 7204, Laboratory Analyses from NUS Region 2 FIT
Site Inspection conducted on April 28 and 29, 1987.
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LOCATION

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.
NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.
NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.

NUS Corp.
Edison, N.J.
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