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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION

1. IDENTIFICATION
01 STATE 02 SITE NUMBER

~Y D002211415

II. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
01 SITE NAME (Legal, common, or descriptive name of site)

Taylor Instrument Company/Division of Sybron
03 CITY

Roches ter
09 COORDINATES

02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

95 Ames Street
04 STATE 05 ZIP CODE 06 COUNTY 07 COUNTY 08 CONG DIST.

CODE
NY 14611 Monroe 055 30

LATITUDE LONGITUDE

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE (Starting from nearest public road)

From downtown Rochester, take 490 ~est to Ames St. exit, left on Ames, to site on right

III. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES
01 OWNER (if known)

Taylor Instrument Co.
02 STREET (Business, mailing, residential)

95 Ames St reet

03 CITY
Rochester

04 STATE
NY

05 ZIP CODE
14611

06 TELEPHONE NUMBER
(716) 235-6160

07 OPERATOR (if known and different from owner)

Taylor Instrument Co.
09 CITY

08 STREET (Business, mailing, residential)

95 Ames Street
Rochester

B. FEDERAl:
(Agency name)

_X_ A. PRIVATE

F. OTHER: _
(Specify)

C. STATE

G. UNKNOWN

D. COUNTY E.

14. OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE (Check all that apply)

A. RCRA 3001

C. NONE

DATE RECEIVED: / / X B. UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE (CERCLA 103 c) DATE RECEIVED: /11/82

IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAl HAZARD
01 ON SITE INSPECTION BY (Check all that apply)

E. LOCAl HEALTH OFFICIAL

YES DATE:

NO

CONTRACTOR NAME(S):

A. EPA B. EPA CONTRACTOR C. STATE

F. OTHER:

D. OTHER CONTRACTOR

(Spec i fy)

02 SITE STATUS (Check one) 03 YEARS OF OPERATION

A. ACTIVE X B. INACTIVE C. UNKNOWN _A,""p,",p,..r,.;;o~x",. ",1~9;A4..:..0--,_---,=;19;,;6;-;5= _
BEGINNING ENDING

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KNOWN, OR ALLEGED

Elemental mercury was discovered in on-site soils collected in October, 1981.

05 DESCRIPTION OF POfENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION

UNKNOWN

There is no potential hazard to the environment. Remedial work has been completed at the site with NYSDEC approval and
monitoring of the site continues.

IV. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT
01 PRIORITY FOR INSPECTION (Check one. If high or mediu. is checked, complete Part 2 - Waste information and Part 3 ­
Description of Hazardous Conditions and Incidents)

A. HIGH
(Inspection required promptly)

B. MEDIUM C. LOW
(Inspection required) (Inspection-Dn time available basis)

X D. NONE

(No further action needed. complete current disposition form)

01 CONTACT 02 OF (Agency/Organization) 03 TELEPHONE NUMBER

05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NUMBER

Diana Messina

04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT

Peter Morton

EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81)

U.S. EPA

U.S. EPA NUS Corp.

(201) 321-6776

(201) 225-6160

08 DATE

01 / 08/ 88

02-871 0-1 02 - PA
Rev. No. 0



EUnNrIN. H<\ZIRXlJS WASre SITE
RU:LIMINIlRY ASSES9.fNf'

PAAT 2 - WASTE Im::R.+\TICN

I. ICfNTIFICATICN
01 STATE 02 SITE N..M3fR
~ ~02211415

II. WASTE STATES, ~ITI ES , t'N) CJi5,R!CIm.1 STies
03 WASTE ~ISTles (Cleek all that apply)

A. sa.lD E. SllFRY
B. roJlIlR, FIf'ES X F. L1QJlD
C.~ G.~

D. <mm:
(Specify)

(Measures of waste
Quant i ties mJst be
i ndependent )

"R:N5
<1BIC Y,&R)S ---

N). <F I:R.M'i _-=--_

X A. lO(lC X E.~
- B. <I:mlSIVE - F. 1!'I'OCT1a.JS

C. RIOIQllCTI VE G. F'lAM".Ill.E
8 D. PERSISllNT H. ICNlTJIdE

I. Hla-LY \UATiLE
J. EXPlOS IVE
K. REJCTIVE
L. IN.D.f>ATlBLE
M. ror APPLICABLE

IV. HAlIRXlJS s.nsTJIN:ES (See Appendix for rrost frequently cited CAS l'bTDers)

II I. WASTE 1YPE
CATHIRY 9..BSTN-I:E N"t.£

SUJ SIJ..IXE

a.w OILY WASTE

sa. sa.vtNTS

PSi) PESTIC1l:ES

cn::: <mm <:R:7NIC CHMIO'LS

10: I~IC CHMIO'LS

KD t"CIDS

MS MSES

MES l-EAVY ~ALS

Mercury

01 CR)SS !Ml.NI'

Unknown

03 CAS N.Mlm

7439-97-6

02lN1T<F~

04 Sl(RJf(£/D1 SIOSAl.~

found in on-site soils

See Be [eM'

