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1.0

2.0

INTRODUCTION

TRC Environmental Corporation (TRC - formerly Alliance Technologies Corporation)
was requested by the U.S. Environmental Agency (EPA) under EPA Contract No.
68-W9-0003 (TES-6), Work Assignment No. R02040, to perform a Preliminary RCRA
Facility Assessment (RFA) of the Telex Communications Incorporated (TCI) facility,
Pittsford, New York (EPA LD. No. NYD002265987). Tasks were performed in
accordance with the Preliminary RFA Scope of Work provided by EPA on June 8,
1993, and TRC’s Work Plan, dated July 14, 1993.

The purpose of the Preliminary RFA is to identify, gather information on, and evaluate
the potential for releases to the environment from areas of concern (AOCs), including
solid waste management units (SWMUSs) and areas where releases may have occurred
in the past. In addition, the Preliminary RFA will provide information for EPA use in
the ranking of this facility using the National Corrective Action Prioritization System
(NCAPS).

Background information for this Interim Preliminary RFA Report was obtained
through file searches conducted at the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC), Albany, New York, Bureau of Hazardous Waste Facility
Compliance, Bureau of Wastewater Facilities Design, and the Bureau of Air
Application, Review and Permitting.

A review of EPA files was not conducted, at the request of the Work Assignment
Manager (WAM). A Visual Site Inspection (VSI) was conducted by TRC on
September 22, 1993.

FACILITY DESCRIPTION

TCI operated at 3750 Monroe Avenue in Pittsford, Monroe County, New York from
1982 to 1985. The property is approximately 20 acres and is located in a
residential/commercial setting. The area of the building is estimated at 300,000 square
feet. Surrounding the building is a paved parking area separated from the building by
a grassed landscape buffer. The Site Location Map is included as Figure 1.

The topography is relatively flat. The property is bordered by an apartment complex
to the northwest; Monroe Avenue to the southwest; an office complex to the southeast;
and Allen Creek to the northeast.

TCI purchased the manufacturing of audio and video equipment from the Singer
Company in 1982. Processes included machining, stamping, painting, plating, and
assembly. The current owner is 3750 Monroe Avenue Associates and the building is
leased to three businesses. One of the tenants, Somerville Paper, is a large quantity
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generator under RCRA regulation. The other tenants, Moscom and Adtech have
assembly and light manufacturing operations (TRC, 1993).

A Corrective Action Prior to Loss of Interim Status Report (CAPT LOIS), prepared by
PRC Environmental Management, Inc. dated June 22, 1988, for EPA identified four
SWMUs:

SWMU #1 - Hazardous Waste Drum Storage Area
SWMU #2 - Wastewater Treatment System

SWMU #3 - Plating Area

SWMU #4 - Stripping and Degreasing Operation Area.

AOC #1, hazardous waste drum storage area (SWMU #1), was located inside a TCI
stock room. Trichloroethene (TCE) solvent generated from degreasing operations was
stored in 55-gallon drums inside the plant building. The paved concrete storage area
measured 15 x 15 feet (CDM, 1988). No floor drains were located in this area.

AOC #2, the wastewater treatment system (SWMU #2), was located outside the plant
building. The treatment system consisted of one sump pump, two in-ground 15,000-
gallon concrete tanks, and three partially-inground concrete sedimentation tanks.
Wastewater generated from the plating operations was collected and treated and then
discharged into the sanitary sewer system.

AOC #3, the plating area (SWMU #3), consisted of 54 125-gallon tanks used to plate
steel and aluminum parts for slide and movie projectors. The plating area was
partially covered with brick and concrete. During the CAPT LOIS inspection some
brownish soil was noticed on a concrete pad outside of the plating area. During
TRC’s VSI this area was used by Moscom as an assembly area for computer chassis.
The floor is tiled and there was no evidence of deterioration or staining.

