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The 12.7-acre Robintech/National Pipe site is a light industrial facility located in
Vestal, Broome County, New York. Land use in the area is predominantly industrial,
residential, and recreational with an estimated 5,350 people living within a one mile
radius of the site. The facility is situated in a regionally important industrial
center adjacent to Binghampton, NY in the Susquehanna River basin. The Susquehanna
River is located one-half mile north and west of the site; however, the site does not
contain or impact any ecologically significant areas. The site overlies two aquifers
that are used as water supplies, however there are no private water wells in the
vicinity of the site. In 1966, Robintech Inc., constructed the main building that
currently exists onsite. The first floor of the building was used to manufacture
aircraft engine mounts and automobile accelerator cables, while the second floor housed
an assembly area for electronic cable. 1In 1970, the first floor activities were
replaced with polyvinyl chloride (PVC) pipe extrusion operations. Since that time, and
until 1991, successive owners of the site have used the facility for PVC pipe extrusion
operations. Prior to 1983, municipal water was used as cooling water. After 1983, when
10 production wells were installed onsite, ground water was used as cooling water
during the extrusion operations. Wastewater from the process was released onsite under
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a discharge permit issued by the State. 1In 1984, the State detected organic constituents
at levels above permitted standards in a wastewater effluent sample. Further
investigation indicated that onsite ground water used in the extrusion process was the
source of the contamination in the effluent. 1In 1987, EPA required a detailed site
investigation, which confirmed the presence of organic contaminants in ground water and
indicated the presence of lead at levels above Federal cleanup standards in soil and
sediment. However, because of inconsistencies in the data associated with lead levels in
soil and sediment, the site was separated into two OUs. A 1992 ROD addressed the ground
water, surface water, and air, as OUl. This ROD addresses the soil and sediment, as 0U2.
Soil and sediment sampling conducted by EPA prior to 1987, as well as confirmatory
sampling conducted after the detailed site investigation, indicated that onsite levels of
lead were not above Federal cleanup standards, and that the data set containing the
elevated levels of lead was erroneous. Based on the results of the confirmatory sampling
and the subsequent evaluation of the potential threats to human health and the
environment, previous activities at the site have not impacted onsite scil or sediment;
therefore, there are no contaminants of concern affecting this site.

The selected remedial action for this site is no action. EPA has determined that the
levels of lead at the site are below the Federal cleanup level of 500 mg/kg and the
potential human health risk for exposure to soil and sediment are within EPA's acceptable
limits. :
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RECORD OF DECISION
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BROOME COUNTY, NEW YORK
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DECLARATION FOR THE RECORD OF DECISION

Site Name and lLocation

Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site, Town of Vestal, Broome
County, New York. '

tatement o as a

This decision document presents the selected remedial action for
the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site (hereinafter, the
"site”" or the "Robintech Site"), Operable Unit Two (0OU-2),
located in the Town of Vestal, Broome County, New York, which was
chosen in accordance with the requirements of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA),
42 U.S.C. §§ 9601-9675, as amended by the Superfund Amendments
and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA), and the National 0il and
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP), 40 CFR
Part 300. This decision document explains the factual and legal
basis for selecting the no action remedy for OU-2 of the Site.

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
("NYSDEC") concurs with the selected no action remedy. A letter
of concurrence from NYSDEC is attached as Appendix III to this
document.

The information supporting this no action decision is contained
in the Administrative Record file for the Site. The
Administrative Record file index is attached as Appendix V.

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
determined that no action is necessary for the suspected lead
contamination of Site-related soil and sediment at the Robintech
Site. EPA bases this decision, in part, on the Remedial
Investigation (RI) report dated September 1991; Appendices A and
D of EPA's 1987 RI Work Plan; as well as the EPA reports entitled
*Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation" dated March 1992;
"Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface Soils,
Subsurface Soils, and Sediments" dated December 1992; and "Soil
Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December 1992.
Confirmatory sampling of the suspected Site-related lead
contamination of soil and sediment was conducted in both February
and September 1992. The concentrations of lead in Site-related
soil and sediment were found to be acceptable for protection of
human health and the environment. Thus, "No Action" is the
selected remedy for the second operable unit for the Site.



Declaration Statement

In accordance with the requirements of CERCLA, as amended, and
the NCP, EPA, in consultation with the State of New York, has
determined that the suspected lead contamination of soil and
sediment at the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site does not
pose a gsignificant threat to human health or the environment and,
therefore, remediation of the Site-related soil and sediment is
not necessary.

The alternative selected for the first operable unit of the Site
will result in contaminants remaining on-site above health based
limits until the contaminant levels in the aquifer are reduced
below MCLs. CERCLA requires that this action be reviewed at
least once every five years after commencement of the remedial
action, and every five years thereafter, to ensure that the
remedy continues to provide adequate protection of human health
and the environment.
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1. SITE NAME, LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The Robintech Inc./National Pipe Co. Site (hereinafter, the
"Site" or the "Robintech Site") is located at 3421 0ld Vestal
Road in the Town of Vestal, Broome County, New York (see Figure
1). Vestal, with a population of 27,238 (U.S. Census, 1980), is
located within a regionally important industrial center adjacent
to Binghamton, N.Y. in the Susquehanna River basin. An estimated
5,350 people live within a one mile radius of the Site. A Site
location map is included in Appendix I as Figure 1.

The Site occupies 12.7 acres, and is bordered by Commerce Road
and several warehouses and light industrial buildings to the
east; 0ld Vestal Road and several residences to the south; an
amusement facility (known as the Skate Estate) and fuel storage
tanks (Mobil Tank Farm) to the west; and by Conrail railroad
tracks and Parkway Vending Inc. to the north. The Site is
located approximately half-way down the westerly face of a hill
that slopes gently toward the Susquehanna River. Consistent with
this, EPA field observations and examination of topographic
contours indicate that the superficial (overland) flow of surface
water across the Site is to the west, controlled by a series of
conduits and drainage ditches which direct the flow to the river,
located approximately a half mile to the north and west. A Site
layout map is included in Appendix I as Figure 2.

The area has two distinct aquifers which are sources of water
supply. The upper aquifer is comprised of the overburden
material above bedrock. This material consists mainly of gray
and brown till which becomes harder with depth. In addition,
£fill material associated with extensive grading on-site for
parking spaces and storage ranges from 0-6 feet. Groundwater was
encountered within the upper aquifer unit 6-20 feet below the
ground surface. The lower aquifer is shale bedrock with a
weathered zone 7-10 feet thick. The primary permeability of this
material is low but the secondary permeability is much higher.
Fractures along the horizontal bedding planes and vertical joints
in the shale allow for groundwater flow. Groundwater wvas
encountered in this zone 10-60 feet below the ground surface.

Groundwater flow in the study area is primarily toward the west,
with minor components trending to the northwest and southwest,
and is recharged from rainfall. There are no private drinking
water wells in the vicinity of the Site. All residents are
supplied with drinking water by the Vestal public water supply
systen.

The area where the Site is located is not known to contain any
ecologically significant habitat, wetlands, agricultural land, or
historic or landmark sites which are impacted by the Site.
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In 1966, Robinson Technical Products, Inc. constructed the main
building that currently exists at the Site. The first floor of
the building was used for the manufacture of aircraft engine
mounts and automobile accelerator control cables. The second
floor was used for the assembly of electronic cable. In 1970,
Robinson Technical Products was renamed Robintech, Inc., and
first floor production activities were replaced with PVC pipe
extrusion operations. Between 1966 and 1979 the present pipe
staging area was paved in four successive stages to the north.
The warehouse was constructed in 1974. Ten production wells were
installed on-site in 1983 to supply cooling water for the PVC
pipe extrusion process. Pipe production had previously relied on
municipal water for this purpose.

The Site was bought by Buffton Corporation, the current owner, in
1982, and was occupied by its subsidiaries National Pipe Company
(National Pipe) and Electro-Mech, Incorporated (Electro-Mech).
Electro-Mech has continued the assembly of electronic cable on
the second floor of the facility located at the Site. National
Pipe continued the PVC pipe extrusion operations until 1991, when
substantially all of National Pipe's assets were sold to LCP
National Plastics, Inc. (LCP). LCP is currently occupying that
portion of the plant at the Site that previously was used by
National Pipe.

An effluent sample collected in 1984 by The New York State.
Department of Environmental Conservation ("NYSDEC") to verify
discharge permit compliance found certain organic constituents
above standards that were not covered under the existing permit.
Further investigation resulted in the conclusion that the source
of contamination was coming from the groundwater beneath the
Site. This groundwater was being pumped from the newly installed
on-site production wells, used as cooling water in the PVC pipe
extrusion process, and then discharged at the permitted effluent
point. The Robintech Site was placed on EPA's National
Priorities List (NPL) in 1986. An Administrative Order on
.Consent (AOC) for a Remedial Investigation and Feasibility study
(RI/FS) was issued in 1987 to General Indicator Group, Inc. (a
successor of Robintech), Buffton, Buffton Electronics
(subsequently renamed Electro-Mech, Inc.), and National Pipe
Company. McLaren/Hart, retained by Buffton, implemented the EPA
approved work plan. The RI Report was approved by EPA in October
1991. The FS Report was approved by EPA in March 1992.

In response to inconsistencies of data associated with levels of
lead in soils and sediments, the Site was separated into two
operable units (OUs), or phases, on February 12, 1992. The first
OU (0U-1) addressed groundwater, surface water and air; the
second OU (OU=-2), which is the subject of this ROD, addresses
Site-related soils and sediments suspected to be contaminated
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with lead. Only groundwater was found to be of concern for OU-1.
A Record of Decision (ROD) was issued on March 30, 1992 which
calls for the pumping of groundwater from three on-site locations
to an air stripper and discharge of the treated groundwater to
the facility's permitted outfall. Treated groundwater may be
used in the facility's production process before being discharged
to the outfall, if so desired. Depending on contaminant load, air
pollution controls may be added to the treatment system. EPA
issued a Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) to Buffton
Corporation and Electro-Mech, Inc. on September 29, 1992,
requiring those companies to conduct the groundwater remedial
design and remedial action (RD/RA). The RD is expected to be
completed in the Fall of 1994.

G G o) T

EPA is basing the no action decision for suspected lead
contamination of Site-related soils and sediments, in part, on
the Remedial Investigation (RI) report dated September 1991;
Appendices A and D of EPA's 1987 RI Work Plan; as well as the EPA
reports entitled "Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation" dated
‘March 1992; "Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface
Soils, Subsurface Soils, and Sediments" dated December 1992; and
"Soil Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December
1992. These and other significant documents, as well as the 0U-2
Proposed Plan for the Site were released to the public for
comment on December 31, 1992. These documents were made
available to the public in both the OU-2 Administrative Record
file and information repositories maintained at the EPA Docket
Room in the Region II New York City office and at the Town of
Vestal Public Library located at 320 Vestal Parkway East, Vestal,
New York. The notices of availability for these documents were
published in the Binghamton Press & Sun Bulletin on December 31,
1992. A public comment period was held from December 31, 1992
through January 30, 1993. A public meeting was held on January
12, 1993 at the George F. Johnson Memorial Library in Endicott,
New York. At this meeting, representatives from EPA presented
the findings of the comprehensive analysis of all data collected
‘since 1985 as it relates to lead in Site-related soils and
sediments and answered questions from the public about the Site
and the no action remedy under consideration. Responses to the
comments received during this comment period are included in the
Responsiveness Summary, which is attached to this ROD as Appendix

IV.
NS N

This ROD focuses on EPA's selection of a no action decision for
the Site-related soils and sediments. As noted previously, a ROD
was issued on March 30, 1992 for OU-1. The OU-1 ROD calls for
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the pumping of groundwater from three on-site locations to an air
stripper and discharge of the treated groundwater to the
facility's permitted outfall. Treated groundwater may be used in
the facility's production process before being discharged to the
outfall, if so desired. Depending on contaminant load, air
pollution controls may be added to the treatment system. EPA
issued a Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) to Buffton
Corporation and Electro-Mech, Inc. on September 29, 1992,
requiring those companies to conduct the groundwater remedial
design and remedial action (RD/RA). The RD is expected to be
completed in the Fall of 1994. This action will reduce the
threat to the environment by removing contaminated groundwater
from the aquifer and reducing or eliminating the threat to human
health and the environment of groundwater contaminant migration
from the Site.

Based on EPA's analysis of data generated as relevant to 0OU-2,
and on EPA's Risk Assessment and other supporting documentation,
the Site-related soils and sediments do not pose a threat to
human health or the environment.-

V. SUMMARY OF SITE CHARACTERISTICS
a 0 i d -23

Under the supervision of EPA, sampling of sediment, surface and
subsurface soils, air, surface water and groundwater was
conducted by Mclaren/Hart during the RI. As mentioned
previously, groundwater, air and surface water were addressed as
part of the OU-1 ROD and, as such, are not addressed in the OU-2
ROD. Further information related to OU-1 may be found in the OU-
1 Administrative Record file.

The topography in the vicinity of the Site slopes primarily to
the west and to a lesser extent to the north. Surficial soils
that were suspected of being disturbed or reworked during
construction activities were classified as fill. Typically,
these materials were encountered to a maximum depth of 6 feet
below ground surface. The composition of the fill is similar to
other surficial soils encountered on-site.

Several volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were detected in soil
in the northern portion of the paved pipe staging area of the
Site at levels below concern. Levels of semi-volatile
contarinants in this area are associated with the asphalt paving.
The only VOC detected in on-site sediment samples was 1,1,1-
"trichloroethane ("1,1,1-TCA"). Reported values ranged from 14 to
28 parts per billion ("ppb"). No Federal or State standards
exist for contaminants in sediment. '

Based upon the Mclaren/Hart data set from the RI report, lead in
4



on-site and downgradient soil and sediment was the sole
contaminant of concern. Soil and sediment samples analyzed by
McLaren~Hart showed lead levels exceeding the EPA interim lead
cleanup level of 500-1000 ppm in 24 of 64 samples collected down
to a depth of 10 feet. Elevated concentrations ranged from 2,000
to 56,000 ppm. In addition, a small off-site area located on the
Skate Estate property displayed elevated lead levels in surface
soil. All other reported lead values from this data set were
below 100 ppm. EPA conducted confirmatory split sampling at
several locations at the time these samples were collected. The
EPA split samples failed to confirm the elevated lead
concentrations. Concentrations for the EPA split samples ranged
from 12-61 ppm. RI data summary tables are included in Appendix
I1 (see Tables 1 thru 3). EPA's split sample data summary tables
are included as Tables 4 and 5. In addition, a map of split
sample and RI sampling locations can be found in Appendix I as
Figures 3 and 4.

a e e U=-2¢

Two other sets of data, one before the McLaren/Hart RI and one
after, were collected by EPA and included over 250 samples
analyzed for lead and other compounds.

EPA initiated sampling events in July 1985 as part of developing
an RI/FS Work Plan for the Site. These events are summarized
(including maps of sampling locations) in Appendices A and D of
the 2/10/87 RI/FS Work Plan developed for EPA by CDM-FPC, an EPA
contractor. This document is included in the Administrative
Record file for the Site. A total of five sediment samples at
four locations were collected as part of this investigation.
McLaren/Hart split three of these samples with EPA. All eight
analyses were below 80 ppm for lead. Of 58 subsurface and
surface s0il samples collected both on- and off-site, all were
below 50 ppm for lead, with the exception of one reported value
of 143 ppm from a sample collected from a drainage ditch located
in the extreme northern portion of the Site between the paved
pipe-staging area and the gravel lot area. Maps of sampling
locations associated with these events can be found in Appendix I
(see Figures 5 thru 7). Data summary tables can be found in
Appendix II (see Table 6). :

In response to the elevated detections of lead in the Skate
Estate surface soils reported in the McLaren/Hart RI data, EPA
tasked its Environmental Response Team (ERT) to determine if the
property qualified for a removal action. The assessment,
initiated in February 1992, analyzed 155 surface soil, subsurface
soil and sediment samples associated with the Skate Estate
property and, to a lesser extent, the western perimeter of the
Site. Three background samples were collected at nearby
locations unassociated with either the Skate Estate or Robintech
properties. Analysis was by portable X-Ray Florescence (XRF)
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methodology. XRF methodology is a truck mounted field screening
analytical method which generates real-time data. In addition,
21 split samples were lab-analyzed using Contract Lab Program
(CLP) methodology to provide confirmation of XRF sampling data.
The McLaren/Hart soil and sediment sampling locations associated
with elevated lead detections were duplicated as closely as
possible. Results indicated 120 samples below 50 ppm, 26 samples
within 50-100 ppm, 4 samples within 100-150 ppm, and 3 samples
within 200-250 ppm (or 153 out of 155 samples below 250 ppm).