52,000

06~a'

<IN:B'{lRATICN

V. fEH1)IUKS (See Appendix for CAS I'l.rrbers)
CATB:I:RY 0 I fE1DS1O]( NtM:

IDS

IDS

IDS

IDS

02 CAS N.M3ER CATB:I:RY

IDS

IDS

IDS

IDS

01 fEBlS lUJ< NtM: 02 CAS N.Mlm

VI. SOURCES <F INFORMATICN (See specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

Envirorrrental Protection Agency Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form 103(c).
Lozier Architects/Engineers, Engineering and Analytical Report on Mercury Cont~ination, Taylor Instr~nt Company,
January, 19&2.

EPA~ 2070-12 (7-81) 02-8710-102-PA



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

PART 3 - DESCRIPTIDN DF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

1. IDENTIF1CATION
01 STATE 02 SITE NUMBER

NY ~002211~15

II. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS
01 X A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ~O ___

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

! POTENTIAL ALLEGED

Analysis, of a groundwater sample collected in 1?81 detected 1?5 ug/L of mercury. Groundwater is not used within a 3­
mile radius, however.

01. B. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPT·~IO~N~--------------

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

The Genesse River is greater than 1 mile from the site and no migration path connects the site to the river. No pctential
for surface water contamination exists.

01 C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: -----

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPT·~IO~N~--------------

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

The contaminated area has been capped. No potential exists for air contamination.

01. D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

Mercury in soils does not constitute a fire hazard.

01. E. DIRECT CONTACT
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

There is no potential for exposure through direct contact because the contaminated area has been capped and the site is
fenced.

01 X F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL
03 AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: <1

(ACRES)

02 ! OBSERVED (DATE: October, 1?81
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

Mercury was detected in soils collected from bore holes installed on site in October, 1?81.

01. G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: -----

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

The drinking water for the Rochester municipal supply is drawn from Lake Ontario, Lake Canadice, and Hemlock Lake, which
are all greater than 3 miles from the site. These are no known wells in the City of Rochester. There is no potential for
drinking water contamination.

01 H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY
03 WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___

02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

POTENTIAL ALLEGED

The contaminated area has been capped. There is no pctential for worker exposure.

ALLEGEDPOTENTIAL02 OBSERVED (DATE:
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTIONo

01 I. POPUlATION EXPOSURE/INJURY
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ------"-------

There is no potential for population exposure. Municipal water is not potentially affected because it is drawn from lakes
outside of the city. There is no potential for population exposure through direct contact because the site is fenced and
the area of contamination has been capped.

EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-B1) 02-8710-102-PA
ReI!. No. 0
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POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

1. IDENTIFICATION
01 sTArr 02 SITE NUMBER

NY ~002211415

II. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS
~01i-=-~J~.~D~AM~AG,...;E~TO~F,;..L;<;OR""A~~~~~.:!...---------"'02.,---~OniB"'S'i"'ERniViCE"'D'(rtiD'"ATiTEi"::-------,-------.,P"'OTriE'iiNTTTJIAiT[---A"L'LEGED-

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There is no potential for contamination of flora. Mercury strongly absorbs to soils, preventing what little plant life is
present from taking it up.

01 _ K. DAMAGE TO FAUlIA
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (Include name(s) of species)

02 OBSERVED (DATE: POTENTIAL ALLEGED

There is no potential for damage to fauna. The site is in urban Rochester. The contaminated area has been capped.

01 L. CONTAMINATION OF FOOD CHAIN
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

There is no potential for contamination of food chain.

01 X M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES
(Spills/runoff/standing liquids/leaking dru.s)

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: ___

02 OBSERVED (DATE: _

02 ! OBSERVED (DATE: October 1981

04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

POTENTIAL

POTENTIAL

ALLEGED

ALLEGED

The mercury detected in on-site soils was uncontained. However, the site has since been remediated, the contaminated area
is now capped, and regular monitoring takes place.

01 N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY
04 N~RATIVE DESCRIPTION

02 OBSERVED (DATE: POTENTIAL ALLEGED

No damage to off-site property was noted during site reconnaissance on 11/19/87.