AOC #4 was the stripping and degreasing operation area (SWMU #4). The waste
previously managed at SWMU #4 included waste acid, caustic, and spent TCE solvent
wastes generated from stripping and degreasing operations. The wastes solutions were
transferred to 55- gallon drums and then shipped off site for disposal.

During the VSI, one additional SWMU was identified. AOC #5, the hazardous waste
storage room, is managed by and located on the premises of Somerville Paper.
Information pertaining to this SWMU was not provided by the file search (TRC,
1993). This hazardous waste storage room stored waste solvents, ink, non-regulated
waste and mineral spirits. This storage area is approximately 20 feet by 20 feet with a
concrete floor and an 8-inch berm. This is a separate room with a double door for
access (TRC, 1993).
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3.0

No evidence of past releases were reported by the facility, or noticed by the site
inspection in 1988 (CDM, 1988). No evidence of release was observed by TRC
during the VSI (TRC, 1993).

Summaries of the SWMUSs are located in Table 1. Figure 2 identifies the approximate
locations of the SWMUs.

FACILITY ACTIVITY/HISTORY

The property was originally owned and operated by Singer, Inc. It is not known when
Singer, Inc. purchased the property. The operations at Singer, Inc. were similar to the
TCI operation. TCI operated this facility from 1982 to 1985. Singer, Inc. submitted a
RCRA Part A permit application and obtained interim status for a drum storage area
and a landfill. However, neither Singer, Inc. or TCI ever operated a landfill on site
(CDM, 1988).

TCI manufactured audio and video equipment, such as 16-millimeter movie projectors
and 35-millimeter slide projectors. Processes included machining, stamping, painting,
plating, and assembly. Information pertaining to these processes was not provided in
the files. Wastes generated from these processes were stored inside the plant building.
The wastes were stored for less than 90 days.

The waste was stored less than 90 days at AOC #1. Other wastes known to have been
stored in this area include waste paint and solvent wastes generated from painting
operations, and solids generated from the plating lines. Waste oil was also stored in
AOC #1 (CDM, 1988).

TCI stated during the site visit conducted by CDM in 1988 that no releases had
occurred at AOC #1. There was no evidence of releases observed during TRC’s site
visit. AOC #1 was closed in 1985 (CDM, 1988). This area did not show any sign of
staining during TRC’s VSI (TRC, 1993).

At AOC #2, wastewater generated from the plating operations was collected and
treated before being discharged into the sewer system. Treated wastes were FO06
(wastewater treatment sludge) and P098 (potassium cyanide). The wastewater
generated from the plating room was piped to the sump pit of the treatment system
through an underground concrete pipe. The wastewater was then pumped into 15,000-
gallon tanks for pH adjustment and cyanide destruction. Then the wastewater was
pumped into sedimentation tanks, where the solids settled out. The effluent was then
discharged into the sanitary sewer system. The solids in the tank were periodically
pumped out and disposed of off site.
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TABLE 1. AOC SUMMARY
Start-up/ Medium/ Off-Site
AOC Closure Release Compounds Migration
AOC Description Dates* Potential References Detected Potential

#1 Hazardous Concrete pad measuring 1982-1985 Low CDM, 1988 None None
Waste Drum 15 feet by 15 feet. No
Storage Area floor drains.
#2 Wastewater Sump pump, two 1982-1985 Low CDM, 1988 None None
Treatment System | in-ground concrete tanks

(15,000 gallons each)

and three partially

in-ground sedimentation

tanks
#3 Plating Area 54 125-gallon tanks 1982-1985 Low CDM, 1988 None None

Brick and concrete floor.
#4 Stripping and No description provided. | 1982-1985 Low CDM, 1988 None None
Degreasing
Operation Area
#5 Hazardous Approximately 20 feet Unknown/ Low TRC Site None None
Waste Storage by 20 feet enclosed Operating Visit
Room (Somerville | room with concrete floor
Paper) and 8-inch berm.

