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PROCEEDI NGS

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH. Ladi es and gentl enen,
if could take your seats, please. Well, | guess |
shoul d say, before you sit down, if you don't have
a red folder you re going to need one so nake sure
that you do have a red fol der.

Ckay. |I'’mjust going to go over a few
| ogi stics before we get started. M nane is Arleen
Kreusch. |’ mthe outreach specialist for both Ni agara
Falls Storage Site and LOOW and if there is an
energency there is the exit you cane in or there's
exits back here on both sides of the roomif you need
to get out of the roomquickly. The restroons are
on that side of the wall and that’s it for |ogistics.

The fol ders that you have have al | ki nds of inportant
information in them There is also a coment card
in there. Please make sure that if you have any
coments about either things at the neeting or the

way the nmeetings are set up that you | et us have your
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comment card at the end of the neeting. Andif that’s
okay, wewi || start. | wouldliketointroduce M chel e
Rhodes. She is the acting program nmanager for both
the Niagara Falls Storage Site and the Lake Ontario
O dnance Wrks. Mchele.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: All right. Can
everybody hear nme? GCkay. Arleen forgot to nention,
t he best thing about it is the cookies and the coffee
are in back as well.

Wel cone and t hank you for attendingthethird
Ni agara Falls Storage Site and Lake Ontari o Ordnance
Wor ks public workshop of 2009. M nane is Mchele
Rhodes, and as Arl een nentioned, | amthe acting Nl agar a
Fall s Storage Site and LOOWNpr ogrammanager. Qur next
public workshop is tentatively schedul ed for
Wednesday, Decenber 2"

Toni ght we will present an overvi ew of
chem cal findings and associated risk fromthe LOOW
Underground Uility Renedial I nvestigation Report and
i ntroduce the Sites Managenent Action Plan or the MAP

| medi ately after we will discuss prelimnary

radi ol ogi cal findings associated with the sanpling of

Associ ated Reporting Service
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the LOOW Underground Utilities and provide a brief
update on the Niagara Falls Storage Site Renedi al
| nvestigati on Report Addendum

As Arleen nentioned, there’ s packets, the
red packets. They actually contain handout for
tonight’s presentation along with some fact sheets.

So if you haven't received them please do so.

Foll owi ng the 45-m nute presentation you'll have,
there will be a 30-m nute poster session and this w |
be |l ocated in the back of the screen. You wll have
t he opportunity totalk one on one with a Niagara Falls
Storage Site and LOONteam W al so have hard copies
tonight of the Niagara Falls -- excuse ne, the Lake
Ontari o Ordnance Wrks Underground Uilities Renedial
| nvestigation Report and the associated risk
assessnents in back for your reference.

W will reconvene here at 7:15 and we wl |
conduct a 90-m nut e roundt abl e di scussion. Before we
begintonight 1'’dliketointroduce sone of the Ni agara
Fall s Storage Site and LOONt eamnenbers that are here
tonight, and if you could please stand as you're

i ntroduced. Mck Senus is the acting LOOW proj ect

Associ ated Reporting Service
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manager. Jeff Hall is the LOOW project engineer.

Andrew Lenox is the acting Niagara Falls Storage Site
project engineer. Dr. Karen Keil is the Nlagara Falls
Storage Site risk assessor. Liza Finley is the LOOW
risk assessor. Bill Frederick is the Niagara Falls
Storage Site hydrogeol ogi st and the environnental
proj ect managenent team | eader. Hank Spector is the
Ni agara Falls Storage Site health physicist. | don't
know i f David Frothinghamw || be attending shortly
and he’s the environnental engineering team| eader.
Bi Il | Kowal ewski is the special projects branch chi ef.
You met Arleen Kreusch. She is our outreach
specialist in back. Bruce Sanders, he is our chief
of public affairs in the back. Tonight also with us
we have Dave Kul i kowski and Hallie Sarazin. They are
fromSIC. They are the Nlagara Falls Storage Site
Renedi al I nvestigation Feasibility Study prine
contractors. And is Don DeMarco here? Don may be
attending tonight. He's with Hydrogeol ogi ¢ and
they’ re our nodeling contractor for N agara Falls.
Addi tional Iy toni ght we have representati ves

for the Departnent of Energy to address any questions

Associ ated Reporting Service
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you may have on the DOE FUSRAP vicinity properties.

Now, these are the DCE investigated renedi ated and
i ndependently verified clean properties that were
conducted in the md 80s and were subsequently cl osed
under FUSRAP. So if you coul d pl ease stand as you're
i ntroduced. M ke Wddup. Bob Darr. Joey G|l espie.

And do we have Jeff Tack here tonight? ay. Chris
Cl ayton fromt he Depart nent of Energy | egacy nmanagenent
i ndi cated that he does plan to attend the Decenber 2"°
wor kshop. 1’d liketo nowintroduce Sandy St ai gerwal d
and Cynthia Cheatwood. They' re with EA Engi neering
Sci ence and Technol ogy. They’' |l begin tonight’s
presentati on.

MS. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Wl cone, everybody.

Can everyone hear nme okay? Al right. Geat.

Toni ght what we’'d like to do is actually present an
overvi ew of the Phase |1l Renedial |Investigation
results. The Phase | and Phase Il and Renedi al

| nvestigati on addressed the forner Lake Ontario
Ordnance Wrks and ot her Departnent of Defense
facilities, specific areas of use and manufacturing

areas, whereas the Phase | 1| addressed t he under gr ound

Associ ated Reporting Service
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utilities that were constructed to support those
facilities.

We'd also like to present the results of the
Human Heal t h and Ecol ogi cal Ri sk Assessnents, and this
was of sel ected exposure units, and we’ll talk about
what an exposure unit is a little later in the
presentation. Can’'t hear? Any better? Alittle bit
better. No feedback.

MALE VO CE: Wiy don’t you get a little
closer to the m ke?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Better? Ckay.
G eat. Thank you. And we’'ll explainalittle bit of
what the exposure units are but basically they're
di fferent areas t hat were conbi ned because of potenti al
exposure. And then we’ll also introduce and present
an overview of the LOOW Managenent Action Plan

Toni ght’ s wor kshop consi sts of four
different agenda itens. The first is this
presentation. Then we’'ll have the update fromthe
Ni agara Falls Storage Site team and then we’' |l have
a poster break out here in the back set upindifferent

stations with different information and we’l|l al so be

Associ ated Reporting Service
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avai l abl e for any questi ons and answers, question and
answer session back there. And then we’'ll re-adjourn
in this area for the roundtabl e discussion.

And i f anybody does have any probl emheari ng,
there are a bunch of seats here, so feel free to cone
on up if you' re unconfortable standing or if you want
to sit down.

This is just an overview of Lake Ontario
Ordnance Wrks. You can see the boundary here. |It’s
actually |l ocated just to the east of where we are ri ght
now. It’s bounded by Creek Road on the west and by
Porter Center Road on the east. There were several
ot her Departnment of Defense facilities that operated
on the fornmer Lake Ontario Ordnance Wrks incl udi ng
the Air Force Plant 68 and the Navy InterimProduction
Pilot Plant, both of which produced borane fuels as
well as a NI KE base. The Ordnance Wbrks itself
produced TNT, was constructed in the early 40s and t hen
closed in 1942, and there were sone other facilities
that aren’t shown on this figure that were al so
constructed subsequent to the closing of LOOW

Sone of the areas that you see here

Associ ated Reporting Service
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hi ghlighted in green are areas that were investi gated
or assessed during sonme history search and Phase |
Renmedi al I nvestigation and then there were sone
addi tional areas that were carried through into the
R, as you can see. (o ahead.
These darker brown areas right up in this
area were carried into Phase Il of the R, Renedi al
| nvestigation. Today we’'re going to be concentrati ng
on the underground utility lines, which are these
di fferent coloredlinesthat youseeinthe center here.
These next two slides present just a very
broad overview of the Phase | and Phase || Renedi al
| nvestigation. W have included these because the
ri sk assessnent which will be discussed |ater
i ncorporates theseresults as well. Wat you see here
are the soil sanpling |l ocations depicted by these snal |
squares as well as the groundwater sanpling | ocations
depicted by a small triangle. This is not
all-inclusive. There were sone additional sanples
that were collected that aren’t shown on here,
specifically sanples along the 30-inch outfall 1ine

whi ch originated here al ong the wastewater treatnent

Associ ated Reporting Service
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pl ant and extended to the west off of this figure as
wel | as surface water and sedi nent sanples and sone
background sanpl e | ocati ons.

What you can see fromthis is that we used
a systematic sanpling approach where we spaced our
sanples a certain distance apart in order to cover a
| arge area, and also we targeted specific |ocations
that we thought m ght have a higher chance of having
i npact and those were call ed bias sanpling | ocati ons.

You can go ahead.

During the Phase || I nvestigati onwetargeted
those areas that we investigated during the Phase |
that actually had chem cals that were reported in
concentrations above ri sk based screening | evels. W
used the sane sanpling approach in that we used a
systemati c sanpli ng approach and t hen al so bi ased sone
| ocations towards areas that we knew were suspected
of inpact. And again, you can see here the different
synbols for soil and groundwater. The difference
bet ween the white versus the color is again the color
i ndi cates that there were sone constituents that were

reported above risk based screening |evels.

Associ ated Reporting Service
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US ARWY CORPS OF ENG NEERS 12
This figure depicts the former LOON You

can see that with the brown boundary. And also the
area that we refer to as the devel oped area here in
the tan. That’s the area where nost of manufacturing
t ook place. W don’t have any evi dence of there being
any manufacturing facilities in this portion of LOOW
and as you can see, the mgjority of the underground
utility lines fromthese colored lines, that are
depicted with these color lines, were within that
devel oped area.

There are two main exceptions to that. One
is the 40-inch diameter fresh water i ntake |ine, which
originated at the Niagara River and traversed to the
east to a forner fresh water treatnent plant that was
on Lake Ontari o Ordnance Wr ks and t he second i s a wast e
di scharge Iine that originated at the wastewater
treatnent plant, traversed to the west and di scharged
at the Niagara River. And we refer to that as the
30-inch dianeter outfall |ine.

This is actually kind of a zooned-in view
of that former slide where you can actually see sone

of the utility lines a little bit nore closely. You

Associ ated Reporting Service
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al so see sone shadi ng here, sone green shadi ng. Thank
you. And the shading depicts those areas that were

actually includedinthe Phase I Il Investigation. Not
all the entire extent of the Iines were included in

the investigation, nanmely because they were included
in other investigations such as the lines on N agara
Falls Storage Site in this area or they were in areas
that are heavily used by the current property owner

so they were not included in the investigation.

The line types that you see here include
sanitary sewer lines and acid waste |ines that were
constructed for LOOWas well as additional lines in
thi s area here that were constructed for Air Force Pl ant
68, lines that we found at the NI KE base, we didn't
have a | ot of historical evidence of that but we
investigated those areas. And also |Iines associ ated
with the former Navy InterimProduction Pilot Plant.

We actually conducted the investigation in
two tiers, the first of which we refer to as the
non-intrusive investigation, and the purpose of that
tier of the approach was to actually | ocate the Iines.

So the way did that is through historical research

Associ ated Reporting Service
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We found sone ol d as-builts of the old Air Force Pl ant
68 and al so of Lake Ontario Ordnance Works. W did
site reconnai ssance. W also did sone geophysica
surveys, and then the other, the last thing that we
did was a canmera survey. The purpose of that was
actually tolocate onthe interior |ines features such
as this, whichis sludge that was | ocated in the |ines,
wast ewater, that was also |ocated in sone |ines, and
then also joints or cracks in sone i nstances where it
may have | eached into the subsurface soil. W also
| ooked for secondary lines that nmay not have been on
sone of the historical draw ngs, as you can see here,
so that we can target those for investigation as well.

The second portion of the investigati on was
the intrusive portion and the purpose of that really
was j ust to gainaccesstothelinesinorder tosanple.

W wanted to sanple the wastewater, the sludge, and
al so the subsurface soil. W also wanted to see if
there were any unknown lines, if we encountered
anything that wasn’t on the historical draw ngs, and
indeedwe didfindsonelinesthat we couldn’t identify.

W al so wanted t 0 assess whet her t here was any beddi ng

Associ ated Reporting Service
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materi al beneath the lines, any kind of |imnmestone
screenings that mght act as a preferential pathway
if contamnants did get into that.

