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Statement of Puruose and Basis
The Record of Decision (ROD) presents the selected remedy for the Pass and Seymour site, a Class
2 inactive hazardous waste disposal site. Thc selected remedial program was chosen in accordance
with the New York State Environmental Conservation Law and is not inconsistent with the National
Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan of March 8, 1990 (40CFR300), as
amendcd.
This decision is based on thc Administrative Record of the Ncw York Statc Dcpartmcnt of
Environmental Conservation (thc Department) for thc Pass and Scymour inaetivc hazardous waste
disposal site, and the public's input to the Proposed Remedial Action Plan (PRAP) presented by the
Department. A listing of the documents included as a part of the Administrative Record is included
in Appendix B of the ROD.
Assessment of the Site
Actual or threatened rclcasc of hazardous wastc constituents from this site have becn addressed by
implementing the interim remedial measure (IRM) identified in this ROD. The installation and
operation of an Air SpargingISoil Vapor Extraction (ASISVE) site has significantly reduced the
threat to public health and the environment. Based upon the implementation ofthe IRM, the findings
of thc investigation of this site indicate that the site no longer poses a significant threat to human
health or the environment; therefore, No Further Action with continued operation of the IRM and
(a) continued evaluation of the potential for vapor intrusion for any buildings developed or existing
buildings re-occupied on the site, including provision for mitigation of any impacts identified; (b)
monitoring of on-site and downgradient groundwater; (c) identification of any use restrictions on
the site; and (d) provisions for the continued proper operation and maintenance of the components
of thc remedy, has been selected as the remedy for this site.
Description of Selected Remedv
Based on the results of the Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study W F S ) for the Pass and
Seymour site and the criteria identified for evaluation of alternatives, the Department has selected
No Further Action with continued operation of the AS/SVE IRM. The components of the remedy
are as follows:
Installation of eleven air sparging and nine soil vapor extraction wells with ancillary
equipmcnt.

Imposition of an institutional control in the form of an environmental easement that will
require (a) limiting the use and development of the property to industrial use; (b)
compliance with the approved site management plan; (c) restricting the use of groundwater
as a source of potable or process water, without necessary water quality treatment as
determined by NYSDOH; and (d) the property owner to complete and submit to the
Department a periodic certification of institutional and engineering controls.
Development of a site management plan which will include the following institutional and
engineering controls: (a) continued evaluation of the potential for vapor intrusion for any
buildings developed or existing buildings re-occupied on the site, including provision for
mitigation of any impacts identified; (b) monitoring of on-site and downgradient
groundwater and any associated soil vapor; (c) identification of any use restrictions on the
site; and (d) provisions for the continued proper operation and maintenance of the
components of the remedy.
The property owner will provide a periodic certification of institutional and engineering
controls, prepared and submitted by a professional engineer or such other expert
acceptable to the Department, until the Department notifies the property owner in writing
that this certification is no longerneeded. This submittal will: (a) contain certification that
the institutional controls and engineering controls put in place are still in place and are
eithcr unchanged from the previous ccrtification or are compliant with Departmentapproved modifications; (b) allow the Department access to the site; and (c) statc that
nothing has occurred that will impair the ability of the control to protect public health or
the environment, or constitute a violation or failure to comply with the site management
plan unless otherwise approved by the Department.
5.

The operation of the components of the IRM remedy will continue until the remedial
objectives have been achieved, or until the Department determines that continued
operation is technically impracticable or not feasible.

New York State Department of Health Acce~tance
The New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) concurs that thc rcmcdy sclccted for this
site is protective of human health.