01 X O. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WWTPs
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

02 OBSERVED (DATE: _ X POTENTIAL ALLEGro

Mercury from on-site soils may potentially contaminate the Rochester sewer system.

01 P. ILLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

02 OBSERVED (DATE: _ POTENTIAL ALLEGED

The site is completely fenced. No potential for illegal dumping exists.

05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS

None

III. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0---=---------------
IV. COMMENTS

Remediation has been completed at the site, the contaminated soils have been capped, and regular monitoring occurs. The
site does not pose a potential threat to the environment.

v. SOURCES OF INFORMATION (Cite specific references. e.g., state files, sample analysis, reports)

FIT 2 off-site reconnaissance conducted on 11/8/87.
Te1econ Note: Conversation between Louise Hartshorn of Monroe County Environmental Management Council and Peter Morton
of NUS Corp. dated 11/17/87.

EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81) 02-8710-102-PA
Rev. No. 0
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FIGURE 1
SITE LOCATION MAP

TAYLOR INSTRUMENT CO., DIVISION OF SYBRON, c:m~§
ROCHESTER, N.Y. LD ,,1\,.Jl...,
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TAYLOR INS--f:RU!'1£tH-/OIVISION OF SYBRON
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK
TOO NO. 02-8710-102

NOVEMBER 18, 1987

PHOTOGRAPH LOG

02-8710-102-PA
Rev. No. 0



Photo Number

1P-16

1P-20

1P-24

1P-22

TAYLOR INSTRUMENTAL/DIVISION OF SYBRON
ROCHESTER~ NEW YORK
TOO NO. 02-8710-102

NOVEMBER 18~ 1987

ALL PHOTOGRAPHS TAKEN BY PETER MORTON

Description

View of facility looking southeast from Hague Street.

View of facility looking south along Ames Street.

View of facility looking north from West Street.

View of one of the facility gates. looking north from
West St.

02-8710-102- PA
Rev. No. 0

Time

1415

1425

1438

1431



TAYLQR :NSTRU~ENTAL/DIViS:ON OF SYGRCN

82-2710-1C2-PA
Rev. No. C

:iP-lu l~ove~02r 18, 1~G7

View of facility 100!:1ng southeas~
1~·15

(,'om t:?,que Stree t.

lP-2U ~Iove~ber 18, :937 lL:2S
Vie'" of fClcnity 100 king SOL:th along Ames S·~reet.
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~NUSLtJ CORPORATlON

TAYLClR INSTRUi,1EIITAL/DI VISI Ofl lJF SYLJRO~1

floverlber 1d, 1%7 1438
Vie'..: of facili~y looking north from \ies'~ S~reec.

f'2-;':n':"-lU2-P4
~ev. ;10. I)

November iJ, 1987
'v i e\v of Oile of ~he

L'est Street.

- " i".'.<T_.l
facility yate, looking north trom
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OS R IR F l 'J / j '::,' 37
Page l of 5

PREllMINAR Y ASSESSMENT
OFF SITE RECONNAISSANCE

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: NoV \ (~, 11r7
I

Site Name: -r:;'110{-£~ 5 /y"""'""~?ro VITOD: Of.- - 6'7 10 -" \01--
I {

Site Address: 96' A~s ':;-t.
Street, Box, etc.

RorL-~r
Town

State /

NUS Personnel: Name Discipline

Wea ther Condi tions (dear, doudy, rain, snow, etc.):

OltY:cq -b+

Estimated wind direction and wind speed: fie) ~-I-~ l 10 j,/V1{:h

Estimated temperature: __fSJc::::........::o~~.;...F_· _

/1/;g-/?7
~7

Date: __11-/-/+-/S....,'~}d--l----
7 !

Date:
-~i--"--+_...l..-----

Signature: d_~ u_~ _
Countersigned:~~'--"-__"'"--'-+ _



OSRIRf 10/12/37
Page 2 of 5

PRELIMINAR Y ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: 10N. t?J / I~ 7

Si te Name: -Jill. r --:£;",4 h m ,-+Afbrrn TOO, iJl-- t 7 I 0 --' to v

Site Sketch:

Indicate relative landmark locations (streets, buildings, streams, etc.).
Provide loca tions from which photos are taken.

-----------------------------------......

----1

'" "J" ,"""",".

.. ,!~()" ...... ..::",.~-.A~·
\ 5+'

\
,
\
I

i
I

I-
I

I
I
!