This is a summary of, just a pictorial of
all the different | ocations and excavations that were
performed for the Phase Il Renedial Investigation.

W targeted every type of process and waste |ine that
was out on Lake Ontari o Ordnance Wr ks except for those
lines that have al ready undergone interimrenedi al
action, whichincludethe TNT|ine here, TNT waste | i ne,
as well as sone of the chem cal waste |ines that were
inthis area right here. But all other lines were
targeted. W collected sludge, wastewater where it
was present, subsurface soil, surface soil where sone
of these lines actually discharged to surface water
dr ai nages, as wel | as one surface water sedi nent sanpl e
where the 30-inch outfall linetraversed the sout hwest
dr ai nage ditch

Sonme of the results, the underground |ines
basically for the nost part sanitary sewer acid and
chem cal wastes di scharge tothe fornmer LOONwast ewat er

treatnent plant. Stormwater and wastewater |ines

Associ ated Reporting Service
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general ly discharge to surface water drai nages.
Larger di anet er pi pes such as the 30-inch outfall Iine,
the acid waste line and the sanitary sewer |lines were
constructed of clay that were encased in concrete,
whi ch actually acted to limt some of the migration
t hat may have occurred out of those lines to the soil.
W al so saw that wastewater |ines were generally
constructed of steel and transite. Smaller dianeter,
it varied. Various different materials were used for
t hose. Depths for the lines ranged anywhere fromnear
surface to 17 feet bel ow ground. The reason for that
is nost of these lines were gravity feed to the
wast ewat er treatnent plant, so as we approached the
wast ewater treatnment plant the |line depth increased.
And al so we did find bedding material nostly beneath
the lines that were associated with Air Force Pl ant
68. However, there was one | ine at the N KE base t hat
al so had an underl aynent.
And we found the bedding material in about

54 of the excavations that we perfornmed and in 17 of
those there was actually liquid that was trapped in

that material, sowe actually col |l ected sanpl es of that
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as well, of that I|iquid.

This will show generally the areas where we
had the highest inpact or the greatest variety of
chemcals that were reported in the investigation
results. You |l see the first one is the Air Force
Pl ant 68 southern process areas. Those were highly
i npacted as well as the Nitration House area, the LOOW
wast ewat er treat nent pl ant and al so t he nort hern branch
of the sanitary sewer and acid waste |line. Lines that
showed a little less inpact included the northern
portion of Air Force Plant 68 whichis right upin here,
as well as the NIKE base |ine and the LOOWN s, the
sout hern branches of the sanitary sewer and aci d waste
lines in this area here. And the |ines that showed
actually the | east anpbunt of inpact were stormater
and the 30 inch dianmeter outfall |ine which traverse
to the west of the figure here.

Just as a breakdown by |ine type of what we,
the chemcals that were reported in the acid and
sanitary sewer |ines, we saw sludge and wast ewat er
i npacted with polychlorinated biphenyls, and 1’11

refer to those as PCBs as we nove forward t hrough the

Associ ated Reporting Service
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presentation. Al so pesticides, sem-volatile organic
conpounds and netals. What we al so noticed is that
with the acid waste and sanitary sewer |ines there was
sone i npact to soil beneath the lines in the Air Force
Pl ant 68 area. In the unknown |ine types, those |ines
that we couldn’t identify what they were actual |y used
for when the facilities were operating, we found that
wast ewat er was i npacted with volatile organic
conpounds and netals, and that soil was i npacted with
pol ychl ori nat ed bi phenyls, and surprisingly very
l[ittle inpact to sludge in those |ines.

In the wastewater |ines, we found wast ewat er
and soil inpacted with polychlorinated bi phenyls and
al so sludge inpacted wth netals and PAHs. In sone
of the surface features there’s sone pits and vaults
and sunps that are actually | ocated out onsite. There
was a vari ety of chem cal s but the one reported i n nost
of those and in highest concentrations were the
pol ynucl ear aromati c hydrocarbons.

This is presented nostly as an exanpl e of
the type of information that you can find if you do

want totake al ook at t he Renedi al | nvesti gati on Report

Associ ated Reporting Service
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t hat we have i n the back here, and that is the sanpling
| ocations within each of the different areas that we
addressed. On this figure in particular you Il see
that the square represents soil sanpling | ocations.
The small triangle represents wastewater sanpling
| ocations, andthenthe small circl es represent sl udge.
If you see color in any of these, neaning like the
little purple here, or the green, that does indicate
that there was a constituent that was reported in
concentrations above the screening |evels.

W' ve presented this one as an exanpl e
because the 30 inch outfall |ine does traverse several
properties including the school property, so we want ed
to include that as an exanple. One thing that we did
want to point out is that although an exceedance of
the risk based screening | evel may be a concern, it
doesn’t necessarily nean that there is a risk
associated with that line. The way we eval uate that
is by a site specific risk assessnent.

And now I want to re-introduce Cynthia, and
she’ |l discuss a little bit about the nethodol ogi es

used and the results of the risk assessnent that we

Associ ated Reporting Service
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did for the underground utilities, and i ncl udi ng Phase
| and Phase |l results.

M5. CYNTH A CHEATWOOD: Ckay. First we're
going to start out with a quick overview of the risk
assessnent process, and within the ri sk assessnent we
start with a hazard assessnent, which essentially
determ nes, does contam nation exist.

Fromt hi s we nbve on t 0 an exposur e assessnent
where we determne, is anyone exposed. And that
i ncl udes both currently andin potential future. Once
we determne that, we try to determ ne how often, how
| ong and how much. Fromthat we nove forward to a
toxicity assessnent, which essentially determ ned how
harnful are the chemicals identified in the hazard
assessnent process.

Fromthat we nove forward to the risk
characterization, which is basically a conpilation of
these top three steps, and that pretty much answers,
how much risk is there. And for the LOOWTri sk
assessnment | just want to point out that we eval uated
bot h ecol ogi cal and human heal t h.

Now, before we di scuss the LOOWri sk

Associ ated Reporting Service
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assessnment we’'re going to discuss the risk exposure
units, and what is an exposure unit. To facilitate
the risk assessnent simlar areas were conbined into
exposure units, and this hel ped us to better nodel the
actual exposure areas for the potential receptors.
And the areas were conbi ned based on proximty,
cont am nant type and sources, siteuse history, simlar
terrain/vegetation and simlar industrial processes.
And currently 10 separate exposure units have been
defined within the LOONSsite.

And this is a general |ayout of the exposure
units within their current property owners, and what
we have here is over inthis |legend here, this is the
areas of concern investigated in the renedi a
i nvestigations and these are the Exposure Units that
are associated with these areas of concern. So for
I nstance, we have exposure units 6 and 7 here, |ocated
wi th the Town of Lewi ston property, and Exposure Unit
6 represents the wastewater treatnment plant vicinity
shops and Exposure Unit 7 represents the wastewater
treatnment plant. This was not assessed for risk at

this tinme. However, it will be assessed for risk in

Associ ated Reporting Service
(716) 885-2081

21



US ARMY CORPS OF ENG NEERS

t he Phase | V Renedi al | nvesti gati on whi ch was di scussed
in the March workshop.

Now, | do want to stress certain conditions
that nmust benet toresult inarisk. Andthe follow ng
must occur to have a conpl ete exposure pat hway.
Essentially you nmust have first a chem cal rel ease,
a route of exposure, and a potential receptor. So
essentially the receptor nust have the ability to
contact a chem cal release and i nconpl ete exposure
pat hways do not result i n exposure and wer e not i ncl uded
inthe risk assessnent, basically neaning they do not
pose a risk at this tine.

Now, this is an illustration of conplete
exposure pathways. And | do want to point out that
this is not the LOOWNsite specific in this risk
assessnent, it’s just presented for illustration. It
is avail abl e at handout nunber 7 within your packet.

And what we have here are the three nmain el enents of
a conpl ete exposure pathway. W have a chem ca
rel ease maybe to the soil. W have identified sone
potential receptors here and they have potenti al

exposure either through soil contact, through
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i ngestion and/ or skin absorption.

This is one of the LOONsite specific
conceptual site nodels. |1’mnot going to go in detail
ri ght now about this. It is available as handouts 8
and 9. That’s both the human heal th and t he ecol ogi cal
conceptual site nodel. Wat | do want to point out
is, across the top here are the potential receptors
eval uated i nthe human heal th ri sk assessnent i ncl udi ng
potential exposure pathways here, and an X within the
box basically represents a conpl ete exposure pat hway
that we identified in the risk assessnent.

Now, the risk assessnment evaluates both a
carci nogeni c and a non-carcinogenic result, and we’'re
going to start with the carcinogenic results. And
they’'re evaluated as follows. W start with the
probability that a United States resident will devel op
cancer in his or lifetineis basically 50%for nen and
33%for wonen, and this is what we generally consi der
your baseline risk as a US resident. Fromthat the
LOOWTrisk assessnent results are conpared to the US
EPA est abl i shed accept abl e carci nogenic risk range,

and that’'s identified here in the Code of Federal
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Regul ations that could easily be found or | ooked up,
and this is standardi zed across the United States.

Now, the LOOWTrisk assessnent, the
carcinogenic results are considered a potenti al
concern if there is a greater than a 0.01% i ncreased
i nci dents of cancer inapotential receptor. Wat this
basically nmeans is if we identify your increased risk
of 50.01% or greater, that’'s when we would identify
a potential concern for a receptor exposure to the
actual site.

Now, non-carcinogenicrisksarealittlenore
straightforward and they’'re considered a potenti al
concern if the chem cal either intake or the
concentration is greater than a US EPA derived | evel
for no adverse effects.

Now, to get these risk results, we have to
make generalized assunptions, and they’ re based upon
potential exposures. It does not nean there’ s an
actual exposure at this tine. And they' re al so based
on long termcontact. W evaluate very conservative
exposures, and we have an exanpl e here, a residenti al

exposure assunes a continuous ingestion and contact
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with soil for 350 days a year for 30 years. Wat we
basically assune is that a residential house will be
built right on the exposure area eval uat ed.

Now, for additional information we have the
LOOWri sk assessnent fact sheet, and the website is
found here, and it’s al so avail abl e as handout nunber
2 in your packet.

Here is a general overview of the results
of the risk assessnent and just for your reference the
areas t hat concern exposure units are shown here. Now,
for the screening | evel, ecological risk assessnent,
it was concl uded that exposure units 3, 4, 5 and 6
present negligible hazard to ecol ogi cal receptors.
Exposure units 1, 2 and 8 have potential hazards to
soil and vertebrates. And exposure unit 8 al so
presents potential hazards to plant, bird and manmal
popul ati on.

Now, the human health risk assessnent
concl uded that exposure units 2, 5, 6, 9 and the 30
inch outfall do not pose any human heal th concerns.

Exposure units 1, 3, 4, 8 and 10 do have potenti al

human heal th concerns for various receptors and
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pat hways, and the primary chem cals of potenti al
concern are PCBs, PAHs, explosives, netals,
pesticides, and volatile organi c conmpounds or

ot herw se known as VOCs. And al so handouts 10 t hr ough
18 contain sumary results for both ecol ogi cal and
human health risk assessnents.

Now we’ | | discuss a little nore detail the
areas identified earlier, and these are broken down
by the current property owner. As you see here, these
onthis slide are within the CAWM owned property. You
probably can’t see it but there is a figure up here
with the | ocations again that were shown earlier.
Wt hinexposureunit -- oh, | dowant to point out within
the CWMproperty, aresident was not eval uat ed, because
of CWM s perpetual care agreenent, it’s basically not
consi dered a viable future use.

The human health ri sk assessnent determ ned
potential concern for vari ous worker exposures to soil
and groundwat er and sl udge and wastewater within the
underground utilities, and the primary chem cals of
potential concern are PCBs and VOCs, and t he ecol ogi cal

ri sk assessnent determ ned a concern for soil and
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vertebrates exposure to netals.

Wthin exposure unit 2, there is only a
concern for the ecol ogical and that was soil and
vertebrate exposureto netal s and vari ous pel |l ets found
within the, during the renedial investigation.

Exposure unit 3 showed a concern for the human
health ri sk assessnent, the adol escent trespasser and
construction worker exposure to sludge within an
under ground pi peli ne.

