' R Cformerfy Alliance Technologies Corporation

November 5, 1993

Mr. Paul Counterman

Chief, Bureau of Western Hazardous Waste Programs
Divisions of Hazardous Substance Regulation

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
50 Wolf Road

Albany, NY 12233

Reference: Contract No. 68-W9-0003, TES-6
Work Assignment No. R02040
Preliminary RCRA Facility Assessment
New York State |
(Ref. 1-635-393)

Subject: Deliverable: Preliminary RCRA Facility Assessment for
Allied Corporation - EPA ID No. NYD051816262.

Dear Mr. Counterman:

At the request of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, enclo,.ed
for your review is one copy of the Preliminary RCRA Facility
Assessment Report for the above referenced facility. Comments and
additional information should be submitted to Mr. John Nevius, U :.
EPA Work Assignment Manager. Due to contractual requirements betwcen
EPA and TRC, it is requested that your review be expedited in ord=: to
incorporate your comments by our December 2, 1993 contract expira:rion.
Any efforts by NYSDEC to meet this date would be greatly appreciat.ed.

Mr. Nevius' address 1is as follows:

Mr. John G. Nevius

Work Assignment Manager

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Air and Waste Management Branch
{2AWM-HWF-Room 1037)

26 Federal Plaza

New York, NY 10278

Questions concerning this submission should be directed to Mr. Ne: ‘1us
at (212) 246-9578, or the undersigned at (212) 349-4616.

Very truli/igurs,

ichael F. Clark, P.E.

cc: John Nevius/EPA Work Assignment Manager (w/o)
Douglas Sullivan/TRC TES-6 Regional Manager (w/o)
Frank Shattuck/NYSDEC-Region 9-Hazardous Substance Engineer ‘)
TES ZPMO
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

TRC Environmental Corporation (TRC - formerly Alliance Technologies Corporation)
was requested by the U.S. Environmental Protection 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 Allied Fibers and Plastics, Allied
Chemical Corporation (Allied), facility in Tonawanda, New York (EPA LD. No.
NYDO051816262). 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 (SWMUs) 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 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 Waste 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 cursory drive-by site visit was conducted by TRC on

September 9, 1993, because the current owner of the site was not identified at the time
of the visit.

2.0 FACILITY DESCRIPTION

Allied is located on River Road in the Town of Tonawanda, New York. The property
has been abandoned since 1984. The property is completely surrounded by a fence
and is overgrown with vegetation. There are several buildings on the property; the
structural integrity of the buildings is unknown. Allied property is surrounded by the
Tonawanda Coke Processing Facility. The surrounding area is highly industrialized
(TRC, 1993). The Site Location Map is provided as Figure 1.

Three AOCs were identified in the Part A application; AOC #1 - Hazardous Waste
Drum Storage Area, and AOCs #2 and #3 - Blow Down Pits. The locations of these
AOCs are shown on Figure 2 (Allied Chemicals, 1984). @
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3.0

AOC #1 - Hazardous Waste Drum Storage Area

The information pertaining to this AOC is limited. No documented releases have
occurred from this AOC. The drum storage pad was concrete. Closure activities
included disposing of all drums and steam cleaning the concrete pad. Sampling was
not performed at this AOC (Allied Chemicals, 1984).

AOCs #2 and #3 - Blow Down Pits

Available files contained no information regarding these two blow down pit areas. No
information was found to identify what was disposed of in these pits. Their locations
were identified on the site map included as part of the RCRA Part A application
(Allied Chemicals, 1984).

FACILITY ACTIVITY/HISTORY -

Allied is located at 3861 River Road in the Town of Tonawanda, New York. The site
is currently owned by Tonawanda Coke; although it is not known when this
transaction occurred. Information regarding Tonawanda Coke was not available.

Allied polymerized ethylene into low molecular weight polyethylene which was
finished into powder, pellet, and solid form and then sold. Operations ceased in 1980.

Wastes generated were collected in 55-gallon drums and stored in the Hazardous
Waste Drum Storage Area (AOC #1) prior to shipment off-site.

Some liquid from process streams which was mainly water with a small amount of
isopropyl alcohol (generally 1 to 3 percent), trace polyethylene and lube oils were
collected in storage tanks which were situated within a paved concrete enclosure.
These diluted solutions do not meet any criteria that would make them hazardous and
were discharged to a POTW at a controlled rate after analysis. The location and
additional information regarding these tanks was not provided in the files (Allied
Chemicals, 1984).

Allied initiated closure procedures for the Hazardous Waste Drum Storage Area in
1982. The Closure Plan,” which the facility submitted to NYSDEC on November 27,
1984, was approved in May 1985. The State notified the facility that they needed to
submit a formal request in writing to withdraw the Part A Application (Allied
Chemicals, 1985).

Remediation activities began on April 30, 1991 and were completed on May 6, 1991.

Activities included excavating the blow down pits to a depth of approximately 12 feet
over an area of about 3/4 of an acre, and excavation of the catchbasin area. The files
did not contain any additional information regarding this catchbasin. It was estimated
by the consultants, ERM, that 860 cubic yards (1,000 tons) of soil were removed from
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the blow down pits. The pits were backfilled, regraded and seeded. A final inspection
was conducted by NYSDEC on May 17, 1991 and the remedial work was found to be
satisfactorily completed (NYSDEC, 1991).

The excavated soil was disposed of in a nonhazardous waste landfill owned by BFI in
Niagara Falls, New York. The soil was contaminated with mostly chromium. Organic
solvents were detected in the ground water monitoring wells located immediately
outside the perimeter chain link fence. No relationship has been established in
identifying the source of the organic solvents. An EPA Inspection Report dated

June 6, 1991, recommended that the site maintain the EPA ID number in the event
that future excavation activities and/or ground water sampling indicate the presence of
on-site RCRA-hazardous wastes, for either metals or organic solvents (EPA, 1991).

4.0 ENVIRONMENTAL SETTING
No information was found in available files regarding the environmental setting.

The Erie County Board of Health indicated that the area is zoned industrial, and the
properties are most likely serviced by the public water supply. There are no sole
source aquifers in the area (TRC, 1993b).

The surrounding area is highly industrialized. Limits of pavement, condition of
buildings, wet areas etc. could not be determined from the drive-by site visit due to
the overgrown vegetation on site.

5.0 PRELIMINARY EVALUATION

TRC performed a drive by site visit but was unable to adequately walk the site to
determine the condition of the former Hazardous Waste Storage Area or Blow Down
Pits. The files were limited and information regarding historical use dates, operational
use of these areas, past disposal practices and waste management were not found.

Ground water wells sampled in the area are contaminated with organic solvents, but
the source is unknown. Recent ground water monitoring results were not available.

Additional information pertaining to the history of the site, confirmational sampling,
and past waste management practices should be collected for further evaluation.

NY-R40.R11 5

—

RECYCLED PAPER ENFORCEMENT CONFIDENTIAL ' Rc



6.0 SUMMARY

Allied operated a specialty chemical manufacturing plant until 1980. The Hazardous
Waste Drum Storage Area closure activities were initiated in 1982. The closure plan
was approved by NYSDEC in 1985.

Remedial activities were conducted on site in 1991. These activities included
excavating the blow down pits and steam cleaning the Hazardous Waste Storage Area
pad. The inspection conducted following remedial activities reported the effort was
performed satisfactorily. The excavated soil was found to be contaminated with

chromium and was disposed of in an approved landfill.

The site has been closed since 1980 and remediation activities commenced in 1991. A
final inspection of the property was conducted in 1991, by the NYSDEC and the
remediation activities were found to be satisfactorily completed.
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TRC, 1993a. Site drive by, conducted by D. Brouillet (TRC) September 9, 1993.

TRC, 1993b. Telecon between S. Zarlengo (TRC) and John (Erie County Board of
Health). September 28, 1993.
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RCRA FACILITY ASSESRMENT (RFA) REVIEW CFECKLIST

United States Envirommental Protecticn Agency

Regicn II
Air and Waste Management Divisicn
Hazardous Waste Facilities Branch



I

P Provided

NP Nct Provided 5
A Acceptable

NA Not Acceptable

¥ Yes -
N . Ne

OR Cbserved release (direct evidence)

SR Suspected release (indirec: evidence)

PoR  Potential release (possible for a release to occur)

NR No release has occuzrad (direct evidence)

SWMU Sclid Waste Management Unit
Ar=za of concermn

5

This RFA checklist has adeguate space for facilities with 12 SWMUs / ACCs. If
the facility you ars reviewing has more than 12 SWMUs / AOCs, simply add more pages
marked the by the © (which is fourd in the first set of each checklist section for

individual SUs / ACDs).

Nebe- Ty "‘?"{ Fr e 4 ndt Londin ] Lr 1w Jumvs/Aocs -
Pleaie catmant m e acwed spacs .1.-.,4,1—#3% i+ shenld]
r“-“iff-t. r i F sael reviter haold jud make wp
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RFy COMECNENT l: PRETTMTNARY REVIEW (FR)

A. General mamfacturing process description: _?S_P _NP _A &NA
Caments: _The RCRA closure Plan vbnelly desciribes

a-?-ac.nft»: ri.Lm‘m‘{a-i-\'on and ope@ai’ioni-

B. General facility waste generaticn description: X P _ NP2 XA _ M

Camrents: | ocnted 1n @epd  Clecure Plan

C. Envirommental/hydrogeclogic setting description: _P NXWNP _ A _ W

Caments:

D. SWU identification list: _ P X'np A A

Caorents:

E. Wad the S?MU subset of RCRA regulated wnits dencted? _ Y XN -_a _ W

Comments:

F. Were other AOCS (e.g. spills, leaks) listed? Y XN _A _W
Caments: AlWhouan net list€d ag  ACLs, Z,_Drg\)\t;.u,_g
L

dicposd =des were. coewnhoned -

G. Were potential cff-site exposwre pathways identified? (e.g. drinking wazs -
wells, irrigated fam land, swamps) __ ¥ XN _ A XA _

Canments:




H. Detailed SiiU and ACC infcrmation:
STV # f or aoc | Pgzadows  Waste Storagt Beeo)
U

l. Is uni:z located on a facility wap? _ﬁY _N A _IIP.s -

Coxentcs:

2. Unit characteristics (e.g. design, liners, age, constructicn):
XP _WP _A _m

Carments: m\'nu:nm'\ iﬁ;erma"rtﬁn Orcui'decl
]

3. Waste characteristics (e.g. types, velurmes, classiZication):

XP _¥2 _A xma

Camen=ss M iaimel n 'PW‘W\C_\'\‘{S*'\ proayided
L]

4. WVaste !ligraticn pathways:
a. Air: _OR _SR X PR _IR
i. Is documentaticn provided? _ Y XN

""" ii. Does the documentaticn provice acceptable support for
: the determination (CR, SR, PeR, IiR)?2 _Y¥ XN

Co=ents: Tu Qe 1S po  longer Lthens 86 air 1S net
o OTolein 4
1

b. Scil: _OR _ SR XPR _IR

i. Is docmentation provided? _¥ Xn

ii. Does the documentation provide acceptable support for
the determination (OR, SR, Poil, NR)? _ ¥ XN —

Coxents: |+ 15 pogﬂo!é +hat dhe seil was cOw%atwima'}tbq_

c. Ground Water: __OR _ SR X PoR _ IR
i. Is documentaticn provided? _ ¥ Xl

ii. Does the decrentaticn provide acceptable support ior
ne cdeterminaticn (OR, SR, PoR, MR)? _Y¥ XN :

Carxnts: No ‘famﬁiinﬁ was aom\Jida;‘--'




Surface Hater: _ R _ SR X PeR _IR

i.

ii.

Is documentaticn proviced? Y _\4: -

Does the documentaticn provide acceptable support for
the determination (CR, SR, PoR, NR)? _ ¥ Y N

Carents: Vo Suckice waler 10 4hu Qrai

Subsurface gas: _CR _ SR XPoR _ MR

i.

il.

Is ocumentation proviced? _ Y XU

Cces the documentaticn provide acceptabl

e suppert for
the determination (CR, SR, PeR, MR)? _ ¥ X N

Carents: KO0 zamipe (¢Sulkk acailabié
Ny

5. Cecnclusicns/ Recaoxerxations:

a.

b.

X

Caoxents:

No conclusion or recamencaticn provided.

Recarended no further action. |

Recamended a sarpling visit.

i. Vas sazpling performed as part of this RFA? _ Y _ N
ii. Will the sarpling be conducted inan RFIZ2 _ ¥ _ U
Recamended interin measures.

Recorended an RFI.

Is the recamendation acceptable? - ¥ -_ N - -

Corents:




Did the PR identify any data gaps? .

Y&N

a. If "Y", list the data gars:

Coments:

Other cawrents on the PR: AoC's

Aevived Lo al

. e :
ST Nloan vy Li pan *'('(‘L yntenac 0y
aya \q e, /




RFA Comoonent 2: Visual Site Inspection (VSI)

A.

General description of VSI activities: XP _ NP _A _ NA

Comments: Trne VS| consisted oF o pcr“\me_—l-cr-'

Sl il
J -

Site safety plan including the rrbnicrirx; of vapor emissions
(respirators, chemically resistant clothing, etc.): _P XNP _A _ NaA

Camments: A oite %a_};[,td O\Qn G ﬂtﬂ' /\.Q_Q—LLULJFL

becagaa, gne VSl jwad) o pecxigneder U Suniiey
[elal 10 \ i

Q

Facility inspection: -

1.

Was each SWMU noted in the PR examined? _ Y XN

Carents:

Was each ACC noted in the PR examined? X iﬁ

Ccnments:

Was the entire facility traversed in crder to identify additional ACCs
identify additinal SWMUs, camplete data gaps from the PR, etc.?

NN A _ma

-Y_

Camments:

a. Were additional S™MUs and/or ACCs noted 2 __¥ K

Comments:

Did the VST include an inspection beyord the facility baundary? _ Y X
Caments: __1ne. VSE woed o pgﬁmdc:.r 6LLﬂ,'-GSA oml?




©

5. SIU§__ or acc 40 AQLS

a. Docurentation of field cbservatiocns in logbock: \_fP ¥ _A

i. Visual evidence of uni: characteristics (integrity, locaticn):
P NP A NA

Caxents: _The \ndividual AQCs could not e
=Ly Aue I e diSn nce  ona
(\-LLQrgmL\W\ w,c}e-iﬂ‘i'lcm

ii. Visual eviuence of waste characteristics (e.g. labels):
P __ NP ~{ Not applicavle

Carents:

iii. Visual evidence of pellutant migraticn pathways (e.y. ercsion,
run—cff): _ P 4@ '

Carents:

1v. V.sual evidunce of release (e.q. disculored scils, dead
vegetation): XP NP _ Not applicable

Cameants:

V. Visual cvidence of exposure potential (e.g. swarp, urinkiny water
wells): P _ NP _ MNou applica.le

Caoarents:

b. nm.nntétlm of SaU / Aosédaaracteristig:s &g potential rigravien
_pathways by photcgraphy? Y _nu

-Cazents: _no OMDOou- waes wh Stoayrn pho d
Tom” e fadot O




6. Wers the results of the VSI integrated with the PR to provide

consistency, to camplete any data gaps, and to provide the best
recammendations? __ Y YN

Caments: o s wad Ueny l\mﬂfd car\d \LW/A(T\_Q/
A {ecemmeinaot+itn  can andt e MNMAava c .

D. Other camments on the VSI: _Jhae VS| coinSicted of o
ey mmelder syl ool . TS e bhaD NET F1op¢
N L e Anec ~dhgd Jd 8ars N s

(OACNCGITTLWD iy
LA n ,L-L_Qc:g:hxﬁ A T §) ~J




RFA REVIEW SUMMARY

AOCT

_ A. List all Sa®s identified (inclusive of the PR and vsI):

' Yazam cus Waste Shuvaee e It
)

-

+Z Dispecal Ao $
t D BspéSq\ Area

¢ $
3 $
§ #
3 $
3 $
3 $
3 $
$ #
i 3
& 4
: :
3 ¢
3 $
$ #
$ ]
$ . L
3 My e

B. List SWMUs h':cwnbyrev'ieaerﬁ:triotincludadintmm:_

8 | I I
. ) - 8
¢ — p -
# K B
i '




-

C. List AOCs identified in the RFA:

- #
$ $_
$ 4
$
$ ¢

D. List ACCs known by reviewer but not included in the RFA: "

L]
L E L] e i E'S
£ e, ] e ] L]

E. List SWMUs / ACCs which must be reevaluated due to inaccuracies in the PR, VSI, or
SV: : ’ ;

¢ Z DsSPosal Grea
$ 5 D;c)pg.ea_(l, (RAD oA

L
#_
$
$
#
¢

¢
'
?
§
$
.
¢
¢
$
$

$




G.

B.

I.

List SialUs / ACCs which have been assessed accurately to require ne further acticn:
&

L R T TS
M e e

List S.IUs / ACCs which have been assessed accurately to requir2 an RFI:

# ' H =
$ . ¢

# : # . -

# ' #

4 &

List SlalUs / ACCs which have been assesued accurately to require interin measures:
# 3§

&

$ - %

# #

t

Surarize any inconsistuncies found between the PR, VSI, and SV:

lnformmation  necorved  Qlier ahe O ana usi '!mdx_cajm,—m.l ‘

sal  was  gvcoveted  + dicgosed AC (AO{‘#-Z*—%}

No  coanfirmahingl f.:.r.‘trﬁplirﬁg resulds  wead. acaljabl?.,




J. Does the RFA summary report integrate the findimgs of the R, VSI, and S\

K.

Conments:

¥

?

o

Ary additional

/ miscellanecus coments on the RFA:
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