I ·
Signature: -m: b:
Countersigned: ~

Date:
_..u-~.:>L+~-L._---

Date: -..:....;...,f-+-+-t~-I-----



OSRfRF ;,::. ,= =7
P.iS e ) .J f 5

PRELIMINAR Y ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: -J\1N. I~j (08'1

Site Name' ¥r-:z;,.lrl"~-'L.iAv,f>,~TOo: 0 2- - 81 (17 -" l0-v-

:'Jotes (Periodically indicate time of entries in military time):

s-;~ /5 £.g~J

Signature: &!1fTr>-,.. ()~
Countersignature: -~----t""'l--6~:0--"-~",,,,~_

Date: ~/..I......j1d,-+-+grA_r~7 _
Date: 71f/) %vt=-;.;.......,</'-+-1+-7f-!{.-+----



CSRIRF ;r:;:= S7
P.:l 6e:<'vt5

PRELIMINAR Y ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: No1/', 175, tiqj
/

Notes (Cont'd):

•

I

Date:
_.........:....-f-L~----=-.....L...-_--

Date: -........,'--+r''-''-----

Attach additional sheets if necessary. Provide site name, TOO number, signature,
and countersignature on each.

Signature: ~-J~_4~~ l~~~~~~~-----
Countersignature:~

...~
. ~.
. ..,:,.-:;



OSRIRF ~s == 36
PJge 5 of 5

PRELlMINAR Y ASSESSMENT

INFORMA TION REPORTING FORM

Da te: l1JaJ ' ~, 1117

Site Namertr ;k,Ir~-.)h~ TOo: 0 7--- (;/16 -Io-z..-

Photolog:

f l1or~
~I--------

fHorfon

(/l{orlOYl

;/-/<6

Lf-Ib

1/-11

/L- (1

If--- 2--0

If-c21

If 1--7--

Frame/Photo
Number

j

I

iI/(rlg,
It YIr r;B-:

Date:
-~--'---+-"------

Date:
-~-+-+~--I----

Attach additional sheets if necessary. Provide site name, TOO number, signature,

and countersigna ture on each.

Signa'ure: ~ ~
Countersignature: wt

-....'



NUS CORPORATION AND SUBSIDIARIES

0~dG- C.
r-, ~. - ~ ), ~'_ '_~ l_

TELECON NOTE

CONTROL NO:

DISTRIBUTION:

DATE: itII rIf 7-
(

TIME:

BETWEEN:

f~ tf-~
OF: W>-{'1fa. ~ f /,1Oh/0'<... PHONE:

EVlU,'tvV\Wlhk/ /'1'/t. CO'-n(/I (+1') 'jZ--f - ,;-1/7
AND:

-' DISCUSSION:

ACTION ITEMS:

NUS 067 REVISED 0685
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ESP 'fit"" g '-'$17 .- [W' - L 173m MPC "".... ' .. ' lam0.""=,·.......".,."':;"'.......:q'
Fedeni ..... , Vol 41. No. '12 , Wecfnetday. AprO 1S; tI81' , Notlcea Z21SS I . I

I·

.. ' ..
&EPA No,ification of Hazar~ou'sWaste Site : i l.

: I i
. \

i

""ot"..... o'I ...., OIl ...... , ......,...
Age,.., .
W~DC20480

NVS 000001 ~/7
'. " • •• , ••1· ..... • .... • .

·f~·OI19.. '

This initi.1 noti.ica\ioo inlormMlOA. ....... type Of print in ink. If yew ftHd
r.qull.d by S.ctlon 1OJ/c) 01 the Compt.. add.tlOnalsp.c., II" lepar". IhMtI 01
t1enl'¥e En"lronment.' Anponu. Compen- p'sser. Indicat. the lett... the .......
IItlOn.•nd L,.b,llty Act o' 1180 and m.... whiCh~....
tie rNllect'by Jlln. I. 1..,. .

A '.r.on R.quired to Notify:
Ent.r tn. n.m••nd .ddr... of the person
", or8'ln~",onr~.,ees 10 ~.,

,
Taylor Instrunent O::Itpany r Div. of Symon O:>rp;>ration

95 Artes Street

Rochester Ifill. NY It CadI 14611

___ .... ArreS Street. Site .B Site Location:
Enl.r lhe common Nine ttl ~)-.w:I
actual loc.tlOn o' lhe lit•.

NY 1:> OO'-.'4} I IfIS .
see Attached Report

1..- 95 AIres Street

11- NY "CadI ] 46]]

c
i

'.rson to Contact:
Ent.r th. n.me. title /If .pplacabl.~ .nd
bllllne" telephone number o' the person
to cont.ct r.;ard.ng ,n'Ol'rNtion
slIbmllted on Ih.. 'orm.

