cc

A, Wi \ Y Q\?co\\B

QQ}‘Q LA AT \"\ﬁ-\ ti’
Nonn SDoocnnti \D\:C

02-8710-102-PA

e T =y REV.NO. 0
!.-4“’*‘_. vf”" i“‘, ‘f'::&
e TV Ao PR
PRl 98
JUL et
\,’h‘&" 2
eoLil \:‘FG 48 PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT
peC- TAYLOR INSTRUMENT/DIVISION OF SYBRON
PREPARED UNDER
TECHNICAL DIRECTIVE DOCUMENT NO. 02-8710-102
CONTRACT NO. 68-01-7346
FOR THE
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES DIVISION
U.S. ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION AGENCY
MARCH 11, 1988
NUS CORPORATION
SUPERFUND DIVISION
SUBMITTED BY: REVIEWED/APPROVED BY:

fetd Anten

PETER S. MORTON NALD M. NAMAN
PROJECT MANAGER FIT OFFICE MANAGER

RS

72548 048



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 01 STATE 02 SITE NUMBER
PART 1 - SITE LOCATION AND INSPECTION INFORMATION NY D002211415

II. SITE NAME AND LOCATION
01 SITE NAME (Legal, common, or descriptive name of site) 02 STREET, ROUTE NO., OR SPECIFIC LOCATION IDENTIFIER

Taylor Instrument Company/Division of Sybron 95 Ames Street

03 CITY 04 STATE 05 ZIP CODE 06 COUNTY 07 COUNTY 08 CONG DIST.
: CODE

Rochester NY 14611 Monroe 0ss 30

09 COORDINATES
LATITUDE LONGITUDE
4.3 09 05N 0770 38 & 3.4

10 DIRECTIONS TO SITE {Starting from nearest public road)

From downtown Rochester, take 490 West to Ames St. exit, left on Ames, to site on right
ITT. RESPONSIBLE PARTIES
01 OWNER (if known) 02 STREET ({Business, mailing, residential)

Taylor Instrument Co. 95 Ames Street
03 CITY 04 STATE 05 ZIP CODE 06 TELEPHONE NUMBER

Rochester NY 14611 [718) 235-6160
07 OPERATOR (if known and different from owner) 08 STREET (Business, mailing, residential)

Taylor Instrument Co. 95 Ames Street
09 CITY Rochester

~X_ A. PRIVATE ___ B. FEDERAL: _ C. STATE ___D. COUNTY ___E.
(Agency name)
__ F. OTHER: ~_ G. UNKNOWN
(Specify)

14, OWNER/OPERATOR NOTIFICATION ON FILE {Check all that apply}

___ A. RCRA 3001 DATE RECEIVED: [/ X B. UNCONTROLLED WASTE SITE (CERCLA 103 ¢) DATE RECEIVED; 1 /11/82

___C. NONE
IV. CHARACTERIZATION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD
01 ON SITE INSPECTION BY {Check all that apply)
___YES  DATE: [/ AL EPA___ B. EPA CONTRACTOR ___ C. STATE  ___ D. OTHER CONTRACTOR
X NO ___E. LOCAL HEALTH OFFICIAL ___F. OTHER:
(Specify)
CONTRACTOR NAME(S):
02 SITE STATUS (Check one) 03 YEARS OF OPERATION
A. ACTIVE _X_ B. INACTIVE  ___ C. UNKNOMWN Approx. 1940 / 1965 __ UNKNOWN
BEGINNING ENDING

04 DESCRIPTION OF SUBSTANCES POSSIBLY PRESENT, KMOWN, OR ALLEGED

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

05 DESCRIPTION OF POTENTIAL HAZARD TO ENVIRONMENT AND/OR POPULATION

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.