*The entire facility was determined officially closed in 1987,
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The concrete tanks and sump pit were excavated in 1986. An independent professional
engineer certified the tank closure. The drains to and from the wastewater treatment
system were plugged or removed. The area was remodeled and landscaped (CDM,
1988). This area did not show any evidence of stressed vegetation (TRC, 1993).

The wastes managed at AOC #3 were mostly chromium plating, nickel plating, and
copper plating generated from plating operations. During the site visit in 1988,
staining was observed on the concrete pad outside the plating area. According to TCI,
the concrete pad was used to host a cyclone to control the air emissions from the
plating operation. However, TCI never used the cyclone, and it was removed during
the closure (CDM, 1988). This area is currently used by Moscom for assembly of
computer’s and research and development. The floor is tiled and there were no signs
of deterioration (TRC, 1993).

Details regarding the stripping and degreasing operations were not available. It is
known that the stripping operation involved washing parts with acid and caustic
solutions (CDM, 1988).

The site inspection performed in 1988 for the CAPT LOIS report confirmed that the
SWMUs have been closed and no evidence of releases were observed (CDM, 1988).
No evidence of release was observed during TRC’s VSI (TRC, 1993).

During closure, the Hazardous Waste Drum Storage Area (AOC #1) floor was washed,
the tile removed, and the waste disposed of off site. All plating wastes stored in the
Plating Area were analyzed, sorted, and disposed of off site (CDM, 1988).

The additional AOC identified during the TRC VSI is located in Somerville Paper.
This hazardous waste storage room stored waste solvents, ink, non-regulated waste and
mineral spirits. This storage area is approximately 20 feet by 20 feet with a concrete
floor and an 8-inch berm. This is a separate room with a double door for access
(TRC, 1993).

40 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING

No information pertaining to the environmental setting was found in the files. The
location of the facility isin Pittsford, NY and all properties in the area utilize the
Monroe County public water supply.

Runoff from the site is directed into catch basins, which discharge into Allen Creek,
located off the property.
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5.0 PRELIMINARY EVALUATION
Preliminary information for this evaluation is provided in Table 1. The data provided
includes the following: AOC description, start-up/closure dates, release potential,
source reference, medium/compounds detected and off-site migration potential. No
analytical data for the site was available (CDM, 1988).

Data gaps were noted during the preliminary file review. Specifically, the following
items of information are necessary if further evaluation of the facility is required:

. Environmental and geological information including the setting of the facility,

. Information regarding the stained soil observed on the concrete pad, during the
site inspection conducted in 1988,

. The approved closure plan,

. An as-built plan showing the complete TCI operation, and

.

Information regarding property transfer and ownership.
This information should be collected and reviewed before evaluating this site.
6.0 SUMMARY

TCI manufactured audio and video equipment, such as 16-millimeter movie projectors
and 35-millimeter slide projectors. Processes included machining, stamping, painting,
plating, and assembly. TCI was located at 3750 Monroe Avenue in Pittsford, NY.
The current owner of the premises is the 3750 Monroe Avenue Associates (TRC,
1993).

TCI has no evident releases, and the operation was certified closed by a professional
engineer. The four AOCs have been closed, and the facility has been determined
officially closed by NYSDEC. An additional AOC was identified during TRC VSL
This AOC is active and used by Somerville Paper. Somerville Paper is listed as a
large quantity generator under RCRA regulations (TRC, 1993).

A CAPT LOIS inspection was conducted in 1988. The facility was considered
officially closed by NYSDEC in 1988.

NY-R40.RP9 8

RECYCLED PAPER ENFORCEMENT CONFIDENTIAL

TRC



REFERENCES

CDM, 1988. Corrective Action prior to Loss of Interim Status Report, Telex Communication,
Inc., Monroe Avenue, Rochester, NY, prepared by PRC Environmental Management, Inc.
under contract with CDM Federal Programs for U.S. EPA, June 22, 1988.

TCI, 1985. Letter from John J. Cinelli, Telex Communications Incorporated, Plant Manager,
to NYSDEC, Region 8 Headquarters, February 13, 1985.

TCI, 1984. Letter with attached manifests and facility layout sent by Richard W. Bacchetta,
Telex Communications Incorporated, to the County of Monroe, Department of Pure Waters,

June 27, 1984.

TRC, 1993. TRC site visit on September 22, 1993.

NY-R40.RP9 9

RECYCLED PAPER ENFORCEMENT CONFIDENTIAL

TRC



APPENDIX A
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PRELIMINARY RCRA FACILTY ASSESSMENT
PRELIMINARY REVIEW CHECKLIST

WORK ASSIGNMENT NO. R02040

P PROVIDED

NP NOT PROVIDED

A ACCEPTABLE

NA NOT ACCEPTABLE

Y YES

N NO

CR OBSERVED RELEASE (DIRECT EVIDENCE)

SR SUSPECTED RELEASE (INDIRECT EVIDENCE)

PoR POTENTIAL RELEASE (POSSIBLE FOR A RELEASE TO OCCUR)
NR ‘NO RELEASE HAS OCCURRED (DIRECT EVIDENCE)
SWMU SOLID WASTE MANAGEMENT UNIT

AQC AREA OF CONCERN



RFA COMPONENT 1: PRELIMINARY REVIEW (PR)

A.

‘/P NP A NA

General Manufacturing process description:

Comments : Pladine  Tan 08

\ |

~J
General Facility waste generation description: p NP A NA
Comments:
Environmental/hydrogeologic setting description: p Vﬁﬁ; A NA
Comments:

—

SWMU identification list: P NP A NA

Comments:

Was the SWMU subset of RCRA regulated units denoted? Y N A NA
Comments:

Were other AOC’s (e.g. spills, leaks) listed? Yy _ % A NA
Comments:

Were potential off-site exposure pathways identifjed? (e.g. drinking
water wells, irrigated farmland, swamps) Y N A NA

Comments:




Detailed SWMU or AQC information:

SWMU # I or acc /L-/clzﬂwa/c'cw Vot  Daizrn ‘S‘C’Mﬁfc At
v i

y
1. Is the unit located on a facility map? °/§ N A NA

Comments:

Uaig characteristics (e.g. design, liners, age, construction):

Y N A NA
Comments: WS ¥ (S Cune a0 f?énf_) M
3. Wii%g characteristics (e.g. types, volumes, classification):
3 N A NA

Comments : K i Hiean 40 daw oo Chzg\z LA'T'QL’\’L—TCE wio K V>c€~d'0/
H ’ 4 T

AN AV A Rad P@v~+ T v WAL

4. Waste migration pathways:
a. Air: CR SR PoR V/;R
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y _ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for

the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR}? Y

Comments:
b. Soil: CR SR POR ’/hR
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y _ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? __ Y _
Comments:
c. Groun; wgéer: CR SR PoR L/ﬁi
i. Is documentation provided? _ Y __ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR})? __ Y __ N

Comments:




d. Surface water: CR SR PoR _" NR
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y ___N
ii. Does the documentation provide. acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? __ Y _ N
Comments:
e. Subsurface gas: CR SR PoR °/§i
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y __ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? __ Y __ N
Comments:
5. Conclusions/Recommendations:
a. v~ No conclusion or recommendation provided.
___  Recommend no further action.
___ Recommend a sampling visit.
i. Was sampling performed as part of this RFA? _ Y _ |
ii. Will the sampling be conducted in a RFI? _Y_N
___  Recommend interim measures.
- Recommend a RFI.
Comments:"’Tk;O o LV ACIRZ. 9] Qzﬁldy sLm GES . Tl Qﬁdﬂbvﬁz
b A @A ws e+ Gvandede, Wl wveeinwng Nis Lo
odia oy - %
b. Is the recommendation acceptable? _ Y _ N

Comments:
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a. Docrentaticn of field cbservations in logbock: _“P _ 1P _ A _ LA

i. Visual evidence of unit: characteristics ( integrity, locaticn;:
YP _NP _A _Na