__ lUG",., .... , ..., Cervelloni r Frank- Manager of Facilities
~ (716)235-5000

DatH of Wa"e Handling:
Enter the .,..ra tt1at VO" est.rNt. welt.
tr.atment. l1or.ge, or d,.poul betan .nd
ended at the a't.. •

Approximately
'-wlY••' 194 0 ,. lY••' 1965

E Wa.te Type: Choose the opcion YOU' prefer to complete

Optioft I: S.lect gener.1 wat. typ.s .nd IOlIrc. categOl'ies. If
¥Oil do not Ilnow the gener.l wall. types or lources. ¥Oil .r.
encollr.ged 10 describe the III. in It.m I-Dncflpllon of Sit•.

Optian 2: TNa ...-ion ia ev.i1~e to person. '.milaet _rto t....
R.lOllrce Conservation .nd Recovery Act (ACRAl SectiOn 3001
lagulationa 140 CFR Part 211).

apacHic Type of Wa...:
EPA h.s "Slgned • fou'~iGit """,ber to eech tlezetdout w.lt.
lilted in the reglll.tlOnl andet' SecllCln 3001 01 RCRA Ent.r the
epc»roptiat. 'our-digit number in the .es ptCMded. A copy of
the lilt o' haz.rdous w......nd code. Cln tie otlI••ned by
contact,,,, the EPA "egion ..",,'" the Stat. in wnrc:t\ (fl. lit••
located. .' ' .

Source of W....:
PlK. an X 1ft the 8ClP'CIOfI.t.
..a.

1.0 Mini",
2. 0 Construction
3.0 Te..,1n
•. C 'anitar
I. 0 Paper/Printing
e. C..uat"" Tanning
7. C Iron/St'" Foundry
e. 0 Chemical. Gener.'
t. 0 Plating/PvIiahi'"

te 0 M""~/Arn""millc'"
11. 0 ElectriC.' ConduetOrl
12. 0 Transformer.
13 0 Utility eon.aniel
14. 0 Sanil.ry/RefUM .
15 n PhoIofin.-h
11. 0 Lab/HospIt.'
17 0 Untlnown
~. XI Other (Specify)

~~ ~~t:qtiQn
( r U a urJ..ng

I ....". AI'....."~J
"\III N .. ,._ olJa

Gener.1 Type of W....:
Plac••n X in the .ppropriat.
boxe•. The c.t.gorlel lilted
over'.p. Check .ee:1\ _cable
category.

I

t ,. 0 OfI·niCs
2. C lnorpnca
3 0 $oNents

_t. • C P.tiC..
_ ICHMvy ........

e Ok_
70 .....
e. C PCBs
•. 0 Mi..d Mufticipal wuae

10. C Unknown-
~ DlI Ott\« ISpecifyt(I'U; Mercury..

•



2%158 •FederaJ I" ~ster , Vol. 48. No. '12 , Wedne.day. Ails. 1981 , Notice.

'-
Notification of H.z.rdoul W.lt. Site Side Two

-.....-....

Total Facility W.lt. Amount

cube ....

f!lIOM ~~gega!~o~ not ITOre

TDtaI Fedlity ArM

facility Type

·1.m N ..
.2 C Land Treatment
3. C Landfill
4. C T.nka
I. C .Impoundment
,1. C Underground Injection
7. C Drum•. Above Ground
e. C Drum•. Below Ground
• C Other (Specifyl _

Walt. Qu.ntity'
PIlle. en )( in the .ppropt'llt. bo•• to
mel,e••• the f.clluy lyPel found .t the lit•.

In the ''Ioc.I facility w.lt••mount" II*»
g,lI" the ."im.ted combined ttY.nt.tv •
(volum.1 of h.,.rdou. Wllwt et the ail.

.' u.ing cubIC f"t or ,.11ona.

tn the "tOtii f.eility er••" spec•. ti~ the
.lIimlt.d .r•••11. wt'llet'i the fecilit...
occupy u••ng squ.r. f.et or acr...

f

G Known. Su.peet.d or Ukely R.I••••• to th' Environment:
Place .n )( in the .llC)l'opri.t. bo... to indicat••ny known..~.
or Ilk'" r.I..... 01 wn". tD the .nvironment.

HKnown 0 Su.peC1ed 0 liltelv 0 Nol'oC"

NDt.; I"m. Hindi Ir. oPtlOnl" Compl.tlng th.l. it.m. WIll ...ill EPA Ind Stili Ind locil gOll'lrnm.ntl .n loc."nlil .ncs 'UU!;. ,
haz.rdoul Will' "",. Ahhough completIng the n.ms ~ not required. 'IOU Ir••ncourlged to do 10

H Sketch M.p of Sit. Location: (Option.l)
Skltet'i • mlp Ihowing ItrHtt. highwlVS.
route. or oth.r promin.nt Iindm.,k. ne., .
the .ill PI.e. In )( on the mlp to indlcat.
the .It. locltion. Draw In arrow .howing
the d".ction north. You mlV .ubstitut. I
pubkahing m.p .howing the .it. Ioc.t.on

See attached reJ:X)rt.