One detection was recorded at 344 ppm, well below the EPA interim
cleanup level of 500 ppm for lead in soil. A single detection of
2,550 ppm was recorded in the off-site background location and is
considered anomalous. This detection was recorded in a location
described by ERT as being characterized by "historical disposal
of household debris and automotive waste materials, including oil
cans and used oil filters." The split samples, analyzed by CLP
methodologies, confirmed the accuracy of the XRF samples.

In September 1992 a second sampling event was initiated by ERT to
reanalyze areas where elevated detections of lead had been
indicated by the McLaren/Hart data set in an effort to confirm
the validity of that data. The original locations were checked
against known landmarks and confirmed by the EPA Project Manager
for the Site. 1In the case of the MclLaren/Hart subsurface soil
borings, the original bore holes had been grouted to grade with
concrete and were especially easy to locate. A total of 39
samples were collected from 16 relevant surface soil, subsurface
soil, and sediment RI-related locations. Analysis was by
portable XRF methodology. Where an elevated detection had been
made during the course of the MclLaren/Hart sampling rounds in a
particular horizon, samples were collected down to that horizon
using a drill rig. All but 2 of the 39 samples collected were
below 50 ppm and all samples recorded lead values below 100 ppm.
Split samples analyzed in the lab using CLP methodologies
confirmed the accuracy of the XRF sampling results. All 10 of
these lab samples were below 50 ppm.

A more detailed discussion of these sampling events, including
maps of sampling locations, can be found in Appendices A and D of
EPA's 1987 RI Work Plan, as well as in the EPA reports entitled
"Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation” dated March 1992;
"Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface Soils,
Subsurface Soils, and Sediments"™ dated December 1992; and "Soil
Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site"™ dated December 1992.

Data summary tables can be found in Appendix II (see Tables 7
thru 9). Maps of sampling locations associated with these events
can be found in the EPA reports entitled "Skate Estate Soil
Sampling Investigation" dated March 1992 and "Soil Sampling
Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December 1992. These
documents may be found in the Administrative Record file for the
Site.



Although the exact reason is not apparent, a comprehensive
analysis of all sampling data collected since 1985 for the Site
indicates that the McLaren/Hart data set is erroneous and
inaccurate as it relates to reported lead values in soil and
sediment.

¥I. SUMMARY OF SITE RISKS

EPA conducted a Risk Assessment to estimate the health and
environmental risks of all potentially affected media at the
Site. The Risk Assessment began by selecting indicator chemicals
which would be representative of Site risks. These chemicals
wvere identified based on factors such as potential for exposure
to receptors, toxicity, concentration and frequency of
occurrence. These contaminants included VOCs, semi-volatiles,
and metals in various media.

The Risk Assessment evaluated the health effects which could
result from exposure to contaminated or potentially contaminated
media including groundwater, surface water, air, surface and
subsurface soils, and sediment. Risks associated with
groundwater, surface water and air are the subject of OU-1 and as
such are not addressed as part of this ROD.

The resglts of the Baseline Risk Assessment are gontaingd in the

Draft Final Risk Assessment, Robjintech, Inc./Natjonal Pipe Co.
Site dated February 1992 and prepared by Alliance Technologies
Corporation under contract to EPA. This document is included in
the Administrative Record file for the Site. ‘

Current federal guidelines for acceptable exposures are a maximum
health Hazard Index (HI) equal to 1.0 and an individual lifetime
excess carcinogenic risk in the range of 10* to 10° (or =
1:10,000 to 1:1,000,000). The Hazard Index reflects
noncarcinogenic health effects for an exposed population and is
calculated by dividing the chronic daily intake of a chemical by
the daily dose believed to be protective of human health
including sensitive sub-populations. If the HI exceeds one
(1.0), there is a possibility of adverse health effects.

For soil and sediment, the exposure pathway demonstrating the
greatest risk was ingestion of on-site soils by a trespasser.
This risk value (1.0 x 10%) is, however, within the target
carcinogenic risk range of 10* to 10 discussed above and in the
NCP. Risk for this scenario was due primarily to PAHs which were
detected in a single sample underlying the pavement. None of the
HIs exceeded 1.0 for soils or sediments. Quantifiable risks,
therefore, have been determined to be insignificant.



It should be noted that EPA has temporarily withdrawn the
toxicity values used to quantitatively evaluate risks associated
with lead exposure in soil and sediment. In the meantime EPA has
set an interim cleanup level of 500 to 1,000 ppm for the maximum
allowable concentration of lead in soil in residential areas.
This range is designed to protect sensitive sub-populations
(i.e., children). While the Site and most of the surrounding
area is zoned for industrial use, this range has at times
provided a basis for remedial action at industrial sites as well.
For the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site, the lower and
more protective value of 500 ppm is considered the threshold
value. Employing this value at the Site affords an added layer
of safety. '

The 500 ppm threshold value was significantly exceeded in Site-
related soils and sediments from one of the three data sets
collected for the Site (i.e., the data set collected as part of
the MclLaren/Hart RI). As summarized previously (see "RI Summary
of Soil and Sediment Data as Related to OU-2" and "Summary of
Other Soil and Sediment Data as Related to OU-2" sections, '
above), data collected before the MclLaren/Hart data set, split
samples collected concurrently with the McLaren/Hart data set,
and data collected in response to the MclLaren/Hart data set have
failed to detect even a single elevated concentration of lead in
Site-related soil or sediment. The 2,550 ppm value reported in a
background sample and discussed on Page 6 of this ROD was not
collected from soil or sediment related to the Site. A
comprehensive analysis of all sampling data collected since 1985
for the Site indicates that the McLaren/Hart data set is
erroneous and inaccurate as it relates to reported lead values in
soils and sediments. Therefore, based on the data sets relied on
by EPA in evaluating Site conditions, there is no significant
human health hazard due to Site-related lead levels in soils and
sediments.

In terms of environmental risk, it is important to consider that
the area where the Site is located is not known to contain any
ecologically significant habitat, plant and animal species, or
wetlands. Though no measurable evaluation criteria are available
to quantify and assess potential environmental risk, it should be
noted that, from a qualitative perspective, the threshold value,
designed to be protective of children (who are extremely
sensitive to lead exposure), by extension would be protective of
most environmental receptors. Thus, children as an indicator
species combined with the absence of sensitive ecological factors
leads to the conclusion that there are no significant
environmental risks due to Site-related lead levels in soils and
sediments.
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The procedures and inputs used to assess risks in this
evaluation, as in all such assessments, are subject to a wide
variety of uncertainties. In general, the main sources of
uncertainty include:

environmental chemistry sampling and analysis
environmental parameter measurement

fate and transport modeling

exposure parameter estimation

toxicological data

Uncertainty in environmental sampling arises in part from the
potentially uneven distribution of chemicals in the media
sampled. Consequently, there is significant uncertainty as to
the actual levels present. Environmental chemistry analysis
uncertainty can stem from several sources including the errors
inherent in the analytical methods and characteristics of the
matrix being sampled.

Uncertainties in the exposure assessment are related to estimates
of how often an individual would actually come in contact with
the chemicals of concern, the period of time over which such
exposure would occur, and in the models used to estimate the
concentrations of the chemicals of concern at the point of
exposure. '

Uncertainties in toxicological data occur in extrapolating both
from animals to humans and from high to low doses of exposure, as
well as from the difficulties in assessing the toxicity of a
mixture of chemicals. These uncertainties are addressed by
making conservative assumptions concerning risk and exposure
parameters throughout the assessment. As mentioned previously,
lead is currently undergoing a toxicological reevaluation. While
issues of toxicological uncertainty are being resolved, EPA has
established an interim soil cleanup level (500-1,000 ppm) as
protective of the most sensitive sub-population, that being
children.

Yil. STATE ACCEPTANCE

The State of New York concurs with EPA's selected no action
remedy. Their letter of concurrence is attached as Appendix III.

+ CO! (o]
The community had a few questions about the no action remedy.
Inquiries generally regarded lead concentrations present in Site-
related soils and sediments. EPA addressed these questions at
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the public meeting and assured those present that the low lead
concentrations in Site-related soils and sediments did not
require action. In general, the community appeared satisfied
with the no action remedy. All comments that were received from
the public during the public comment period, including all
questions and comments raised during the public meeting, are
addressed in the Responsiveness Summary attached as Appendix IV.

IX. DESCRIPTION OF THE “NO ACTION" REMEDY

Based upon the review of all available data and the findings of
the RI conducted at the Site, a no action decision for 0U-2 of
the Site is protective of human health and the environment. The
no action decision complies with Federal and State requirements
that are legally applicable or relevant and appropriate to the
remedial action and is cost effective.

A comprehensive review of all data collected at the Site
indicates that there are no concentrations of lead in Site-
related soils and sediments above the 500 ppm threshold value.
As such, there is no significant threat to human health or the
environment due to Site-related lead levels in soils and
sediments.

. TION ES

There are no significdnt changes from the preferred alternative
presented in the Proposed Plan.
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TABLE 1 |
SUMDMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS

METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PFIPE, VESTAL, NY

BORING NUMBER Bt | 3i-D B! n 2 2| mAlBA-D|{ KA XB| 3B
DEPTH (FT) 24! 24| s-10] 24] 46| 8-10] 6] €] 810 24| &3
DATE 4-20~88 14-20-38 [4-20-88 [4-21-88 {4-21-88 [4-21-88 [4-21-38 4-21-83 [4-21-83 [4-21-88 j4-21-88
METALS (=g/kg)

Aluginem 18,719 | 11.928] s3818 NA| 2.110] 62| 8,080| 66921 6.944] 63860 ] 10,208
Astimosy - - -l NA - - - - - - -
Arsenic - - - NA - - - - - - -
Barivn 2.3Q - =] NA| 295Q -] 47] 38| RN - -
Berylive -| 0529 -| NA - - - - - - -
Cadmizm - - - NA - - - - - - -
Calcion 3434 148 | 21.8% NAl 2297] 129Q] ams| 1ol 171 13,263 384Q
Chromive - - - NA - - - - - - -
Cobalt 19.4 -] 271 NA - - - - - - -
Copper 2641 203] 198 NA| 12.1] 13.6] 204] 143] 17851 M2] 193
Iron 26,764 | 22,184 | 13.9%2 NA| 15038 | te9e0] 16881 ] 12,514 ] 16,611 | 10,865 | 16,038
Lesd 2 28| 104 NAl 21401 12,800 FYY) 2% 2415600 727
Mipsivs 40511 3,16 2.617 NAl t1800] 31.3] 2831 1526 2060( 3.187] 3.280
Mas ganese 738 438 ™ NA|l €2 6] S 481 LA 405
Mereury o] ooss| o0361]  NaAl o03w]| o0sq] oa&| o.av] osw| oosQl 0.05Q
Nickel 3| 4.9] 166 NAl 128] 150f 161] mne] 162] 137 2.
Potassiom 93Q| 4nQ| NAl Q| a31Q] «1Q) 010] miQl 205Q 186
Selenivg - - - NA - - - - - -| 04
Siver 24] 129 13Q NA - - - - «] 220! 15Q
Sodiuz 133Q] s3.10] S0Q NA| 60.1Q] 6101 116Q| 89.6Q| 33.1Q| 93.3Q| 61.3Q
Thallivm -1 19 - NA - - - - - - -
Vazadium - -1 189 NA - - -1 17 - - -
2inc 0l 618] 482 NA|l 04| 3395 433] 91| 24| TS| €12

Eamieng 1 <l -1 <L "l - - -1 -]

= Not dmactad
° D Dwplicste : ] .
Q Estimated semi-quantitztive valus bacenss soncestration is below scutract required quastitation Himk
7 Vailw s s mzi~qoantiative etimats based en QA/QC sovisw
R Dz failed to mest QA/QC requirements
NA Parznster act snalyzad




TABLE 1 (continued)

SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS
METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY

[3ORING NUMBER 323! m3) B3] me] maf ms] ms| ms|{ ms| me| B¢

[perTi 1) $-10] 24| &6] 24| o10] o02] 46| 8| s-10] 02| &t

[paTE 4-21-83 [4-20-88 [4-20-88 [4-14-88 [4-14-88 [4-14-88 [4-14-88 [4-14-38 [4-14-83 |4-14-83 [4-14-83

METALS (sgkp)
Alumissn NAJ 12,092) 31.034] NAJ 30300 13,000] 10900] NA] Naj 13800] Na
Astimosy NA - - Na - - -] Nal Na -] Na
Arsecic NA - -] Nal 1.0 -] 207! NA| Na -] Na
Barizm NA| 24Q] 1:785] NA] @8] 26Q] 429] NA|] Na| 64] Na
Beryllivm NA - - NA] o002| = - NA NA - NA
Cadmize NA - =] NAl 183] o.8Q] 34e91] Nal NaA| 1Sl wNa
Calcism NA| 9206] 6960] NA| 2.190] s4.500| 1.600] NA] Nal a370] Na
Chrominm NA - -] Na - - -] Na]l Na -] Na
Cobalt NA - -] NA - - -] Na] Na -1 Na
Copper NA| 159] 204 NA{ 122] 17| 179 NA NA| 156 NA
Irco NA| 24224 207981 Na| 28.300] 29100] 26800 NA| Na[ 26300] Na
Lead NA] 1] a2 NA| se0] 1.0} 1070] NA] Na 7] Na
Magnesium NA| 4664] 1,752 NA] 3300] S5.6301 3340 NA NA| 340 NA
Mangssese NAl 1] es2] NaA] e8] 33| 65)] Na| Na| 3| Na
Mercury NA| 00| osw|  NaA| o0] os¢] o010] Na] Na] o0a0] Na
Nickal Nal 27] 291 Na] «ol 371] %01 Nal Na| 3721 Na
Poanica Na| 830Q] 1292] Nal %6sQl 94Ql 60Q] NA| Na| ss1Q| Na
Sdeion NA - -] Na - - -] NA| Na -] Na
$dver NA - 2.1 NA - - - NA NA - NA
Sodium NA| 104Q] 160Q] NaA| 152Q] 155Q[ 16Q] NaA] NaAl 203Q] Na
Thalliue NA - -] Na - - <] NA| Na -] Na
Vanadizs NA| 109Q -] NA - - -1 NAl Na -] Na
Zine NA] 72| 1209] NA]l @] @S] &3] Na] Na|l &6] Na
CYANIDE (= | Nal -] ] wNa] ] <] <] wNal NA|] -] Naj

- Not demersd

D Duplicans :

Q mmm-u—mummq&wm

3 Valss §s s mmi-quactiative estimats based 2 QA/QC roviow
R Dutz falled 0 mest QA/QC sequirements

NA Paramater act analyzed



TABLE 1 (continned)

SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESUL

METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY

[BoRING NUMBER 36 37 37 »? ) po| »10] 3100] snisu-p| 2
|IDEPTH FD) $-10] 24| 46| 8] 24| 46| 24| 46| 46| 46| 24
IDATE 4-14-83 [4-14-33 [4-14-38 |4-14-88 [4-15-88 |4-15-88 l4-15-08 {4-15-88 |4-13-88 [4-10-38 |4-13-33
METALS (ngL!‘_)

Alugisum 103001 Nal Nal s0s0] 9.50] 10400] 10900] 9,380 31,700 | 13,800 | 17,700
Antimony - NA NA - - - - - - - -
Arsenic -1 Na|l Na - - - - - - - -
Barium 0] Na| Na| w39 s0e] €| 0l 7] 273Q] 50| 603
Beryllium -] Nal Na - - - - - - - -
Cadmivz Rl Nal nNal 165] 090Q 12 13 370 s3] 20 2050
Calcinm 5s60] NA|l Na| 1430[ 40500] 4600] 2080 1.660] 1200 1.2% [ 1.660
Chromina -l Nal Na - - - - - - - -
Cobalt -] NAl Na - - - - - - - -
Copper 1859] Nal Na| 253] 1s6] 194] 250 208] 129] 12.6] 144
ben 28.600] NA| NA| 19,000 15,800 | 28,200 | 23,900 | 22,700 | 35.700 | 32,900 | 22.200
Lesd 9600] NA| Na| 9400] 100 ) 19 2 2| 17,900 | 22.200
Mappesive 3500] Na] Na| si100] 463] 2600] 3240 3.060] 107Q] s.0e0] 1210
Masgasese s2] Na| Na]l 17| 319 MBI ] 3] e
Mercury 00| NA] NA| o007 -] 0.020] 0.03] o002] o007] o007 o4
Nickel 3] 'Nal NA| @211 141] 61.7] 178] 265] 2] 5] 166
Poassive 6760 NA| Na| wsQl «1Q| «ss| e1Q| Se0Q| 18.1Q[ 956Q| 1.010
Selenivm - NA NA - - - - - - - -
Sllver - NA NA - - - - - - - -
Sodiuz 5] Na] Nal 131Q] 66.6Q 9| 40.2Q] 563Q] 120Q] 126Q] 1579
Thallivz -] Na] Na - - - - - - - -
Vassdism -] Na|] Na - - - - - - - -
Zinc n2] Na] Na] se3] s06] @9] 6| $:2] @2] o] T
feYanmEmgry | -] Nal NA]l -} -} -} -} -] -] -] -]

« Not detecead
D Duplicate

Q Estimstad semi=quantitative valus becenss soacentration is below scatract requifed quastitation limt
3 Valoe is & semi-quaztitstive astimats based o QANQC roview
R Deia falled to mest QA/QC reguiremants

NA Parameter act analyzsd




TABLE 1 (continned)
SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS

METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY

[sormvG NUMBER 13 Bid IS B16 317 Bis 319 820
[DEPTH 6T 63 6 24 6 0-2 0-2 0-2 0-2
IDATE 4-15-33 | 4-19-38 | 4-15-83 | 4-20-83 | 4-25-88 | 4-25-38 | 4-25-33 | 4-25-33
METALS (mg/kg) . :

Alumizen 6336] 12334 11300] 11362] 13611 13.614] 143651 1233
Astimosy - - - - - - - -
Arsenic - - - - - - - -
Barivm 8.6Q e] 24.19] 33.95Q 191 .9Q .7 0.1
Beryllizm - - - - - 0.4Q - -
Cadzivm - - - - 1.3 - - -
Calsium $13Q 967 1.686] 902Ql MiQl 829 139Q|  850Q
Chrominm - - - -] 0529 - - 051Q
Cobalt - - - - - - - -
Coppes - - 172 - 18.3 185 122 26.0
Tron 14,806 18463 16952| 15920] 41068 27,149| 27.680| 22.908
Lesd 28 2| s 1ea]| 26100] 14100] 13600] 222
‘p_n_g-n . 12761 1998]  12am] o] 2432] esas] 3a2) 2
Mangeasse 160 385 313 114 928 657 1,001 639
Mercary 01| oouy| o0241] o0.283] 0.10Q 0.20 0.7$ 0.1Q
Nickal $3Q! 8s5Q] 19Q 6.3Q 2.8 23.6 19.6 209
Potassive Q| e20] ®Q| MO 2670 ¢98Q] s12Ql  ea9Q
Sddenium - : - - - - - - -
Siver - 48 2.1 2.1Q 1.1Q 1.7Q 1.6Q 13Q
Sodium 151Q] 1559Q| 88.3Q] 1mQl 6s4Q] 67.7Q] 103Q 75Q
Thalliua - - - - - - - -
Vasadizm 18.1 - - 38.7 - - - -
Zine 25.0 9.8 “.7 214 X 66.4 6.0 90.4
[CYANTDE (mg/kg) | - -1 -1 - -1 -] -1 -]
= Mot damcend

D Duwplicas

3 Valus s s mmi-quintitative estimess bessd cu QA/QC teview

R Deta fafled to mest QA/QC sequirements
NA Parsmeter 50t analyzsd



~ SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS, METALS AND CYANIDB

TABLE

2 .

NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY
BORING N MW-a] MW-3] MWE] MW-T] MwW-8 [ 3V TMW=10 [naW-11 [MwW-12 |MW-14 [MW-1S] _FB-1] ¥B%.1
DEFTH (FT) <] < e8] w8l <<t -2l 0 61 =1 -4 &3 ¥ o4 - -
DATE 0| 96»|i- R ) T H)—uio-:o-u -8 [9-11-58 | 518 | 981 | 5-7-88 | >11-0|
'METALS (mghg) .
T Aleaiesn [ 9ADY 11.000] 13000 19800] 9.50] 3.50] ¢#0] 06.000] 4.60] &350] 10,000] 8.8] 8.0 - -
Antimeny —§3.30] 3.21 - = = = - - - - = - - - -
| Arscaic ~ LET) ) A LX) R] 104Q R R 0 ) kA ) R -
Recinm = - _ne| e BN Lii.n - W% “ %] = = = - =
Berylinem = < = = > < < < C < < == = =
" Codmium (5] = - s - - = - = - = - - - =
:——W 186 358 1AW NI] 1.3 71 V| 60| 3.3%6] 96| 190 PBh] 4.G0 = <
Chromiem = - - - - < = - - - - - - = =
Cobeh Y ([ X3 R - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Coppes NIl il Ps| 94 X} ) 1 sl sl ael e] _ aI[ Wi = =
Teen 33,100 34.300] 21,300] 16,300 13.500] 13.600] 15,300 16,900 ] 14,000] 10,900 19,200 44,200 17,000 = <]
Lead 10.2] 9.7] s2a] 4] i2.iqQl 2.aql 27.1g1. 200( 104 (31X S¢l - w0 109 - -
[tegaeim [ 360| 4e0] 34w 3290]| 1.70] 1.70] 1.70] 4.350] 25%] %3] 330] 180] 3,50 = -
[ Maagaaces — 3| @i il 4] wol sl o] a] 1| ol | ™| - -
Mercory - - =] Oa3] 3] i 32| Sl 13| 21| 1] 16 X} - -
[ Nickd NI wa N3 ns] siqf e - - "~ Q] W1q| 3%q] 3.%Q = <
Potascinm 9] 9501 en | sil] 1,400Q] 1,4000 1.000Q Y[ 100Q T.%Q] wail 1.0 - "~ -
Scbeninm - - m m = - - - = - -1 o - = <
Siives = -1 en - = 0» - - - - - [ = - -
Sedivas Y W] Wil 9] ] ea] Wii] W] B4l o] 1] uo] i - <
Hee—— 11— —————s———3—————
" Zine ' IJT @il as] 33| &l DAl es| il »w3] ae| 23l es] i - -
a1 -1 -1 -1 -1 -1 - oeul - -1 -1 -1 - -T——-]
- u-u.u-c *

D Duglicste (MW-8 listed s MW-A ca the chain of sustody)
welue becance concentration s below conirast vequised quantitation Nk

) ] vuu.w“uuqnmm
* R Deta falied 0 most QANQC sequirements

Q Gothmated



TABLE 3
SUMMARY OF SEDDMENT ANALYTICAL RESULTS

NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY
[Sampi mamver $D-1] SD-1D]  8D-3] <] iD4] 7] 803] O] 80-10] s>-11] -1
rﬁl’h s I+ ]| &4 230 | U] 28] T8 ]| T1-88]| &2-08]| &2-13| &2-08 ]| 2018
VOLATILE OROANICS (wg
_l-l;m - - - : - - - - - - 10
Tolnams - - - a0 - - - - - - -
1.1.1-Trichloresthane - - 13 - (7] [1] - ® - P -
_Xﬂ- Qstal) - - - 13 - - - - - - -
TiCs Namius® (] 2 [ 7 [ [] [) [ 0 [} (]
Tatal commantration - -] - 1.008 - - - - - - -
SDMIVOLATEE ORGANKS™ hy
SaG- Bty vyl )phalate - -] _3e] <] B.oo o ) ) -] o0 -
TICs Napbur® 1 4 1 E 9 M 3} $ 3 0 9
Tonl comentretion 15,400 5,150 45,600 | €08, K0 3,930 { 104,600 | 144,300 5.0 7,30 hd 35.5%0
METALS tmgg) i
Aluninm 3,015 4,161 3378 3.9% 6169 9.960 19.207 13.250 10.336 13.121 4.969
Antimeny - - o - - - - - - - -
Areamit - - - - - - - - - - -
Barinm .6 20.4Q 17.3Q 2.7 16.6Q 19.3Q .3 19.9Q 0.3 0.9Q 11.1Q
Barylium - - 1.35Q - - - - 0.93Q 1.3Q - 1.4}
Cadniam - d - 3.6 - - - - - - 13
ﬁd‘- ) 30} 23] BV [BO10] Ny 9.3% 1,533 =] 3151 WMIQ | 4NN
Chraniun - . - - - - - 1.1 - - - -
Colalt - - - - - PY 4 - - - -
Coppas [1X] - 19.7 19.8 12.9 36.6 3.1 26.3 223 13.7 18.9
fren 11,208 13.356 17.19%¢ 14,582 14,007 19.007 0.117 34,750 3.9 31.145 11.6%0
Lasd 30,800 41,100 30,300 2563 | 25.364) 23,98 7.308 N2 PNQ 20,500 5.659
Magmsiun 4,266 3.276 | 5.0%.6Q 4,232 3359 3,302 4,450 712 .63 3,350 6.921
Meagmess | o Wl | s M5| 13| 1an 0 COEK
Msrwy 0.2Q 0.08Q - - 0.28 0.15 - - 0.3 0.12Q -
Niekel 1.53Q 1.9Q 3.2Q - 7.60Q 17.10 21.40 " 0.0 .0 .54
Petassion 320 Q] Q| M.2Q] 419.9Q 30Q 90| 833.0Q a5 Q| INIQ
Selenum - - - - - - - - - - -
Silvey 1.7Q 21Q - hd - 3.0 4.5 3.5 - 1.4Q d
_g- 6.3 .6 125 ] 1M.1Q 130Q 34Q 3899 M6.35Q| 25.8Q 411Q | 326.5Q
Taliimn - - - - - - - - - - -
Vandien - - - - - - - - - - -
Liss 300.0 2.6 $38.7 4.9 N4 131.6 5449 250.0 344.9 19.7 9.0
CYANIDE ] =1 (3 N | =1 =1 =1 =1 - -f - - |

T eompob Qliand b Agpuadiz B
o Net dstoned
D Dupliants of $D-1 Guining s SD+0 @ B0 chuls of sumady)
Q Btinswd sumi~guatiative valss besanns sapeantration b bulew sastast soquisnd quamtitstien Mmit
J Valus s o somi~quantitative extimate Sased @3 QAQC Sview
2 Dan hiled 0 mest QA/QC aguinaets
A Pwamster ast aealysed
8 Amiys gemified fem $=hié anph i .
o0 AR ssmiveiails ssalyws pucformed an 3 00 § fid ample dDations: mafer © Appandiz



TABLE 4
SCBINTECE PHASE I SPLIT SAXFLE DATA -— ——

TURSSES ssss SSLESISSEELS SRS RS ESR2ESSSESRESSEREEESESESS SRS SRRESREL SR SRLLLL! S8 TTTS

Bhs BlSis BiSis D2y S5 Beb B-b SRI0 N2e ¥

acrqanics _

Kusinia JIBOC P 10100 P 04sode P JA30P  302P 40P MNP 10OP S0P -2
-Srosius WEe WP KneEy NIP P 6 230 ae N (X'
Rerinp 7P 53500 2000 92,530 .60 283N HIN NAP WM WP
Boryllive 0nue Lsne s o p 1w 1P LBY Lty 1 1w
Gaaive .20 L2 129 L20UW tw SU L2uP 22y Sw sp
todait .20 1L1P M HIP (3" 4 W A3 SR N (B4
Coaper 0 13 P 4P NF RIP O BP 4P ne ¢p
Iron 300 23000P 20200 20200P TP 31I0P N000P Aa00P 2000 P 0P
iaat QP 36 oF JSIOREY QOONCF 5.6 SUF 4,2 BNCF 16,3 O 613 P I LEN¢
Hiceel ) 190 F NWEP Baw X' 4 1P NP NP 2@ t B4
Rvgenase 020 08 ST 0P 0% MAYP 1473 P VF. MNP IR0 130
ee 8$E N g BEP NI HIP NP MO LMK K
Vangeicr WE D ok 2040 L P n2p a0l aw S
teyen;: I4F S s R M B PR R L TR N R P
antisony AN AR FA W S NP IRFRINY NP 3B
;‘:.”U' l’r‘ WJ 0'1‘ W: ’" 9-33 W' 20: ?‘1 1 3 0:' 1 ‘0‘3 W ‘ l‘ :o’ J‘
majive S 7 AW ISR SSLP SO AF 20T GOWF AR LOIPN LGS
ey 4 o$0 GRVI. 10 UNCYs SO O UV GOV C2WY IRV 2LV G2V 21TV

o‘. .

Hiver T AP 4P ATICE LN LDING LGNS SERP 16UV LI
it BAOP IBSII P S900F  QJRO P TOIP JRR0OP SMA00 P 43U P 304000 BE 11N P

L T IR CBIN e SWE K00 SWEBF SITE QNP BBOP 1P NP KR
L GISTI P LA9S) P 22500 EF  a%p UP AMTCI P Ba200 P ARY P RaL UP 20000 P3 Ml P

“agresics DBSEF DBOEP %P NP JOLP SOB MOP &T20P 18360 P) 18P

sy C3U 0.4V 10U S.02UA8 30.C 538 4. A5 0.6 AT I.1 s 100 305 0a8
tITTIREEESES28LS i1 22124 S523S S AL S SRS RS SRS ST SIS LS STEE SIS SR SERIESEILENSEIESEESELS LSS STES LRSS ERICEITENES

203t & RID vai.as ate in cg/l galess acted clheruise
S g:zceces plesent was anaiyoed for But oot detagied. The pusder shoen i 20e cetection leit.
T3 val.e is greater than or eoual to instrusent dstecticn 1ieit Gut Jess tras the contract detectics Jaait,
§ t=aicaces ao estisated vaiue gue to prasence of interfererte.
FoA acicates anaiysis failed EPA Duality Assarance revite,



TABLE 5

)
"1eeAnIC BT .
RIS M1 (g -
At . 113 /d'.\am / tase ne, 1240

! SALE mwERs T Ty (¢ -nn um ! M1 : : : : : : :
1 SAPLE LOCATION $ ] Mw-3, 46 Y : ! : ! ! t
$ mmin 3w 1 e : -m ran ot : : : : : :
! Sleatons T nee aa.u ! T X1 ;u’ ! : ! H : ! :
! mlioeny I New ! wes ! v.o wm onew : Lew ! : 1 : ' : '
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION LETTER OF CONCURRENCE



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
50 Wolf Road, Albany, New York 12233

Thomas C. Jorling
Commissioner

MAR 12 1903

Mr. George Paviou, P.E.

Acting Director

Emergency & Remedial Respoanse Division
U.S. Eavironmental Protection Agency
Region II

26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10278

Dear Mr. Paviou:

Re:  Robintech Site, Vestal, Broome County,
New York, Site No. 7-04-002

The Record of Decision (ROD) for the Robintech site operable unit No. 2 (OU2) was received
by this office on March 3, 1993. Both the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) and the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) have reviewed this document.

OU?2 addresses site related contamination of soil and sediment suspected to be contaminated with
lead. The recommended alternative in this ROD for OU2 is no action. This remedy was selected
because confirmatory data performed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) determined
that lead contamination is not present at levels requiring remediation.

By means of this letter, the NYSDEC and the NYSDOH concur with the remedy recommended
by the March, 1993 ROD.

If you have any questions, you may contact Mr. Robert W. Schick, P.E., of my staff, at
518/457-4343.

Sincerely,
Ann Hill DeBarbieri

Deputy Commissioner
Office of Environmental Remediation

cc: C. Petersen, USEPA
M. Hauptman, USEPA
M. Granger, USEPA
A. Carlson, NYSDOH
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RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY FOR THE
ROBINTECH, INC./NATIONAL PIPE CO. SUPERFUND SITE
L

TOWN OF VESTAL, NEW YORK

INTRODUCTION

This Responsiveness Summary provides a summary of citizen's
comments and concerns and the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency's (EPA's) responses to those comments and concerns regarding
the Proposed Plan for the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site
("the Robintech Site" or "the Site"), Operable Unit 2 (OU-2). EPA,
in consultation with the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC), will make a final determination regarding
the proposed no action alternative for OU-2 of the Robintech Site
only after reviewing and considering all public comments received
during the public comment period.

EPA held a public comment period from December 31, 1992 through
January 30, 1993 to provide interested parties with the opportunity
to comment on the Proposed Plan for OU-2 of the Robintech Site. A
public meeting was held to discuss the investigatory history for
OU-2 of the Site and to present EPA's preferred no action
alternative. The meeting was held at the George F. Johnson
Memorial Library in Endicott, New York on January 12, 1993 at 7:00

p.m.

Community interest regarding the Site and EPA's Proposed Plan was
moderate. Questions on OU-2 were oriented toward clarification of
EPA's assessment of the total data set for soils and sediments and
there were several inquiries of a technical nature. Several
guestions were raised regarding the status of the OU-1 groundwater
remedy. Approximately 15 people attended the meeting. The
audience consisted of local businessmen, residents, and state and
local government officials. The question and answer session lasted
approximately 40 minutes. A summary of the questions posed during
the meeting is provided in Section III, below.

This community relations responsiveness summary is divided into the
following sections:

I. OVERVIEW: This section briefly outlines the EPA's
preferred alternative.

II. BACKGROUND: This section provides a brief history of
community concerns and interests regarding OU-2 of the
Robintech Site.

III. COMPREHENSIVE SUMMARY OF MAJOR QUESTIONS8, COMMENTS,
CONCERNS AND RESPONSES: This section summarizes comments
received by EPA at the public meeting for OU-2 of the
Robintech Site.



I. QVERVIEW
At the time of the public comment period, EPA published its
preferred alternative for OU-2 of the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe
Co. Site ("the Robintech Site™ or "the Site") located in the Town
of Vestal, New York. EPA screened possible alternatives, giving
consideration to the following nine key criteria:

° Threshold Criteria, including:

- overall protection of human health and the
environment; and

-= compliance with Federal and State
environmental laws.

° Balancing Criteria, including:
-=- long-term effectiveness;
-- short-term effectiveness;
-= reduction of mobility, toxicity, or volume;
-- ability to implement; and
- cost.
° Modifying Criteria, including;
- state acceptance; and
- local acceptance.
EPA weighed State and local acceptance of the remedy prior to
reaching the final decision regarding the remedy for OU-2 of the
Site.
The Agency's selected remedy for OU-2 is no action. This decision
is based upon the review of all available data and the Risk
Assessment. Based on a comprehensive review of all data generated
for the Site, a no action decision is protective of human health
and the envigonment.

This plan satisfies the threshold criteria for remedy selection and
obviates the need for long-term treatment and management.



II. PACKGROUND

Community concern has not been high regarding the Site-related
contamination of soils and sediments. It appears generally
understood that a full assessment of all data generated for the
Site indicates that the data upon which the suspicion of elevated
lead concentrations in soil and sediment had been based was
erroneous.

EPA's community relations efforts began in August 1986. At that
time a community relations plan (CRP) was formulated, including an
outline of community concerns and a comprehensive list of federal,
state, and local contacts. Also at that time, site information
repositories were established, one located at the EPA Region II
office in New York City and the other located at the Vestal Public
Library in Vestal, New York. The information repositories, which
contain the RI/FS Report and other relevant documents, were updated
periodically.

Revising and updating the CRP, including an updated outline of
community concerns and an updated contact list was initiated in
April 1991. The CRP was finalized on May 1,1992.

To obtain public input on the proposed remedy, EPA held a public
comment period from December 31, 1992 through January 30, 1993.
The EPA Proposed Plan, describing the Agency's proposed no action
decision for OU-2 of the Site, was sent to the information
repository and distributed to citizens and officials on EPA's site
mailing list for review at the opening of the public comment
period.

A public meeting notice appeared in the December 31, 1992 edition
of the Binghamton Press & Sun Bulletin, and a public meeting was
held on January 12, 1993. Community interest regarding the Site
and EPA's Proposed Plan was moderate. Questions on OU-2 were
oriented toward clarification of EPA's assessment of the total data
set for soils and sediments and there were several inquiries of a
technical nature. Several questions were raised regarding the
status of the OU-1 groundwater remedy. Approximately 15 people
attended the meeting. The audience consisted of local businessmen,
residents, and state and local government officials. The question
and answer session lasted approximately 40 minutes. A summary of
the questions posed during the meeting is provided in Section II1I,
below.



II1I. CONPREHENSIVE SUMMARY OF MAJOR QUESTIONS, COMMENTS, AND
CONCERNS, AND EPA'S RESPONSES

This section addresses comments received by EPA during the
public comment period (December 31, 1992 to January 30, 1993).
The following verbal comments were from the public meeting
held at the George P. Johnson Memorial Library in Endicott,
New York on January 12, 1993, and are categorized by topic.
No :ritten comments were received during the public comment
period.

& t at

Several comments and questions were received regarding the
perceived lead contamination at the Site. Throughout the
meeting EPA emphasized that a comprehensive analysis of all
data generated for the Site since 1985 indicates that there is
no lead problem in soils and sediments. Specific inquiries
and EPA's responses are summarized below.

1. Several citizens, including the Vestal Town Supervisor,
the Chairman of the Vestal Advisory Commission, and a
resident who lives within 100 yards of the Site, inquired
about the levels and possible sources of lead at the
Site. The Town Supervisor suggested that numerous leaded
gasoline storage tanks which were used in Vestal from the
1940s to the mid-1970s may have been a potential source

of contamination. He also expressed concern about
improperly handled gasoline spills which occurred during
this period. :

EPA Response. The highest lead concentration detected in
Site-related soils and sediments during EPA's two 1992
resampling events at the Site, which included the analysis of
over 200 samples, was 350 parts per million (ppm) with most
values under 100 ppm. The 2,550 ppm value reported in a
background sample and discussed on Page 6 of the ROD was not
collected from soil or sediment related to the Site.
Regardless of the history of the area, a comprehensive
analysis of all data generated for the Site since 1985
indicates that there is not a lead problem in soils and
sediments associated with the Site. This analysis further
indicates that the Mclaren/Hart samples reporting extremely
high lead levels were in error.

2. A resident asked if EPA had considered the possibility
that facility activities had resulted in contamination
other than lead, particularly tin or oil. He reported
that circuit board printing, soldering, and processes
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involving hydraulic damping equipment have occurred at
the Site in addition to the manufacture of PVC pipe.

EPA Response. A historical search is conducted as a routine
step in the RI process. EPA reviews historical information
about a site in order to identify possible past sources of
contaminant release. Depending on what operations have
occurred at a site, different contaminants are more likely to
be found than others. At the Robintech Site, the risk
assessment for the Site (written by an EPA contractor) as well
as available Federal and State guidance values had indicated
that lead was the only contaminant of concern for soils and
sediments. The result of this finding was to create a second
operable unit to further investigate this suspected
contamination.

3. The Chairman of the Vestal Advisory Commission requested
clarification of the nature of the error associated with
the McLaren/Hart data. The Chairman went on to ask 1f
the error in calculation could be pinpointed.

EPA Response. Upon suspicion of an error in the MclLaren/Hart
data, EPA requested MclLaren/Hart to recheck their data
validation. McLaren/Hart reported that the data had been
validated properly. Still suspecting an error, the next step
was to request McLaren/Hart to recalculate their data from
scratch. When the data were recalculated, the results
differed from those originally reported by an order of
magnitude. Although this discrepancy was sufficient to
question the validity of the Mclaren/Hart data as it related
to reported lead values in soil and sediment, EPA made the
decision to resample the exact locations, including the exact
vertical horizons, from where the McLaren/Hart samples had
been collected in order to ensure that no significant lead
levels existed at the Site. EPA collected new samples from
virtually all of the McLaren/Hart sampling locations where
elevated lead concentrations had been reported. Because most
of the Site is paved, suspected elevated lead concentrations
in the soil would have been unlikely to diminish between the
Mclaren/Hart and the EPA sampling events. EPA's results,
which included collection and analysis of almost 200 samples,
did not -indicate elevated lead levels in soil and sediment.

In terms of uncovering the exact nature of the calculation
error, it would be a very complicated and time consuming
endeavor to unravel the exact nature of such an error. EPA
opted to return to the sampling locations where elevated lead
concentrations had been reported (analyzing many more samples
in addition to these locations while in the field) rather than
pursue the exact nature of the calculation error. 1In this
way, EPA was able to produce tangible, reliable, and most
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importantly, timely evidence that the elevated concentrations
reported in the MclLaren/Hart data set were in fact erroneous
and that conditions at the Site, with respect to OU-2, were
protective of the community.

4. A representative from the Broome County Health Department
asked about the results from background samples collected
near the Site during EPA's two 1992 sampling events.

EPA Response. Of the three background samples collected in
soil near the Site, one sample contained an elevated
concentration of lead. Since this sample was collected from
an area where it was evident that household refuse and motor
oil, cans, and filters had been disposed, this contamination
was not considered Site-related. Lead levels in the other two
samples were both under 100 ppn.

5. A citizen asked who had originally analyzed the
McLaren/Hart samples.

EPA Response. McLaren/Hart used Enviropact Services, Inc. to
analyze their samples. ‘

6. The Chairman of the Vestal Advisory Commission asked
about the effects of lead on children who might come into
contact with soils when playing at the Site.

EPA Response. A comprehensive analysis of all data generated
for the Site since 1985 indicates that there is not a lead
problem in soils and sediments associated with the Site.
Further, this assessment indicates that the Mclaren/Hart
samples reporting extremely high lead levels were in error.

In a hypothetical scenario involving lead contamination in
soils, a risk assessor would calculate risk by assuming
exposure to a certain amount of contaminated soils at a
certain frequency over a certain length of time. These
assumptions would depend on the age of the exposed individual,
the depth of the contaminated soils, and other factors. For
lead, EPA currently adheres to guidance that specifies a range
of 500-1000 ppm to protect human health. For lead in soils
and sediments this guidance range was designed to be
protective of children. The lower and more protective value
oi 500 ppm wvas selected by EPA as a threshold value for the
Site.

Though the Site is not considered a source of risk as far as
lead is concerned, citizens are encouraged to contact the
local Health Department for more information should they be
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interested in learning more about the risks associated with
lead-related exposures.

7. The Town Supervisor asked if lead concentrations in soil
could contaminate the water supply; he also asked if
there are any safe levels of lead in drinking water.

EPA Response. A comprehensive analysis of all data generated
for the Site since 1985 indicates that there is not a lead
problem in soils and sediments associated with the Site.
Further, this assessment indicates that the Mclaren/Hart
samples reporting extremely high lead levels were in error.
Hence, EPA has concluded that there is not a source of lead in
Site-related media that would contribute to groundwater
contamination. Please note that Site-related ground water
will be retested for metals (including lead) before being
treated, as metals may interfere with the operation of the air
stripper.

EPA has established an action level for lead in groundwater of
15 parts per billion (ppb). Simultaneous filtered and
unfiltered samples were collected from all monitoring wells
during the course of the RI. Sampling results from two
unfiltered samples were slightly above the action level (MW-
10, 23.5 ppb/MW-11, 29.2 ppb). Results from the corresponding
filtered samples from these monitoring wells, however,
indicated no lead present whatsoever. For the remaining
groundwater samples most lead results indicated that no lead
was present. For the few detections of lead reported in
groundwater, all wvere at or below 10 ppb.

8. Several citizens asked if EPA would conduct any future
sampling or monitoring of soils at the Robintech Site.

EPA Response. EPA has completed its investigation of
suspected soil and sediment contamination at the Robintech
Site. Lead was the sole contaminant of concern for OU-2 of
the Site, and EPA has concluded that there are no elevated
concentrations of lead in Site soils and sediments. Further
sampling or monitoring activities are considered unnecessary.

1. A citizen asked about the distinction between the two
operable units at the Site. Another citizen asked if the
ground water monitoring schedule described in the Record
of Decision (ROD) for OU-1 would be affected by a No
Action decision for OU-2.



EPA Response. The ROD issued for OU-1 (ground water
contamination) will not be affected by the ROD for OU-2. The
ROD for OU-2 relates to soils and sediments only. Ground
water monitoring activities will be conducted as stated in the
ROD for OU-1. EPA made a distinction between the operable
units so that the known problem (ground water contamination)
could be addressed as soon as possible while at the same time
allowing further investigation of the suspected lead-
contamination of soil and sediment. Currently, the
groundwater remedy is in the early stages of the design
process. '

2. A Vestal Town Councilman asked if ground water at the
Site would be pumped out of the aquifer and treated with
an air stripper.

EPA Response. EPA will proceed with the ground water
remediation as described in the ROD for OU-1. The process
will involve pumping ground water out of the agquifer and using
an air stripper to remove volatile organic compounds (VOCs).
Treated groundwater can either be used in the plant processes
or discharged at the facility's permitted outfall.

3. The Vestal Town Supervisor expressed concern about the
discharge of ground water into the river. He cited past
problems that the town has had with discharges into the
river. He also asked how the pumping system would be
structured. .

EPA Response. All discharges from the plant, including the
discharge from the air stripper, must comply with the
facility's existing State Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (SPDES) permit. The permit takes into consideration
the fact that the effluent ultimately enters the Susquehanna
River. The State of New York has designated the river as a
Class A water body, which means that it is considered
protected.

Three areas requiring treatment have been established at the
Site. Water will be pumped from these three areas to the air
stripper for treatment. The extraction and treatment systems
will be fully modeled and tested before implementation. Air
discharges from the air stripper must comply with NYSDEC
standards.

4. A citizen asked where the ground water will go after
treatment. - :



EPA Response. Once the ground water is treated, the plant has
the option to use the water in the pipe production operation
or to discharge it under their SPDES permit. EPA anticipates
the plant will decide to reuse the treated water in their
operations.

5. A citizen asked if the plant currently holds an SPDES
permit. '

EPA Response. The Robintech plant has held an SPDES permit
since 1981. The plant is required to have this permit because
their operations include using water to cool newly formed PVC

pPipe.

6. A citizen asked how often the aqueous discharge from the
air stripper will be monitored, and whether the plant
would be informed beforehand. He also asked what type of
corrective action would occur if the plant was not in
compliance with standards.

EPA Response. EPA will be involved throughout the remedial
process, overseeing the PRPs during sampling, testing of
equipment, and other aspects of the design, construction, and
operation of the extraction and treatment system. In
addition, EPA will be approving or disapproving any
modifications to the system. The aqueous discharge from the
air stripper will be periodically monitored with EPA
collecting split samples for verification purposes.
Monitoring will be conducted using 10 to 15 wells, including
some new wells constructed specifically for the remedial
project. In addition, the regular monthly monitoring of plant
discharges associated with the SPDES permit will supplement
the new monitoring program. Should the groundwater extraction
and treatment system fail to achieve the level of removal of
contaminants required, EPA would require the PRPs to modify
the system to achieve these goals.

7. A citizen requested clarification of the relationship
between the SPDES permit and the Superfund investigation
at the Site. .

EPA Response. From 1966 to 1983, the Robintech plant used
public water in their operations. In 1981, the plant obtained
an SPDES permit. The plant installed its own wells in
December 1983. A routine analysis of the plant's effluent
collected by NYSDEC in 1984 showed contaminants ‘present that
were not listed in the permit. Further investigation into the
source of these contaminants led to the conclusion that they
originated in the groundwater beneath the Site. The Site was



placed on EPA's Superfund National Priorities List in June of
1986.

8. A citizen asked which series of analytical method is used
to evaluate the plant's SPDES parameters, as different
series are associated with different detection levels.

EPA Response. According to NYSDEC personnel, the series of
analytical method utilized by NYSDEC for the Site pipe
production facility's SPDES permit in their grab samples is
the 600 series. This is the series associated with
wastewvater. The specific analytical methodology would be
either 601 or 624. This is in accordance with 40 CFR Part 136
of the federal guidelines regarding the testing of such
effluent. The analytical method utilized by the pipe
production facility to monitor their effluent for their SPDES
permit would follow suit accordingly.

the ssue

1. The Vestal Town Supervisor asked why the meeting was
being held in Endicott, New York as opposed to Vestal,
New York. He stated that residents from the Town of
Vestal were not well informed of the meeting and so were
unable to respond properly, as evidenced by the small
turnout compared to that for a previous public meeting
for OU-1 which was held in Vestal Town Hall. He said
that he could have secured a room in Vestal to conduct
the public meeting. He requested that the EPA conduct a
second hearing for OU-2 in the Town of Vestal.

EPA Response. In December of 1992 EPA attempted to secure a
meeting place for January of 1993 in the Town of Vestal.
Several town representatives of Vestal informed EPA that no
meeting spaces were available. While the preferable location
for the meeting would have been in Vestal, EPA concluded it
was appropriate under the circumstances to accept a nearby
location in order to present the findings in a timely manner.

EPA uses a variety of approaches to disseminate information to
the public. Approaches used for informing the public about
the Robintech Site meeting and public comment period for OU-2
included press releases to local newspapers, announcements on
radio and television, mailing information directly to local
officials and concerned citizens included in the mailing list
for the Site, and paid public notices published in 1local
newspapers. The press release, mailing list, and public
notice information was communicated clearly, accurately, and
within an appropriate time frame. For the most part the radio
and television information was communicated correctly and
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accurately, though the Town Supervisor pointed out that he had
seen a television announcement that had communicated the wrong
meeting location. This was the basis of his request for a .
second hearing and his basis for claiming a low turnout.

EPA does not feel that a second meeting is justifiable or
necessary. In almost all instances, information concerning
the location and time of the public meeting was communicated
correctly. EPA cannot control or be held accountable for the
accuracy or content of the public media.

2. A citizen expressed concern about other contaminant
releases by the plant. He described a contaminant
release to the air that had occurred on Thanksgiving
night, 1992. The release was reported to the Broome
County Health Department as a discharge of a large volunme
of chemicals into the air, described as butyltin
mercaptide ethyl sulfide. He was concerned that the
plant was not being governed properly and felt that the
EPA should work closely with the local agencies to ensure
the plant's compliance.

EPA Response. Butyltin mercaptide ethyl sulfide is not a
hazardous substance 1listed under Section 102(a) of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act ("CERCLA"), and does not appear to be a
substance the release of which would trigger the reporting
requirements of CERCLA §103 or Section 304 of the Emergency
Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act ("EPCRA") .
Nevertheless, the November 26, 1992 release of butyltin
mercaptide ethyl sulfide at the Site was reported to NYSDEC's
Region 7 office located in Kirkwood, New York, who responded
to the scene. This particular release does not appear to be
one which required a response action by EPA under CERCLA.

As a general matter, vhere a hazardous substance is released
from a facility in an amount which equals or exceeds the
reportable quantity for that substance, the person in charge
of the facility, or the owner or operator of the facility,
must immediately notify the National Response Center, the
State Emergency Response Commission, and the Local Emergency
Planning Committee and provide certain information. Such
notification helps insure that federal, state and local
officials can properly respond to environmental emergencies.
Not all releases of substances require a response action.

The pipe production and electronic cable assembly facilities
are periodically inspected by NYSDEC under various
environmental statutes. The effluent from the pipe production
process is sampled and sent to a lab for analysis on a monthly
basis under the SPDES program. The cable assembly operation
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operates under a NYSDEC air permit. The pipe production
facility operates under 15 air permits which are inspected
annually by NYSDEC or upon a reported release. In addition,
EPA regulates the pipe production and electronic cable
assembly facilities as small generators under the RCRA
program. Both facilities are inspected annually under this

program.
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S8ITE

Name:
Location/State:
EPA Region:

HRS Score (date):
NPL Rank (date):
ROD for 0OU-2

Date Signed:

Selected Remedy for 0OU-2

Soil and Sediment:
Capital Cost:

O & M:

Present Worth:
LEAD

Enforcement, PRP Lead
Primary Contact (phone):

ROD FACT SHEET

Robintech, Operable Unit 2
Vestal, Broome Co., New York
II

30.76 (6/86)

Not Applicable

March 30, 1993

No Action
N/A

N/A
N/A

Mark Granger (212-264-9588)

Secondary Contact (phone): Melvin Hauptman (212-264-7681)

WASTE (0U-=2)
Type:
Medium:

Origin:

Lead (Suspected).
Soil and Sediments.

Unknown, suspected erroneous data: of
200 samples collected to verify elevated
concentrations none of Site-related data
was elevated



RECORD OF DECISION
ROBINTECH, INC./NATIONAL PIPE CO. SITE
OPERABLE UNIT 2

TOWN OF VESTAL
BROOME COUNTY, NEW YORK

UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
REGION 1I
NEW YORK:



Site Name and lLocatjon

Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site, Town of Vestal, Broome
County, New York.

tatement s a ose

This decision document presents the selected remedial action for
the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site (hereinafter, the
"Site” or the "Robintech Site"), Operable Unit Two (0U-2),
located in the Town of Vestal, Broome County, New York, which was
chosen in accordance with the requirements of the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA),
42 U.S.C. §§ 9601-9675, as amended by the Superfund Amendments
‘and Reauthorization Act of 1986 (SARA), and the National 0il and
Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP), 40 CFR
Part 300. This decision document explains the factual and legal
basis for selecting the no action remedy for OU-2 of the Site.

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
("NYSDEC") concurs with the selected no action remedy. A letter
of concurrence from NYSDEC is attached as Appendlx III to this
document.

The information supporting this no action decision is contained
in the Administrative Record file for the Site. The
Administrative Record file index is attached as Appendix V.

L ipti f the Selected Remedy: No Acti

The United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) has
"determined that no action is necessary for the suspected lead
contamination of Site-related soil and sediment at the Robintech
Site. EPA bases this decision, in part, on the Remedial
Investigation (RI) report dated September 1991; Appendices A and
D of EPA's 1987 RI Work Plan; as well as the EPA reports entitled
"Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation™ dated March 1992;
"Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface Soils,
Subsurface Soils, and -Sediments" dated December 1992; and "Soil
Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December 1992.
Confirmatory sampling of the suspected Site-related lead
contamination of soil and sediment was conducted in both February
and September 1992. The concentrations of lead in Site-related
soil and sediment were found to be acceptable for protection of
human health and the environment. Thus, "No Action" is the
selected remedy for the second operable unit for the Site.



Declaration Statement

In accordance with the requirements of CERCLA, as amended, and
the NCP, EPA, in consultation with the State of New York, has
determined that the suspected lead contamination of soil and
sediment at the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site does not
pose a significant threat to human health or the environment and,
therefore, remediation of the Site-related soil and sediment is
not necessary.

The alternative selected for the first operable unit of the Site
will result in contaminants remaining on-site above health based
limits until the contaminant levels in the aquifer are reduced
below MCLs. CERCLA requires that this action be reviewed at
least once every five years after commencement of the remedial
action, and every five years thereafter, to ensure that the
remedy continues to provide adequate protection of human health
and the environment.

_/1%‘o¢¢( -;alpl7’27
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The Robintech Inc./National Pipe Co. Site (hereinafter, the
"Site" or the "Robintech Site") is located at 3421 0l14d Vestal
Road in the Town of Vestal, Broome County, New York (see Figure
1). Vestal, with a population of 27,238 (U.S. Census, 1980), is
located within a regionally important industrial center adjacent
to Binghamton, N.Y. in the Susquehanna River basin. An estimated
5,350 people live within a one mile radius of the Site. A Ssite
location map is included in Appendix I as Figure 1.

The Site occupies 12.7 acres, and is bordered by Commerce Road
and several warehouses and light industrial buildings to the
east; 01d Vestal Road and several residences to the south; an
amusement facility (known as the Skate Estate) and fuel storage
tanks (Mobil Tank Farm) to the west; and by Conrail railroad
tracks and Parkway Vending Inc. to the north. The Site is
located approximately half-way down the westerly face of a hill
that slopes gently toward the Susquehanna River. Consistent with
this, EPA field observations and examination of topographic
contours indicate that the superficial (overland) flow of surface
water across the Site is to the west, controlled by a series of
conduits and drainage ditches which direct the flow to the river,
located approximately a half mile to the north and west. A Site
layout map is included in Appendix I as Figure 2.

The area has two distinct aquifers which are sources of water
supply. The upper aquifer is comprised of the overburden
material above bedrock. This material consists mainly of gray
and brown till which becomes harder with depth. In addition,
fill material associated with extensive grading on-site for
parking spaces and storage ranges from 0-6 feet. Groundwater was
encountered within the upper aquifer unit 6-20 feet below the
ground surface. The lower aquifer is shale bedrock with a
weathered zone 7-10 feet thick. The primary permeability of this
material is low but the secondary permeability is much higher.
Fractures along the horizontal bedding planes and vertical joints
in the shale allow for groundwater flow. Groundwater was
encountered in this zone 10-60 feet below the ground surface.

Groundwater flow in the study area is primarily toward the west,
with minor components trending to the northwest and southwest,
and is recharged from rainfall. There are no private drinking
water wells in the vicinity of the Site. All residents are
supplied with drinking water by the Vestal public water supply
systen.

The area where the Site is located is not known to contain any
ecologically significant habitat, wetlands, agricultural land, or
historic or landmark sites which are impacted by the Site.
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In 1966, Robinson Technical Products, Inc. constructed the main
building that currently exists at the Site. The first floor of
the building was used for the manufacture of aircraft engine
mounts and automobile accelerator control cables. The second
floor was used for the assembly of electronic cable. 1In 1970,
Robinson Technical Products was renamed Robintech, Inc., and
first floor production activities were replaced vzth PVC pipe
extrusion operations. Between 1966 and 1979 the present pipe
staging area was paved in four successive stages to the north.
The warehouse was constructed in 1974. Ten production wells were
installed on-site in 1983 to supply cooling water for the PVC
pipe extrusion process. Pipe production had previously relied on
municipal water for this purpose.

The Site was bought by Buffton Corporation, the current owner, in
1982, and was occupied by its subsidiaries National Pipe Company
(National Pipe) and Electro-Mech, Incorporated (Electro-Mech).
Electro-Mech has continued the assembly of electronic cable on
the second floor of the facility located at the Site. National
Pipe continued the PVC pipe extrusion operations until 1991, when
substantially all of National Pipe's assets were sold to LCP
National Plastics, Inc. (LCP). LCP is currently occupying that
portion of the plant at the Site that previously was used by
National Pipe.

An effluent sample collected in 1984 by The New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation ("NYSDEC") to verify
discharge permit compliance found certain organic constituents
above standards that were not covered under the existing permit.
Further investigation resulted in the conclusion that the source
of contamination was coming from the groundwater beneath the
Site. This groundwater was being pumped from the newly installed
on-site production wells, used as cooling water in the PVC pipe
extrusion process, and then discharged at the permitted effluent
point. The Robintech Site was placed on EPA's National
Priorities List (NPL) in 1986. An Administrative Order on
Consent (AOC) for a Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study
(RI/FS) was issued in 1987 to General Indicator Group, Inc. (a
successor of Robintech), Buffton, Buffton Electronics
(subsequently renamed Electro-Mech, Inc.), and National Pipe
Company. McLaren/Hart, retained by Buffton, implemented the EPA
approved work plan. The RI Report was approved by EPA in October
1991. The FS Report was approved by EPA in March 1992.

In response to inconsistencies of data associated with levels of
lead in soils and sediments, the Site was separated into two
operable units (OUs), or phases, on February 12, 1992. The first
OU (OU-1) addressed groundwater, surface water and air; the
second OU (0U-2), which is the subject of this ROD, addresses
Site-related soils and sediments suspected to be contaminated
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with lead. Only groundwater was found to be of concern for OU-1.
A Record of Decision (ROD) was issued on March 30, 1992 which
calls for the pumping of groundwater from three on-site locations
to an air stripper and discharge of the treated groundwater to
the facility's permitted outfall. Treated groundwater may be
used in the facility's production process before being discharged
to the outfall, if so desired. Depending on contaminant locad, air
pollution controls may be added to the treatment system. EPA
issued a Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) to Buffton
Corporation and Electro-Mech, Inc. on September 29, 1992,
requiring those companies to conduct the groundwater remedial
design and remedial action (RD/RA). The RD is expected to be
completed in the Fall of 1994.

IG 0!

EPA is basing the no action decision for suspected lead
contamination of Site-related soils and sediments, in part, on
the Remedial Investigation (RI) report dated September 1991;
Appendices A and D of EPA's 1987 RI Work Plan; as well as the EPA
reports entitled "Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation" dated
March 1992; "Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface
Soils, Subsurface Soils, and Sediments" dated December 1992; and
"Soil Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December
1992. These and other significant documents, as well as the 0U-2
Proposed Plan for the Site were released to the public for
comment on December 31, 1992. These documents were made
available to the public in both the OU-2 Administrative Record
file and information repositories maintained at the EPA Docket
Room in the Region II New York City office and at the Town of
Vestal Public Library located at 320 Vestal Parkway East, Vestal,
New York. The notices of availability for these documents were
published in the Binghamton Press & Sun Bulletin on December 31,
1992. A public comment period was held from December 31, 1992
through January 30, 1993. A public meeting was held on January
12, 1993 at the George F. Johnson Memorial Library in Endicott,
New York. At this meeting, representatives from EPA presented
the findings of the comprehensive analysis of all data collected
since 1985 as it relates to lead in Site-related soils and
sediments and answered questions from the public about the Site
and the no action remedy under consideration. Responses to the
comments received during this comment period are included in the
Responsiveness Summary, which is attached to this ROD as Appendix
Iv.

0 ONS
This ROD focuses on EPA's selection of a no action decision for
the Site-related soils and sediments. As noted previously, a ROD
was issued on March 30, 1992 for OU-1. The OU-1 ROD calls for
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the pumping of groundwater from three on-site locations to an air
stripper and discharge of the treated groundwater to the
facility's permitted outfall. Treated groundwater may be used in
the facility's production process before being discharged to the
outfall, if so desired. Depending on contaminant load, air
pollution controls may be added to the treatment system. EPA
issued a Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO) to Buffton
Corporation and Electro~Mech, Inc. on September 29, 1992,

- requiring those companies to conduct the groundwater remedial
design and remedial action (RD/RA). The RD is expected to be
completed in the Fall of 1994. This action will reduce the
threat to the environment by removing contaminated groundwater
from the aquifer and reducing or eliminating the threat to human
health and the environment of groundwater contaminant migration
from the Site.

Based on EPA's analysis of data generated as relevant to OU-2,
and on EPA's Risk Assessment and other supporting documentation,
the Site-related soils and sediments do not pose a threat to
human health or the environment.

!;_§!!EAB!_Q!;EIIE_QEABAQIEBIEIIQE
a edi -2

Under the supervision .of EPA, sampling of sediment, surface and
subsurface soils, air, surface water and groundwvater was
conducted by McLaren/Hart during the RI. As mentioned
previously, groundwater, air and surface water were addressed as
part of the OU-1 ROD and, as such, are not addressed in the 0U-2
ROD. Further information related to OU-1 may be found in the OU-
1 Administrative Record file.

The topography in the vicinity of the Site slopes primarily to
the west and to a lesser extent to the north. Surficial soils
that were suspected of being disturbed or reworked during
construction activities were classified as fill. Typically,
these materials were encountered to a maximum depth of 6 feet
below ground surface. The composition of the fill is similar to
other surficial soils encountered on-site.

Several volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were detected in soil
in the northern portion of the paved pipe staging area of the
Site at levels below concern. Levels of semi-volatile
contaninants in this area are associated with the asphalt paving.
The only VOC detected in on-site sediment samples was 1,1,1-
trichloroethane ("1,1,1-TCA"). Reported values ranged from 14 to
28 parts per billion ("ppb"). No Federal or State standards
exist for contaminants in sediment.

Based upon the McLaren/Hart data set from the RI report, lead in
4



on-site and downgradient soil and sediment was the sole
contaminant of concern. Soil and sediment samples analyzed by
McLaren-Hart showed lead levels exceeding the EPA interim lead
cleanup level of 500-1000 ppm in 24 of 64 samples collected down
to a depth of 10 feet. Elevated concentrations ranged from 2,000
to 56,000 ppm. In addition, a small off-site area located on the
Skate Estate property displayed elevated lead levels in surface
soil. All other reported lead values from this data set were
below 100 ppm. EPA conducted confirmatory split sampling at
several locations at the time these samples were collected. The
EPA split samples failed to confirm the elevated lead
concentrations. Concentrations for the EPA split samples ranged
from 12-61 ppm. RI data summary tables are included in Appendix
II (see Tables 1 thru 3). EPA's split sample data summary tables
are included as Tables 4 and 5. In addition, a map of split
sample and RI sampling locations can be found in Appendix I as
Figures 3 and 4.

Two other sets of data, one before the McLaren/Hart RI and one
after, were collected by EPA and included over 250 samples
analyzed for lead and other compounds.

EPA initiated sampling events in July 1985 as part of developing
an RI/FS Work Plan for the Site. These events are summarized
(including maps of sampling locations) in Appendices A and D of
the 2/10/87 RI/FS Work Plan developed for EPA by CDM-FPC, an EPA
contractor. This document is included in the Administrative
Record file for the Site. A total of five sediment samples at
four locations were collected as part of this investigation.
McLaren/Hart split three of these samples with EPA. All eight
analyses were below 80 ppm for lead. Of 58 subsurface and
surface soil samples collected both on- and off-site, all were
below 50 ppm for lead, with the exception of one reported value
of 143 ppm from a sample collected from a drainage ditch located
in the extreme northern portion of the Site between the paved
pipe-staging area and the gravel lot area. Maps of sampling
locations associated with these events can be found in Appendix I
(see Figures 5 thru 7). Data summary tables can be found in
Appendix II (see Table 6).

In response to the elevated detections of lead in the Skate
Estate surface soils reported in the MclLaren/Hart RI data, EPA
tasked its Environmental Response Team (ERT) to determine if the
property qualified for a removal action. The assessment,
initiated in February 1992, analyzed 155 surface soil, subsurface
soil and sediment samples associated with the Skate Estate
property and, to a lesser extent, the western perimeter of the
Site. Three background samples were collected at nearby
locations unassociated with either the Skate Estate or Robintech
properties. Analysis was by portable X-Ray Florescence (XRF)
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methodology. XRF methodology is a truck mounted field screening
analytical method which generates real-time data. In addition,
21 split samples were lab-analyzed using Contract Lab Program
(CLP) methodology to provide confirmation of XRF sampling data.
The McLaren/Hart soil and sediment sampling locations associated
with elevated lead detections were duplicated as closely as
possible. Results indicated 120 samples below 50 ppm, 26 samples
within 50-100 ppm, 4 samples within 100-150 ppm, and 3 samples
within 200-250 ppm (or 153 out of 155 samples below 250 ppm).

One detection was recorded at 344 ppm, well below the EPA interim
cleanup level of 500 ppm for lead in soil. A single detection of
2,550 ppm was recorded in the off-site background location and is
considered anomalous. This detection was recorded in a location
described by ERT as being characterized by "historical disposal
of household debris and automotive waste materials, including oil
cans and used oil filters." The split samples, analyzed by CLP
methodologies, confirmed the accuracy of the XRF samples.

In September 1992 a second sampling event was initiated by ERT to
reanalyze areas where elevated detections of lead had been
indicated by the McLaren/Hart data set in an effort to confirm
the validity of that data. The original locations were checked
against known landmarks and confirmed by the EPA Project Manager
for the Site. In the case of the Mclaren/Hart subsurface soil
borings, the original bore holes had been grouted to grade with
concrete and were especially easy to locate. A total of 39
samples were collected from 16 relevant surface soil, subsurface
soil, and sediment RI-related locations. Analysis was by
portable XRF methodology. Where an elevated detection had been
made during the course of the McLaren/Hart sampling rounds in a
particular horizon, samples were collected down to that horizon
using a drill rig. All but 2 of the 39 samples collected were
below 50 ppm and all samples recorded lead values below 100 ppm.
Split samples analyzed in the lab using CLP methodologies
confirmed the accuracy of the XRF sampling results. All 10 of
these lab samples were below 50 ppm.

A more detailed discussion of these sampling events, including
maps of sampling locations, can be found in Appendices A and D of
EPA's 1987 RI Work Plan, as well as in the EPA reports entitled
"Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation® dated March 1992;
"Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface Soils,
Subsurface Soils, and Sediments"™ dated December 1992; and "Soil
Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December 1992.

Data summary tables can be found in Appendix II (see Tables 7
thru 9). Maps of sampling locations associated with these events
can be found in the EPA reports entitled "Skate Estate Soil
Sampling Investigation®" dated March 1992 and "Soil Sampling
Investigation, Robintech Site" dated December 1992. These
documents may be found in the Administrative Record file for the
Site.



Although the exact reason is not apparent, a comprehensive
analysis of all sampling data collected since 1985 for the Site
indicates that the McLaren/Hart data set is erroneous and
inaccurate as it relates to reported lead values in soil and
sediment. :

¥I. SUMMARY OF SITE RIGKS

EPA conducted a Risk Assessment to estimate the health and
environmental risks of all potentially affected media at the
Site. The Risk Assessment began by selecting indicator chemicals
vhich would be representative of Site risks. These chemicals
were identified based on factors such as potential for exposure
to receptors, toxicity, concentration and frequency of
occurrence. These contaminants included VOCs, semi-volatiles,
and metals in various media.

The Risk Assessment evaluated the health effects which could
result from exposure to contaminated or potentially contaminated
media including groundwater, surface water, air, surface and
subsurface soils, and sediment. Risks associated with
groundwater, surface water and air are the subject of OU-1 and as
such are not addressed as part of this ROD.

The results of the Baseline Risk Assessment are gontaingd in the

c
Site dated February 1992 and prepared by Alliance Technologies
Corporation under contract to EPA. This document is included in
the Administrative Record file for the Site.

Current federal guidelines for acceptable exposures are a maximum
health Hazard Index (HI) equal to 1.0 and an individual lifetime
excess carcinogenic risk in the range of 10* to 10¢ (or =
1:10,000 to 1:1,000,000). The Hazard Index reflects
noncarcinogenic health effects for an exposed population and is
calculated by dividing the chronic daily intake of a chemical by
the daily dose believed to be protective of human health
including sensitive sub-populations. If the HI exceeds one
(1.0), there is a possibility of adverse health effects.

For soil and sediment, the exposure pathway demonstrating the
greatest risk was ingestion of on-site soils by a trespasser.
This risk value (1.0 x 10%) is, however, within the target
carcinogenic risk range of 10* to 10% discussed above and in the
NCP. Risk for this scenario was due primarily to PAHs which were
detected in a single sample underlying the pavement. None of the
HIs exceeded 1.0 for soils or sediments. Quantifiable risks,
therefore, have been determined to be insignificant.



It should be noted that EPA has temporarily withdrawn the
toxicity values used to quantitatively evaluate risks associated
with lead exposure in soil and sediment. In the meantime EPA has
set an interim cleanup level of 500 to 1,000 ppm for the maximum
allowable concentration of lead in soil in residential areas.
This range is designed to protect sensitive sub-populations
(i.e., children). While the Site and most of the surrounding
area is zoned for industrial use, this range has at times
provided a basis for remedial action at industrial sites as well.
For the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site, the lower and
more protective value of 500 ppm is considered the threshold
value. Employing this value at the Site affords an added layer
of safety. .

The 500 ppm threshold value was significantly exceeded in Site-
related soils and sediments from one of the three data sets
collected for the Site (i.e., the data set collected as part of
the McLaren/Hart RI). As summarized previously (see "RI Summary
of Soil and Sediment Data as Related to OU-2" and "Summary of
Other Soil and Sediment Data as Related to OU-2" sections,
above), data collected before the Mclaren/Hart data set, split
samples collected concurrently with the McLaren/Hart data set,
and data collected in response to the MclLaren/Hart data set have
failed to detect even a single elevated concentration of lead in
Site-related soil or sediment. The 2,550 ppm value reported in a
background sample and discussed on Page 6 of this ROD was not
collected from soil or sediment related to the Site. A
comprehensive analysis of all sampling data collected since 1985
for the Site indicates that the Mclaren/Hart data set is
erroneous and inaccurate as it relates to reported lead values in
soils and sediments. Therefore, based on the data sets relied on
by EPA in evaluating Site conditions, there is no significant
human health hazard due to Site-related lead levels in soils and
sediments.

In terms of environmental risk, it is important to consider that
the area where the Site is located is not known to contain any
ecologically significant habitat, plant and animal species, or
wetlands. Though no measurable evaluation criteria are available
to quantify and assess potential environmental risk, it should be
noted that, from a qualitative perspective, the threshold value,
designed to be protective of children (who are extremely
sensitive to lead exposure), by extension would be protective of
most environmental receptors. Thus, children as an indicator
species combined with the absence of sensitive ecological factors
leads to the conclusion that there are no significant
environmental risks due to Site-related lead levels in soils and
sediments.



Areas of Uncertainties

The procedures and inputs used to assess risks in this
evaluation, as in all such assessments, are subject to a wide
variety of uncertainties. In general, the main sources of
uncertainty include:

environmental chemistry sampling and analysis
environmental parameter measurement

fate and transport modeling

exposure parameter estimation

toxicological data

Uncertainty in environmental sampling arises in part from the
potentially uneven distribution of chemicals in the media
sampled. Consequently, there is significant uncertainty as to
the actual levels present. Environmental chemistry analysis
uncertainty can stem from several sources including the errors
inherent in the analytical methods and characteristics of the
matrix being sampled.

.Uncertainties in the exposure assessment are related to estimates
of how often an individual would actually come in contact with
the chemicals of concern, the period of time over which such
exposure would occur, and in the models used to estimate the
concentrations of the chemicals of concern at the point of
exposure. : '

Uncertainties in toxicological data occur in extrapolating both
from animals to humans and from high to low doses of exposure, as
well as from the difficulties in assessing the toxicity of a
mixture of chemicals. These uncertainties are addressed by
making conservative assumptions concerning risk and exposure
parameters throughout the assessment. As mentioned previously,
lead is currently undergoing a toxicological reevaluation. While
issues of toxicological uncertainty are being resolved, EPA has
established an interim soil cleanup level (500-1,000 ppm) as
protective of the most sensitive sub-population, that being

. children.

ViI. STATR ACCEPTANCE

The State ovaew York concurs with EPA's selected no action
remedy. Their letter of concurrence is attached as Appendix III.

s CO cC C
The community had a few questions about the no action remedy.
Inquiries generally regarded lead concentrations present in Site-

related soils and sediments. EPA addressed these questions at
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the public meeting and assured those present that the low lead
concentrations in Site-related soils and sediments did not
require action. 1In general, the community appeared satisfied
with the no action remedy. All comments that were received from
the public during the public comment period, including all
questions and comments raised during the public meeting, are
addressed in the Responsiveness Summary attached as Appendix IV.

« DESCRIP or " '

Based upon the review of all available data and the findings of
the RI conducted at the Site, a no action decision for OU-2 of
the Site is protective of human health and the environment. The
no action decision complies with Federal and State requirements
that are legally applicable or relevant and appropriate to the
remedial action and is cost effective.

A comprehensive review of all data collected at the Site
indicates that there are no concentrations of lead in Site-
related soils and sediments above the 500 ppm threshold value.
As such, there is no significant threat to human health or the
environment due to Site-related lead levels in soils and
sediments.

. TIO G

There are no significant changes from the preferred alternative
presented in the Proposed Plan.
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY QF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS

METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY

BORING NUMBER 31 | 31D Bl »n »n 2] ma[ma-D] ma|l »2B| 3B
DEPTH (FT) 4| 24| s-101 24| 46| 10| &6 &6 810 24 -3
DATE 4-20-83 {4-20-83 [4-20-88 [4-21-88 [¢~-21-83 [4-21-83 [4-21-83 [4-21-88 [4-21:88 [4-21-38 [4-21-88
METALS (ag/g)

Aluzinum 15,719 11.925| $.818 NA| 2.130] 662 8080] 66521 6944] 6.3860] 10.208
Astimony - - -] NA - - - - - - -
Arsenic - - - NA - - - - - - -
| T 2.3Q - o] NA| 2999 -] 47] 36Q] RMW - -
Benyllivm -| 0.52Q ] Na - - - - - - -
Cadmicm - - - NA - - - - - - -
Calciom 3434 148 | 21,89 NA| 2297] 129Q] 23] 1me| 1.711] 13263 ] 3%4Q
Chremivn - - | NA - - - - - - -
Cobalt 19.4 -1 71 NA - - - - - - -
Copper 2641 203] 198 NAl 23] 11.6] 204 143 17.8] 72| 193
Iron 26764 | 22,184 | 13,932 NA| 15838 ] 14540] 26,881 ] 12,516 | 16,611 | 30,865 | 16,038
Lead 2 23! 100 NA| 214 12800 E 1Y) 26 Ul 1560 7270
Magnesivz 40911 3.162] 2,617 NAl 1300] 1,693 1831 1.826] 2060 3,137 3.280
Manganese Nni| 4 m NA| 428 226 34 451 m 461 408
Mercury 0300 ] o081 o020]  NA] 02| 0050 os@ ] o01%3] osw| 0.03Q( 0.05Q
Nicke] M3l €1.7] 166 NA| 1280 150! 161 1e] 162{ 137] 2.
Potansivm 923Q] 4712Q] 383Q NAl Mol 23'Q1 «41Q] 301Q]| 391Q| 298 156
Seenivn - ‘- «| NA - - - - - - 0.4
Sdver 241 12Q] 12Q NA - - - - -{ 22Q] 135Q
Sodium 133Q] $3.1Q] S0Q NA| 6070] 61.1Q] 136Q] 35.6Q| 53.1Q1 $3.3Q | 67.3Q
Thallivem - 1.9Q - NA - - - - - - -
Vanadivm - -1 189 NA - - -] 197 - - -
“Zinc 60| e6183] as2 NA|l S04] 39| @3] 371] 4] Ns| 6

[cYANDE (2gxp) ] o -] <] NA] o] o o o] of o] -

= Net datected

* D Duglicste - ) Y .
Q Estimatad semi~gquastiestive valus becanss soncestretios i below eomtract required quantitation limkt
J Valw s s mi~quantitative estimats based an QA/QC roview

R Dats failed to mest QA/QC requirements
NA Paramatar act asalyzsd



TABLE 1 (continued)
SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS
METALS AND CYANIDE

N;TIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY

RING NUMBER 323 N 1) M M BS 23S B | 36 B6
EPTH FT) $-10] 24| &6 24! 10 02| &6 ~s| 8101 02| &6
ATE 4~2188 [4-20-88 [4-20~88 [4~14-88 [4=14-88 [4-14-88 [4-14-83 [4=14-83 [4~14-83 [4~14-88 [4-14-88
METALS (
Alugizun NA| 12,192 | 31,03 NA| 10,300 | 13,000 | 10,900 NA NA| 13800 NA
Astimosy NA - - NA - - - NA NA - NA
Assezic NA - - NA] 13.00 -] 2, NA NA - NA
Berium NA| 24Q| 118 NA|l @8] 26| 429 NA NA| @4 NA
Beryllivm NA - - NA] o0@] " ] = NA NA - NA
Cadzinm NA - - NAl 18.3] o.08Ql s.e% NA NA|l 115 NA
Calciom NAl 9.206] 6960 NA| 2.190] S¢.500] 1,600 NA NA| a7 NA
Chrominn NA - - NA - - - NA NA - NA
Cobalt NA - - NA - - - NA NA - NA
Copper NA] 159] 204 NA 122 187 119 NA NA 15.6 NA
Jros NA | 24,224 | 20,798 NA | 28,300 | 29,100 | 26,800 NA NA | 26,300 NA
Lead NA| WY oY) NA| 8,620] 13.4] 10,20 NA NA ” NA
| Magpesium NA| 466] 179 NA| 3300| 5680} 3.240 NA NA| 3.400 NA
| Mangenese NAl ™ 7] NAl a8 33 [7) NA NA 365 NA
Mercury NA| 002 o9 NA| o0.40] oS4} o0.10 NA NA] o0.10 NA
Nickal NAl 291 29 NA|] Qo] 37.1] s4.0 NA NA| %2 NA
Posnium Na| s30Q| 1352 NA| 73Q| 9%4Q] 60Q NA NAl 8s5Q NA
Sdaism NA - - NA - - - NA NA - Na
Siver NA - 2.1 NA - - - NA NA - NA
Sodivm NA| Q] 3 NA| 152Q] 155Q] 165Q NA NA| 203Q NA
Thallivm NA - - NA - - - NA NA - NA
Vaasdina NA| 109Q - NA o= - - NA NA - NA
2iac NA|l 7T2] 1207 NA|] 7] @S] &3 NA NA] .6 NA
CYANIDE (= NA| -] -] Na] -] -] -] Na] Nal -] NA}
« Not detacted
D Duplicats

Q Extimeted sami~quantitative valus becames consustration §s balow eomtrect

3 Valss s s mmi~quantistive estimats besad ca QA/QC roviow
R Datz falled ® mest QA/QC requirements

NA Psrxneser act asalyzed

q-‘i_hhhl



TABLE 1 (continmed)

SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS
METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PIFE, VESTAL, NY

{BORING NUMBER 36 37 37 »? [0 »w| 0] mwol sulsu-pl =2
[pePTH FD) 10| 24| 6] 8] 24| &6| 24| 6] o] 6| 24
{DATE 4=14-88 (4=14-88 [4=14-88 [4=14-88 [4-15-88 [4-15-88 l4-15-88 [4-15-88 [4-18-83 [¢~18-88 [¢-18-23
METALS (2gkg)

Alumisum 1030] NA| Nal 8050] 7.550][ 10400] 10.900] 9.380] 11,700} 11,500 ] 17,700
Antimeny -1 Nal wa - - - - - - - -
Arvenic -l Na]l Na - - - - - - - -
Barisn Q0] Nal nNal 8] 04l &3] 301 «.9] 223Q] 9Q[ 603
Benlium <1 _NA| NaA - - - - - - - -
Cadmive Rl Na| Na| 1es] 0.50Q 12 18] 3371 s3] 20 2080
Calcium $§560] NA| NA| 1430] a0500] 4.600] 2080 1.660] 1.200] 1251 1,660
Chrominm ~] Nal Na}l - - - - - - - -
Cobah -] Nal Na - - - - - - - -
Coppes 189 Nal Nl 252 1se6l 194] 250] 208] 129] 126] 144
boa 28.600] Nal NaJ 19000] 15800 28,200 | 23,900 | 22,700 | 35.700 | 32.900 | 22.200
Lead 96001 Na|l NaA[ 9400 100 ) 19 2 2| 17900 | 22.200
Magpesivm 3900 Na] NaA] s100] 463! 260] 3240] s060] 107Q[ s.oe0] 1210
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Mercury 00| Nal NAl oo -] 0.020] 0.03Q] o007] o007} 0.07] o4
Nickel 663] Nal Nal s21] a] er7] 198] 26s] ;2] wms]| 166
Poassivn 676Q] Na| Nal wmsQl «31Q] ass| esQl seo] 1s.1Q] ess@l 1010
Seleivm -] Nal Na - - - - - - - -
Sdver -l Nal Na - - - - -1 - - -
Sodium 5] Nal Nal 1s1Q] 66.6Q | «02Q] s639] 120 126Q] 157Q
Thallium -] NA] Na - - - - - - - -
Vazadivm -] Nal Na - - - - - - -

Zisc n2] Nal Nal se3] s06] 9] 6] 2] @2] wo| 7Ns
CYANIDE (mg/kg) | -] Nal Nal -] -} -] -] I B | -]
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SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS

METALS AND CYANIDE
NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY
[poRING NUMBER 13 Bi¢ B1S 6] »7 0 315 220
[perPTH T 4] 6] 47 a6l o02] o2] o2] o2
IpATE 4-19-38 | 4~15-88 | 4-19-88 | 4-20-83 | 4-25-83 | 4-25-38 | 4-25-38 | 4-25-83
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Alumionn 63361 123841 31300] 31.362] 1.01] 13614] 16165] 12337
Astimasy - - - - - - - -
Arsenic - - p - . = - -
Bariuz 0.6Q1 424 24.1Q1 nsQl s19] 22991 1] %4
Beryilan - - - - -]__oeQ - -
Cadminm - - - - 1.3 - - -
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Cobalt - - - - - - - -
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Vaaadion 18.1 - -] 387 - - - -
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3 Valve s s smi-quictitative estimats based ca QA/QC review
R Dets falled 0 sest QA/QC requirements

NA Paramenr st analyzed




TABLE 2 .
SUMMARY OF SOIL ANALYTICAL RESULTS, METALS AND CYANIDB

NATIONAL PIPB, VESTAL, NY
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Sediwn =Rl Wi B Tiwi]  we] | %u| wa] 10| issl Bu] i - -
[ Vessdium ‘DT. s = = = = o = - - 153 - - - -
E7 R ) e X 9] & 4] @3] _.a] | 6| 13| s i - -
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TARLE )
SUMMARY OF SEDIMENT ANALYTICAL RESULTS

D Duplissts of SD~1 Gabeled as £D-0 @ s sheln of suady)
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R Dan hiled 0 mest QAQC mguirenants
A Pasumeter ast aaalysed i
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o AR maivelatils smiyss performed @ 3 00 § hid sumple dhutions: safer 0 Agpeadiz

NATIONAL PIPE, VESTAL, NY
[Sampie sumber &-1| a>-1d] D3| 8D4] &D6| 8D-7] so-8| o] ap-10[ so-uul &>-12
[Sampie &ats &I+ | &2-8] 28] 3-8 ¢20-38] ¢T-18| &27-83 | ¢8| &0 ] &77-83 | 20
VOLATLE OROANICS (g
l.l’m - - - - - - - - - 10
Tolamms - - 2002 - - - - - - -
1.1.1-Trichioresthans - - 12 - [7] [1] - 0 e 3 -
!yl- Qatal) - - - 12 - - - - - - -
TiCs Nembert 0 ) 0 7 ° 0 0 0 0 0 o
Taal amsestrytien - 2 - 1,088 - - - - - - -
SDOVOLATILE OROANICE™ y/hy) _
_uﬂ'mﬂm - - 3,60 4,60 .00 - 43,000 3,600 - .00 -
Tics Number® [] - 4 1 pi) 9 34 13 ) ) 0 9
Tonl csmentretion 15.40 $150] «5.60| @8 800] 209%0] 106,000 | 144,900 | 2930 7,20 -] 3550
METALS taghp) :
" | Alemiman 5.015 4,143 $.178 3.9% 6.169 9,950 19.207 13.25%0 10.536 13.121 4.9
ABtneny - - - - - - - - - -
Armme - - - - - - - - - - -
Rasian 4.6 30.4Q 17.Q ».7Q 16.6Q 19.3Q [ 2] 19.9Q ©.9 0.9Q 11.1Q
Deryiiem . | L3Q . . - <] _omal 13 S BT
Cadmiun - - . 3.6 - - - - - - 1.2
’_C_Ak- ’ 4,200 | 52503 | 353.851)123.010.3) | 49U 9,52 3,832 s 3,151 M2Q | %0510
Qureminn e - - - - - 3.3 - - - d
Gobal - - - - - - 4 - - - -
Coppmr 11.5 - 19.7 19.8 12.9 14.6 8.1 .3 3 13.7 5.8
lren 11.208 13.356 17,196 14.582 14,007 19,57 0,117 34,750 28.949 31.145 11,650
Lasd - 10.60] 4110 10100] 2563 | V34| 590 7,306 78| NN 20,900 $.659
Magwsian 4,266 3.2% | 5.0%.6Q 4.2 $.359 3502 4,400 N2 .63 3,350 6.921
Mangusese 7 ”} 19 29 328 t 1) 1.7%3 1.171 ) 649 ]
Msrewry 0.2Q{ 0.08Q - - 0.25 0.1 - - 0.34 0.12Q -
Nicks} 0.33Q 7.9Q 3.2Q - 7.40Q 17.10 1.0 17.20 30.0 .50 .04
Petssian 2Q 24Q | @5Q] 6.2Q| 419.9Q 30Q 910] §53.0Q 415Q Q| NN
Seleninm - - - - - - - - - - -
Sibver 19| 210 - - 2 ) ) Y MY -
h—* 8.2 .6 125Q 1 I1M.1Q 130Q 34Q 3099 2635Q)| 245.8Q 411Q ] $26.5Q
Thallian - . - - - - - - - - -
Vanden . L] - - - - - - - - -
Zins 100.0 26 8.7 138.9 ne 131.6 [X] 250.0 4.9 1.7 9.0
CYANIDE (mg | =1 =] =1 =1 =] -1 Q| -1 -1 =1 -]
T cumpomd Olsnd b Appondiz B /
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TARLE 3
CCRPIRMATION SAMPLE SPECTRACE 9000 XRP AND METAL ANALYSIS RESULTS
- ®g/kg LIAD (Fb)

E ROBINTECE SITE
 FEBRUARY 4-6, 1992

SAMPLE  |SAMPLE SPECTRACE  [METAL ARALYSIS
FKOMBER  |LOCATION IRF og/kg b 2g/kg
13832  [a-9 2° 39 . 22
A13791  |a-18 6° 39 9
A13851 |A-26 2° 35 3
A13799 - |A-26 6° 23 3¢
A13755 [B-36 - 36 3
‘A13751 |B-40 138 140
A13775 B-41 3° 21 29
A13759 C-44 - 344 390
A13761 C-4S s |- . 360
A13763 c-50 A 104 300
A13766 c-52 216 200
A13809 D-57 €1 130
A13816 B-64 19 |- e
A13868 F-55 1° 38 . 20
A13858 F-59 3¢ 35 9
A13900 , [r-%9 & 11 .
A13765 ~ |c-53 40 2¢
A13750 B-41 , 38 22
A13886 P-63 1" 27 Y
A13889 P-60 € (DUP) 85 ({7
A13524 REP-1 2° 2550 2100
DETECTION LIMIT 1s s




Spectrace 9000 XRF
Lead Resuls (mg/kg)
Robintech, Ine.
Vestal, New York
Septamber 9-11, 1992
RI".SAMPLE ID REAC SAMPLE ID | CLIENT SAMPLE ID P
§D-1 18D BN ND?
SD-1 *1A8D BITU3 ND
B-2 20'S - BIT2S1 ND .
B-2 2-1'S B17252 ND
B-2 22'S B17253 ND
B-2 2.23'S B17254 ND
B-2 23'S B17264 ND
B2 2-5'S B17268 ND
B-2 2-rs B17266 ND
B2 28'S . B17267 ND
B2 29'S B17258 ND
B2 2-10'S B1728% ND
B4 43's - BIT210 .ND
B4 410'S BIT2N ND
B-S $4'S B1T258 ND
B-S $s'S B1725% ND
B-S $6'S B17250 ND
SD6 6 SD Bl17244 ND
SD6 6 SD DUP B17244 “r
B$ &3S B17T274 ND
B$ 6-8'S DUP B17274 ND
B6 6-10'S BIT278 ND
BS 6-10' S DUP B17278 ND
B7 76'S BIT272 ND
B-? 76'S DUP BI1T272 ND
B 78S BIT273 ND
B-7 78’ S DUP BI17273 ND
SD-8 $ SD B1724S 13
SD-8 8 SD DUP B17US 89
- SASD B17246 ND
SD-9 9SD B17247 ND
SD-10 10 SD B17248 ND
SD-11 11 8D . B17249 ND
1 114'8 B17261 ND
B-11 1158 B17262 ND
5} ) 1168 B17263 ND
D12 128D B17250 ND
12 - 12:2'8 B17288 ND
312 T 1238 B17286 ND
B12 124'S B172857 ND

® Dats taken from draft Remedia! Investigation Repert, Robintech, lnc./Naticoal Pips Co. Sits,
McClarsn/Hart Environmental Eagioesrs, December 1990.

@ ND - deootss pot detectsd

o J - denotes value is below gquantitation Hmit

Minismem Detsction Limit: =4l
Minimes Quantitation Limit M = 140
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION LETTER OF CONCURRENCE



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
50 Wolf Road, Albany, New York 12233

Thomas C. Joriing
Commissioner

MAR 12 1993

Mr. George Paviou, P.E.

Acting Director

Emergency & Remedial Response Division
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region II

26 Federal Plaza

New York, New York 10278

Dear Mr. Paviou:

Re:  Robintech Site, Vestal, Broome County,
New York, Site No. 7-04-002

The Record of Decision (ROD) for the Robintech site operable unit No. 2 (OU2) was received
by this office on March 3, 1993. Both the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
" (NYSDEC) and the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) have reviewed this document.

OU2 addresses site related contamination of soil and sediment suspected to be contaminated with
lead. The recommended alternative in this ROD for OU2 is no action. This remedy was selected
because confirmatory data performed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) determined
that lead contamination is not present at levels requiring remediation.

By means of this letter, the NYSDEC and the NYSDOH concur with the remedy recommended
by the March, 1993 ROD.

If you have any questions, you may contact Mr. Robert W. Schick, P.E., of my staff, at
518/457-4343.

Sincerely,
Ann Hill DeBarbieri

Deputy Commissioner
Office of Environmental Remediation

cc: C. Petersen, USEPA
M. Hauptman, USEPA
M. Granger, USEPA
A. Carlson, NYSDOH
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RESPONSBIVENESS BUMMARY FOR THE
ROBINTECH, INC./NATIONAL PIPE CO. SUPERFUND SITE
L

TOWN OF VESTAL, NEW YORK
INTRODUCTION

This Responsiveness Summary provides a summary of citizen's
comments and concerns and the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency's (EPA's) responses to those comments and concerns regarding
the Proposed Plan for the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe Co. Site
("the Robintech Site" or "the Site"), Operable Unit 2 (OU-2). EPA,
in consultation with the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC), will make a final determination regarding
the proposed no action alternative for OU-2 of the Robintech Site
only after reviewing and considering all public comments received
during the public comment period.

EPA held a public comment period from December 31, 1992 through
January 30, 1993 to provide interested parties with the opportunity
to comment on the Proposed Plan for OU~2 of the Robintech Site. A
public meeting was held to discuss the investigatory history for
OU-2 of the Site and to present EPA's preferred no action
alternative. The meeting was held at the George F. Johnson
Memorial Library in Endicott, New York on January 12, 1993 at 7:00
p.m.

Community interest regarding the Site and EPA's Proposed Plan was
moderate. Questions on OU-2 were oriented toward clarification of
EPA's assessment of the total data set for soils and sediments and
there were several inquiries of a technical nature. Several
questions were raised regarding the status of the OU~-1 groundwater
remedy. Approximately 15 people attended the meeting. The
audience consisted of local businessmen, residents, and state and
local government officials. The question and answer session lasted
approximately 40 minutes. A summary of the questions posed during
the meeting is provided in Section III, below.

This community relations responsiveness summary is divided into the
following sections:

I. OVERVIEW: This section briefly outlines the EPA's
preferred alternative. :

1I. uckenom: - This section provides a brief history of
community concerns and interests regarding OU-2 of the
Robintech Site.

III. COMPREHENSIVE SUMMARY OF MAJOR QUESTIONS, COMMENTS,
. CONCERNS AND RESPONSES: This section summarizes comments
received by EPA at the public meeting for OU-2 of the
Robintech Site.



I. OQVERVIEW

At the time of the public comment period, EPA published its
preferred alternative for OU-2 of the Robintech, Inc./National Pipe
Co. Site ("the Robintech Site" or "the Site") located in the Town

of Vestal, New York. EPA screened possible alternatives, giving
consideration to the following nine key criteria:

° Threshold Criteria, including:

- overall protection of human health and the
environment; and

-- compliance with Federal and State
environmental laws.

L Balancing Criteria, including:
- long~-term effectiveness;
- short-term effectiveness;
- reduction of mobility, toxicity, or volume;
-= ability to implement; and
- cost.
® Modifying Criteria, including;
- state acceptance; and
- local acceptance.
EPA weighed State and local acceptance of the remedy prior to
g:::?ing the final decision regarding the remedy for OU-2 of the
The Agency's selected rénedy for OU-2 is no action. This decision
is based upon the review of all available data and the Risk

Assessment. Based on a comprehensive review of all ‘data generated
for the Site, a no action decision is protective of human health

and the environment.

This plan satisfies the threshold criteria for remedy selection and
obviates the need for long-term treatment and management.



II. BACKGROUND

Community concern has not been high regarding the Site-related
contamination of soils and sediments. It appears generally
understood that a full assessment of all data generated for the
Site indicates that the data upon which the suspicion of elevated
lead concentrations in soil and sediment had been based was
erroneous. .

EPA's community relations efforts began in August 1986. At that
time a community relations plan (CRP) was formulated, including an
outline of community concerns and a comprehensive list of federal,
state, and local contacts. Also at that time, site information
repositories were established, one located at the EPA Region II
office in New York City and the other located at the Vestal Public
Library in Vestal, New York. The information repositories, which
contain the RI/FS Report and other relevant documents, were updated
periodically.

Revising and updating the CRP, including an updated outline of
community concerns and an updated contact list was initiated in
April 1991. The CRP was finalized on May 1,1992.

To obtain public input on the proposed remedy, EPA held a public
comment period from December 31, 1992 through January 30, 1993.
The EPA Proposed Plan, describing the Agency's proposed no action
decision for OU-2 of the Site, was sent to the information
repository and distributed to citizens and officials on EPA's site
mailing list for review at the opening of the public comment
period.

A public meeting notice appeared in the December 31, 1992 edition
of the Binghamton Press & Sun Bulletin, and a public meeting was
held on January 12, 1993. Community interest regarding the Site
and EPA's Proposed Plan was moderate. Questions on 0OU-2 wvere
oriented toward clarification of EPA's assessment of the total data
set for soils and sediments and there were several inquiries of a
technical nature. Several questions were raised regarding the
status of the OU-1 groundwater remedy. Approximately 15 people
attended the meeting. The audience consisted of local businessmen,
residents, and state and local government officials. The question
and answer session lasted approximately 40 minutes. A summary of
the questions posed during the meeting is provided in Section III,
below.



III. COMPREHENSIVE BSUMMARY OF MAJOR QUESTIONS, COMMENTS, AND
CONCERNS, AND EPA'S RESPONSES

This section addresses comments received by EPA during the
public comment period (December 31, 1992 to January 30, 1993).
The following verbal comments were from the public meeting
held at the George F. Johnson Memorial Library in Endicott,
New York on January 12, 1993, and are categorized by topic.
No written comments were received during the public comment
period.

Lead Contamination

Several comments and gquestions were received regarding the
perceived lead contamination at the Site. Throughout the
meeting EPA emphasized that a comprehensive analysis of all
data generated for the Site since 1985 indicates that there is
no lead problem in soils and sediments. Specific inquiries
and EPA's responses are summarized below. '

1. Several citizens, including the Vestal Town Supervisor,
the Chairman of the Vestal Advisory Commission, and a
resident who lives within 100 yards of the Site, inquired
about the levels and possible sources of lead at the
Site. The Town Supervisor suggested that numerous leaded
gasoline storage tanks which were used in Vestal from the
1940s to the mid-1970s may have been a potential source

of contamination. He also expressed concern about
improperly handled gasoline spills which occurred during
this period.

EPA Response. The highest lead concentration detected in
Site-related soils and sediments during EPA's two 1992
resampling events at the Site, which included the analysis of
over 200 samples, was 350 parts per million (ppm) with most
values under 100 ppm. The 2,550 ppm value reported in a
background sample and discussed on Page 6 of the ROD was not
collected from so0il or sediment related to the Site.
Regardless of the history of the area, a comprehensive
analysis of all data generated for the Site since 1985
indicates that there is not a lead problem in soils and
sediments associated with the Site. This analysis further
indicates that the Mclaren/Hart samples reporting extremely
high lead levels were in error..

2. A resident asked if EPA had considered the possibility
that facility activities had resulted in contamination
other than lead, particularly tin or oil. He reported
that circuit board printing, soldering, and processes

4



involving hydraulic damping equipment have occurred at
the Site in addition to the manufacture of PVC pipe.

EPA Response. A historical search is conducted as a routine
step in the RI process. EPA reviews historical information
about a site in order to identify possible past sources of
contaminant release. Depending on what operations have
occurred at a site, different contaminants are more likely to
be found than others. At the Robintech Site, the risk
assessment for the Site (written by an EPA contractor) as well
as available Federal and State guidance values had indicated
that lead was the only contaminant of concern for soils and
sediments. The result of this finding was to create a second
operable unit to further investigate this suspected
contamination.

3. The Chairman of the Vestal Advisory Commission requested
clarification of the nature of the error associated with
the Mclaren/Hart data. The Chairman went on to ask if .
the error in calculation could be pinpointed.

EPA Response. Upon suspicion of an error in the MclLaren/Hart
data, EPA requested McLaren/Hart to recheck their data
validation. McLaren/Hart reported that the data had been
validated properly. Still suspecting an error, the next step
was to request McLaren/Hart to recalculate their data from
scratch. When the data were recalculated, the results
differed from those originally reported by an order of
magnitude. Although this discrepancy was sufficient to
question the validity of the McLaren/Hart data as it related
to reported lead values in soil and sediment, EPA made the
decision to resample the exact locations, including the exact
vertical horizons, from where the MclLaren/Hart samples had
been collected in order to ensure that no significant lead
levels existed at the Site. EPA collected new samples from
virtually all of the Mclaren/Hart sampling locations where
elevated lead concentrations had been reported. Because most
of the Site is paved, suspected elevated lead concentrations
in the soil would have been unlikely to diminish between the
McLaren/Hart and the EPA sampling events. EPA's results,
which included collection and analysis of almost 200 samples,
did not indicate elevated lead levels in soil and sediment.

In terms of uncovering the exact nature of the calculation
error, it would be a very complicated and time consuming
endeavor to unravel the exact nature of such an error. EPA
opted to return to the sampling locations where elevated lead
concentrations had been reported (analyzing many more samples
in addition to these locations while in the field) rather than
pursue the exact nature of the calculation error. . In this
wvay, EPA was able to produce tangible, reliable, and most

5



importantly, timely evidence that the elevated concentrations
reported in the McLaren/Hart data set were in fact erroneous
and that conditions at the Site, with respect to 0OU-2, were
protective of the community.

4. A representative from the Broome County Health Department
asked about the results from background samples collected
near the Site during EPA's two 1992 sampling events.

EPA Response. Of the three background samples collected in
soil near the Site, one sample contained an elevated
concentration of lead. Since this sample was collected from
an area where it was evident that household refuse and motor
oil, cans, and filters had been disposed, this contamination
was not considered Site-related. Lead levels in the other two
samples were both under 100 ppm.

5. A citizen asked who had originally . analyzed the
McLaren/Hart samples.

. BPA Response. McLaren/Hart used Enviropact Services, Inc. to
analyze their samples. '

6. The Chairman of the Vestal Advisory Commission asked
about the effects of lead on children who might come into
contact with soils when playing at the Site.

EPA Response. A comprehensive analysis of all data generated
for the Site since 1985 indicates that there is not a lead
problem in soils and sediments associated with the Site.
Further, this assessment indicates that the McLaren/Hart
samples reporting extremely high lead levels were in error.

In a hypothetical scenario involving lead contamination in
soils, a risk assessor would calculate risk by assuming
exposure to a certain amount of contaminated soils at a
certain frequency over a certain length of time. These
assumptions would depend on the age of the exposed individual,
the depth of the contaminated soils, and other factors. For
lead, EPA currently adheres to guidance that specifies a range
of 500-1000 ppm to protect human health. For lead in soils
and sediments this guidance range was designed to be
protective of children. The lower and more protective value
of 500 ppm was selected by EPA as a threshold value for the
Site.

Though the Site is not considered a source of risk as far as
lead is concerned, citizens are encouraged to contact the
local Health Department for more information should they be

6



interested in learning more about the risks associated with
lead~related exposures.

7. The Town Supervisor asked if lead concentrations in soil
could contaminate the water supply; he also asked if
there are any safe levels of lead in drinking water.

EPA Response. A comprehensive analysis of all data generated
for the Site since 1985 indicates that there is not a lead
problem in soils and sediments associated with the Site.
Further, this assessment indicates that the McLaren/Hart
samples reporting extremely high lead levels were in error.
Hence, EPA has concluded that there is not a source of lead in
Site-related media that would contribute to groundwater
contamination. Please note that Site-related ground water
will be retested for metals (including lead) before being
treated, as metals may interfere with the operation of the air
stripper.

EPA has established an action level for lead in groundwater of
15 parts per billion (ppb). Simultaneous filtered and
unfiltered samples were collected from all monitoring wells
during the course of the RI. Sampling results from two
unfiltered samples were slightly above the action level (MW-
10, 23.5 ppb/MW-11, 29.2 ppb). Results from the corresponding
filtered samples from these monitoring wells, however,
indicated no lead present whatsoever. For the remaining
groundwater samples most lead results indicated that no lead
was present. For the few detections of lead reported in
groundwater, all were at or below 10 ppb.

8. Several citizens asked if EPA would conduct any future
sampling or monitoring of soils at the Robintech Site.

EPA Response. EPA has completed its investigation of
suspected soil and sediment contamination at the Robintech
Site. Lead was the sole contaminant of concern for 0U-2 of
the Site, and EPA has concluded that there are no elevated
concentrations of lead in Site soils and sediments. Further
sampling or monitoring activities are considered unnecessary.

] - tio

1. A citizen asked about the distinction between the two
operable units at the Site. Another citizen asked if the
ground water monitoring schedule described in the Record
of Decision (ROD) for OU-1 would be affected by a No
Action decision for OU-2.



EPA Response. The ROD issued for OU-1 (ground water
contamination) will not be affected by the ROD for OU-2. The
ROD for OU-2 relates to soils and sediments only. Ground
water monitoring activities will be conducted as stated in the
ROD for OU-~1. EPA made a distinction between the operable
units so that the known problem (ground water contamination)
could be addressed as soon as possible while at the same time
allowing further investigation of the suspected lead-
contamination of soil and sediment. . Currently, the
groundwater remedy is in the early stages of the design
process.

2. A Vestal Town Councilman asked if ground water at the
Site would be pumped out of the aquifer and treated with
an air stripper.

EPA Response. EPA will proceed with the ground water
remediation as described in the ROD for OU-1. The process
will involve pumping ground water out of the aquifer and using
an air stripper to remove volatile organic compounds (VOCs).
Treated groundwater can either be used in the plant processes
or discharged at the facility's permitted outfall.

3. The Vestal Town Supervisor expressed concern about the
discharge of ground water into the river. He cited past
problems that the town has had with discharges into the
river. He also asked how the pumping system would be
structured. '

EPA Response. All discharges from the plant, including the
discharge from the air stripper, must comply with the
facility's existing State Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (SPDES) permit. The permit takes into consideration
the fact that the effluent ultimately enters the Susquehanna
River. The State of New York has designated the river as a
Class A water body, which means that it is considered
protected.

Three areas requiring treatment have been established at the
Site. Water will be pumped from these three areas to the air
stripper for treatment. The extraction and treatment systems
will be fully modeled and tested before implementation. Air
discharges from the air stripper must comply with NYSDEC
standards.

4. A citizen asked where the ground water will go after
treatment. :



EPA Response. Once the ground water is treated, the plant has
the option to use the water in the pipe production operation
or to discharge it under their SPDES permit. EPA anticipates
the plant will decide to reuse the treated water in their
operations.

5. A citizen asked if the plant currently holds an SPDES
permit.

BPA nospon-o. The Robintech plant has held an SPDES permit
since 1981. The plant is required to have this permit because
their operations include using water to cool newly formed PVC

pipe.

6. A citizen asked how often the aqueous discharge from the
air stripper will be monitored, and whether the plant
would be informed beforehand. He also asked what type of
corrective action would occur if the plant was not in
compliance with standards.

. EPA Response. EPA will be involved throughout the remedial
process, overseeing the PRPs during sampling, testing of
equipment, and other aspects of the design, construction, and
operation of the extraction and treatment systen. In
addition, EPA will be approving or disapproving any
modifications to the system. The aqueous discharge from the
air stripper will be periodically monitored with EPA
collecting split samples for verification purposes.
Monitoring will be conducted using 10 to 15 wells, including
some new wells constructed specifically for the remedial
project. In addition, the regular monthly monitoring of plant
discharges associated with the SPDES permit will supplement
the new monitoring program. Should the groundwater extraction
and treatment system fail to achieve the level of removal of
contaminants required, EPA would require the PRPs to modify
the system to achieve these goals.

7. A citizen requested clarification of the relationship
between the SPDES permit and the Superfund investigation
at the Site.

EPA Response. From 1966 to 1983, the Robintech plant used
public water in their operations. 1In 1981, the plant obtained
an SPDES permit. The plant installed its own wells in
December 1983. A routine analysis of the plant's effluent
collected by NYSDEC in 1984 showed contaminants present that
were not listed in the permit. Further investigation into the
source of these contaminants led to the conclusion that they
originated in the groundwater beneath the Site. The Site was
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placed on EPA's Superfund National Priorities List in June of
1986.

8. A citizen asked which series of analytical method is used
to evaluate the plant's SPDES parameters, as different
series are associated with different detection levels.

EPA Response. According to NYSDEC personnel, the series of
analytical method utilized by NYSDEC for the Site pipe
production facility's SPDES permit in their grab samples is
the 600 series. This is the series associated with
wastewater. The specific analytical methodology would be
either 601 or 624. This is in accordance with 40 CFR Part 136
of the federal guidelines regarding the testing of such
effluent. The analytical method utilized by the pipe
production facility to monitor their effluent for their SPDES
permit would follow suit accordingly.

Other Issues

1. The Vestal Town Supervisor asked why the meeting was
‘being held in Endicott, New York as opposed to Vestal,
New York. He stated that residents from the Town of
Vestal were not well informed of the meeting and so were
unable to respond properly, as evidenced by the small
turnout compared to that for a previous public meeting
for OU-1 which was held in Vestal Town Hall. He said
that he could have secured a room in Vestal to conduct
the public meeting. He requested that the EPA conduct a
second hearing for OU-2 in the Town of Vestal.

EPA Response. In December of 1992 EPA attempted to secure a
meeting place for January of 1993 in the Town of Vestal.
Several town representatives of Vestal informed EPA that no
meeting spaces were available. While the preferable location
for the meeting would have been in Vestal, EPA concluded it
was appropriate under the circumstances to accept a nearby
location in order to present the findings in a timely manner.

EPA uses a variety of approaches to disseminate information to
the public. Approaches used for informing the public about
the Robintech Site meeting and public comment period for OU-2
included press releases to local newspapers, announcements on
radio and television, mailing information directly to local
officials and concerned citizens included in the mailing list
for the Site, and paid public notices published in 1local
newspapers. The press release, mailing 1list, and public
notice information was communicated clearly, accurately, and
within an appropriate time frame. For the most part the radio
and television information was communicated correctly and
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accurately, though the Town Supervisor pointed out that he had
seen a television announcement that had communicated the wrong
meeting location. This was the basis of his request for a
second hearing and his basis for claiming a low turnout.

EPA does not feel that a second meeting is justifiable or
necessary. In almost all instances, information concerning
the location and time of the public meeting was communicated
correctly. EPA cannot control or be held accountable for the
accuracy or content of the public media.

2. A citizen expressed concern about other contaminant
releases by the plant. He described a contaminant
release to the air that had occurred on Thanksgiving
night, 1992. The release was reported to the Broome
County Health Department as a discharge of a large volume
of chemicals into the air, described as butyltin
mercaptide ethyl sulfide. He was concerned that the
plant was not being governed properly and felt that the
EPA should work closely with the local agencies to ensure
the plant's compliance.

EPA Response. Butyltin mercaptide ethyl sulfide is not a
hazardous substance 1listed under Section 102(a) of the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act ("CERCLA"™), and does not appear to be a
substance the release of which would trigger the reporting
requirements of CERCLA §103 or Section 304 of the Emergency
Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act ("EPCRA").
Nevertheless, the November 26, 1992 release of butyltin
mercaptide ethyl sulfide at the Site was reported to NYSDEC's
Region 7 office located in Kirkwood, New York, who responded
to the scene. This particular release does not appear to be
one which required a response action by EPA under CERCLA.

As a general matter, where a hazardous substance is released
from a facility in an amount which equals or exceeds the
reportable quantity for that substance, the person in charge
of the facility, or the owner or operator of the facility,
must immediately notify the National Response Center, the
State Emergency Response Commission, and the Local Emergency
Planning. Committee and provide certain information. Such
notification helps insure that federal, state and 1local
officials can properly respond to environmental emergencies.
Not all releases of substances require a response action.

The pipe production and electronic cable assembly facilities
are periodically inspected by NYSDEC under various
environmental statutes. The effluent from the pipe production
process is sampled and sent to a lab for analysis on a monthly
basis under the SPDES program. The cable assembly operation
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operates under a NYSDEC air permit. The pipe production
facility operates under 15 air permits which are inspected
annually by NYSDEC or upon a reported release. In addition,
EPA regulates the pipe production and electronic cable
assembly facilities as small generators under the RCRA
program. Both facilities are inspected annually under this

program.
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01/05/93 . Index Document Number Order Page: 1
ROBINTECH INC./MATIONAL PIPE CO. SITE, QU 2 Documents

Document Muzber: RBT-001-0001 To 0297 Date: 03/01/92

Title: Skate Estate Soil Sampling Investigation, Robintech Site, Vestal, ew York, Final Report

Type: REPORT
Category: 2.2.0.0.0 Saspling and Analysis Data/Chain of Custody
. Musthor: Willer, David N.: Envirornmentsi Response Team (ERT)

Sprenger, Mark D.: Envirormental Response Tesm (ERT)
Recipiont: none: US EPA

cane soscssssccscscnce cessccancee -

Document Nusber: RST-001-0298 Yo 0450 Date: 12/01/92

Title: Final Report Soil Sempling Investigation, Robintech Site, Vestal, NY

Type: REPORT .
Category: 3.2.0.0.0 Sampling and Analysis Data/Chain of Custody Forms
Author: Mumney, Kenneth L.: Envirormental Response Team (ERT)
Sprenger, Mark D.: Envirormental Response Team (ERT)
Recipient: none: US EPA

cescesscscnccssscccccsrvsonacasace sesescssrsccsasnos esssnccscssansscascsssassne Cecessscssscccccssssscvcnccssoe

Docusent Nurber: RST-001-0451 To 0515 ' Date: 12/21/92

Titie: Robintech Inc./Nationel Pipe Co. Site Report on Suspected Lead Contamination in Surface Soils,
Subsurface Soils, and Sediments ’

REPORTY

3.4.0.0.0 R! Reports -
none

none

Type
Category
Author: none
Recipient: none

Document Number: RST-001-0516 To 0518 Date: 09/07/89

"tlb: (Memo discussing establ ishing an interim guidance for soil lesd cleamp levels at Superfund
sites)

CORRESPONDENCE

11.1.0.0.0 EPA Nesdquarters Guidance

Diamond, Bruce: US EPA

Longest, NHenry L. 113 US EPA . -
Recipient: directors: US EPA '

Type

Category
Muthor



/
705793 - index Document Mumber Order Page:
ROBINTECH INC./MATIONAL PIPE CO. SITE, OU 2 Documents
Document Mumber: REY-001-0519 To 0527 Date: 12/01/92

Title: Supsrfund Proposed Plan, Robintech, Inc./lational Pipe Co. Site, Vestal, New York

Type: PLAN : 4
Category: 4.3.0.0.0 Proposed Plen
Author: none: US EPA
Secipiont: none: none