Caorents: Trni S oo G 8 ~- ol = o

~ Y

! .
Slhuwy not R < e Y-S

ii. Visual evicvence of waste characteristics (e.g. labels):
P NP / hot applicavle

Caorents:

iii. Visual evidence o‘/fﬁgollutant migration pathways (e.y. ercs:cn,
run—cff): P '

- Caorents: The G - s op

1v. V.sual evidunce of release (e.g. discolored sciis, dead
vegetatiou): _ P __lIP ngt applicable

Camants:

v. Visual cvidence of exposure potential (e.g. swap, arinking water
wells): _ P __ MNP _vliou applicaule

Caorents:

. be Docmentation of SU / AcC duaj?uteristigs ag potential migravicn
_pathways by photography? Y M

--Cazxpents: - -
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vegetation): _A{P _WP _ Not applicable -
. Caments: Vo 2 Floars  oF £t L~ 4lcs
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. ' o v. Visual cvidence of exposure potential (e.g. swarp, wrinkiny water
wells): _ P _ NP .Tou applicaule
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-
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- . - ' be Docuentation of SHW / ACC characteristics aa potential migratien
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H. Detailed SWMU or AOC information:
SWMU # __2— or AQC ‘\}\"'Cﬁlﬂ_up(_’«.}e/l ) \J\,QCZO\EGMVCS’ LAy >en
o T

1. Is the unit located on a facility map? vy N A NA

Comments:

2. Unit characteristics (e.g. design, liners, age, construction):

Y N A NA
Comments:
3. WEESE characteristics (e.g. types, volumes, classification):

b4 N A NA
Comments : X ; ) ‘ . €095 owed Foce adaon
NNVBGAL G k;{na4<wnMA~\ foM»udh?k‘V

4. Waste migration pathways:

a. Air: CR SR POR ‘/NR

i. Is documentation provided? ___ Y N

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y

Comments:
b. Soil: CR SR Por _NR
i. Is documentation provided? Y N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y N
Comments:
c. Ground water: CR SR PoR V/;;
i. Is documentation provided? Y N

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y N

Comments:




d. Surface water: CR SR ‘/PoR ~ NR

i. Is documentation provided? Y N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y N .
Comments: Pomed 1o WI006 8 RY . Dk Y g
c,cr'é/w; NaAC e ioum e des fo  GEdan IXor
e. Subsurface gas: CR SR POR ‘/NR
i. Is documentation provided? Y N

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y

Comments:
S. Conclusions/Recommendations:
a. -~ No conclusion or recommendation provided.

Recommend no further action.
Recommend a sampling wvisit.

i. Was sampling performed as part of this RFA? _ Y

ii. Will the sampling be conducted in a RFI? _Y_N

Recommend interim measures.

Recommend a RFI.

Comments: (M auad (“U"—«Mu\:hnn 7o) "\’LH' ovad f’v(.‘Q_V
WAL o AN W I ACE
T . {

b. Is the recommendation acceptable? Y N

Comments:




H. Detailed SWMU or AQC information:

SWMU # 3 or AQOC P»\(‘ oo Al
/
. \
1. Is the unit located on a fatility map? Y N A NA
Comments:
2. Unit characteristics (e.g. design, liners, age, construction):
Y N A NA
Comments:__ Ututena. fedive. g ion Fhw —2lcn e meadde
o oAl AN AT— C
3. Waste characteristics (e.g. types, volumes, classification):

Y N A NA

Cgmments :
Lm‘ﬁr{:i\ oi S Tive

RN (‘ \ﬂ:m v . i C“,!.Q OWV(Q

- e A

o -

4. Waste migration pathways:
a. Air: CR SR ’-/?oR NR
i. Is documentation provided? s N

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable suppo for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? b4 I

Comments :_ Thzv, Wouct 19 cun mecmmm NPCWILL G»’lbvrvvt
W o 2l 00 = /20 S X

b. Soil: CR sk _*For NR
i. Is documentation provided? Y N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)" Y N
Comments: CL'J\'CE./W(L CLQJ’L‘)A"\' 2 \r)/l/ud?/ vi
on (L4 QUS  updmenee ¥ T 4 MDD :
Loty Qoze On e Ceonen e 06\(9 .
\ ) ]
c. Ground water: CR SR “BoR NR
i. Is documentation provided? Y N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for

the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)?

Comments: \&}(\m—q oo alpsl - lc'mwm/m/m«:ﬁﬁy @dﬂlra
(An Ay g Ty




S.

d. Surface water: CR SR PoOR “/ﬁi
i. Is decumentation provided? Y N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for

the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y

Comments:

e. Subsurface gas: CR SR PoR L/E%
i. Is documentation provided? Y N

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)?

Comments:

Conclusions/Recommendations:

a. __:f’ No conclusion or recommendation provided.
Recommend no further action.

Recommend a sampling visit.

i. Was sampling performed as part of this RFA? __Y

ii. Will the sampling be conducted in a RFI? Y

Recommend interim measures.

Recommend a RFI.

Comments: Clowe CobSeahom M C‘L\,‘L‘k’\.ﬁM
R ) p o - ] e

Covapy b o w6 A Aa sy

. %AULE W
e Y

b. Is the recommendation acceptable? d<t’ N

Comments:

ﬂw\\ﬂJé"

n’;- *‘. ’Y\(-«‘

N



ES
)

> ordC Pltioe fos
/

-, - a. Doczentation of field cbservations in logbook: =F _1P_aA_a
i. Visual evidence of unii characteristics (integrity, locaticn):
N _A _M
- L
Caorents: As £ % < 2 <o = 5 <~
KRSt o i s T s T = s~ T P
E | ~ w ol :/I P :%:,,'
ii. Visual eviuence of wa&e/ characteristics (e.g. labels)r
- B NP " ot applicavle
- Caorents:
-
iii. Visual evidence of pellutant migration pathways (e.y. ercsicn,
- run=-cff): P __N? '
- : Caorents: 7b < b it A
' P a - - m s -
- e s T -~ 2 [~ T s Lo A S
{
1v. V.sual evidunce cf release (e.g. disculcred scils, dead
- vegetatiou):  __ P __IP t applicable
Caoamants:
e
' o v. Visual cvidence of exposure potential (e.g. swarp, urinking water
- wells): _P __ NP _Hou applicaule
Caoxrents:
-
= o . b Doczentation of SIN / ACC characteristics ang potential migrauvien
I . -pathways by photography? __ Y A1
- :-"-nc:x:rnnts: - - -
‘ - - —
-



y - . N ) -
SU § A or ACC e .0~ = crw,/ LI o /‘/;//Z.’"f//
(7 .
. a. Docentation of field cbservations in logbock: ZP/ 1P _A_
A i. Visual evidence of unit characteristics (integzity, leccatien;:
4? _NP A NA
Carents: A« cte o< A& 0 _ 2
-
ii. vVisual evicence of wwcxnsnis (e.g. labels): -
' P NP .~ Not applicavle
- Carents:
e -
iii. Visual evicde of pollutant migraticn pathways (e.y. €rcSicn, e
. ran—cff): P NP '
- S Corents: Sy 257 e - - ol
s’ - - - ‘.;_/ ]
iv. V.sual evidence of releas/e{(g.g. disculered sciis, deacd , -
vegetation): __ P __IIP Tt applicable
. Camernts: -
. ' o v. Visual uvidence of exposure potential (e.g. swarp, wrinking water ™
wells): _ P _ WP _ctou applicaule
Corents: -
. ; - . - - - . -
- o . . be Ducmentation of SHU / ACC cha‘;afcteristic_s ara potential migravicn
L . --pathways by photography? _ Y A1
. . . . »' - . A . -
A --Caxents: - - -
- : - -
- - - -
-