,

I D.scription of lite: (OptIonal)

DelClibI the history .nd pr..ent
condltionl 01 thl "". Give directions to
the .i" and delCl.be Iny Mar"" ..,.11•.
IC)'lng or hou••ng. Include aueti
informillon .1 how Wist. WI' d.spoaed
.nd .mer. Ch. w.1l1 cam. from. Provide
~¥ other informltlOn or commentt whiCh
fU¥ hllp dncrlbl the "" conditiON.

See Attached Report

All facilities, including nearby residential
units, in the vicinity of the site are
believed to be on the public water supply
system, the .sources of which are surface
waters located many miles fran the site.
No known \oo1Iells, spring; or lakes are nearby.

Frank Cervelloni

95 Ames Street
o Owner. Pr.senl
II Owner. PISI
{J Tr.nsporter

Rochester NY .146111 o Operator, Presenl

~~~... ~::;~'~:~".~/t6 ./-//- 12- Attached Refer!:
~ager 0 ac~ ~t~es

...-
ligNture .nd T....:
T". person or author.nd r.IMntltive
(.ue" .1 pl.nt rnanagllL ,,,,*,intendl"".
trull... or ."or/'IIYSI Df person. required
to notlfv mull ••gn the form .nd provide •
ml.I'lW Iddr... I.f tIl"".nt than addr...
II' Itlm A). For other person. provid.ng
notifICation. thl ••gnature I. oPttDftll.
Check thl bo••• whICh bill dlacribe thl
III.tionSl\.p to the .ll' 01 thl PIlson
NCIU"ecl,o notlfv " you ar. not reQUired
In nnt.fV ChM:tl "Ot~r"

J"
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Taylor Instrument, a division of Sybron is located at 95 Ames

Street and engages in the manufacturing of various instrumentation

items and systems. The Taylor Instrument Company is situated on

land recently conveyed by it to, and leased back from the West

Avenue Redevelopment Corporation, a subsidiary of the New York

State Urban Development Corporation. An open area, outlined

roughly in yellow in Figure I, is to be included in the lease. We

are informed that this area has been conveyed by the CSX....

Corporation (Chessie) to the City of Rochester and is to be

conveyed shortly to the West Avenue Redevelopment Corporation.

For th~ purposes of this report all this land, bounded on the east

by Ames St., on the west by Hague St., on the south by West Ave.,

and on the north by property owned by the CSX Corporation (see

Figure I), is referred to as the Taylor Instrument Site. On

September 9, 1981, Taylor Instrument (Kevin Hylton) and Lozier,

Inc. (Leonard Bower and Thomas Lawson) met at the Taylor facility

and discussed the discovery of elemental mercury in the ground on

the plant site. This mercury is apparently the outgrowth of a

mercury reclamation operation which was used until approximately

1965. The exact circumstances by which the mercury was placed in

the soil has not been established, although the site is strewn

with broken thermometer glass and miscellaneous instrumentation

hardware. This operation was located in the northwest portion of

Building 40 at the extreme north end of the Taylor Instrument

site. The area of concern, is basically that portion of land

shown in Figure 1 which is outlined in yellow. Kevin Hylton

indicated that th~ basis for his belief that there was a mercury

-1-
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contamination problem was twofold:

1. The discovery of broken thermometer glass shard and

instrumentation pieces laying on the ground just outside the

northwest corner of Building 40.

2. Grab sample soil testing for elemental mercury performed in

the Taylor laboratory, which indicated a potential problem

even allowing for a reasonable percentage of laboratory error.

Kevin Hy1t~n then conducted a physical inspection for Thomas

Lawson and Leonard Bower of the areas previously mentioned. The

surface area just outside the fence1ine north of Building 40

indicated broken glass shard in an east/west direction within the

confines of the yellowed area previously indicated in Figure 1.

Most of the glass shard was noticed at the northwest corner of

Building 40.

A few days after this meeting, Kevin Hylton transmitted, by

te1epho~e to Thomas Lawson of Lozier, Inc., the actual laboratory

test results of the elemental mercury testing performed by Taylor

Instrument. On~Friday, September 18, 1981, Lozier, Inc. submitted

a propos~l for engineering and analytical service to Taylor

Ins t rument CompaOny. On September 29, 1981, Thoma s La wson wa s

notified by Kevin Hylton that Lozier, Inc. and its subsidiary,

Lozier/Camo Laboratories had been selected by Taylor Instrument

Co. to do the work as outlined in the proposal.

-3-
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Empire Soils was contracted by Lozier. Inc. to do the field work

at the Taylor Instrument site. This field work consisted of

boring seventeen (17) holes. Soil samples were withdrawn from

sixteen (16) of these holes along the guidelines of the initial

proposal and four (4) groundwater observation wells were