Exposure unit 4 showed a concern for a
commer ci al wor ker inhal ati on of VOCs and groundwat er,
and this basically assunes that a comrerci al buil di ng
woul d be built within this exposure unit.

And then finally within the CAM property,
exposure unit 10 showed a concern for construction
wor ker exposure to sludge and wastewat er through the
various types of underground utilities with primary
chem cal s of potential concern including PCBs, PAHSs,
pesticides and VCCs.

Wthin the Sonerset Group property, only
exposure unit 10 showed a concern, and that was the

construction wor ker exposure to PAHs i n sl udge and dry
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wells, and a child resident exposure to arsenic and
PCBs in total soil around the unknown |ines. And I

do want to point out for the child resident that that
assunes that a residence would be placed within this
exposure unit.

Wthin the Town of Lew ston property, once
again only exposure unit 10, construction worker and
a child resident, exposure to PAHs and PCBs in sl udge
Wi thin the acid sewer |ine and t he constructi on worker
exposure to PAHs in sludge within the dry wells.

And finally on the Ccci dental owned property
exposure unit 8, both the human health ri sk assessnent
and the screening | evel ecological risk assessnent
showed a concern for receptor exposures to various
netal s and explosives in the soil.

Now, the next steps for the LOONsite, the
Phase IV of the ongoi ng Renedi al Investigation,
basically the fornmer LOOW wast ewater treatnent plant
area will be conpleted. This was discussed earlier
that thisis exposure unit 7. Areas identifiedinthe
ri sk assessnment as presenting potential risk concerns

W Il be evaluated further in a feasibility study.
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Wthin that, both applicable and rel evant and
appropriate requirenents ot herwi se known as ARARs, and
ri sk- based cl ean-up val ues wi | | be cal cul ated and t hese
values will basically guide any renedial efforts
consi dered for the areas of concern

Now, the Corps is preparing a conprehensive
pl anni ng docunent which Sandy wi Il now i ntroduce.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Al right. \Wat
Cynthiaisreferringtois calledthe Managenent Acti on
Plan and this is being devel oped in order to organi ze
and streamine the environnmental response that is
t aki ng pl ace on the 550 parcel s that conprise the 7500
acre Lake Ontario Ordnance Wrks. It’s going to be
a conprehensi ve pl anning docunent that will eval uate
and present all the findings, conclusions and al so t he
framework for conducting the environnmental response.

It will not be areplacenent docunent for any docunents
that are required under the Conprehensive
Envi ronnent al Response Conpensati on and Li ability Act,
ot herw se known as CERCLA, so it doesn't repl ace a ROD,
you know, Record of Decision or a feasibility study.

It’s really a planning tool that will be used to
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present the strategy noving forward.

It’s going to be, it’s going to consist of
three different parts. Part 1 is actually referred
to as the Managenent Action Plan and that wl| present
t he purpose and the sources of information and al so
the regul atory authority and responsibilities, and an
overall summary of the status of all the different
parcel s that conprise LOOW

The other thing that the Managenent Action
Plan will introduce is the concept of a parcel group.

A parcel group is inmportant becauseit’s actually the
unit that the environnmental response will be organi zed
for. So a parcel group has been defined as either a
single parcel or conbined group of parcels that were
conbi ned based on simlar characteristics wth regard
to former Departnent of Defense site use. Those
characteristics are presented i nthe Managenent Action
Plan and they include such things as whet her or not
they were actually on or within that devel oped area
or they were outside the devel oped area or perhaps t hey
were along the 30 inch outfall Iine or sone drai nages.

There is a hierarchy that’s presented in the
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Managenent Action Plan and that hierarchy was used to
assign the parcels to the parcel groups. W cane up
wi th 33 di fferent parcel groupi ngs and each one of t hose
is presented in a property-specific Managenent Action
Plan. And those property-specific Managenent Action
Pl ans conprise part 2 of the overall Managenent Acti on
Pl an. Those property-specific Managenent Action
Plans will actually present the findings that are
specific to the parcels in that group so if you know
where that parcel is or if you're interested in a
certain parcel or parcel group you can go to that
Managenent ActionPlan. It wll have all the findings,
the current status of the environnmental response,
whet her or not it’s currently undergoi ng i nvestigation
or requires additional investigation and the status
and strategy to nove forward.

Thenwe’ || al so be preparing aresponsi veness
summary after rel ease of the initial Managenent Action
Plan that will be a conpilation of all the conments
and responses to those conments.

| do want to note that the reports that we

di scuss this evening are avail able at the Corps
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District hereinBuffaloaswell asthelocal Iibraries.

There’s alist inthe Youngstown | i brari es and we al so
have a copy here for reference i f anybody wants to | ook
t hr ough t hose.

At this point 1'd like to turn it back over
toMchele. |sshearound? Perfect. Sorry, | didn't
see you. She’'ll talk a little bit about the status
of Niagara Falls Storage Site.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: All right. Thank you,
Sandy. The next portion of the presentation wl|
di scuss the radiol ogical sanpling of the LOOW
Underground Utilities both north and west of the
Ni agara Falls Storage Site and will provide a brief
update on the Niagara Falls Storage Site Renedi a
| nvesti gation Report Addendum wor k.

The Niagara Falls Storage Site Renedi al
| nvestigati on Report was rel eased i n Decenber of 2007.

I't indicated that radi ol ogi cal contam nation exi sted
in both wastewater and sedinent within the sanitary
sewer and acid waste lines onthe Niagara Falls St orage
Site property. Because these lines |ead to the

wast ewat er treat nent pl ant and subsequently the 30 i nch
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outfall, both of which were off the Niagara Falls
Storage Site property, sanpling was undertaken under
the Fornmerly Utilized Sites Renedi al Action Program
or FUSRAP to determne if radiol ogi cal contam nation
had spread fromthe Ni agara Fal |l s Storage Site property
off site.

During this investigation those |ines were
sealed to the northern portion of the Niagara Falls
Storage Site border to prevent future of f-site novenent
of contam nants currently within the lines at N agara
Falls Storage Site. During the LOOW Underground
Uilities Renedi al I nvestigation work, 60 sanpl es were
col l ected under FUSRAP in tandemw th the LOOW
i nvestigation for radiol ogical analysis. Sedinent
and wastewater within the pipes along with the
surroundi ng soil were analyzed at a m ni num for
uranium radiumand thorium The full extent of the
paraneters anal yzed includes actinium bismnuth,
cesium cobalt, |lead, potassium protactinium and
thallium No initial plutoniumor stronium analysis
was conducted since these were not |isted as

radi ol ogi cal contam nants in the Ni agara Fal | s St orage
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Site underground |ines.

A fact sheet summarizing this effort al ong
with analytical results were released in an Cctober
2007 fact sheet and that fact sheet is available in
your handout packet tonight. 1I1t’s on the left hand
si de.

To determ ne the potential spread of
radi ol ogi cal contam nants through the underground
utility lines analytical results were conpared with
background val ues established in the N agara Falls
Storage Site Renedial Investigation Report. 1In other
wor ds, wast ewat er sanpl es wer e screened agai nst -- were
conpared to background surface water, soil conpared
to soil background and surface water conpared to
surface water. Sanples exceedi ng these background
| evel s i ndi cate potential radi ol ogi cal i npacted ar eas.

Next slide.

This slide highlights conclusions fromthe
FUSRAP sanpl i ng of the fornmer LOOWNunderground utility
lines north and west of the Niagara Falls Storage Site
property. In addition to sanpling, inspection of the
beddi ng mat eri al surroundi ng t hese | i nes was conduct ed

to determne if the construction of the |ines would
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provi de a neans for potential contam nant novenent
off-site. In sone cases for exanple, if a subsurface
pi pel i ne | eaked contam nants and the pipe was
surrounded by gravel, in essence contanm nants could
nmove in a channel along the line at a faster rate than
the clay or basically the surrounding soils would
normal ly allow. The good news is that a majority of
the | i nes were concrete encased and t her ef ore not goi ng
t o encourage contam nant novenent.

When radi ol ogical results fromthe LOOW
underground utility Iines were conpared to background
or the | evel of radioactivity one woul d expect to find
if not inpacted by the Manhattan Engi neer District
activities, there were exceedances of these | evel st hat
indicate a need for further evaluation of this data
in the Niagara Falls Storage Site Renedi al
| nvesti gation Report Addendum These results in
excess of background, however, do not necessarily
i ndi cate a potential health risk. They would have to
undergo a ri sk assessnent.

The next slides will highlight radi ol ogi cal
sanple locations along with prelimnary background

screening results for the LOOW underground utility
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lines north of the Niagara Falls Storage Site which
are the forner acid waste and sanitary sewer |ines

| ocated on the CWM property, associated forner LOOW
wast ewater treatnent plant on the Town of Lew ston
property and the 30 inch outfall.

Thi s figure shows sanpl e | ocati ons and whi ch
radi ol ogical results fromthe sanitary sewer and acid
wast e pi pelines extending fromthe Ni agara Falls
Storage Site north to the CWMproperty and west to t he
Town of Lew ston property exceeded background. And
if you see here the sort of mauve line is the sanitary
sewer line and the green line here is the acid waste
l[ine. As nentioned before, you could see the N agara
Fal | s Storage Site northern property boundary, sothese
are gravity fed into the wastewater treatnent plant
into the 30 inch outfall.

This figure shows that radiol ogi cal i1npacts
fromthe former LOOW pi pelines on the Niagara Falls
Storage Site have extended off site to the north and
west of the Niagara Falls Storage Site and these are
i ndi cated by the yel |l owboxes. Those showl evel s t hat
are above background. Next slide.

Radi ol ogical results fromthe fornmer LOOW
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sanitary sewer and acid waste lines indicate that
uraniumis present in sludge and wastewater wthin
these lines in excess of background. The exceedances
of radi ol ogi cal background screening | evels indicate
a need for further evaluation and those wll be
addressed in the Renedial |nvestigation Report
Addendum as part of a risk assessnent and they don’t
necessarily in this case conclude a potential health
risk.

This figure shows a radiol ogical sanpling
undertaken at the LOONwast ewat er treatnent plant and
| ocations which were above background, again as
i ndi cated by the yell ow boxes. These boxes do not
exceed background but were sanpl ed.

Li nes associ ated with wastewater treatnent
pl ant are typically fromoneto six feet deep and mai nly
encased in concrete again. The pipes are nmade from
concrete, wood, and terra cotta clay. The wastewater
treatnment plant was identified as the nost
radi ol ogical ly i npacted area. Thi s was not surpri sing
since it was the purpose of the wastewater treatnent
pl ant to treat sl udge and wat er that was extendi ng from

these lines originally. Next slide.
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Radi ol ogical results fromthe forner LOOW
wast ewat er treatnent plant indicate uranium radium
t hori um and cesium are present above background but
not in wastewater. The exceedances of radi ol ogi cal
background screening | evels again need further
evaluation in the Niagara Falls Storage Site Renedi al
| nvesti gati on Addendum as a ri sk assessnent. Next
sl i de.

Thi s figure shows | ocati ons al ong the 30 i nch
outfall line that are selected for radiol ogical
sanpling during the LOOW Underground Utilities
Renedi al I nvestigation. The 30 inch outfall line is
about three to six feet deep fromthe wastewater
treatnent plant to the southwest drainage ditch and
is conposed of terra cotta pipe encased in concrete
again. Radiol ogical sanpling was conducted in three
| ocations along the line due to the |imted presence
of sludge and wastewater within this pipe. In
addi tion, water sedi nment and soil w thin the sout hwest
drai nage ditch were sanpl ed where the line intersected
the 30 inch outfall. The figure shows that no
background exceedances were detected al ong the 30 i nch

outfall Iine.
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Again, just to show there was very l[imted
presence, we sanpled where we could and we were al
wi t hin background Iimt, so that’'s the good news.

What’ s next for the N agara Falls Storage
Site is continued operations and mai nt enance and
envi ronnental nonitoring to ensure protection of human
heal th and the environnment. |In addition, the 2008
Techni cal Menorandum i s bei ng worked on now and the
findings wll be rel eased by Novenber. The avail able
data to date is actually on our website to be vi ewed.

I n Decenber of 2007 the Corps of Engineers
rel eased the Renedi al Investigation Report for the
Ni agara Falls Storage Site where 334 coments were
received and reviewed by the technical team Based
upon these comments and al so a data gap assessnent,
a scope of work was devel oped for a Renedia
| nvesti gation Report Addendum This Addendum wi ||
addr ess data gaps i n these conments t hrough addi ti onal
hi storical docunentation, additional evaluation of
avai |l abl e data such as the underground utility line
radi ol ogi cal analysis as well as additional field
investigation. The additional field investigation

w Il comrence beginning this fall and into the w nter
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to better define specifically groundwater
contam nation on-site and the potential for its
novenment off-site.

The Ni agara Fal | s Storage Site techni cal team
is currently working to identify sanple |ocations to
achi eve t hese proj ect obj ectives and address t hese dat a
gaps.

In addition, the Corps will issue a
Feasibility Study Wirk Plan this cal endar year that
descri bes three operable units for the Niagara Falls
Storage Site, the first being the interimwaste
contai nment structure, the second is what we cal
bal ance of plant or the site soils underground
utilities and above ground structures and groundwat er.

It introduces the concept of a Feasibility Study
Techni cal Menorandum whi ch, for each operable unit,
which are FS deliverables that will be released to
solicit information in various stages of the FS
pr ocess.

Lastly, the Corps has recei ved stinul us funds
to denolish Building 401. The Corps is currently
preparing the scope of work and plan to award the

denmplition contract in the March 2010 tinme frane.
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There is a fact sheet located in the back on the |eft
hand si de of your packet for nore information on that.
Next sl i de.
Again, in addition to the fact sheets
avail abl etoni ght, they re al so | ocat ed on our websi te.
The first is for the radiol ogical sanpling of
underground utilities and the bottomis for the
Renedi al I nvestigation Report Addendum And our
contact information in case you have any additiona
guestions after the neeting tonight.
So this concludes the update for the N agara
Falls Storage Site portion of the neeting. W’Ill now

convene to the back of the screen where we --

M5. AMY WTRYOL: M chele, before we do,
there are alot of elected officials here this evening
who may not be able to stay for the poster or breakout
session or the roundtable discussion. So with your
i ndul gence, 1’'d like to nake a coupl e of comments for

them before they go. Wuld that be okay?

| want to take just a couple of mnutes to

coment on the oversight of the LOON by the New York
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State DEC and the Arny Corps. As usual, tonight’'s
agenda was set by the Arnmy Corps Arny Corps not in
col l aboration with stakehol ders who collectively are
the Corps’ Restoration Advisory Board or RAB, as it’s
known. The RAB is recognized by virtually all
st akehol ders whi ch include our nmunicipalities, |ocal
acadeni cs, residents, Mddern Corporation, Cccidental,
our school districts, the Niagara County Health
Departnent, the New York State DEC and the US EPA.
As you know, the New York State Attorney Cenera
bel i eves the Corps’ disbandnent of the RAB in January
of last year was unlawful. One stakehol der exception
to endorsenent of the RAB has been CAM Chemi cal
Servi ces, even t hough CWMat t ends certai n RAB neet i ngs
As you know, CWM operates one of only 22 hazardous
waste landfills left in the nation on property w dely
contam nated by these operations as well as from
previ ous use by the Federal governnment. And both the
New York State DEC siting plan and the US EPA have
concluded the CWMfacility is not needed to address
state or national needs. Several nonths ago | heard
runors of a Departnent of Energy re-eval uation of the

closed vicinity properties on the LOONsite. | spoke

Associ ated Reporting Service
(716) 885-2081



US ARMY CORPS OF ENG NEERS 43

with several Federal and State agencies who said they
knew not hi ng and/ or referred ne around in circles.
Then f our weeks ago | asked M. Kowal ewski, the project
manager for the Arny Corps, whether any person or
st akehol der had requested the Corps or Departnent of
Energy to investigate or performwork on the cl osed
vicinity properties. Qher than a coment about the
central drainage ditch back in March froma resident,
M . Kowal ewski answered no, and added t hat he was awar e
t hat CWM conducted a ganma radi ation survey of its
property but he did not have the survey data.
Apparently a severe case of ammesi a had descended upon
M. Kowal ewski .

| already | earned that CWMsent hi mat | east
two letters requesting radi ol ogi cal contam nation on
its property be renoved by the Federal governnent.
These letters included sone data fromits gama
wal kover. 1 nJanuary of 2008 CWMw ot e M. Kowal ewski ,
guote, Fac Pond 8 is one area that does not appear to
have di screte sources. The pond is in the footprint
of the proposed RMJ 2 (sic) landfill, end quote.
Anyone concer ned about the Ni agara River, please take

note that the interimstorage for those discharges is
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lined wth el evated radi oactive contam nati on put
there by the l andfill operations and not by t he Feder al
gover nnment .

This January C\WM |l etter also refers to
sanpl i ng done by t he DEC showi ng concentrations as hi gh
as 226,000 picocuries per gram dramatically higher
than the cl eanup standard of 5 picocuries per gram
established by the Arny Corps for the N agara Falls
Storage Site, and ganma readi ngs registered as high
as 250, 000 counts per m nute whil e background for CAM
was 7,000 counts per mnute.

Adding insult to injury, eight nonths | ater
the DEC told ne that virtually nothing above 16, 000
counts per mnute was recorded by CWM  Apparently a
severe case of ammesi a had descended upon the DEC as
well. There was likely nore conversation and
correspondence about CAM and none of it shared at the
Corps’ public neetings, which are always joined with
a DEC presentation. The DEC has all owed CAMto store
i nstead of anal yze radi oactive contam nation on its
site for many nonths if not years. That is nothing
short of a coverup. Perhaps the DEC and CWM want us

tothink there is little contam nation on the site
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unl ess and until the Departnent of Energy agrees to
pay for a cleanup. Wy would CAWM go to the trouble
of asking the Federal governnent to clean up a snal
probl en? The New York State DEC has nade a ness of
the LOOWsite and renmai ns obsessed with CAM concerns
rather than the areas of greatest risk to the public.
We are not inpressed that M. Johnson, seated to ny
right with CAMengi neers on his right and hisleft el bow
this evening, wites an occasional | etter about a snal |
fraction of the probl ens onthe Lew ston property while
spending the bulk of his tine negotiating for the
remediationof CAWM | wll have noreto say | ater about
conceal ing informationfromthe public, but if the Arny
Cor ps conceal ed CAM correspondence about Federal
contam nati on on the LOONfromus for nearly two years
until | stunbled over it several weeks ago, we shoul d
be concerned the Corps is sonehow encouragi ng the
Departnment of Energy to spend taxpayer doll ars naki ng
way for RVMU 2. | amassum ng DEC proj ect staff
additionally has taken that position because their
behavi or has been nore akin to a CMW consul tant than
to a regul ator.

The DEC has failed to use its authority to
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require CWMto clean up the ness they made of the
radi ol ogi cal contam nation while violating the New
York State Departnent of Health excavation order for
20 years. This nmade contam nation harder to find and
renmedi at e because of those vi ol ati ons and CWMhas known
about these problens for decades and has al so pl aced
obstacles in the way of Arnmy Corps investigation on

parts of three open vicinity properties.

Yesterday | prom sed t he DEC| woul d endeavor
t o make cl ear tothe public that the DECdoes not require
CW to renove radiol ogical contam nation on its
property unl ess CWM needs to nove that contam nation
with a shovel to facilitate the inport and burial of
chem cal waste. This approach captures perhaps 1% of
radi ol ogi cal problens on CAWM and i n exchange we get
nmore chem cal contam nation. Wat a deal for public
safety.

Not one taxpayer dollar of Army Corps tinme
shoul d be devoted to cl eaning up radiol ogi cal
contam nation on CAM | hope residents will ask our
congresswonman and our US senators to ensure we do not

subsidize CVWM in any nmanner anynore. CWM can wel |l

Associ ated Reporting Service
(716) 885-2081

46



US ARMY CORPS OF ENG NEERS 47

afford to use sone of the $10 mllion it sends back
to the head office in Houston every year to clean up
the ness they made and the New York State DEC should
require themto do so wthout delay.

| have been asking for transparency and LOOW
st akehol der interaction of both the New York State DEC
and the Arny Corps of Engineers for several years to
no avail. You would think in a community that has
al nost double the rate of chil dhood cancer expected
by the New York State Departnent of Health m ght be
treated equally to the polluters. W are still
waiting. Andif you dliketo update us on C\WM s Apri
2009 threat to sue t he Federal governnent over cl eani ng
up their nmess later this evening, we' d be interested
in hearing about it. | appreciate the Corps allow ng
me this tine to remnd themand fell ow residents that
when it conmes to CWMthe way the DEC and t he Arny Cor ps
treat us has not changed.

Thank you, and 1’'d like to conplinment again
the Arny Corps contractors for the excel |l ent work that
they do at the sites.

MS. RHODES: Thank you. Just one of the

advant ages of capturing things during the roundtable
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di scussion is, we could hear it, so if you wouldn't
m nd giving us a copy if you have it, so we coul d make
sure it goes on public record.

DR. SPRY: My | nake a comment ?

MS. RHODES: Sure.

DR SPRY: |'d like to nmake a comment on t he
fact that the speaker has pointed out that they have
representation fromall the local officials in this
area. As aresident of this area and wth a background
of a Ph.D. in nuclear physics fromthe University of
Rochester, 1'd like to point out that the previous
speaker does not represent ny viewpoint and certainly
does not represent ny i deas of what shoul d be done with
the cleanup at the Lake Ontari o Ordnance Wrks site.

| have no reason to agree in any way, shape or form
with the comments previously made by the previous
speaker. Thank you.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Can you st at e your nane.

DR. SPRY: Dr. WJ. Spry, S-P-RY, and |’
give you ny address if you want.

MR. BAKER: No, that’s fine. Thank you

MS. M CHELE RHODES: Let’'s see. | guess we

can convene in back for the poster session. The team
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w Il be available for any additional questions you
have. Agai n Departnent of Energy representatives will
be here. W’ Il reconvene back here at 7:15 for a
90- m nut e roundtabl e di scussion. Thank you.

(Recess taken for poster session)

ROUNDTABLE SESSI ON

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. |1’'dliketo just
start with a few operating principles for tonight’s
neeting. W have -- be courteous. Please turn off
el ectronics. Let’'s listen respectfully, one person
talking at a tine. Raise your hand when you want to
speak. Please state your nanme before commenti ng.
It’s inportant that the court recorder knows who you
are. This goes for the Corps teamand anyone el se here
that’'s here as a contractor. Please state what
organi zation you' re fromand who you’ re representing.
And pl ease, let’s give everyone a chance to conment
and if there is anything that we can’t address at
tonight’s neeting we wll put it in the parking | ot
to address at a future neeting.

When you cane in the door there was also a

poster up that said we woul d be taki ng suggesti ons for
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future agenda itens on different neetings, and there’s
comment cards in your folders, so if you have any
suggestions for us please wite themon the coment
cards and put themin the box before you |l eave. |Is
t here anyone that has any other operating principles
that they’d |like to suggest for tonight’' s neeting?
And i s everybody okay wth these? GCkay. Then we wll
get started. | will be witing down action itens
tonight, if there’'s any action itens that we have to
get back to people on. And is there anyone that woul d
like to start off with the first question? GCh, and
Natalieisinthecenter. Andif thereis aslidethat
you have a particular coment on that was in the
presentation if you tell her what slide nunber you're
t al ki ng about she can bring it up for you. Supervisor
New i n.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN:  Fred Newlin, Town of
Lewiston. 1'd like to thank the contractors and the
Arny Corps of Engineers. They do the best to nake a
| ot of this technical data consumabl e by us on a regul ar
basis. | did learn something. | have a couple of
guesti ons.

First of all, | want toreiterate the Town’s
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i mredi at e concern, putting aside the health concerns
just for a nonment, but | want to know if there was a
time line yet on securing that property. W, wth
Loui se Sl aughter we got this grant to get sone, about
$1.3 millionin. | want to knowand | think it would
be good for the public, to know what the tine line is
for that. | want to reiterate nmy concern that the
fencing off of the perineter be noved to the head of
t he agenda there, just so we secure the perineter first
and then the work can take place. | think that wll
save everybody here a | ot of headaches.

Then | had a second point on another matter,

but could we address that one first, please.

MR, Bl LL KOMLEWSKI: | coul d take the first
guestion. |I'mBill Kowal ewski with the Corps of
Engi neers. |’ve worked cl osely with Supervi sor New in

and the Town of Lew ston and his staff on the issue
of site security and the physical hazards at the Town’ s
property. The update | have is that the House has |
bel i eve approved the $1.3 m|lion budget request that
Congresswonman Sl aughter has put in for this project,
so it’s through the first of really three budget

wi ckets. The first is the House, the second is the
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Senate, the third is the Conference. And we'll be

wat ching that as it nmove through Congress. There’s

no prom se or any guarantee on the tinme franme, but if

past Congressional budget process plays out, we’'re
probably tal king, you know, in the Novenber-Decenber

time frane there w || probably be sonme novenent on t hat

and for exanple, last year the Corps received its
appropriation | believe in about the March tine frane.

So if that happens and this project is
approved, we’'ll certainly be in touch, Supervisor
Newlin. And wthregards tothe fact that, if it does
get approved and funded, we can certainly nmake the
fencing, the gates, the site perineter security a
priority for the contractor.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN: Ckay. Thanks. 1°'d
like you to keep that at the top of the list, if you
coul d, pl ease.

The second thing was, when we were going
t hrough the ol d underground utility lines, you
nmentioned the dichotony of sonme of the Iines being
concrete encased and sone being gravel encased. And
we have experience runni ng our own nmuni ci pal |ines that
t hese gravel encasedlinestransmt laterallyall sorts
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of liquid. So, you know, they alnpbst act as rivers
or at least small streans. So | was wondering if at
sone futurereport if the Arny Cor ps of Engi neers coul d
differentiate on these naps they have kindly provi ded
us whi ch one of these lines are gravel encased and whi ch
ones are concrete encased, and then put themin
rel ati ons to t he known t oxi c substances we have t here.

So are the gravel encased |lines, the ones
that are nore likely to transmt laterally, are they
connect ed sonehowto the nore toxic parts of this site
or are they closer to the concrete encased lines? |Is
t hat a reasonabl e request and you think it’s sonet hi ng
we could hamrer out at some future presentation or
offering fromthe Corps?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: This is Sandy
Staigerwald. | can't talk to like production of
additional figures or anything |ike that but | can
address the, where we did see sone of this gravel that
underlaid sone of the lines -- sone of the |ines
actually weren’t encased in anything. They were just
terra cotta line, just in the --

SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN:  That’s better than
gravel encased though in ternms of transm ssion.
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M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Absolutely. Yes.
Especially the clay out here, it tends to be alittle
tighter and seal a little bit better. Were we did
see gravel was basically |inestone screenings that we
saw. It didn't wap all the way around the line. It
was used nore as a bedding materi al beneath the |ine.
And those were really, the lines that we did see that
in were on Sonerset Goup property and CAM property.
And actually only inreally alimted area on that
old Air Force Plant 68 area. And then we didn't see
it throughout the entire length of the [ine. Most of
these lines we tried to go wherever we saw a crack in
the line, target that area. O if we didn't see
anything specific to target, at regular intervals,
every 200 feet or sonething along those |ines. What
we woul d notice is that we woul d open a |line here and
maybe there woul d be bedding material, maybe there
woul dn’t. O there wouldn't be bedding material and
we m ght go 200 feet and then there would be beddi ng
mat eri al .
So in the southern portion of the Air Force

Pl ant areas, on sone of the line types it was not

consistently placed. In sone of the Sonerset G oup
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lines, the wastewater lines, it was consistently

pl aced. So sone of those wastewater |ines across the
Sonerset G oup where we encountered those |ines and
could identify themspecifically as wastewater |ine,
they were underlaid with this |inmestone screening.
But none of the lines that were traversing |like the
30inchoutfall line, that was a concrete encased | i ne.

SUPERVI SORNEWL.I N:  The Town’ s concer n woul d
remain, isit just transporting the old Air Force site
or is it possibly channeling anything fromthe current
CWMsite, laterally off site that woul d be i nteresting
for us to know. Is it just noving the old waste or is
it possibly nmoving newer material .

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD:  Not hing that woul d
be noving fromoff the top of ny head, fromCW site
of f, but fromthe Sonmerset Group site onto CWM t hat
is a possibility because those wastewater lines did
traverse onto that property.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N:  Okay. Thank you. One
| ast question then is, fromyour exam nation of these
under ground pi pes, areyouledto believethat the water
that’s inthere nowis froma long tinme ago, or is the
infiltration and infl ow probl emi ncreasi ng so that as
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time goes by we’'re seeing nore novenent down there,
or isthewater that’s inthose pipesrelatively static
and just left over fromyears past, or is it getting
worse and we’re noving new material and new wat er
around?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: | don’t think | can
answer that definitively for all lines and all of the
beddi ng material that we saw. But | anticipate that
sone of that was perched, you know, we have | ayers of
sand | enses in the subsurface. Some of that could be
perched groundwater that has been trapped in that
beddi ng material and sone of it is probably materi al
that has | eaked out of the lines. To guess whether
or not it’sacontinuingleak fromthelinesintothat,
| don’t know, | wouldn’t hazard a guess.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N:  You said sone of the
pi ping material was even goi ng back past terra cotta
but to wood, is that right?

MS. SANDY STAI GERWALD:  Yes. I n our
i nvestigation only on the wastewat er treatnent plant,
if I recall correctly, we encountered a wooden
pi peline. Having said that, the 42 inch, the big
intake freshwater line that originated at the N agara
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Ri ver and traversed onto LOOW a portion of that was
actually constructed out of wood as well.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N: That’ s surprising. You
woul dn’t think it would be that old.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: | think, you know,
you pick up little pieces of information as you go
t hrough sonme of the historical records, sone of which
are sinple, as like the Wekly Record of LOON It’s
nmore for the folks and the people that are working
there. And you get a sense that they were actually
runni ng out of sone raw materials when they were
constructing these plants. So that's --

SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN:  Well, | guess I'd like
to see a delineation of where the wood |ines are, too,
and how preval ent they are. That’s goi ng back a ways.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Yeah. | can
definitely show you where I know where sone of those
wood lines are. What | don’'t know is along that 42
inch intake |line exactly where the wood started and
where the --

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N:  Are we tal ki ng about
tens of feet or hundreds of feet of wood line or --

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: |Is anyone fromthe
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Town of Lew ston, the water works or public works?
SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN:  No, we don’t have
anybody here unfortunately, no.
MS. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Ckay. Because |l was
going to say, M. Lockport --

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N Lockhart.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: -- or Lockhart, he
may know.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N:  Yes.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Yeah. Can you go
up to, say slide -- | guess the best one woul d probably

be slide nunber 7.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Was that a handout,

Sandy?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Yeah. If you have
a handout you should -- no, this figure | don't think
isin-- no, it’'s not on the handout.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: W have not
performed any excavations along this |ine.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN:  That’'s the 42 inch |ine?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: This is that

freshwat er i ntake |ine.
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SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N:  Yeah.

M5. SANDY STAlI GERVWALD: Exactly. However ,
when we were doing sone site reconnai ssance, we did
notice in sonme of the archive searches that we did that
t hey nentioned a portion of that |ine was constructed
out of wood. And then we did notice, when we wer e doi ng
a site reconnai ssance, where was that, | think it was
up inthis area, upinthis area here, that you could
see -- actually it was on the National Gid property.

We were doing sone site reconnai ssance and
we saw a part of the wood stave. | think they had done
sone construction work and had actually renoved a
portion of that line. So there m ght be sone evi dence
in the historical record of exactly where that
transition took place. Of the top of nmy head, | don’t
know. 1t’s one that we m ght have to tabl e and we can
| ook up. Is it just noving the old waste or is it
possi bly noving newer material. But | do know that
this end definitely has sone of the wood.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLIN: Ckay. Thank you.
Finally I just want to --

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: That'’s the intake.

SUPERVI SOR NEWLI N: | want to associ ate
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myself with sone comrents that were al ready nade, but
| dothink it would be a grave m stake i f taxpayer noney
was prioritized to be spent on concerns regardi ng the
CW site as opposed to concentrating on public health
and safety. There are so many concerns there, | think
the CWM interests should certainly take a deep back
seat tothose. But that’s ny only comment. Thank you
for your time and your answers. And | |ook forward
to getting a delineation of those lines as to what are
gravel encased, what are concrete encased and where
the wood lines mght be. Thank you.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. Anot her
question? There nmust be nore questions. Cone on.
MR, WLLI AM McDONALD: | have a question.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. Ckay. And your nane

MR. W LLI AM McDONALD: W 1 | i am McDonal d.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. M. MDonald, is it
possi ble for you to cone up where there’'s a mke so
t hat everybody can hear you?

MR. WLLI AM MCDONALD: My nane is WIliam
McDonald. | live in Lewi ston, New York. 1’ve |ived

in Youngstown. | lived in the Town of Lew ston. |
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lived in the Town of Porter, over the past 40 or 50
years. |’ve often asked both in the Vill age of
Lew ston and the Village of Youngstown and the Towns
of Porter and the Town of Lewiston if |I could get a
map that woul d show the various properties that are
classified as questionable, or whatever you want to
call them out around the Creek Road and the Lew Port
School Syst emand down on t he Youngst own- Lockport Road.

| know the properties are down there soneplace and
| ve gone, driven around down there and there are chain
link fences with very tiny little signs on themsaying
what they are. It’s very difficult to know what it
is you re | ooking at and what cl assification that
property is, if anything.

I’dliketo see a map published and avai |l abl e
to everybody who livesinthis area, particularly those
of us that have had children going to school there,
just what is there, where is it, and if we wanted to
hi re our own professional people to inquire about it,
how woul d we go about doing that? It seens to be a
big nmystery. 1’ve gone into the Town of Porter, for
exanple, in their offices there at Creek Road, and |
guess it’s Youngst own-Lockport Road, and they don’'t
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have any maps what soever, none, no maps of the area
that would identify who owns what. And |’'ve tried to
make themup nyself. In fact, | brought sone with ne.

But it’s very difficult. [It’s like putting a jigsaw
puzzle together. So |I’m so happy to see that the
officials are here this evening, particularly the Arny
Cor ps of Engi neers, who apparently are the grandfat her
of everything that’'s happening in this area. But as
far as | know, they haven’'t been readily avail abl e,
at least |I’ve never known just exactly where to go to
get these answers. So |’'’m hoping that this evening
w Il produce that for us.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: | can field that
question. It’s Sandy Staigerwald again. The Corps
is actually -- it’s not rel eased yet, but the Corps
isactually puttingtogether adocunent, the Managenent
Action Plan that we discussed, and actually this
gent |l eman over here i s holding up a breakout of every
parcel. There are a little over 550 parcels that
conpri se Lake Ontari o Ordnance Wrks and t he easenent s
that had been formerly used by the Departnent of
Def ense.

What the Managenent Action Plan will do is
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identify howthese different parcels are being carried
t hrough t he i nvesti gati ons and whet her or not t hey even
need an investigation, nmeaning that there were sone
that were categorized as, it’s just residential
property right now, we don’t have any indication that
it was used or there were any DOD activities that took
pl ace on that property, all the way up to parcel s that
were, we know these were used for TNT manufacturing
and we know fromrenedi al investigations that there
is sone inpact there.

So when -- because | think the concern is
shared by everybody that it’s a bi g conprehensive site
with a lot of different issues, I|ot of different
subsites and areas of concern here. Sothat’s why that
docunent was put together.

And when you finally get a chance to take
a look at this, youll be able to see, you know, if
you happentolivewithinthe footprint of LOOVN you'll
be able to pick out exactly what parcel you are and
go to a sub-report, which is that property specific
Managenent Action Plan, and it will detail all the
i nvestigations that have been done to date on those

parcels and al so what the status is what the plan is
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for that parcel

MR. WLLI AM McDONALD: That is the absolute
key to what we’re tal king about. The map i s nunber
1. Nunber 2 is an explanation of the history of the
various sites, what’'s been done with it, what it was
used for, what’'s been dunped on it, if anything, and
how it stands now. 1’d also add one ot her question,
then I'1l stop talking. |1’maquite curious, various
tinmes you read in the newspaper that the response of
the various citizens who have inquired at these
nmeetings, and the response is, there is no hazardous
property in this area and that we have no worries in
t he Lew Port School Systemand so forth, | know of any
nunber of people who have brought action agai nst
whoever is involved, they were involved with, working
in this area, and particularly in these mapped out
areas, that have made various financial settlenents
wi th whoever the authority is. |’mnot sure exactly
who because there’ s been so many peopl e i nvol ved. But
| know of sone judgnents that have cone through, as
much as a quarter of a mllion dollars. So if that
i s so, why woul d anybody nmake a settl enent for figures
likethat if weweresittinginperfectly safe property?
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M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: | don’t know if |
coul d answer that specific question.

MR, WLLI AM McDONALD:  No. | wouldn't
expect that you could. But that’s what |’ m buil di ng
up the groundwork for. Let’s seeif wecan’t findthe
answer to those questi ons.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Right. And I think
this will go, when this docunent is released, it wll
go a | ong way of showi ng peopl e t he areas and t he parcel s
that actually have sonme DOD, forner DOD activities,
and then a sunmary of those results, and if we think
that there is enough concern to actually carry that
through in different, you know, additional
i nvestigation and even possibly renediation in the
future.

MR, WLLIAMMDONALD: 1’d also like to have
onthetail end of this what if any deci si ons have been
made t hat we hear so many runors about with the cl eanup
of the area down by Al bany fromthe CGeneral Electric
waste matter that’s in the Hudson Rver. W don't
know, we just hear runors. |s that material going to
be brought here, and if it is, when, and al so what is
the potential damage of that to our comunity?
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M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD:  Yeah.
Unfortunately that one’ s definitely beyond ny
know edge | evel, soif anybody el se coul d addr ess t hat.

MR. KENT JOHNSON: | work for the New York
State DEC and | conme fromthe Hudson River Dredge
Project. | live near Albany. That’'s going by train
to west — WCX in West Texas. Actually the dredging
has sl owed down. They're having sone problenms with
hi gh water | evels but that is going on right now and
it is all going by train to West Texas.

MR, WLLI AM McDONALD:  Thank you.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: For our court recorder

t hat was Kent Johnson. Ckay. Additiona

guesti ons? M5. AMY WTRYOL: Arleen, are
you segregating the RI questions fromthe NFSS
guestions?

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: No. W can take any
at any tine.

M5, AMY WTRYOL: Well, just on the
Managenent Pl an Map that Bill was hol di ng up, the 1500
acres south of Bal mer Road had nultiple uses, so |I'm
ki nd of wonderi ng, when we | ook at, for instance, the

exanpl e of the outline of the NFSS, it has both the
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DOD and DCE i npact, so could you give us a sense for
whet her or not thi s nmanagenent planis bei ng confi gured
based on property ownership or based on historica
activity for the cl oseout process?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Yeah. Actually,
it’s based on, it is based on historical activity and
that’s how we group the parcels together. If we
t hought there was very little inpact and, you know,
basically different gradations of inpact fromformner
DOD activities. But at that point it’s al so by parcel
because once a parcel is identified as having that
specific inpact it gets placed into that parcel group.

In regards to Niagara Falls Storage Site and
whet her it’'s, you know, you nentioned the Ni agara Fal | s
Storage Site versus the regular, you know, FUDS
Formerly Used Defense Sites activity, the Managenent
Action Plan is geared a little bit nore toward the
Fornmerly Used Defense Sites i nvestigations. However,
we do incorporate investigations that have been done
for the FUSRAP side of things, and including the
vicinity properties that were also on any or all of
those parcels. So that’s also discussed in the

property specific Managenent Action Pl an.
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M. AMY WTRYOL: And will the risk
assessnent for all of those prograns be conbi ned?

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD:  We discuss -- |I'm
trying to recall actually. | think because N agara
Falls Storage Site is beinginvestigated under FUSRAP,
| think we leave it at that in that Managenent Acti on
Pl an, meaning that we discuss that there is a risk
assessnent in just very broad terns and we refer the
reader to the actual risk assessnment report, but it
doesn’t pull two risk assessnments together and assess
it as one big risk. It does not do that. It sinply
presents theinformation andthen presents the proposed
path forward through the environnental response
pr ocess.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH:  Fol | ow up questi on, Any

M5. AMY WTRYOL: Well, | actually had a
FUSRAP question but --

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: |s there soneone el se
t hat has a questi on or woul d you mi nd i f Ay asks anot her
one? W' re okay, Any.

M5. AMY W TRYOL: Wat feedback i s t he FUSRAP

programgetting fromot her agenci es on t he devel opnent
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of the feasibility study, you know, in terns of
potential options or reinforcenent of the contai nnent
for the residues at the Nlagara Falls Storage Site?
M5. M CHELE RHODES: |’'m M chel e Rhodes.

Amy, we did solicit information fromboth the EPA and
t he DEC on t he ARARs or t he applicabl e regul ati ons t hat
may be | ooked at in the future. W’re nowhere near

| ooking at themright now but we wanted their input

i n advance of that deliverable.

| guess our first deliverable for the

feasibility study for the Niagara Falls Storage Site
isafeasibility study work planandthat will basically
| ay out sort of our approach in issuing these interim
tech nmenos and t hese tech nenos wi || be sort of grouped
by a topic so an ARAR woul d be one of the tech nenos
t hat we | ook at but we’ re not near gettingtothat point.
We didincorporate inthe Feasibility Study Wrk Pl an
actual neeting mnutes fromaninternal neetingtalking
about, sort of giving a feel for where we’re headed
so that everybody coul d see sort of the approach that
we’'re thinking. And basically it’s designed to
solicit input in advance of actually preparing the

report.
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M5. AMYy WTRYOL: Since M. Johnson is here
fromthe DEC, has a copy of your ARAR recommendati ons
been provided to the RABradi ati on conm ttee or is that
sonet hing you could do?

MR, JOHNSON: That woul d be sonet hing you' d
have to talk to our radiation program John Lynch
woul d be the persontotalkto. | haven't beeninvol ved
in that.

M5. AMY W TRYOL: Could you shepherd that
request for us?

MR. JOHNSON: Ckay. Again, |’mnot aware
of anything on that topic. | will ask M. Mtchell.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: If you could facilitate
the transm ssion of that information.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: | think there was sone
kind of -- and it wasn’'t solicited at that point but
as part of the DEC s comments on the Rl report, they
were chem cal ARAR based, not radiological. That
woul d be sort of John's field, but those are the ones
| was referencing.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: Well, one of the reasons
why | ask is, a couple of years ago Dr. Boeck suggest ed

t hat the Arny Cor ps convene wi th a Restorati on Advi sory

Associ ated Reporting Service
(716) 885-2081

70



US ARWY CORPS OF ENG NEERS
Board neeting, a discussion of |essons |earned from
Fernal d, which had the sanme high activity, K65
resi dues, which it was able to successfully ship
off-site that we have here at the Ni agara Fal |l s St orage
Site, and | did see the other day a letter fromthe
EPA to you about not only the standards that if a
repository cannot be identified that the NFSS
cont ai nment shoul d neet the standards for contai nment
of high | evel radi oactive waste, and possi bly consi der
vitrification, which | think was the first step of
stabilizing the material at Ohio.

Soit mght beavery goodtine nowto, whet her
the Army Corps recogni zes the Restoration Advisory
Board or not, to at |east convene a neeting wth
knowl edgeabl e fol ks |i ke Dr. Boeck to have sone peopl e
fromFernal d as wel | as the Buffal o district tal k about
how t hi ngs were handl ed at Fernal d that woul d be good
preparation for us for when the feasibility study is
done and we get a |l ook at sone of the options. Because
at least this as a first step would give us the
opportunity to see what’s been done and then give us
t he adequacy of tine to begin to research sone things

on our own in preparation for that report. And could
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youremndne, what’sthetinefranefor thefeasibility
study? Target date, estinmate?

MR. KOMLEWSKI: Conpl etion date or the
starting?

M5. AMY W TRYOL: Conpl eti on.

MR. KOMLEWSKI :  Agai n dependi ng on the
funding stream if it comes inas it has, inthe 2012,
2013 time frane to have that finished, but we will see
products along the way as it’s devel oped.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Part of the reason for
the tine frane is because we're issuing it the way we
are. W want to obviously integrate everybody into
the process. As Any nentioned, these FS technical
menos, for exanple, one of themw || be, these are the
alternatives that we’'re | ooking at for the different
operable units on site. So you could see what we're
proposi ng, you know, be able to suggest things, take
a look at it. Fernald, excellent, you know, we
definitely want to take advantage of what Fernal d has
done. They have t he ot her half sort of our K65 resi due,
which is the risk driver for the Niagara Falls Storage
Site and what we plan on doing is a waste di sposal and

Fernald | essons | earned tech mennp. So that will be
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sonething that we’'re initiating.

In addition to that, we actually have
contractors that were integral to the Fernal d project
revi ewi ng, independently technically review ng our
feasibility study docunents to ensure that any
additional information is incorporated that we need
to know.

M5. AMY WTRYCL: Thank you. And | would
al so encourage you to nake the RAB radi ati on comm ttee
awar e, you know, that M. Johnson or whonever is
representing the DECto the Restorati on Advi sory Board
radi ati on conmttee, copy t hemon your recomrendati ons
to the Corps and if the Corps could keep us advi sed
as to what they hear fromwhether it’s the Depart nent
of Energy or the EPAso that we can start thinking about
t hese ideas or i f we have sone i nformati on t hat we t hi nk
could better informsone of the points bei ng made by
t he agencies, that the community has that opportunity
as opposed to the agencies having this conversation
com ng to consensus and then a docunent is published
and then we go through public input. |[It’s pretty
difficult for the public to have influence after
there’s a consensus on the part of nmany agencies. So
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to the extent we can kind of march down that road
t oget her, hopefully, you know, better information wl|
be avail able and help the Arny Corps reach sone
concl usi ons sooner and hel p actually expedite the tine
frames for the public participation process.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: W definitely
appreci ate any i nput we get and just to nention, too,
that the layout kind of a phased approach to issuing
the feasibility study tech nenos was desi gned so t hat
we woul d be able to get the input before we actually
went further in the process and used that concl usion
|ater on. So it was phased intentionally to make sure
that we didn’t sort of progress to the point where we’'d
have to rework a lot to go back and incorporate any
informati on we received.

M5. AMY¥ WTRYCOL: Arleen, the only other
question | have is whether or not the Departnent of
Energy, the DEC or the Arny Corps knows of any topic
they think that m ght be of interest to us that’s being
undertaken right now that hasn’t been di scussed yet
or presented tonight.

MR. JOHNSON: One thing that m ght be of
interest | thinkasit progressesisthe stimnmulus funded
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t ake-down, the denolition of building 401, which is

probably going to be taking place next sunmer. But

t he Cor ps of Engi neers, because it’s a stinulus funded
program it’sinaverytight tine franme, and t hey hope
to have a contractor, at |east the current schedul e
to us was that they hope to have a contract in January
or February and by next summer hopeful I y have wor k pl ans
inconstruction -- or denolition of that buil ding, and
that m ght be sonething that | think the public would
be very interested and woul d | i ke to know what’ s goi ng
on, because it's a fairly large project.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: There is a fact sheet
on that in the folder on the | eft hand side, the very
| ast fact sheet.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Just one point to note,
one of the advantages of kind of taking this new map
approach to LOOWis that we are actually starting to
cl ose out sone of these properties. W are going to
initiate that process, develop it so that we can just
keep, you know, slowy picking away at LOOW and get
t hese environnental concerns taken care of. One of
t he strategi es we have i s sort of takingthe |l owhanging
fruit, or the areas, you know, such as a |lot of the
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residential areas that Sandy nentioned that are, have
noinpact. I1t’s nore of a paperwork exercise to close
those properties out since there’s no environnent al
noni tori ng necessary because there was no activities
thereto sanple for. So one of thoselowhanging fruit
is the Lew ston-Porter Central School. So we have net
with Lew Port, with a supervi sor and t he envi ronnent al
subcomm ttee to sort of gather what kind of concerns
peopl e may have remaining on that and to close -- do
sonme additional sanpling in the spring to close out
any concerns and to i n essence cl ose out that property
from our nap.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: Are there any other
meeti ngs or conversations or projects with any other
st akehol ders that you'd like to share with us?

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Qur next neeting is

Decenber 2",
MS5. AWY W TRYCOL: | see we still have a
representative fromCMW in the back. 1’'dinvite them

if they want to talk to us about their request to open
vicinity property C, we’'d certainly appreciate them
sharing any information with the public that nmay be
relevant to that waste material on the LOOWSsite.
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M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. Ckay, Any. Are you
okay now?
AMY W TRYOL: Yes.
ARLEEN KREUSCH. Ckay.
NEI L REARDON: Just one.

ARLEEN KREUSCH: Yes, Neil Reardon.

2 5 2 B D

NEI L REARDON: M nane is Neil Reardon.
Go ahead. I'msorry. Go ahead.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH:. | was goi ng to have you
state your nane and who you're --

MR. NEIL REARDON. (kay. Neil Reardon.
Mayor of the Village of Youngstown. And as you know,
as you attended and Bill attended as did other
representatives other including the colonel fromthe
Corps, we had a really constructive dial ogue and a
t hree-hour roundtable neeting with virtually every
elected official from Wstern New York, both State
| ocal , Federal and i ncludi ng t he Heal t h Depart nent and
school officials as well. And the good thene of that
neeting, a solid theme and a universal thenme was to
still try to gain official recognition for the LOOWN
RAB so that we’d at | east have a conmunity voice with
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a lot of expertise that we as el ected officials don’'t
al ways have. And again, | think the neeting, | think
you' d all agree was very constructive, was not
adversarial. It was very objective. W actually had
two neetings, one prior and then one with the Corps.

And we al so had sone Federal representatives there
that were trying to get sonething passed i n Washi ngt on
to support that cause. But has t here been any progress
at all internms of maybe official recognition for what
we’'d call the LOOWRAB or a group of that nature. Any
tal ked about community representation and it’s
critical to all of us that we with you report back to
our community on an often basis to nake sure that they
know t he progress of these sites.

And you’ ve been very proactive in terns of
sendi ng out the notices to all those nenbers and to
all of us and the data, |ike this evening, and the
nmeetings, but it’s absolutely vital to us that we have
official recognition as you saw uniform agreenent on
that day of a voice, an official voice |ike the LOOW
RAB at one ti ne was recogni zed as. And | was wonderi ng,
was there any nore di scussion or any progress in that

r eal n?
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MR. KOMALEWSKI : There has been really no
novenent on the issues that we left it with at the | ast
meeting, which was that this is above and beyond a
Buffalo district decision. This goes to the
Depart nment of Defense, the US Arny, to nmake a deci si on
on that should the elected | eaders pursue that with
them So the Buffalo district has really not done
anyt hing since the US Arny responded to the New York
State Attorney Ceneral’s inquiry sone nonths ago and
laid out their rationale at that point.

MR. NEI L REARDON: Ckay.

MR. KOMALEWSKI :  And maybe, Arleen, do you
want to explain the tinme franme for under DERP FUDS
the resolicitation of interest in a DOD RAP

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: W solicitedinterest al nost
two years ago nowin an official Departnent of Defense
restoration advisory board. And we are required by
regulation to solicit the community every two years
to find out if they have interest in establishing a
board. The tine frame for that wll be April of 2010
sowe wi || be once agai n aski ng the communi ty what their
preference is on that and we will be placing ads in
t he newspaper and sending the news fromthe Corps and
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all the things that we did last time to try and find
out what the community is really looking for in that
ar ea.

MR. NEIL REARDON. | pronmi se you you || get
a good response. So, thank you.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Can el abor at e on how nmany
responses are needed.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. O f the top of ny head,
| know that we either need the EPA or | think the DEC
to say that they would like us to have a restoration
advi sory board. O we need 50 letters fromthe
comunity saying that they would, they are interested
in having a restoration advisory board.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: Didn't both the DEC and
EPA, certainly the DEC, sent us a letter of support
for the restoration advisory board.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH. They sent a letter of
support for the comrunity based vol unteer group but
they did not send a letter that said that they wanted
us to establish an official Departnent of Defense
restoration advi sory board.

M5. AMY W TRYOL: M. Johnson, coul d you get
aletter by the end of the week asking the Arny Corps
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to convene an official restoration advisory board?
Thisis the first we’ve heard of that fine distinction.

MR, JOHNSON: Quite honestly, it sounds |ike
semantics to me. | thought the Departnent’s point of
view was there, but we could do it but what it sounds
like to nme is that nothing is going to happen before
April.

M5. AMY WTRYCL: Well, it’s a yes or no
question. Could we get a letter fromthe DEC by the
end of the week?

MR, JOHNSON: | could prepare sonething to
send, for ny managenent to send out.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: We'd appreciate it.

MR, KOMLEWSKI: And | just don’t want to
overl ook all the discussion that we had at the two
roundt abl e neetings about the particulars wth what
the Corps can do with an official DOD RAB, so those
i ssues remai n regardl ess.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH:. A restoration advisory
board neeting woul d | ook very simlar to what we have
ri ght here.

M5. AMY WTRYCL: Well, there’'s a |lot of
di scretion on the part of the installation. | think
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maybe, Kent, | understand what the distinction is.
The Corps is saying that the DEC s letter supported
the community based board because the Corps believes
that it followed regulation in disbanding the
restoration advisory board that it created in 1999.

So that nust be why they’'re nmaking that distinction.
So we would -- on further thought, we' re probably
better off leaving the DECletter as is because if the
DEC requests an advisory board to be reconvened, it

woul d | eave the false inpression that the advisory
board that was convened was ever dissolved in
accordance with regulation and that’s where we, the
DEC, and the Attorney General of the State of New York
have a di sagreenent wth the Arny Corps.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: [|f an offici al
Departnment of Defense restoration advisory board is
formed, there will be a sel ection panel that is fornmed
and there will be applications taken for nenbership.

M5. AMY W TRYOL: Again, the position of this
comunity, its nunicipalities and the DEC, and the
Attorney General of the State of New York is that you
al ready have a restoration advi sory board. So | guess

we can agree to disagree on that point.
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MB. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Okay. Thank you.

DR. SPRY: \When the speaker tal ks about the
idea that the community is represented by the RAB
that’ssinplyafalseinpression. It’snot aconmttee
that is produced by any el ection process. 1It’s not
known by any el ectorate who's on the nenbership, and
it certainly doesn’t have the support of every nenber
of the community. Thank you.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: | guess | would just add
to M. Spry’'s comments that he mght talk to his town
supervi sor or village mayor or N agara County or the
County Health Departnent and we woul d wel cone --

MR. SPRY: | would be glad to talk to them
but | don’t have any intention of supporting the RAB

| think it’s a useless project. Thank you.

M5. AMY WTRYCL: Dr. Boeck, |I’'d encourage
you to chine inif you d like. M. Spry, | haven't
seen you at a restoration advisory board neeting but
woul d certainly encourage you to --

MR. SPRY: |’ve never been invited. Thank
you. And | don’'t want to be.

M5. AMY WTRYCOL: Well, the public has been
invited pretty regularly but -- by both the Arny Corps
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and the advi sory board group.

MR. SPRY: | ask that the di scussi on conti nue
on the Lake Ontario Ordnance Wrks.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. Thank you. W
can put that in the parking lot for now It will be
brought forward. GCkay. D d anybody have any
guestions on any of the particular slides in the
presentation that they saw tonight that they didn't
quite understand or that they want further
clarification on?

MR. KEITH FOX: Well, no, not necessarily
the slides but I'’m|looking at the denolition of the
bui | di ng 401.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. M. Fox, could
you just |et everybody el se know who you are?

MR. KEITH FOX: Okay. |'mKeith Fox and
amvi ce chai rman of the Town of Lew ston Environnent al
Commi ssion. | carry several other hats but that’ s the
one |’ mtal ki ng about now.

|’ mjust wondering if it’'s fairly well
radi ol ogically contam nated and if it is, will there
be special concern over how they handle the materials
that are denolished or taken off that site?
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MS. M CHELE RHODES: To answer your
guestion, the purpose for renoving the buildingis nore
to access contam nated pi pel i nes and drai ns and sunps
underneath. The building itself is for the majority
not contam nated with RAD. However, actually our
heal t h physici st, Hank Spector, had reviewed a | ot of
the DCE surveys and there is |ocalized RAD
contam nation that can be segregat ed separ at e f romt hat
denmolition.

MR. KEITH FOX: So this will be a concern
because as it says here, limted concern in sone of
t he beans and so on and so forth.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Right.

MR. KEI TH FOX: Thank you.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Any addi ti onal questions
on any of the material that was presented tonight?
Yes?

M5. MARY SHRINER.  Mary Shriner fromN agara
Uni versity.

MS5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Can everybody hear
Mary?

M5. MARY SHRINER: Can you hear me? Wth
respect to the denolition of building 401, the focus
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so far has been on radiol ogi cal contam nation. What
about chem cal contam nation?

M5. M CHELE RHODES: W do have chenica
contam nation within the drai ns and sunps under neat h.

We do have containers within building 401 that have
chemcalsinthem For the nost part, we have asbest os
in some of the -- we did an asbestos abatenent but
there’s sonme paneling that’s still there remaining.

We did that just to keep the building intact until
it could be denolished. As far as chem ca
contam nation, it will be tested but it’s not
necessarily a concern as far as the actual structure
itself.

M5. MARY SHRINER |s there -- did you | ook
at | ead contam nation?

M5. M CHELE RHODES: It definitely has | ead
paint, yes. That is one thing left to worry about,
yes.

M5. MARY SHRI NER: And so then there would
be precautions | assune taken to --

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Right. W basically
wite a scope of work for our contractor to go in and

they are required to do, basically neet all the
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necessary standards for di sposal, transportation, and
actual denolition.

MB. MARY SHRINER. Ckay. Thank you.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH:  For our court recorder,
that was Mary Shri ner.

MR. JOHNSON: M chel e, you m ght want to j ust
tell themthat you guys got this --

M5. M CHELE RHODES: W did issue a scoping
docunment. One of the -- building 401 was the forner
boil er plant for the TNT process for the LOON It was
constructedin1942. Al ot of historic, you know, very
historically significant building. Soright nowwe're
working with the State Historic Preservation Ofice
to docunent its history, to make sure that’s not | ost
before the denolition. W have a |lot of -- we went
into the national archives, have a |lot of the 1942,
the original construction reports, 1944 obliques or
actual photos of it, and to see the progression. So
that’s one of the things we did is issue the scoping
docunment to basically say that we are going to be
docunenting the historic aspect of the buil ding before
denolition.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Qur person that’s
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recordi ng the neeting needs to change his tape, sol’'m
going to let himdo that, and you guys can thi nk about
ot her questions that you have. As soon as he lets ne

know t hat he’s had his tape changed, we’ll keep goi ng.

Ckay. Are there additional questions for
anything that we’ ve presented tonight or any of the
handout s?

MR FOX: Well, just one little question,
and that is -- and I may have mssed it. You nay have
already told us when that map that you’ re producing
woul d becone avail abl e.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: The map actually is
available in the fact sheet that was in your handout
f ol der.

MR FOX: Geat.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. It’s kind of inside,
it’s and 11 by 17, that opens up.

MR, FOX: Good. |It's also probably on the
websi te.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH:  Yes.

MR. FOX: Thank you

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. And actually it would
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be better to l ook at it on the website because you can
make it bigger and focus in on certain areas.

Gentl eman in the back, you had a question?

MR. MATTHEW PATTERSON: My nane is Matthew
Patterson. |’mw ththe Tuscarora Environment Program
and | was just wondering, in Cctober, early Novenber
if the Arny Corps is going to be part of vigilant guard
for thissitetoseeif it would be involved just, even
if it’s just a paper exercise, to find out what the
facility -- what resultswi |l coneof thefacility since
it’s going -- the operation for this will be about
Western New York and the exercise | guess is going to
be an earthquake, and | was just wondering if the Arny
Corps woul d use, would be involved just to find out
the effects of an earthquake onthis facility, not just
t he buil dings, but the current N agara Falls Storage
Site and that coul d possibly be part of any future use
efforts fromthe results of the exercise.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: For the -- are you
talking for like the waste contai nment structure?

MR, MATTHEW PATTERSON: |’ mtal ki ng about
possibly the entire site, you know, you now know t he
construction and the nmakeup of the pipes and
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potentially what was going through the pipes as well
as the current Niagara Falls Storage Site where you
are hol ding the radi oactive material, just to find out
even i f shoul d there be an eart hquake hownuch can this
facility withstand before possibly a breach of its
current makeup.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Gkay. That’'s an
excel l ent question. That’s one thingthat we're going
to do in our feasibility study and that is actually
going to be one of the technical nenos. W’ re going
to | ook at an earthquake scenari o and what that m ght
dotothecell and it will be presented in sort of two
tech nenos, the first being what type of radon rel ease
coul d be expected for different magni t ude eart hquakes.

The second woul d be what type of gamma radi ati on woul d
be associated with that. So that's definitely
sonething that we need to | ook at as sort of a failure
scenario. That being said, | nean the area is not
extremely seismcally active. The closest, the
closest fault is the C arendon Linden near Attica.
However, it is definitely sonethingthat i s onour radar
and we hope to include in our feasibility study
assessnent.
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MR, MATTHEW PATTERSON: Ckay. | was just
wondering sinceit’s goingto be heldinthe next nonth
and early Novenber so | was just wondering if, letting
you be aware of that it is going on and maybe can save
some noney and find out.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Absolutely. W'l
definitely be sure to address that, that scenario.
Absol utely.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. But you're
tal ki ng about an exercise that’s taking place in the
comuni ty?

MR. MATTHEWPATTERSON: Yes. Thereis going
to be an exercise in the community and | was just
wondering if they were aware and --

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Sorry. |
m sunder st ood your question. No, |I’'’mnot aware of
t hat .

MR, MATTHEW PATTERSON: | can talk to you
after the neeting.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Ckay.

MR. FREDERI CK: The DOE early on did | ook
at sone seismc data and di d sonme sei sm c cal cul ations

on the cell in our waste contai nnent structure using,
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you know, the presence of the C arendon Linden fault,
its proximty, periodicity on earthquakes and the
normal size that it sees, and then they kind of ranp
that up to have it be, | don't want to use the term
wor se case. And fromwhat ever nunber, and |* mpl uggi ng
t hi s nunber out of ny head fromjust readi ng a docunent
rel ated to sonething el se we were di scussing i n house
at one point intine, and | think it was protected to
around 6.5 earthquake magnitude with that anount of
ground accel eration froma nmagnitude that large, it
woul d be protected. The likely scenario would be |ike
afailure, a slunp, part of the sides would sl unp out.

So | believe that’'s what the DOE canme up within their
early docunents and we’ re going to be | ooki ng at newer
data, newer technol ogy.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: kay. So --

MR. FREDERICK: | didreadinthe paper about
your simulation. You areright. There are sonething
goi ng on, had sonething to do with a vigilance study.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH:. |Is there a way that we
coul d contact sonebody or sonebody could contact us
with information about that?

MR, MATTHEW PATTERSON: Yes. | can get you
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t hat information.
M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. Gkay. Thank you.
Addi tional questions fromthe audi ence? Go ahead.
Pl ease state your nane and --
MR JIM LANGLEY: M nane is JimLangl ey,

| liveinthe Town of Lewiston. |’'d Ilike to coment
on the 401 report that you gave on the building. |
t hought that was extrenely conplicated and a very, very
informative report. | had visited this building a
coupl e times, once when | was on the RAB board before,
and al so as a Town Board nenber, and the place is a
di sgrace. It just has to be renoved and |’ mgl ad t hat
you're taking action to do it. |It’s going to create
alot of enploynent inthe area al so because t he nunber
of things that have to be done. | think this is our
own area stinmulus programfor the nunber of jobs that
are going to be created. But let’s get the jobs here.
The job has, this has to be done. Let’s get withit.
The one thing | wouldn’t like to see a | ot of noney
spent on though, there was a little coment in here
that there is sonme preservation group that is thinking
maybe thisis ahistorical buildingthat has to be saved

and rectified. 1It’s the craziest thing | ever heard
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of. The building is a disaster and has to be renoved
and made, the areas underneath it nade saf e and renpve
the radiation and so forth. And so | hope that we can
get wwthit and get this building out of the conmmunity.
M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH:. Thank you
M5. M CHELE RHODES: Definitely it’'s still
structurally stable but absolutely it’s in a very
deteriorated state, and just one thing to nention is,
we have been working with the State Historic
Preservation Ofice and they have indicated that we
may be able to sort of nake an agreenent that as |ong
as we properly docunent it, that it mght be able to
be denolished. Sol thinkthat’ s sort of the pathwe’re
goi ng on that.
MR. LANGLEY: Yes. Let’s save that noney.
Ri ght.
M5. M CHELE RHODES: Yes.
M5. ARLENE KREUSCH. Gkay. Thank you.
Addi ti onal coments or questions? Anmy, are you set?
We've still got 15 m nutes. There nust be sonet hi ng
on the slides that sonebody has a question on. No?
Ckay. kay. Dr. Boeck. Thank you.

DR. BOECK: Well, anopng the i ssues that were
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touched today is the property which is call ed Baker
Smith area as wel | as t he Lew st on wast ewat er treat nent
pl ant. Now Baker Smth was a contractor and they had
a variety of shops and a railroad |line there. The
i ssues are in ny opinion radiological issues. There
is arailroad |oading platform There is a railroad
bed. There are a nunber of shops that were used for
reactor waste storage as well as Manhattan District
st or age.

And the issue then is that the properties
on the NFSS side of the fence were excavated and soi l
was renoved. The very sane | oading platformon the
Town of Lew ston side apparently was not exani ned
cl osely except every 50 feet or sonething like that
and the obvi ous questionis, if you' re going to spill
somet hi ng when you’ re | oadi ng and unl oadi ng barrels
onrailroad cars, thisis the place to | ook. However,
it has rained on those | oadi ng pl atforns for many, nmany
years and the place not to look is on the platformbut
inthe soil nearby. Anything on top would have washed
off. Sothisis an areathat we thi nk needs addi ti onal
exam nati on because of the history of radi ol ogi cal use

inthat areaandthe fact that thereis atransportation
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route and the very likelihood of spills and | eakage
frombarrels and the itens that were both | oaded and
unl oaded in that area.

So that is an additional consideration on
that property not particularly on the wastewater
treatnent plant itself but on the so-called vicinity
shops, and | understand that the foundations of the
bui l di ngs are there. And agai n, foundation thensel ves
have probably been washed by rai nwat er for many years,
so it would be the vicinity of those foundations.

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Just to respond, you
mentioned the Baker Smith areaandit’s definitely one
of the areas we’re focusing on for our renedial
i nvestigation addendum That was one of the coments
that was made on the report itself and it will be
included in the sanple |locations. The, part of that
w Il be, you know, is there a potential for groundwat er
off-site mgration of this, this groundwater
contam nation and that will extend on to the Town of
Lew ston property to nake sure that it hasn’t m grated
substantially past that. Fromwhat we see on-site and
withthetight clay soils, andit does haveinternedi ate

sand pockets, but the known RAD storage area as you
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can see definitely haven't mgrated very far, which
you woul d expect because of the clay. But that’s

definitely sonething that we’re going to be pursuing.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: Mchele, if | renenber --
this is Any Wtryol. Mchele, | renenber in the
original Renedial Investigation Report there was a
plume in the Baker Smith area, wasn’'t there a urani um
plume there. So that -- what’s the proximty of that
plunme to the areas that Dr. Boeck has just described?

M5. M CHELE RHODES: Basically we nade t hat
t he boundari es of the groundwater contam nation from
three locations. Soin away it | ooks very | arge but
we kind of exaggerated it because we didn’'t have a
ot of data in between to make it smaller. So that
area is the Baker Smith area and that’'s within the
shops that he’s discussing.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Okay. Additional
guestions? No? Ckay.

MR. AARON BESECKER: Aaron Besecker,

Buf fal o News. Just wondering, theresults of therisk
assessnent that were presented earlier, | just want
to make sure | understand it. There were 10 exposure
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units and it |ooks Iike about half of them have
potential human health concerns. Am | saying that

correctly? Is that the right way to look at it or

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Cynthia, coul d you say
your nane again and --

MS. CYNTH A CHEATWOOD: Basically the 10
exposure units also include exposure unit 10, which
is the underground utilities which traverse quite a
fewproperty owners. You are correct in that certain
receptors |I think as we identified, areas 1, 3, 4,
and then exposure unit 10, the underground utilities
as they traverse across the Town of Lewi ston and al so
Sonerset, and then exposure unit 8. But not for every
receptor evaluated, just for certain ones.

MR. AARON BESECKER: Ckay.

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: |Is there a fact sheet

or a handout that wll -

MS. CYNTH A CHEATWOOD:  Yes.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: It’s Sandy
Staigerwald. Actually in the packet that you
received, if you go to handout 18, that’s, within
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t he packet that’'s your nobst concise sunmary of the
ri sk assessnment results. So it lists the different
EUs, EUs 1 t hrough 10, keeping in m nd that EU7 which
is the wastewater treatnent plant, has not yet been
assessed for risk because it’s actually undergoing
an investigation right now

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. So you said
handout nunber 18.

MR. NEW.I N: What's the cover sheet on that
one?

M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH. It’s probably al nost
the |l ast sheet in your folder.

M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Looks like a large
table and there’s also a poster of this, too, in the
back. Ri ght downinthe corner you shoul d see handout
nunber 18.

MR, FREDERI CK: This is Bill Frederick,
remenber for the residential scenari o where you have
i ke potential exposures to children and stuff |ike
that. That is for sonebody who woul d be |iving, you
know, putting up their house, having their garden
and playing in the dirt. You know, a potentia
per son.
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M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Was that a slide that
we need to bring up, too?

M5. CYNTHI A CHEATWOOD: This is Cynthia
Cheatwod again. Also within the Town of Lew ston
and the Sonerset Group property the underground
utilities exposure unit 10, if we found a concern
for the resident, we had to nake the assunption that
a resident would dig up these utilities and then not
di spose of themor keep thembasically in a soil pile
inthe backyard for a certain anount of tinme and t hat
t hey woul d be exposed to that. So we assuned a
definitely nmaxi mum exposure case.

M5. AMY WTRYCL: Any Wtryol again. M
earlier question to Sandy about the conbination of
the risk assessnents, while | understand the
limtations of howthe receptors are created, | just
want to be clear that frommny view, while |I have no
reason to doubt the integrity of this particular
analysis, frommny viewit’s not relevant to human
heal th risk because it doesn’t consolidate all of
the risk issues out at the site and it’s not really
within, the risk issues at the site are not limted
to Federal contam nation as well. So | just wanted
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to be clear for the record that sonmeday we hope
regulationis structuredin such away that a conbi ned
ri sk assessnent |ayering all of the prograns and all
t he sources of contam nation, which is how the
comunity | ooks at it, what’'s the sumtotal of the
risks to ne, as opposed to the pieces by regulation
that you're charged with anal yzing for us.

M5. SANDY STAI GERVWALD: One point to note
inthat regard is that, just a rem nder that in the
exposure units that we di d performtheri sk assessnent
for, those exposure units included data from what
we refer to as that full suite of chem cal anal yses.

So the sanples were collected and anal yzed
regardl ess of any non-DOD potential inpact because
in those areas we didn't really suspect there was
alot of non-DOD inpact. So they were assessed with
vol atil e organi c conpounds, sem -volatiles, al
t hose, explosives, netal, et cetera.

M5. AMY WTRYOL: Well, in the addendum
sanpling that includes not just full chemcal suite
but radiol ogical is done. W hope there is an
opportunity to revisit these risk assessnents.
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M5. SANDY STAI GERWALD: Right. And to
clarify, that is correct that this does not include
risk fromradiol ogi cal paraneters.
MB. AMY W TRYOL: Right.
M5. ARLEEN KREUSCH:. Aaron, did you have
a followp question with that?

MR. AARON BEDECKER: No.

MS. ARLEEN KREUSCH: Ckay. Additional
guestions? Theteamw || be available for 15 m nutes
after if anybody has any one-on-one questions.

Pl ease renenber that you have comrent cards in your
folder. Please wite your comments on there if you
didn’t have sonething that you thought should be
addressed toni ght but needs to be addressed at a
future neeting, or if you have suggestions about
nmeeti ngs or whatever, please put themin the box in
t he back. W do have news fromthe Corps el ectronic
email |list service, so if you are not on that and
you want to be, pl ease nake sure that you either gave
us your enmil address on the sign-in sheet or that
you see us after to nake sure that we have it. O her
than that, | want to thank you very, very nuch for
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comng, and we will be having another neeting in
Decenber on the 2", and it will beinthis facility,
so we hope to see you then. Thank you very nuch.

(Meeting concl uded.)
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