[V. PRIORITY ASSESSMENT

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

___A. HIGH ___ B. MEDIUM __C.LOW _X_ D. NONE
(Inspection required promptly) (Inspection required) (Inspection on time available basis)

__(No further action needed. complete current disposition form)
VI. INFORMATION AVAILABLE FROM

01 CONTACT 02 OF {Agency/Organization) 03 TELEPHONE NUMBER
Diana Messina U.S. EPA (201) 321-6776
04 PERSON RESPONSIBLE FOR ASSESSMENT 05 AGENCY 06 ORGANIZATION 07 TELEPHONE NUMBER 08 DATE
Peter Morton U.S. EPA NUS Corp. (201) 225-6160 01 7 08/ 88
EPA FORM 2070-12 (7-81) 02-8710-102-PA

Rev, No, O



FOTENTTAL HAZARDQOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION
PREL IMINARY ASSESSVENT 01 STATE 02 SITE NMBER
PART 2 - WASTE INFORMATICN Y D002211415

WASTE STATES, QUANTITIES, AND GHARACTERISTICS
61 “FVSICAL STATES (Check all that apply) 02 WASTE QUANTITY AT STTE 03 WASTE Q¥PRACTERISTICS (Check all that apply)

_ A. LD _ E. SURRY (Measures of waste X A. TXIC X E. SOLUBLE _ 1. HIGLY WLATILE
B. POMOR, FINES X F. LIQUID quantities must be _ B. CRROSIVE _ F. INFECTIQUS _ J. EXPLOSIVE
C. SUDGE _ G.GAS independent) _ C. RADIOACTIVE _ G. FLAWABLE _ K. REACTIVE
- X D, PERSISTENT _ H. IGNITABLE _ L. INXMPATIBLE
_ D. OTHR: TONS _ M. NOT APPLICABLE
(Specify) AmBIC YARDS
L11. WASTE TYPE
CATRIRY SUBSTANCE NAME 01 GROSS AVOLNT 02 UNIT CF MEFASLRE 03 QWNTS
SLU SLLDGE
aw OILY WASTE
Lo B SOLVENTS
PSD PESTICIDES
aac OTHER. CRGANIC CHRMICALS
1aC INORGANIC (HBMICALS
AD ACIDS
BAS BASES
MES HEAVY METALS Unknown See Below
1V. HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES (See Appendix for most frequently cited CAS Nurbers)
06 MEASLRE CF
CATEIRY 02 SUBSTANCE NAME 03 CAS NUMBER 04 STRAGE/DISROSAL METHD 05 ONCENTRATICN QONCENTRAT ION
MES Mercury 7439-97-6 found in on-site soils 52,000 ppm
V. FMRIJG (See_Appendix for CAS Nurbers)
01 FEEDSTOX NAME 02 CAS NNMBER CATEIRY 0 FEEDSTOK NAVE 02 CAS NMBER
DS FDS
FOS FOS
FDS 383
FDS FDS

VI. SORCES CF INFRMATICN (See specific references. e.g., state files, sarple analysis, reports)

Envirommental Protection Agency Notification of Hazardous Waste Site Form 103(c).

Lozier Architects/Engineers, Engineering and Analytical Report on Mercury Contamination, Taylor Instrurent Carpany,
January, 1982,

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



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 0T STATE 02 SITE NUMBER
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS NY n002211418

T1. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS

0T X A. GROUNDWATER CONTAMINATION 02 _ OBSERVED [DATE: ) X POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED

03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

01.

03

01
03

01.

03

0l.

03

01
03

ol.

03

01
03

ot
03

Analysis, of a groundwater sample collected in 1281 detected 12.5 ug/L of mercury. Groundwater is not used within a 3-
mile radius, however.

_ B. SURFACE WATER CONTAMINATION 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

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

_C. CONTAMINATION OF AIR 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

The contaminated area has been capped. MNo potential exists for air contamination.

D. FIRE/EXPLOSIVE CONDITIONS 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

Mercury in soils does not constitute a fire hazard.

E. DIRECT CONTACT 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

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

X F. CONTAMINATION OF SOIL 02 X OBSERVED (DATE: October, 1981 ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
AREA POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: {1 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
{ACRES)

Mercury was detected in soils collected from bore holes installed on site in October, 1981.

_ G. DRINKING WATER CONTAMINATION 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

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.
_H. WORKER EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) __ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
WORKERS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

The contaminated area has been capped. There is no potential for worker exposure.
_I. POPULATION EXPOSURE/INJURY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION

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 (7-81) 02-8710-102-PA

Rev. No. O



POTENTIAL HAZARDOUS WASTE SITE 1. IDENTIFICATION

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT 0T STATE 02 SITE NUMBER
PART 3 - DESCRIPTION OF HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS NY 0002211418
II. HAZARDOUS CONDITIONS AND INCIDENTS .
01 _ J. DAMAGE TO FLORA 02 _ OBSERVED {DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL  _ ALLEGED
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 FAUNA ) 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: }  _ POTENTIAL  _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION (Include name(s) of species)
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 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
There is no potential for contamination of food chain.
01 X M. UNSTABLE CONTAINMENT OF WASTES 02 X OBSERVED (DATE: October 1981 ) _ POTENTIAL  _ ALLEGED
(Spills/runoff/standing liquids/leaking drums)
03 POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
The mercury detected in on-site soils was uncontained. However, the site has since been remediated, the contaminated area
is now capped, and reqular monitoring takes place.
01 N. DAMAGE TO OFFSITE PROPERTY 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL  _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
No damage to off-site property was noted during site reconnaissance on 11/19/87.
01 X 0. CONTAMINATION OF SEWERS, STORM DRAINS, WWTPs 02 _ OBSERVED (DATE: ) X POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTION
Mercury from on-site soils may potentially contaminate the Rochester sewer system.
01 _ P. ILLEGAL/UNAUTHORIZED DUMPING 02 _ OBSERYED (DATE: ) _ POTENTIAL _ ALLEGED
04 NARRATIVE DESCRIPTIONM
The site is completely fenced. No potential for illegal dumping exists.
05 DESCRIPTION OF ANY OTHER KNOWN, POTENTIAL, OR ALLEGED HAZARDS
None -
[TT. TOTAL POPULATION POTENTIALLY AFFECTED: 0
1V. COMMENTS
Remediation has been completed at the site, the contaminated soils have been capped, and reqular 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,
Telecon 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 T17-81) 02-8710-102-PK

Rev. No. 0
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TAYLOR INSTRUMENT/DIVISION OF SYBRON
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK
TDD NO. 02-8710-102
NOVEMBER 18, 1987

PHOTOGRAPH LOG



Photo Number

1P-16
1P-20
1P-24
1P-22

View
View
View

View
West

TAYLOR INSTRUMENTAL/DIVISION OF SYBRON
- ROCHESTER, NEW YORK
TDD NO. 02-8710-102
NOVEMBER 18, 1987

ALL PHOTOGRAPHS TAKEN BY PETER MORTON

Description

of facility looking southeast from Hague Street.

of facility looking south along Ames Street.
of facility looking north from West Street.

of one of the facility gates, looking north from
St.

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

Time

1415
1425
1438
1431
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v

TAYLOR INSTRUVENTAL/DIVISION OF SYBRON

1P-1o novenver 16, 1267 1415
View of facility looling southeast Trom Haque Street

iP-20 november 18, 198 1425

View of facility Tooking south along Ames Sireet.
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TAYLOR INSTRUMEHTAL/DIVISION GF SYBRON

Hoverber 1, 1987 14386
View of facility looking north from les: Stiree:.
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Novercer 13, 1937 1
View of one of

llest Siree:.

che facility gate, looking
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OSRIRF 19/12
Page | of 5

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

OFF SITE RECONNAISSANCE
INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: NOV\ 7?7
Site Name: qu/ o/ fhsfzramxm?z'/ é"J/ITDD oL - 8/' — loz—

Site Address: 75 ANS

Street, Box, etc.

Rocle e r

Town
M«?i’l roé&
County -
New Yock
State !
NUS Personnel: Name Discipline

/@éf Morton @eo/oyfﬂ o+
%\"S%rnjy C%Qm é"ﬁ

Weather Conditions (clear, cloudy, rain, snow, etc.):

(O plrea st

Estimated wind direction and wind speed: /70 P-FAJ 1(7 m/‘fé

&
Estimated temperature: 50 F

Signature: %1"" ﬂM Date: //g/K7
Countersigned: W Date: 1/ //9 /et

——




PSR

OSRIRF 10/12
Page 2 of 5

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: /()p\/ /% / 7

A 4

Site Name: %fx//vf%sﬁhme:ﬁ/izém TOD: J] -~ 710~ ]oz

Site Sketch:

Indicate relative landmark locations (streets, buildings, streams, etc.).
Provide locations from which photos are taken.
_\———_—’__,/"

{
f
i
|

Signature: f //W Date: /ﬁ/{’7

Countersigned: W”% Date: /lf/f’ﬁljf/i"




QOSRIRF 1712 37
Pige Y of 5

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

pate: Ak |8 (967

Site Name:@r@{,—m“///{/yérw TDD: O 2 — gjlo - 207/

Notes (Periodically indicate time of entries in military time):

Side s Loved

51?15 2u AWJM“ e [ICaméﬁgéﬂv
513Ln¢""/ﬂ@- v ’ /éﬂ/‘é/‘L WEM(’S(
pary fpohfiy ey ol Ao
J/M

7

Signature: %p/;"'"‘ UM Date: /[AZ'(/ 77

Countersignature: 6’7})/‘#5;/ Date: __/ %ﬁ ,//;7'-
14 VR
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QSRIRF (7. 12787
Page “ o1 5

PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: Mo - /?7, /7?’7

Site Name:"@ o7 %5%/W”{’//(ryé'”9mDD= o7 - 67 /0"/07/

Notes (Cont'd):

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

Signature: //4—'74/1 Z/M@ Date: /%5/’/&7

/[
Countersignature: M Date: 4‘17//?// 7
3 A

2




&

i,

QSRIRF 78 22 ¢
Page 5 of 5

~ PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT

INFORMATION REPORTING FORM

Date: /UOU /g j7g/7
Site Namer 74y /or %s/rmlﬁ[//ZmV T™OD: O L - E716 o2

Photolog:
Description

Frame/Photo
Date Time Photographer
AV w117
er‘H’V\ Faciry rear

Number
[P-16 ///Af/ 27 ZM/,
gzk:/ lY
E/o#ﬁ/jp/x a‘évJQan[)/

$/$7 4419 [ MAn
| = jlﬁz /4)0;

£

/- 17
f-18 ////5’/27 /'fZ/ ‘ﬁﬁ/MaMZ?Y\‘T
ol L\lor‘“« Ao Sau,'['A
_,Zﬁtﬁ_ §7 (9273 ﬂtlu"”ﬁ""‘ views ok
£~ //// der 1v25 LMot Ellly
j#-2) ////%7 (37 _F forts|
//; ik /7//V/06'7 Lf;/ K/('{of‘lé‘&h View a€{4<¢/liy
r ﬁcw‘q ﬂaf‘I[‘A
Viee g({cq/jy

f‘Mor*‘;o’lﬂ
ﬁc Jaoﬁ't\
f%r%m—w J/leuv pra éarL/lé/
ﬁycl% ét(J"’?éA

////éf//f7 /42£4
A
v/57 ({28

/F- 23

/28

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

and countersignature on each.
Signature: %A 0 Date: /’Z// 3//37
Countersignature: W Date: I 4{//?7(/39/
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NUS CORPORATION AND SUBSIDIARIES TELECON NOTE
CONTROL NO: DATE: TIME:
i/l ?/f ks 9 2.0
DISTRIBUTION: O
BETWEEN: OF: County , £ Momin PHONE:
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Foderal Registr / Vol 48, No. 72 } Wednesday, Aprl 15, 1981 7 Notices 288 |
A Notification ot Hazardous Waste Site = .* ?::mm i
o . - e Wesranguon DC 20460 o
. This initisl notitication information Please type o print in ink. i you need : e e ' i
. required by Section 103(c) of the Compre- sdditional space, use separate sheets of

hensive Environments) Response, Compen- pager. Indicate the ietier of the wem
savon. and Liability Act of 1980 and must  which applies.
be mailed by June 9, 1989, s

‘! L NYS 000001417

A Person Required to Notity:

Enter the name and address of the person
of organuzai:on uqund 0 Rotly. -

wame TAYlOr Instrument Company, Div. of Sybron Oérporation
gren_95 Ames Street

sine NY 2pcose 14611

¢or Rochester

B Site Location: . : )

Enter the common name (f hnown) gng  Seme siSae Anes Street Site

) loc {

;J uy. D az)o;oamo ";.4 5 ' sven - 95 Ames Styeet

See Attached lé ¢~ Rochester Coimy Momyre’ e NY ZocCose 14611 A
€ Person to Contact: . T g s s
= Enier the name. title {if applicable), and Neme (ow FemsndTeit Cervelloni, Frank - Manager of Facilities
i business telephone number of the person

mens (716)235-5000

10 contact regarding information
submitted on thig form.

o

Dates of Waste Handling:

Enter the years that you estimate weste
treaiment, storage, or disposal began and
ended st the site. e

Approximately

tomvean 1940 Yo (Year) 1965

E Waste Type: Choose the option you prefer to compiete

Option §: Select general waste types and source categories. if
you do not know the general waste types or sources, you are
sncouraged to describe the sie in ftem |—Descriptron of Site.