installed. three (3) of which were in holes from which soil

samples were withdrawn. A more representative illustration of the

expanse of the field investigations at the subject site can be

found on Figures 2 & 3. The actual contract with Empire Soils.

Inc. was signed on October 13. 1981 and the initial projection for

the start of field work was Thursday. October 15. 1981. Available

on-site power difficulties and some equipment difficulties impeded

the actual start of the field work. and consequently no

significant work began at the Taylor Instrument site until Monday.

October 19. 1981. All positions at which Empire Soils conducted

drilling work were staked by Lozier. Inc. personnel in the field

on October 12. 1981. These positions were laid out

logarithmically per the guidelines of the initial proposal and

ground elevations were shot at each position where Empire Soils

was to perform drilling work. All drilling. soil sample
... .

withdrawal and groundwater well installation work was finished by

Empire Soils late in the afternoon on Tuesday. October 20. 1981.

The drilling logs from the field work performed by Empire Soils

can be found in Appendix A. All the soil samples withdrawn from

the four (4) different elevations in each of ·the boring holes were

split in the field at the time of withdrawal. Every split soil

sample received by Taylor Instrument and Lozier/Camo consisted of

-4-
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~ESULTS AND DISCUSSION

Affiliated with:
v.~~OZIEflAQCHt.TEETS!ENGINEERS• 600 PERINTON HillS • FAIRPORT, NEW YORK 14450 • 716-223-7610

23 N. MAIN STREET • FAIRPORT. NEW YORK 14450 • 716-425-2210

The initial data from the investiqation was reviewed by
Camo as well as each step in the procedure. The review
indicated that the vacuum pump employed in the filtration
step was not reachin~ proper pressure as per method
specifications. The pump was unable to be repaired .'
satisfactorily for the re-running of all three (3)
samples. It was then decided by Camo that due to the
turnaround requirements, data samples at positions E-180°
and 0-0° (both of which tested positive durin9 initial
testing) would be sent to an approved laboratory that Camo
had dea1th with in the past to re-run th~ EP Toxicity test.
The data presented for 0_0° and E-180° in Table 6 for EP
Toxicity was provided by New York Testing Laboratories, Inc.,
Westbury, Long Island, New York. The sub-contracted lab was
not provided with any other information other than the sample
identification (0-0°, E-1800) and our analysis request.

All other analysis provided in this report, or prior report,
were performed at CAMO Laboratories, Hyde Park, New York.

The data is presented in Table 6. The composited soil
samples from positions 0_0° and E-180° hav~ mercury
concentrations that exceed the allowable concentration for
a non-hazardous material, therefore, the soils are toxic .
with respect to mercury content and are hazardous materials.
The composited soil sample from position 0-0° was found
to have no detectable mercury content after performin9 the
EP Toxicity extraction and analysis. Therefore, the soil
from position 0-0°. is a non-hazardous material. The Qround­
water data from these three sites is also presented in
Table 6. The position 0-0° groundwater data matches the
EP Toxicity extraction data. Sites 0-0° and 'E-180° indicate

·the groundwater sample mercury content is much lower than
the EP Toxicity data, as expected. The EP Toxicity
extraction procedure subjects the sample to an acidic
aoeous environment for a 24 hour period in an attempt to
leach out the heavy metal contaminant.

Analytical Report
Taylor Instrument Company - Confidential
CMW Job No. 81-11-9357

LABORATORIES



Taylor Instrument Company

EP Toxicity Data for Sites 00, DO, and E-180
and Corresponding Groundwater Data

200

200

200

RCRA
threshold level

for non-haz. waste

8.6

19.5

. <0.2

Groundwater

Table 6

Mercury Concentrations - Ug/L

~ .

..
.11.

Site EP Toxicity (soil)

'" DO <0.2

00 476

E-180 238

-1



1/2", at 0_0° it was 4 1 -7 1/2", at C-135° it was 3 1 -11" and at

E-180° the water was at 3 1 -11".

approximately 100 grams. The Lozier/Camo soil samples were sent

to the Camo Laboratory in Hyde Park, New York for a total mercury

analysis. The four (4) groundwater observation wells were pumped

dry with a peristaltic pump by Lozier/Camo personnel on October

23. 1981. October 26. 1981, and October 28, 1981. On November 2.

1981. two 1000 ml water samples were withdrawn by Lozier/Camo

personnel from each of the four (4) groundwater observation wells.

These water samples were also sent to the Camo laboratories in

Hyde Park for total mercury analysis. The results of these tests

can be found in Appendix B. The groundwater depths were also

recorded on November 2. 1981. At position 0-0° the depth was 5 1 -8

Once the resu1ts of these tests was known, it was mutually decided

between Kevin Hylton, of Taylor Instrument Company and Thomas

Lawson of Lozier, Inc. to perform the three originally proposed EP

Toxicity tests in three (3) locations. Position 0-0°, E-180° and

0-0° were selected for two different reasons. In an attempt to

establish some correlation between the two different sets of

tests, it was decided that the EP Toxicity tests should be run in

the same positions where groundwater samples were withdrawn.

Tests performed at these three (3) locations were basically

representative of the data available to date. At that time it was

still felt that 0_0° was the center of the contamination, E-180°

was a position of high mercury concentration, and 0_0° appeared to

be one of the positions of lesser mercury contamination. Also, at

-
-7-
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0-0
0

and E-180° the water samples indicated mercury contamination

, ~'... ""~ . -~, '-" -

o_oo~ the groundwater sample indicated mercury contamination less

than the State groundwater limit (.002 mg/l), whereas at position

in excess of the State groundwater limits. Results of the EP

Toxicity tests can also be found in Appendix B.
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Based on all the preceeding information which has been presented

in this report, the following statements basically summarize the

status of the project and all related data to date. These

statements are not in any particular order of significance.

1.

2.

Any pieces of rock and glass that were in some of the soil

samples from the sixteen (16) drilling locations were

withdrawn and consequently not tested, i.e., they were taken

out prior to the mercury testing by the lozier/Camo

laboratory. This was done since lozier/Camo wished to test a

true soil sample, and the feeling was that those hard items

present were heterogeneous in nature. Those soil samples

which contained pieces of glass are noted in Appendix A.

Generally speaking, mercury concentrations in the soil are

higher toward Building 40 and within the first three feet of

overburden. Based on an analysis of the driller's log the

majority of the area appears to have been filled with an

ash/cinder mixture to varying depths. The present data also

indicates higher mercury concentrations in those portions of

the site where glass shard deposits were noted.

There is a ~eneral decrease in mercury concentrations

laterally outward from the presently presumed center (0-0°)

of the contamination and vertically downward within the soil

profile, except as noted in number 4 below.

Field operations within the project area have revealed other

areas of broken glassware on the ground and thus possibly

high mercury concentrations. This relationship is based on

the findings to date at positions 0-0° and E-180° where areas

4.

3.

I "':~.'.'.""'~=~'-~~"'~
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of high glass concentration have also been high in elemental

mercury.

5. The breadth and depth of the mercury contamination problem at

the Taylor Instrument site has not yet been analytically

defined. However, information to date indicates that:

a. There is mercury contamination in both the soil and

water, and

b. The EP Toxicity test results indicate that at least some

of the in place soil and mercury material can be

considered a hazardous waste, if it is ever removed from

the site.

6. Tests for pH were run at the lozier/Camo laboratory on four

(4) separate soil samples. These test results indicated a pH

ranging from 6.8 to 7.2.

7. Analytical data does not indicate mercury in the groundwater

in excess of the State groundwater limits any great distance

from the two presently known high mercury concentration

positions, i.e., water samples withdrawn from positions

C-135° and 0_0 0 were not in excess of the State standard.

8. It appears that the worst concentrations of mercury in the

soil are above the groundwater table. However, conclusive

information on the seasonal fluctuations in the groundwater

table is not available, and this could have an impact on any

mercury migration.

9. Groundwater data is still insufficient to conclusively

determine the flow direction, depth and condition of the

groundwater. In addition, there is no firm data indicating

-10-



10. It is probable, in the opinion of the testing laboratory,

that the mercury present on the site consists of three forms:

A. metallic mercury

B. inorganic divalent mercury

whether or not the groundwater is part of a moving aquifer or

sua & &.2
-11-

c. methyl or phenyl mercury

is perched groundwater.

a 1S&

•I-~,
I
~I

.,
,~I
",I
I

'II
I

II
I'I.,
l'I'II
II
_I

I I
I

'I
I

II

I

,
a:


