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Specific “-mment #8

The Department does not agree that Alternative - 2 meets the RAOs for the site (see comment #4).

Specific Response #8

As described in specific response #4, the RAOs for the site include mass reduction of the constituents of interest.
Alternative 2 has been revised to indicate that although this alternative will attain this RAOQ, it will not attain
(within a 30 year time period) the remedial goal of attaining New York State Class GA Ground-Water Quality
Standards for the constituents o:  terest identified in the on-site shallow overburden and overburden/bedrock
interface ground water flow zon« 'see attached revised sections of the FS Report).

Specific Comment #9

The Department does not agree that Alternative - 2 complies with chemical specific SCGs. Class GA ground
water standards apply on-site as well as off-site.

Spe ©” ~ ie #9

See specific comment responses #4 and #8.

Please feel free to contact 1eify 1 have any questions or require clarification regarding these responses.
Sincerely,

Bausch & Lomb

Frank Chiappone
Environmental Manager

FC/db

sure
U7961462.n

cc:  Mr. Todd Caffoe, NYSDEC (Region 8)
Mr. Richard S. Elliott, P.E. Monroe County Health Department
Ms. Lani D. F NY! I
Ms.Ju aP | wsch& Lomb
Mr. George M. Thomas, BBL
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Attachments:
Attachment 1 - The NYSDEC January 17, 1996 Commen' ~ :tter

Attachment 2 - Meeting Minutes from the March 15, 1996 Working Session with the NYSDEC
Attachment 3 - Draft Revised FS Report






















