Genersl Type of Waste:

Place an X in the appropriate
boxes. The categories listed
overiap. Check ssch applicable

Source of Waste:
Piace an X in the appropriate
boxes.

|

' i Ve Approved
Lo S 4N Nee 2000 01 )8

11. D Etectrical Conductors
12. O Transformers
13 O Urility Companies
14. O Sanntary/Refuse -
15 0] Photolinish
C, O Lab/Hospitsl
7 O Unknown

1! XJ Other (Specify)
@@) ﬁufagunm

category.

1. D Organics - 1. 0 Mining

2. O Inorgancs 2. O Construction

3 D Soivems 3. O Textiies

4. O Pesticides 4. O Fectilizer

8 O Heavy metals 8. D Paper/Printing

6 D Acds 6. DAeather Tanning
7. O Bases " 7. 0 won/Stesl Foundry
8. O PCBs 8. D Chemical. General
9. D Mixad Municipsl Waste 9. D Piating/Polighing
10. O Unknown 10 O Miinary/Ammunition [

—

Option 2: This option is availsbie to persons famihiar wnn the
Resource Canservation and Recovery Act (RCRA] Section 3001
seguiations (40 CFR Part 281).

Specific Type of Waste:

EPA hes assignad a four-digit number 10 esch luuveou: waste
listed in the reguistions ander Section 3001 of RCRA. Enter the
sporopriate four-digit number in the bozes provided. A copy of
the list of hazardous wastes and codes can be obtained by .

located.

contacting the EPA m-on servng th‘ State in which the site is

—

R i - i
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22156 ~ .Federal P —ster | Vol. 46, No. 72 /| Wednesday, A;"_\s. 1081 [ Notices

-
Notification of Hazardous Waste Site ~ Side Two -
F  Waste Quantity ] " Facility Type . Total Facility Waste Amount
Place an X in the appropriate boxes 10 1. Ples - . LW cubec boet :
mdicate the “CO'IW types found at the site. ‘2. D Land Trasiment . —Wm .
n the “total facility waste smount” space 3. D Landfill gosions gailons
g've the estimated combinad quantity . . ]
. (volume) of hazerdous wasies &t the site  * 4. D Tanks : Total Facility Area :
; - using cubsw feet or galions. 8. D impoundment . square feet
_tn the “total facility ares” space. give the 8. O Underground Injection '
) estimated ares size which the facilities 7. D Drums, Above Ground scres
OCCuUpY usIng square fest or acTes. 8. D Drums, Below Ground
: ) 9. 0 Other (Specify)
G Known, Suspected or Likely Releases to the Environment:
Place an X in the appropriste boxes to indicate any known. suspected. . 8B Known D Suspected D Likety O None

or ikety relesses of wastes 1o the environment.

Note: items Hand | are optional. Completing these items will assist EPA and State and local governments in locating and assess:

hazardous waste sites. Although completing the tems is not required, you are encouraged 1o do o 3
H Sketch Map of Site Location: (Optional) i S )
Sketch s map showing streets, highways, See attached report.

T

-

routes or other prominent landmarks neasr .

the sits. Place an X on the map to indicate

the site location. Draw an srrow showing

the direction north. You may substitute »

publighing map showing the site location. -

¥

I'd

¢
§ Description of §ite: {Optional)
" Describe the history 8 'Z-,‘ pretent See Atf:acted Report
T s oty oo ey, All facilities, including nearby residential .
i'nv";"‘g'.-“':':; m:';'& ::':"“:i'wom"“ Y units, in the vicinity of the site are
and where the waste came from. Provide believed to be on the public water supply
:"‘:"';‘”";' il Or comments wich system, the sources of which are surface -
_ -- waters located many miles from the site.
No known wells, spring or lakes are nearby.

J Signature and Title: ] . .
The person or Buthorized representative wme Frank Cervelloni O Owner. Present
{such es plant mmﬂ'& suwimond_o::’s. ® Ovvner. Past
trustess or attorneys) of persons requir . N
to "l“dv must sin :,': form ::a ,::,-d. e e 95 Ames Street O Transporter
maily o8 v erent than . ress Present
w ndm A} For other persons providin Rochester NY . 14601 O Operator.
notification, the signature is optional =1 Siae 2 Cods D Operator. Past
Check the bozes which best describe the o Other See
relatonship 10 the site of the person
soquired to notdy. if you are not required Attached Report
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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 1, is to be included in the lease. We
are informed that this area has been conveyed by tng CSX
Corporation (Chessie) to the City of Rochester and is to be
conveyed shortly to the West Avenue Redevelopment Corporation.

For the 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 1), 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 the basis for his belief that there was a mercury
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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 Hylton then conducted a physical inspection for Thomas
Lawson and Leonard Bower of the areas previously mentioned. The
surface area just outside the fenceline 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 tfansmitted, by
telephone 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 proposal for engineering and analytical service to Taylor
Instrument Company. On September 29, 1981, Thomas Lawson was
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.




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 samplies 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 Soi]s,
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. A1l 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 perforq'drilling work. Al1 drilling, soil sample
withdrawal and groundwater well installation work was finished by
Empire Soi]s lTate 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
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W LOZIER
i CAMO

LABORATORIES

23 N.MAINSTREET e FAIRPORT, NEW YORK 14450 e 716-425-2210

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

The initial data from the investication 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 reaching 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 during initial
testing) would be sent to an approved laboratory that Camo
had dealth with in the past to re-run the 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
jdentification (0-0°, E-180°) and our analysis request.

s

Yo

A11 other analysis provided in this report, or prior report,
were performed at CAMO Laboratories, Hyde Park, New York.

RESULTS AND DISCUSSION

The data is presented in Table 6. The composited soil

} samples from positions 0-0° and E-180° have mercury

3 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 D-0° was found
to have no detectable mercury content after performina the
EP Toxicity extraction and analysis. Therefore, the soil
from position D-0° is a non-hazardous material. The around-
water data from these three sites is also presented in
Table 6. The position D-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

B ’ extraction procedure subjects the sample to an acidic

3' ageous environment for a 24 hour period in an attempt to
leach out the heavy metal contaminant. )

Alliliated with: A — . - -
v b OZIER-ARCHETEETS/ENGINEERS ¢ 600 PERINTONHILLS o FAIFH?ORT.NEW YORK 14450 o 716-223-7610



Site

DO

0o

E-180

Table 6
Taylor Instrument Company

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

Mercury Concentrations - Ug/L

 RCRA
threshold level

EP Toxicity (soil) Groundwater for non-haz. waste
0.2 .€0.2 . 200 .-
476 8.6 200

238 | 19.5 200
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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 D-0° the depth was 5'-8
1/2", at 0-0° it was 4'-7 1/2", at C-135° it was 3'-11" énd at
E-180° the water was at 3'-11".

Once the results of these tests was known, it waS mutually decided
between Kevin Hylton, of Taylor Instrument Company and Thomas
Lawson of Lozier, Inc. to perform thevthree originally proposed EP
Toxicity tests in three (3) locations. Position D-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 D-0° appeared to

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




D-0°, the groundwater sample indicated mercury contamination less
than the State groundwater limit (.002 mg/1), whereas at position
0-0° and E-180° the water samples indicated mercury contamination

in excess of the State groundwater 1imits, Results of tﬁe EP

Toxicity tests can.also be found in Appendix B.




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. Any pieces of rock and glass that weré in some of the soil
samples from the sixteen (16) drilling locations were
withdrawn and conséquent1y not tested, i.e., they were taken
out prior to the mercury testing by the Lozier/Camo
Laboratory. This was done since Lozier/Camkoiéhed'to test a
true soil sample, and the feeling Qas that those hard items
present were heterogeneous in nature. Those soil samples
which contained pieces of glass are noted in Appendix A.

2. 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.

3. There is a general decrease in mercury concentrations”
laterally outward from the presently presumed center (0-0°)
of tﬁe contamination and vertically downward within the soil

" profile, except asbnoted in number 4 below.

4, 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

£
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of high glass concentration have also been high in elemental

mercury.

The breadth and depth of the mercury contamination problem at

the Taylor Instrument site has not yet been analytically

defined. However, infofmation 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
consideréd a hazardous waste, if it is ever removed from
the site.

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.

Analytical data does not indicate mercury in the groundwater

in excess of the State groundwater 1imits any great distance

from the two presently known high mercury concentration

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

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

It appears that the worst concentrations of mercury in the

soil are :bove 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.

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
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whether or not the groundﬁéter is part of a moving aquifer or
is perched groundwater.
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

C. methyl or phenyl mercury