Declaration
The selected remedy is protective of human health and the environment, complies with State and
Federal requirements that are legally applicable or relevant and appropriate to the remedial action
to the extent practicable, and is cost effective. This remedy utilizes permanent solutions and
alternative treatment or resource recovery technologies, to the maximum extent practicable, and
satisfies the preference for remedies that reduce toxicity, mobility, or volume as a principal
element.
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SECTION I: SUMMARY OF THE RECORD OF DECISION
The New York State Department ofEnvjronmenta1 Conservation (the Department), in consultation
with the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), has selected a remedy for the Pass
and Seymour site. As more fully described in Sections 3 and 5 of this document, the manufacture
of electrical wiring deviccs rcsulted in the disposal of hazardous wastes, including VOCs,
primarily tetrachloroethene (PCE). These wastes contaminated the soils and groundwater at the
site, and resulted in:
a significant threat to human health associated with exposure to contaminated groundwater
a significant environmental threat associated with the current impacts of contaminants to
groundwater in a sole source aquifer
During the course of the investigation certain actions, known as interim remedial measures
(IRMs), were undertaken at the Pass and Seymour site in response to the threats identified above.
An IRM is conducted at a site when a source of contamination or exposure pathway can be
effectively addressed before compIetion of the rcmcdial investigationlfeasibility study (RVFS).
The IRM undertaken at this site included installation and operation of an air spargjng/soiI vapor
extraction (ASISVE) system.
Based upon the implementation of the above IRM, the findings of the investigation of this site
indicate that the site no longer poses a significant threat to human health or the environment;
therefore, No Further Action with continued operation of the IRM and (a) continued evaluation
of the potcntial for vapor intrusion for any buildings developcd or existing buildings re-occupicd
on the site, including provision for mitigation of any impacts identified; (b) monitoring of on-site
and downgradient groundwater; (c) identification of any use restrictions on the site; and (d)
provisions for the continued proper operation and maintenance of the components of the remedy,
has been selected as the remedy for this site.
The selected remedy, discussed in detail in Section 8, is intcndcd to attain the remediation goals
identified for this site in Section 6. The remedy must conform with officially promulgated
standards and criteria that are directly applicable or that are relevant and appropriate. The
selection of a remedy must also take into consideration guidance, as appropriate. Standards,
criteria and guidance arc hcrcafter called SCGs.
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SECTION 2: SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION
The Pass and Seymour site is located at 45 Sea Cliff Avenue in the City of Glen Cove, in Nassau
County. Figure 1 shows the sitc location. Thc sitc is about 7.5 acres in areal cxtent. Thc site is
bounded by Sea Cliff Avenue to the north; the Photocircuits Corporation, Site No. 130009, site
to the east; the Glen Head Country Club to the south and the Tweezerman property to the west.
The site is located in an urbantindustrial area of Nassau County. The Glen Cove Creek flows to
thc north along the east side of the site. Most of the site is paved and contains several industria1
buildings. Pass and Seymour is one of several properties that comprise the Sea Cliff Avenue
Industrial Area. Figurc 2 shows the sitc features.
The Pass and Seymour site is underlain by the following soil layers in descending order: the Upper
Glacial Aquifer, the Port Washington confining unit, the Port Washington aquifer, the Lloyd
Aquifer, and bedrock. The Upper Glacial Aquifer is composcd of stratified beds of fine to coarse
sand and gravel with some lenses of silt and clay and extends to a depth of about 200 feet (ft)
below ground surface (bgs). The Port Washington confining unit, which extends about I00 ft
below the Upper Glacial Aquifer, consists of silt and clay with some sand and gravel lenses. The
Port Washington aquifer is composed of sand and gravel with variablc amounts of clay and silt,
and is about 50 ft thick. The Lloyd Aquifer, which is about 200 ft thick, consists of discontinuous
layers of gravel, sand, sandy clay, silt, and clay. It roughly parallels the crystalline bedrock, which
is present at a depth of about 550 ft bgs. Groundwater is present at 4 to I0 ft bgs. Groundwater
flow is generally north-northwest.
SECTION 3: SITE HISTORY
3.1 :

OverationaVDis~osalHistorv

The main buildings on the site were constructed in 1959, when Slater Electric began operations
on the site. In 1988,the property was purchased by Pass and Seymour, who manufactured electric
components using an injection molding process. This operation used PCE as a degreasing solvent.
PCE was stored in an above ground storage tank on the west side of Building 7 (Figure 2). It is
likely that PCE was spilled from the tank and entered the soil beneath the building through floor
drains because it appears the contaminant sourcc area is largely confined to the footprint of
Building 7.
3.2:

Remedial History

In May 1996, the Department listed the site as a Class 2 site in the Registry of Inactive Hazardous
Waste Disposal Sites in New York. A Class 2 site is a site where hazardous waste presents a
significant threat to the public health or the environment and action is required. The decision to
list the site in the Registry was made, in part, on the basis of the March 1994 Preliminary Site
Assessment which reported VOCs in groundwater above standards at the Pass and Seymour site.
Prior to the RI, a Source Area Investigation for the Sea Cliff Avenue Industrial Area was
performed in I992 and a Preliminary Site Investigation(PSI) was conducted on-site during August
of 1996. The field activities and findings of these investigations are described in the Source Area
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Investigation report, dated September 1992, and the Results of the Preliminary Site Investigation
report, dated November 1996. Thcse reports identified the area of the above ground PCE storage
tank in Building 7 as thc primary area of concern at the site.
SECTION 4: ENFORCEMENT STATUS
Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs) are those who may be legally liable for contamination at
a site. This may include past or prcsent owners and operators, waste generators, and haulers.
The Department and thc Photocircuits Corporation entered into a Consent Order Index No. W10713-94-12 on March 3 I , 1997. The Order obligates the responsible parties to implement a RVFS
remedial program. After the remedy is selected, the,Department will approach the PRPs to
implement the selected remedy under an Order on Consent.
SECTION 5: SITE CONTAMTNATION
A remedial investigatiodfeasibilitystudy (RI) has been conducted to evaluate the alternatives for
addressing the significant threats to human health and the environment.

5.I:

Summarv of the Remedial Investigation

The purpose of the RI was to define the nature and extent of any contamination resulting from
previous activities at the site. The RI was conducted between April and September of 1998. The
field activities and findings of the investigation are described in the RI report.

The Remedial Investigation included the following tasks:
Soil and groundwater sampling using GeoprobeB to delineate impacts detected during the
PSI in the vicinity of the former solvent aboveground storage tank located in Building 7
Installation of a groundwater monitoring well downgradient of Building 7
Sampling of on-site groundwater monitoring wells
Slug testing of on-site monitoring wells
Additional groundwater sampling was carried out in conjunction with the ASISVE IRM. The
information acquired is contained in the Quarterly Progrcss Reports for the Pass and Seymour site
for the time period betwcen the year 2000 and the year 2004.

5.1.1 : Standards. Criteria. and Guidance (SCGs]
To determine whether the on-site soils and groundwater contain contamination at levels of
concern, data from the investigation were compared to the following SCGs:
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Groundwater, drinking water, and surface water SCGs are based upon the Department's
"Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values" and Part 5 of the New York
State Sanitary Code.
Soil SCGs are basedupon the Department's Cleanup Objectives including "Technical and
Administrative Guidance Memorandum [TAGM] 4046; Determination of Soil Cleanup
Objectives and Cleanup Levels" and 6 NYCRR Subpart 375.6 - Remedial Program Soil
Cleanup Objectives.
Bascd upon the rcsults of the Source Area Investigation, the PS1 and the RI, in comparison to the
SCGs and potential public health and environmental exposure routes, certain media and areas of
the site required remediation. These are summarized in Section 5.1.2. More complete information
can be found in the Source Area Investigation report, the PSI report, the RI report and in the
Quarterly Progress Reports.
5.1.2: Nature and Extent of Contamination
This section describes the findings of the investigation for all environmental media that were
investigated.
As described in the RI report, many soil and groundwater samples were collected to characterize
the nature and extent of contamination. As seen in Figure 3 and summarized in Table I, the main
categories of contaminants that exceed their SCGs are volatile organic compounds (VOCs),
predominantly PCE. For comparison purposes, where applicable, SCGs are provided for each
medium.
Chcmical concentrations are rcportcd in parts pcr billion (ppb) for watcr, and in parts pcr million
(ppm) for soil.
Figure 3 and Table 1 summarize the degree of contamination for the contaminants of concern and
compare the data with the SCGs for the site. The following are the media which were investigated
and a summary of the findings of the investigation.
Subsurface Soil
Soil borings (labeled 45A-SB-boring no.) were advanced at thrcc locations within Building 7 on
the Pass and Seymour site (see Figure 3). The RI concentrated on the Building 7 area based upon
the results of the 1996 PSI, which found soil contamination only in the vicinity of the PCE storage
tank located on the wcst wall of Building 7. Two soil sarnplcs were collcctcd fiom soil boring
45A-SB-31 and 45A-SB-32, and three soil samples were collected from boring 45A-SB-33. All
samples were taken between 12 and 24 ft bgs. See Table 1 for analytical results. The soil sample
taken from 45A-SB-33 at 12-16 ft bgs contained 2.5 ppm of PCE, as compared to the NYSDEC
cleanup objective of 1.3 ppm. Photoionization detector (PID) readings from the screening of soil
samples collected from borings 45A-SB-3 1,45A-SB-32, and 45A-SB-33 ranged fiom 100 ppm
to 2,166 ppm. While the PID screening is only semi-quantitative, it suggests that therc was
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substantially higher PCE concentration present in the unsaturated zone beneath Building 7 than
was detected in the soil samples.
Subsurface soil contamination identified during thc RI will bc addressed by thc ASISVE IRM
described in Section 5.2.
Groundwater
Groundwater samples were collected fiom four monitoring wells and sevcn groundwater grab
sample locations. The monitoring well locations (labeled MW-well no.) and the grab sampling
locations and rcsults (labcled 45A-GW-location no.), are shown on Figure 3. The water table in
the vicinity of Building 7 is about 10 A bgs. All groundwater wells labeled S (e-g., MW 4s) are
shallow, and are screened to between 15 and 20 ft bgs. For the thrcc wells located in the southern
portion of the site (MW-1S, 2 s and 4S), VOC concentrations varied from 1.8 ppb to 340 ppb, with
the predominant VOC bcing tetrachloroethene (PCE). Well 3S, located at the northern property
boundary, had a total VOC concentration of 110 ppb, with tetrachloroethene (PCE) being the
predominant VOC. The groundwater grab samples were taken between 12 and 28 ff bgs. The
highest concentrationswerc detected in samples collected from within the building footprint; 45AGW-2 and 45A-GW-3 had total VOC concentrations of 32,000 and 17,000ppb respectivcly, with
PCE being the predominant VOC. VOC concentrations in the sarnplcs collcctcd around and
downgradicnt of the building ranged fiom less than 10 ppb in 45A-GW-4,5 and 6 to 130 ppb in
45A-GW-7. See Table 1 for a summary of the analytical results for monitoring well and grab
samples. Coupled with the groundwater results from the PSI, these results indicate that there is
a localized area of elevated concentrations of VOCs (predominantly PCE) in the groundwater
underlying Building 7. The concentration gradient from under Building 7 to the a x a immediately
downgradient indicates that the contaminant mass is largely confined to the footprint of the
building.
Groundwater contamination idcntificd during thc RI will bc addrcsscd by thc AS/SVE IRA4
described in Section 5.2.
5.2:

Interim Rcmedial Measures

An interim remedial measure (IRM) is conducted at a site when a source of contamination or
exposure pathway can be effectively addressed before completion of a RI/FS. An Air
SpargingISoilVapor Extraction(AS/SVE) system was installed as an IRM in and around Building
7 during the Fall of 2000. The system consisted of seven air sparging and seven soil vapor
extraction well pairs, four of which were installed beneath the building slab. Two I ,200-pound
activated carbon adsorbers wcre attached in series to the blower outlet to treat rccovered vapors.
Air sparging wclls wcre installed to a dcpth of about 40 ft bgs, and soil vapor extraction wells
were screencd from just beneath the building's slab foundation (about 3 ft bgs) for a 20-ft interval.
See Figure 4 for the air sparging and soil vapor extraction well locations,
The SVE system was started on November I , 2000. Because the initial contaminant
concentrations were relatively high, the AS portion of the system was not started until March 28,
200 1. Subsequently, in January 2002, groundwatcr sarnplcs werc takcn from monitoring wcll4S
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to determine the efficacy of the IRM. PCE was detected at 1,240 ppb. Based upon the sampling
results, the ASISVE system was expanded to the east side of Building 7 in February 2002. See
Figure 4 for the new ASISVE well locations.
The SVE portion of the system was started on the east side of Building 7 on May 8,2002, and a
sample of the total system effluent, prior to treatment was collected. PCE was detected at a
concentration of 5.3 parts per million by volume (ppmv). Another effluent sample was collected,
on June 26,2002, and PCE was detected at 142 ppmv and TCE was detected at 2 ppmv. The AS
portion of the system on the east side of Building 7 was started on December 11,2002.
OnMay 1,2003, the system was modified to also extract vapor fiommonitoring well MW-4s; the
well was fitted with a cap and connected to the SVE portion of the system. The system was shut
down, from June 23 to September 28,2004, for the purpose of pulsing. During the pulsing shut
down, four sdi[ vapor samples using summa canisters (two samples from beneath the slab in
Building 7 and one sample from under the pavement on the east and west sides of Building 7) were
collected. The sampling results indicated that there was significant contaminant mass present in
the vadose zone (predominantlyPCE) beneath the building footprint in the area ofthe PCE storage
tank. The system was re-started with the blower connected to SVE wells 5 and 7 (Figure 4). After
restarting, system effluent contained 2.0 ppmv of PCE. Subsequently, on July 2 1,2005, a sample
of blower influent contained 1.2 ppmv.
To evaluate the effectiveness of the IRM, monitoring well 4S, located on the downgradient side
of the building, was sampled 14 times between January 2002, and November 2006. PCE
concentrations reached a high of 3,600 ppb in January 2003, by November of 2006, concentrations
of PCE in monitoring well 4 s were 35 ppb, and by April 2007, concentrations of PCE in well 4 s
had fallen to 30 ppb. In April 2007, a sample f?om monitoring well 3S, located on the north
(downgradient) side of the property had no PCE, although 230 ppb of TCE was found. Based upon
the sampling results for ASfSVE system effluent and downgradient groundwater, the IRM is
effectively remediating the source area.
5.3:

Summarv of Human Exposure Pathways

This section describes the types of human exposures that may present added health risks to persons
at or around the site. A more detailed discussion of the human exposure pathways can be found
in Section 5.0 of the RI report.
An exposure pathway describes the means by which an individualmay be exposed to contaminants
originating from a site. An exposure pathway has five elements: [l] a contaminant source, [2]
contaminant release and transport mechanisms, [3] a point of exposure, [4] a route of exposure,
and [5] a receptor population.
The source of contamination is the location where contaminants were released to the environment
(any waste disposal area or point of discharge). Contaminant release and transport mechanisms
carry contaminants h m the source to a point where people may be exposed. The exposure point
is a location where actual or potential human contact with a contaminated medium may occur.
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Thc routc of cxposurc is the manncr in which a contaminant actually cnters or contacts the body
(e.g., ingestion, inhalation, or direct contact). The receptor population is the people who are, or
may be, exposed to contaminants at a point of exposure.
An exposure pathway is complete when all five elements of an exposure pathway exist. An
exposure pathway is considered a potential pathway when one or more of the elements currently
does not exist, but could in the future.

Contaminated groundwater at the site flows toward the inactive Carney Street well field. Since
these public supply wells are not currently in service, this route of exposure is not a completed
pathway. All public drinking water supply wells in the Glen Cove Water District are routinely
sampled for volatile organic compounds [VOCs] and are rcquired to meet Safe Drinking Water
standards prior to distribution to the public. Groundwater is the sole source of drinking water in
this community. Any future consideration to use the well field, or any individual well within the
Carney Street Well field would require meeting drinking water standards prior to distribution for
public consumption. Chlorinated VOCs can volatilize from contaminated groundwater into
unsaturated soil pore spaces, creating a potential inhalation exposure from soil vapor intrusion.
This is a potential exposure pathway for this site.
The portion of Glen Cove Creek that flows through the site is not known to be contaminated,
however, sampling downstream has detected volatile organic compounds in the water. Direct
contact with the downstream portion of Glen Cove Creek is a potential off-site exposure pathway
because future workers or trespassers could come into contact with surface water.
5.4:

Summary of Environmental Assessment

This section summarizes the assessment of existing and potential future environmental impacts
presented by the site prior to the IRM. Environmental impacts include existing and potential
future exposure pathways to fish and wildlife receptors, as well as damage to natural resources
such as aquifers and wetlands.
The following environmental exposure pathways and ecological risks have been identified:
The Glen Cove Creek runs along thc eastern edge of the Pass and Seymour property. The
creek is locatedapproximately 200 ft cross-gradient from the contaminated area of the site.
Samples from the creekon the downgradient endof the site did not contain elevated levels
of contaminants. Further, sampling results fiom shallow groundwater monitoring wdls
located adjacent to the stream on the adjacent Photocircuits Corporation site, Site No.
130009, indicate total VOC levels of 38 ppb or less, indicating it is unlikely that rccharge
of the creek from groundwater would result in significant VOC contamination in the
stream. Consequently, a viablc exposure pathway to fish and wildlife reccptors is not
present.
Site contamination has impacted the groundwater resource in the Upper Glacial Aquifcr.
This is a sole source aquifer which provides groundwater for privatc, public and industrial
use in the area.

Pass and Seymour Inactive Ha~ardousWaste Disposal Site

RECORD OF DECISION

March 2008
Page 7

SECTION 6: SUMMARY OF THE REMEDIATlON GOALS AND SELECTED REMEDY
Goals for the remedial program have been established through the remedy selection process stated
in 6 NYCRR Part 375. At a minimum, the remedy selected must eliminate or mitigate all
significant threats to public health andor the environment presented by the hazardous wastes
disposed at the site through the proper application of scientific and engineering principles.
Prior to the completion of the IRM described in Section 5.2, the remediation goals for this site
were to eliminate or reduce to the extent practicable:
the release of contaminants from soil into groundwater that may exceed groundwater
quality standards;
soil vapor intrusion into residential andlor commercial facilities both on-sitc and off-site;
ingestionof groundwater impacted by the site that does not attainNew York State drinking
water standards as outlined in 10 NYCRR Part 5, Subpart 5-1 ;and
off-site migration of groundwater that does not attain Department Class GA Ambient
Water Quality Standards
Further, the remediation goals for the site included attaining to the extent practicable:
ambient groundwater quality standards
The main SCGs applicable to this project are as follows:
ambient groundwater quality standards
Air Sparging and Soil Vapor Extraction performed during the IRM at contaminated on-site
areas will prevent further contamination of groundwater beneath the site.
Soil SCGs based upon the Department's Soil Cleanup Objectives
Air Sparging and Soil Vapor Extraction performed during the IRM will remove
contamination in soils and will address any soil vapor contamination.
The Department believes that the IRM has accomplished the remediation goals and satisfed the
SCGs for the site provided that it continues to be operated and maintained in a manner consistent
with the design.
Based on th results of the investigations at hte site, the IRM that has been performed, and the
evaluation presented here, the Department has selected No Further Action with continued
operation of the ASISVE system and institutional controls restricting the usage of groundwater at
the site as the preferred alternative for the site. The Department believes that this alternative will
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be protective ofhuman health and the environment and will satisfy all SCGs as described above.
Overall protectiveness is achieved through meeting the remedial goals listed above.
Therefore, the Department concludes that No Further Action is needed other than operation,
maintenance, monitoring, and institutional and engineering controls. The elements of the IRM
already completed and the institutional and engineering controls which will be required are listed
below:
Installation of eleven air sparging and nine soil vapor extraction wells with ancillary
equipment.
Imposition of an institutional control in the form of an environmental easement that will
require (a) limiting the use and development of the property to industrial use; (b)
compliance with thc approved site management plan; (c) restricting the use ofgroundwater
as a source of potable or process water, without necessary water quality treatment as
determined by NYSDOH; and (d) the property owner to complete and submit to thc
Department a periodic certification of institutional and engineering controls.
Development of a site management plan which will include the following institutional and
cngineering controls: (a) eontinucd evaluation of the potcntial for vapor intrusion for any
buildings dcvelopcd or existing buildings re-occupicd on thc site, including provision for
mitigation of any impacts identified; (b) monitoring of on-sitc and downgradient
groundwatcr and any associatcd soil vapor; (c) identification of any use rcstrictions on thc
site; and (d) provisions for thc continued propcr operation and maintenanec of the
components of the rcmcdy.
The property owner will provide a periodic certification of institutional and engineering
controls, prepared and submitted by a professional engineer or such other expert
acceptable to the Department, until the Department notifies the property owner in writing
that this certification is no longer needed. This submittal will: (a) contain certification that
the institutional controls and cngineering controls put in place are still in place and are
either unchanged from the previous certification or are compliant with Departmentapproved modifications; (b) allow the Department access to the site; and (c) state that
nothing has occurred that will impair the ability of the control to protect public health or
thc environment, or constitute a violation or failure to comply with the site management
plan llnless otherwise approved by the Department.
The opcration of the componcnts of the IRM remedy will continue until the remcdial
objectives have been achieved, or until the Department determines that continued
operation is technically impracticable or not feasible.
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SECTION 7: HIGHLIGHTS OF COMMUNITY PARTICIPATION
As part of the remedial investigation process, a number of Citizen Participation activities were
undertaken to inform and educate the public about conditions at the site and the potential remedial
alternatives. The fo1lowing public participation activities were conducted for the site:
Repositories for documents pertaining to the site were established.
A publiccontact list, which includedncarbypropcrty owncrs, elected officials, local media
and other interested parties, was established.

A public meeting was held on February 28,2008 to prcsent and receive comment on the
PRAP.
The period during which the public comments on the PRAP were received was February
19,2008 through March 20,2008.
A rcsp~nsivcncsssummary (Appendix A) was prcpared to addrcss the commcnts reccivcd
during the public comment pcriod for the PRAP.
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