I. Did the PR identify any data gaps? '/Y N A NA

a. If "Y', list the data’,gaps: 51/,,«14",'1/',%15,;;//2_/ .ﬁ}(/ﬁ‘(f«,"yz,
iAo maAien f(&'%vu” 71 Cenany 7
Ll - -

Comments:

J. Other comments on the PR:

wg Ll o Lo cAagTY av ok Gy anreliddtien  an T
AN VYN 2V Y. s R T R NI Q2 Tt
oAt TR oA LW o s A0 rd (Y T L A A
ALCorRs  wonn A Y Nt  TTlg  iomues e ras Tl
o LTy ok g oAt ThRn Y2z ot ek
Tl shdlan GuA DA e e a2 0 mati s g T
\u%‘#—v‘m/;;\ 0 {
T oaZ e 1 GANMGACK  yYRiva? A Qe as  wdis
SR ot et A Civedd CroagidC W L e g L SAVVRCA s e
a2 ng Dol O - gt i C)
#)




' - RFA Camonent 2: Visual Site Inspection (VSI)

A. General description of VSI activities: K P _NP _A _NA

. B . ) .
Caments: T p<T fona. e A = ~ fse D
-~ S 2/ S, A - 4 - .

s T S e

B. Site safety plan including the nbniorirx; of vapor emissions
(respirators, chemically resistant clothing, etc.): P _ NP _A _ NA

Caoments:

C. Facility inspection:

1. Was each SWMU ncted in the PR examined? éz N

Corments:

2. Was each ACC noted in the PR examined? _ Y _/_ N

Il . e -
Coents: A7 ol L e, - s e .

L///”— (;,7 - o, gy PR S P SO

3. Was the entire facility traversed in crder to identify additicnal AXCs
identify additinal SWMUs, camplete data gaps from the PR, ets.?
P4 N A NA

Camrmants:

a. Were additional SWUs and/or ACCs noted ? é _N

Camments: S, /s fooro o o s F ot SZeo L

Y ('/49// 27 " - Jo o2 i < L g e e S 7 ST 7

TR foo BC loesd At i jae g cpra % Voot 2

4. Did the VSI include an inspection beyord the facility baumndary? _éz’ _

Caomments: : © ' - -




H. Detailed SWMU or AOC information:

SWMU # ¥ or AQC g‘l’h{i’m(/rw G Dézu QAT Op.]/.‘rd_;«/?m"c

. s
1. Is the unit located on a f cility map? N A NA
Comments:
2. Unit characteristici/ﬁe.g. design, liners, age, construction):
Y N
Comments:
3. Waste characteristics (e.g. types, volumes, classification):
b4 N A NA
Comments: ’ -
4. Waste migration pathways:
a. Air: CR SR PoR ‘/NR
i. Is documentation provided? _ Y __ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? __ Y _ N
Comments:
b.  Soil: CR SR PorR __ AR
i. Is documentation provided? _ Y _ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? __ Y __ N
Comments:
c. Ground water: CR SR PoR TR
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y __ N

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? Y N

Comments:




e

d. Surface water: CR SR PoR _~ NR
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y _ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? __ Y __ N
Comments:
e. Subsurface gas: CR SR PoR V’ﬁa
i. Is documentation provided? __ Y __ N
ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? _ ¥ ___N
Comments:
5. Conclusions/Recommendations:
a. _J:/ No conclusion or recommendation provided.
___  Recommend no further action.
___ Recommend a sampling visit.
i. Was sampling performed as part of this RFA? _ Y _ |
ii. Will the sampling be conducted in a RFI? ¥ _N
____  Recommend interim measures.
Recommend a RFI. ‘
Comments: Do betn VW:\CLC‘"\\A, ioanee VQEN . Deeomd orm -
WA WO LM 0y C«fa? Sk . (VL ol 'er_écwnafﬁé‘n .
b. Is the recommendation acceptable? _::f‘ N

Comments:






