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AN LI NE, PHENOTH AZI NE, BENZOTH AZOLE, MERCAPTOBENZOTHI AZOLE, AND PAHS.
EXPOSURE ASSESSMENT | NFORVATI ON

INITS PRELI M NARY HEALTH ASSESSMENT, ATSDR | DENTI FI ED SEVERAL PATHWAYS WHI CH COULD RESULT | N RESI DENTI AL
EXPOSURE TO CONTAM NANTS AT THE SI TE. THE PRI MARY ROUTES OF EXPCSURE AT THE SI TE ARE RELATED TO THE

CONTAM NATED SURFACE AND SUBSURFACE SO LS AT THE SITE. THESE PATHWAYS | NCLUDE DI RECT | NGESTI ON, DERVAL
CONTACT, | NHALATI ON, OR DERVAL ABSORPTI ON.  RESI DENTS M GHT BE EXPCSED TO BURI ED WASTES AT THE SI TE DURI NG
GARDENI NG, CONSTRUCTI QN, EXCAVATI ON, OR OTHER ACTIVI TIES WHI CH DI STURB THE SO L COVER AT THE SITE. BECAUSE
GROUND WATER MONI TORI NG VELLS HAVE NOT BEEN I NSTALLED AT THE SI TE, ATSDR COULD NOT EVALUATE POTENTI AL GROUND
WATER CONTAM NATION.  ALTHOUGH THE SITE | S SUPPLI ED W TH PUBLI C WATER, ATSDR | DENTI FI ED | NGESTI ON OF

CONTAM NATED DRI NKI NG WATER AS A POTENTI AL THREAT AT THE SITE. TH S IS BECAUSE ON PREVI QUS OCCASI ONS,
LATERAL CONNECTI ONS FROM THE PUBLI C WATER SUPPLY LI NES TO SOVE RESI DENCES HAVE DETERI ORATED, PGCSSIBLY DUE TO
CORRCSI ON. ATSDR DETERM NED THAT, AT THE PRESENT TI Mg, THE POTENTI AL FOR SURFACE WATER AND SEDI MENT

CONTAM NATI ON THROUGH ERCSI ON | S MODERATE BECAUSE OF EXI STING SO L COVER AND VEGETATI ON ON THE SI TE.

ADDI TI ONAL SAMPLI NG | S REQUI RED TO DETERM NE WHETHER CONTAM NATED SEDI MENT AND SURFACE WATER ARE COF CONCERN
AT THE SITE  ATSDR COULD NOT DETERM NE WHETHER CONTAM NANTS WERE BEI NG | NGESTED | N HOVE GARDENS. BASED ON
EPA Al R SAMPLI NG DATA, THERE |'S CURRENTLY NO EVI DENCE OF RESI DENTI AL EXPOSURE VI A | NHALATI ON OF AMBI ENT Al R

TOXI O TY ASSESSMENT | NFORVATI ON

ATSDR EVALUATED THE HEALTH | MPLI CATI ONS OF EXPOSURE TO SEVERAL CHEM CALS DETECTED IN SITE SO L, | NCLUDI NG
ANl LI NE, PHENOTH AZI NE, BENZOTHI AZOLE, MERCAPTOBENZOTH AZOLE, AND PAHS. OF THESE CHEM CALS, ANILINE IS
CLASSI FI ED AS A PROBABLE HUMAN CARCI NOGEN AND PAHS ARE CLASSI FI ED AS POTENTI AL HUMAN CARCI NOGENS.

OCCUPATI ONAL EXPOSURE TO AN LI NE HAS RESULTED | N ELEVATED CONCENTRATI ONS OF METHEMOGLOBI N I N THE BLOOD WHI CH
CAN LEAD TO CYANCSI S AND ASPHYXI A, PHENOTHI AZI NE EXPCSURE HAS RESULTED I N SKI' N SENSI TI ZATI ON AND NMAY

PRECI PI TATE ALLERG C CONTACT DERVATI TI'S. BENZOTH AZOLE AND MERCAPTCBENZOTH AZOLE NAY CAUSE ALLERG C CONTACT
DERVATI TI'S.  BASED ON THI S | NFORVATI ON AND ON THE HI GH CONCENTRATI ONS CF THESE CHEM CALS FOUND | N SURFACE
SO LS, ALL OF THE ABOVE COVPOUNDS ARE CONSI DERED CONTAM NANTS OF CONCERN AT THE PRESENT TI ME

Rl SK CHARACTER!I ZATI ON | NFORVATI ON

ATSDR DETERM NED THAT RESI DENTS OF THE SUBDI VI SI ON M GHT BE EXPOSED TO S| GNI FI CANT LEVELS OF CONTAM NATI ON
DURI NG NORVAL WORK OR PLAY ACTIVITIES, AND THAT THE RI SK OF EXPOSURE TO CONTAM NANTS M GHT BE | NCREASED BY
ON-SI TE REMEDI AL OR REMOVAL OPERATI ONS. I N ADDI TI ON, ATSDR DOCUMENTED THE POTENTI AL FOR CONTAM NATI ON OF THE
PUBLI C WATER SUPPLY | F BURI ED WASTES CAUSE DETERI ORATI ON OF WATER SUPPLY LI NES. FI NALLY, ATSDR DETERM NED
THAT SUBSI DENCE OF THE FI LL UNDERLYI NG PARTS OF THE SI TE POCSED A POTENTI AL PHYSI CAL HAZARD AS WELL AS A
POTENTI AL HEALTH THREAT BECAUSE OF THE POTENTI AL FOR A RELEASE OF HAZARDQUS GASES TO THE ENVI RONVENT.  ATSDR
RECOMMVENDED THAT RESI DENTS BE RELCCATED FROM THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE UNTIL THE FI NDI NG OF A

SI GNI FI CANT RI SK TO HUVAN HEALTH IS SHOMN TO BE UNFOUNDED ANDY OR THE SI GNI FI CANT R SK TO  HUVAN HEALTH HAS
BEEN ELI M NATED OR SUBSTANTI ALLY M TI GATED.

ACTUAL OR THREATENED RELEASES OF HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCES FROM THI S SITE, |F NOT ADDRESSED BY | MPLEMENTI NG THE
RESPONSE ACTI ON SELECTED IN TH' S ROD, MAY PRESENT AN | MM NENT AND SUBSTANTI AL ENDANGERMENT TO PUBLI C HEALTH,
WELFARE, OR THE ENVI RONMENT.

#DA
DESCRI PTI ON OF ALTERNATI VES

THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE FOCUSED FEASI BI LI TY STUDY OF RELOCATI ON OPTI ONS (FFS), RELEASED FOR PUBLIC
COMMENT ON NOVEMBER 17, 1989, EVALUATES, |N DETAIL, THREE ALTERNATI VES FOR RELCCATI NG RESI DENTS FROM THE
SITE. THESE ALTERNATI VES ARE SUWARI ZED BELOW

ALTERNATI VE 1: NO ACTI ON

PRESENT WORTH COST:  $2, 050, 000 ( ESTI MATE)
MONTHS TO | MPLEMENT:  NONE



EPA IS REQUI RED TO ANALYZE A NO- ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE AS PART OF THE FEASI BI LI TY STUDY PROCESS TO PROVI DE A

BASI S OF COVPARI SON TO BE USED | N EVALUATI NG OTHER ALTERNATI VES. THE NO ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE PRESENTED HERE
ASSUMES THAT NO FURTHER ACTI ON TAKES PLACE AT THE SI TE TO PROTECT THE HEALTH OF SI TE RESI DENTS. UNDER THE
NO- ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE, THE TEMPORARY RELCCATI ON WH CH | S CURRENTLY BEI NG OFFERED TO RESI DENTS WOULD BE CEASED
AND RESI DENTS THAT HAVE NOT BEEN RELOCATED WOULD REMAI N LI'VING ON THE SI TE. AT PRESENT, APPROXI MATELY

ONE- HALF OF THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON RESI DENTS HAVE AGREED TO TEMPCRARY RELCCATI ON. TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON
OF ALL RESI DENTS WOULD CEASE | N APRIL 1990 AFTER THE EXPI RATI ON OF THE TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON PROGRAM CURRENTLY
BEI NG | MPLEMENTED UNDER EPA EMERCENCY AUTHCRI Tl ES.

UNDER THE NO- ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE, NO ACTI ONS WOULD BE TAKEN I N THE SHORT- TERM TO M Tl GATE THE POTENTI AL THREAT
TO RESI DENTS.  RESI DENTS WOULD CONTI NUE TO BE EXPOSED TO CONTAM NATED SO L AND THE M GRATI ON OF CONTAM NANTS
FROM THE SI TE WOULD CONTI NUE.  POTENTI AL METHANE GAS GENERATI ON AND SUBSI DENCE OF THE LANDFI LL WOULD NOT BE
ADDRESSED. I N ADDI TION, G LL CREEK WOULD CONTI NUE TO BE A POTENTI AL CONTAM NANT M GRATI ON PATHWAY TO THE
NI AGARA RI VER

TH S REMEDY COULD BE | MPLEMENTED | MVEDI ATELY AND WOULD REQUI RE NO TI ME TO COVPLETE. THE COSTS ASSOCI ATED
WTH TH S ALTERNATI VE WOULD | NCLUDE THOSE FOR MONI TORI NG AND REVI EW OF THE SI TE AND THE MONEY SET ASI DE, TO
DATE, FOR I NTERI M MEASURES SUCH AS FENCI NG Sl TE COVER, AND DRUM REMOVAL AND TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON OF

RESI DENTS THROUGH APRI L 1990.

ARARS
THERE ARE NO ARARS ASSOCI ATED WTH TH S ALTERNATI VE.
ALTERNATI VE 2: CONTI NUED TEMPORARY RELCOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS

PRESENT WORTH COST:  $5, 717, 000 - $11, 065, 000 ( ESTI MATES)
MONTHS TO | MPLEMENT: 60 TO 120 ( ESTI MATES)

UNDER THI S ALTERNATI VE, EPA WOULD CONTI NUE TO OFFER TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON TO RESI DENTS AT THE SI TE THROUGH
FEMA UNTI L SUCH TI ME AS RESI DENTS COULD MOVE BACK TO THE SITE. AT PRESENT, APPROXI MATELY ONE- HALF OF THE
FAM LI ES IN THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON HAVE AGREED TO TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON.  UNDER TH S ALTERNATI VE, EPA AND
FEVMA WOULD CONTI NUE TO OFFER TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON TO THOSE RESI DENTS WHO HAVE NOT YET AGREED TO RELCCATI ON
FOR PURPOSES OF COST ESTIMATION, I T I'S ASSUMED THAT ALL RESI DENTS ARE TEMPCRARI LY RELOCATED FOR A PERICD OF
FI VE TO TEN YEARS.

THE SI TE WOULD BE FENCED AND SECURED TO PREVENT TRESPASSI NG AFTER TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON CF RESI DENTS WAS
COWPLETED. | N ADDI TI ON, A PROGRAM OF SI TE SECURI TY AND PROPERTY NAI NTENANCE WOULD BE REQUI RED TO ENSURE
AGAI NST VANDALI SM THEFT, AND DETER CRATI ON OF THE HOMES AT THE SI TE.

AS I T I'S CURRENTLY BEI NG | MPLEMENTED, FEMA PROVI DES ASSI STANCE TO | NDI VI DUALS WHO ARE BEI NG DI SPLACED FROM
THEI R PRI MARY RESI DENCE. THE PROGRAM ALLOAS | NDI VI DUALS TO RELOCATE BY COVERI NG REASONABLE EXPENSES WHI CH
ARE ADDI TI ONAL TO EXPENSES | NCURRED PRI OR TO DI SPLACEMENT. ALTHOUGH ASSI STANCE VARI ES W TH | NDI VI DUAL NEED,
TYPI CAL TYPES OF ASSI STANCE CFFERED TO DATE | NCLUDE TEMPCRARY HOUSI NG, SUBSI STENCE PAYMENTS, RENTAL

FURNI TURE, A UTILITY SUBSI DY, UTILITY CONNECTI ON COSTS, EXPENSES FOR TRANSPORTATI ON OF HOUSEHOLD GOCDS,
DECONTAM NATI ON ANDY OR ACQUI SI TI ON OF PERSONAL PROPERTY, AND KENNEL COSTS.

THI' S ALTERNATI VE | S ESTI MATED TO COST BETVEEN $5, 717, 000 ( FI VE YEARS TEMPORARY RELCCATI ON) AND $11, 065, 000
(TEN YEARS TEMPORARY RELCCATION). THE MAJORITY OF THESE COSTS RESULT FROM THE RENTAL OF REPLACEMENT

RESI DENCES AND THE MAI NTENANCE AND SECURI TY OF RESI DENCES DURI NG THE PERI OD AFTER RESI DENT RELOCATI ON HAS
OCCURRED.

ARARS
THERE ARE NO ENVI RONMENTAL LAWS ASSOCI ATED WTH THI S ALTERNATI VE. HOANEVER, THE MAJOR QGUI DELI NES ASSOCI ATED

W TH FEDERAL | MPLEMENTATI ON OF TH S ALTERNATI VE ARE THE REQUI REMENTS OF THE UNI FORM RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AND
REAL PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON POLI CI ES ACT OF 1970 (42 USC 4601 ET SEQ ) AND I TS | MPLEMENTI NG REGULATI ONS AT 40



CFR 4.1 ET SEQ
ALTERNATI VE 3: PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS

PRESENT WORTH COST:  $4, 705, 000 - $6, 023, 000 ( ESTI MATES)
MONTHS TO | MPLEMENT: 12 - 18 ( ESTI MATE)

UNDER THI S ALTERNATI VE, EPA, I N CONJUNCTI ON W TH FEMA AND THE STATE OF NEW YORK, WOULD PERVANENTLY RELOCATE
ALL RESI DENTS FROM THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION SITE. FEVA ADM NI STERS PERVANENT RELOCATI ON ACTI VI TY UNDER
SUPERFUND | N ACCORDANCE W TH THE UNI FORM RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AND REAL PRCPERTY ACQUI SI TION PCLI O ES ACT OF
1970 AS AMENDED. TH' S ACT PROVI DES FOR UNI FORM AND EQUI TABLE TREATMENT OF PERSONS DI SPLACED FROM THEI R HOVES
BY FEDERAL PROGRANS.

UNDER FEMA, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON PRQJIECTS ARE CARRI ED QUT I N TWD PHASES: PROPERTY ACQUI SI TION, I N WH CH

RESI DENTS ARE COVPENSATED FOR THE VALUE OF REAL PROPERTY WHI CH | S BEI NG ACQUI RED, AND RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE,
I'N WH CH RESI DENTS ARE ASSI STED | N | DENTI FYI NG AND MOVI NG | NTO REPLACEMENT RESI DENCES. EPA HAS EVALUATED TWO
OPTI ONS FOR PRCPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON (ACQUI SI TION OF LAND AND MOVI NG MBI LE HOMES, AND  ACQUI SI TION OF ALL REAL
PROPERTY) AND TWD OPTI ONS FOR RELQOCATI ON ASSI STANCE (| NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON AND GROUP RELCCATI QN) .

PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON

THE PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON PHASE NMAY | NCLUDE ACQUI SI TI ON OF LAND OR LAND AND HOMES BECAUSE SEVERAL OF THE HOMES
I'N THE SUBDI VI SI ON ARE MBI LE AND OTHERS ARE NOT. ALL RESI DENTS AT THE SI TE WOULD BE RELOCATED. RELOCATI ON
WOULD | NCLUDE THE ACQUI SI TI ON OF DEVELCPED LAND AT FAIR MARKET VALUE, AS WLL BE EXPLAI NED BELOWN MBI LE
HOMES AT THE SI TE WOULD BE ACQUI RED OR, DEPENDI NG ON RESI DENT PREFERENCE AND FEASI Bl LI TY, MOVED TO A NEW
LOCATI ON.

OPTION A©  ACQUI SI TION OF LANDY MOVEMENT OF EXI STI NG MOBI LE HOMES

BASED ON RESI DENT PREFERENCE AND OTHER CONS| DERATI ONS, MOBI LE HOMES AT THE SI TE COULD BE MOVED TO A NEW
LOCATI ON. MBI LE HOMES WH CH ARE TO BE MOVED WOULD BE TESTED TO DETERM NE THE EXTENT OF CHEM CAL

CONTAM NATI ON AND THE FEASI BI LI TY OF MOVI NG THE HOME. | F THE HOVE WAS FOUND TO BE UNCONTAM NATED OR WAS ABLE
TO BE DECONTAM NATED AND WAS | N GOOD STRUCTURAL CONDI TION AND | F | T PROVED ECONOM CALLY FAVORABLE TO DO SO,
ONLY LAND WOULD BE ACQUI RED AND THE HOME COULD BE MOVED TO A NEW SITE. | F THE HOVE WAS FOUND TO BE

CONTAM NATED SUCH THAT | T COULD NOT BE ECONOM CALLY CLEANED OR IF I T WAS FOQUND TO BE STRUCTURALLY | MPAI RED SO
THAT MOVI NG THE HOME WOULD BE | MPRACTI CAL, THE HOMVE WOULD BE PURCHASED AND THE RESI DENTS ASS|I STED | N LOCATI NG
REPLACEMENT HQOUSI NG

CPTION B:  ACQU SITION CF ALL REAL PROPERTY

FOR THOSE RESI DENTS WHO DO NOT WSH TO MOVE THEI R MOBI LE HOMES, BOTH LAND AND HOVE WOULD BE ACQUI RED. ALL
REAL PRCOPERTY | N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON WOULD BE APPRAI SED | N ACCCRDANCE W TH DEPARTMENT COF JUSTI CE
STANDARDS TO DETERM NE | TS FAI R MARKET VALUE. BASED ON FAI R MARKET VALUE OF THE PROPERTY, AN COFFER TO
PURCHASE WOULD BE MADE TO EACH PROPERTY OMER TH S OFFER COULD BE ACCEPTED OR CONTESTED BY THE PRCPERTY
OMNER WHO WOULD PRESENT EVI DENCE SUBSTANTI ATI NG H' S OR HER REASONS FOR CONTESTI NG THE OFFER.  WHEN AGREEMENT
IS REACHED, THE PROPERTY OMNER WOULD RECElI VE THE AGREED UPON AMOUNT LESS ANY ENCUMBRANCES ON THE PROPERTY.

RESI DENTS WOULD BE OFFERED JUST COVPENSATI ON FOR ANY REAL PROPERTY TO BE ACQUI RED. PROPERTY WOULD BE
APPRAI SED DI SREGARDI NG ANY DECREASE | N THE FAI R MARKET VALUE OF THE REAL PROPERTY CAUSED BY CHEM CAL
CONTAM NATI ON AT THE SITE. | N ADDI TION, UNDER OPTI ON A, ACQUI SI TI ON OF LAND/ MOVEMENT OF EXI STI NG MOBI LE
HOMES, OR CPTION B, ACQUI SITION CF ALL REAL PRCPERTY, RESI DENTS WOULD BE REI MBURSED FOR THE REPLACEMENT COF
PERSONAL PRCPERTY WH CH EPA DETERM NED TO BE | MMOBI LE OR VWHI CH WAS NOT ABLE TO BE DECONTAM NATED.

GENERAL | NFORVATI ON ON PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON

EPA AND FEMA WOULD CONTI NUE TO OFFER TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON TO RESI DENTS UNTI L PERVANENT RELOCATI ON COULD BE
COWLETED. AS WLL BE EXPLAI NED BELON FENVA WOULD ASSI ST RESI DENTS | N LOCATI NG REPLACEMENT RESI DENCES AND | N



MOVI NG TO THOSE RESI DENCES OR I N MOVI NG HOVES TO REPLACEMENT LOTS.

DURI NG PERVANENT RELOCATI ON ACTIVITIES, THE SI TE WOULD BE SECURED TO PREVENT TRESPASSING. IN ADDITION, A
PROGRAM OF SI TE SECURI TY AND PROPERTY MAI NTENANCE WOULD BE REQUI RED TO ENSURE AGAI NST VANDALI SM THEFT, AND
DETERI CRATI ON CF THE HOVES AT THE SI TE WH LE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON ACTIVI TI ES VERE ONGO NG TH S PROGRAM
WOULD CONTI NUE UNTI L PERVANENT RELCCATI ON WAS COVPLETED AND REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY REMAI NI NG AT THE SI TE
WERE El THER DI SPCSED OF OR SALVAGED.

FOLLON NG THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OF ALL RESI DENTS, THE SI TE WOULD BE FENCED AND SECURED TO PREVENT
TRESPASSI NG REAL AND PERSONAL PROPERTY REMAI NING ON- SI TE WOULD BE DECONTAM NATED, | F NECESSARY. FOLLOW NG
SUCCESSFUL DECONTAM NATI ON, PROPERTY WOULD BE DI SPCSED OF OR SALVAGED. TI TLE TO ALL PRCPERTI ES ACQUI RED

DURI NG THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON WOULD BE TRANSFERRED TO THE STATE OF NEW YORK FOLLOW NG THE COWPLETI ON CF
REMEDI AL ACTI ONS AT THE SITE, AS REQU RED BY LAW FI ELD WORK FOR THE SECOND OPERABLE UNI T WOULD BEG N ONCE
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON WAS COVPLETED AND THE SI TE WAS SUFFI CI ENTLY CLEARED TO ALLOW ACCESS FCR SAMPLI NG

ACTI VI TI ES.

RESI DENT RELCCATI ON

I N THE RESI DENT RELOCATI ON PHASE OF THI S ALTERNATI VE, RESI DENTS WOULD BE CFFERED ASS| STANCE | N LOCATI NG
ANDY OR MOVI NG TO REPLACEMENT RESI DENCES CR | N MOVI NG MOBI LE HOVES TO REPLACEMENT LOTS. BASED ON | NPUT FROM
RESI DENTS AT THE SI TE, EPA HAS | NCLUDED TWO COPTI ONS UNDER THE RELOCATI ON PHASE OF THI S ALTERNATI VE.

CPTION C. | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON OF RESI| DENTS

UNDER CPTI ON C, HOUSEHOLDS WOULD BE RELOCATED ON AN | NDI VI DUAL BASI S ACCORDI NG TO THE REQUI REMENTS OF THE
UNI FORM RELCOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AND REAL PRCPERTY ACQUI SI TION PCLICIES ACT OF 1970. I N THE RELOCATI ON PHASE,
FEVMA WOULD PROVI DE ASSI STANCE TO | NDI VI DUALS | N LOCATI NG REPLACEMENT HOVES OR REPLACEMENT LOTS.  ADDI TI ONAL
I NFORVATI ON ON THE TYPES OF RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AVAI LABLE ARE DI SCUSSED | N THE SECTI ON BELOW ENTI TLED,

" GENERAL | NFORVATI ON ON RESI DENT RELOCATI ON. "

OPTION D GROUP RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS

UNDER OPTI ON D, RESI DENTS WOULD BE RELOCATED TO A NEW NEI GHBORHOCOD | N Cl RCUMSTANCES WHI CH ARE COVPARABLE TO
CONDI TIONS I N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON.  RESI DENTS WOULD ElI THER MOVE THEI R EXI STI NG MOBI LE HOVES OR WOULD
PURCHASE NEW COVPARABLE HOUSI NG BECAUSE OF THE NUMBER OF RESI DENTS | NVOLVED, THI' S OPTI ON COULD | NCLUDE
PURCHASI NG SUBDI VI DI NG AND DEVELCPI NG A PARCEL OF LAND SO THAT I NDI VI DUAL LOTS COULD BE COMPARABLE TO THOSE
IN THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON.

ALTHOUGH THI' S CPTI ON HAS BEEN TERVED " GROUP RELOCATI ON' BY THE RESI DENTS AND EPA, ACTUAL MOVI NG PAYMENTS AND
RELOCATI ON ASS|I STANCE WOULD BE PROVI DED ON AN | NDI VI DUAL BASIS. THE AMOUNTS OF ANY PAYMENTS FOR RELOCATI ON
ASSI STANCE WOULD BE DETERM NED FOR EACH | NDI VI DUAL HOUSEHOLD IN THE SAME MANNER AS FOR CPTION C.  THEREFORE,
THE AMOUNTS OF THESE PAYMENTS WOULD DEPEND ON THE | NDI VI DUAL Cl RCUMSTANCES OF EACH HOMEOMER BEFORE AND AFTER
RELOCATI ON AS EXPLAI NED | N THE NEXT SECTI ON.

AT PRESENT, EPA AND FEMA ARE | NVESTI GATI NG WAYS | N WH CH THE FEDERAL GOVERNMENT COULD ASSI ST | NTERESTED
RESI DENTS | N | MPLEMENTI NG GROUP RELOCATI ON. RESI DENTS M GHT REQUI RE ASS| STANCE | N REZONI NG CR | N OBTAI NI NG
ZONI NG VARI ANCES ANDY OR I N ENGAG NG A DEVELOPER.  EPA WOULD WORK W TH THE COVMUNI TY TO DETERM NE THE OTHER
TYPES OF SUPPORT REQUI RED TO | MPLEMENT GROUP RELOCATI ON.

GENERAL | NFORVATI ON ON RESI DENT RELOCATI ON

UNDER EI THER CPTI ON C, | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS, OR OPTION D, GROUP RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS, THE
TYPES AND AMOUNTS OF RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AVAI LABLE ARE GOVERNED BY THE UNI FORM RELOCATI ON ASS| STANCE AND
REAL PRCOPERTY ACQUI SI TION POLI CI ES ACT CF 1970. ELIGE BLE I NDI VI DUALS COULD RECEI VE:  COVPENSATI ON FOR THE
ADDED COST OF A COVPARABLE REPLACEMENT DVELLING A PAYMENT TO OFFSET ANY | NCREASED MORTGAGE | NTEREST COSTS;
A PAYMENT FOR THOSE REASONABLE COSTS CONNECTED W TH THE PURCHASE OF A REPLACEMENT DWELLI NG LIM TED MOVI NG
COSTS; RENTAL ASSI STANCE; | NFCRVATI ON ON THE AVAI LABI LI TY CF SU TABLE REPLACEMENT HOUSI NG ASSI STANCE TO HELP



OVERCOME ANY DI SCRI M NATORY PRACTI CES THAT MAY BE ENCOUNTERED | N OBTAI NI NG HOUSI NG OF CHO CE; | NSPECTI ON OF
REPLACEMENT HQUSI NG TO | NSURE THAT THE PRCOPERTY | S DECENT, SAFE AND SAN TARY; ASSI STANCE IN FILLING QUT CLAIM
FORMB; COUNSELI NG ABOUT OTHER SOURCES COF ASSI STANCE THAT NMAY BE AVAI LABLE, AND SUCH OTHER HELP AS MAY BE
APPROPRI ATE.

| MPLEMENTATI ON OF THI S REMEDY WOULD TAKE APPROXI MATELY 12 - 18 MONTHS. TH S ALTERNATI VE | S ESTI MATED TO COST
BETWEEN $4, 705, 000 AND $6, 023, 000. TH S RANGE REPRESENTS THE M NIl MUM AND MAXI MUM COSTS FOR PERVANENT
RELOCATI ON BASED ON THE OPTI ONS DI SCUSSED ABOVE. EPA AND FEVA WOULD WORK W TH RESI DENTS TO DETERM NE THE
OPTI ON WHI CH BEST SUI TS THE Cl RCUMSTANCES COF EACH RESI DENT.

THESE COSTS ARE SOVEWHAT HI GHER THAN THE COSTS PRESENTED I N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON PRCPCSED PLAN

PUBLI SHED ON NOVEMBER 17, 1989. BASED ON PUBLI C | NPUT AND OTHER | NFCRVATI ON PRESENTED TO EPA, THE ESTI MATE
OF THE COST OF ACQUI RING AN | NDI VIDUAL LOT IN THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON HAS BEEN | NCREASED APPROXI MATELY
210% AND THE COST ESTI MATES FOR THE ACQUI SI TI ON OF MOBI LE AND PERVANENT HOVES HAVE BEEN | NCREASED

APPROXI MATELY 30% - 40%  THESE | NCREASES HAVE, IN TURN, RAISED THE OVERALL COST RANGE OF ALTERNATI VE 3 BY
APPROXI MATELY 11% - 12% I N ADDI TION, THE ESTI MATED | MPLEMENTATI ON TI ME FOR PERVANENT RELOCATI ON HAS BEEN
MODI FI ED TO A RANGE OF 12 TO 18 MONTHS TO REFLECT THE ADDI TI ONAL TI ME WH CH MAY BE REQUI RED TO | MPLEMENT
GROUP RELOCATI ON.  THESE | NCREASES, REFLECTED IN TH S ROD, WERE NOT CONSI DERED S| GNI FI CANT CHANGES BY EPA.

ARARS

THERE ARE NO ENVI RONMENTAL LAWS ASSOCI ATED WTH THI S ALTERNATI VE. HOMNEVER, THE MAJOR QGUI DELI NES ASSOCI ATED

W TH FEDERAL | MPLEMENTATI ON OF TH S ALTERNATI VE ARE THE REQUI REMENTS OF THE UNI FORM RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AND
REAL PRCPERTY ACQUI SI TION POLI G ES ACT OF 1970 (42 USC 4601 ET SEQ ) AND I TS | MPLEMENTI NG REGULATI ONS AT 40
CFR 4.1 ET SEQ DEPENDI NG ON THE OPTI ONS | MPLEMENTED DURI NG PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, STATE OR LOCAL ZONI NG OR
SUBDI VI SI ON LAWS MAY ALSO BE APPLI CABLE TO THI S ACTI ON

#SCAA
SUMVARY OF COVPARATI VE ANALYSI S OF ALTERNATI VES

TH S SECTI ON OF THE ROD PRCFI LES THE PERFORVANCE OF THE THREE ALTERNATI VES DI SCUSSED ABOVE AGAI NST EPA'S NI NE
EVALUATION CRITERIA. TH' S EVALUATION IS THE BASI S FOR EPA' S SELECTI ON OF AN ALTERNATI VE FOR THE RELOCATI ON OF
RESI DENTS FROM THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE.

OVERALL PROTECTI ON OF HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONMENT

ALTERNATI VE 3, PERMANENT RELOCATI ON, |S PROTECTI VE OF HUVAN HEALTH. THE PROTECTI VENESS OF ALTERNATI VE 2 MNAY
VARY SI NCE TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON WOULD BE A VOLUNTARY PROGRAM  BOTH ALTERNATI VES PROVI DE PROTECTI ON BY

ELI M NATI NG THE PATHWAY FOR EXPOSURE TO RESI DENTS AND THE PUBLI C. ALTERNATIVE 1, NO ACTIQON, IS NOT PROTECTI VE
BECAUSE RESI DENTS WOULD REVMAIN ON THE SI TE AND THERE WOULD BE THE POTENTI AL FOR CONTI NUED EXPOSURE TO SI TE
CONTAM NANTS.

COVPLI ANCE W TH APPLI CABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPRCPRI ATE REQUI REMENTS ( ARARS)

THERE ARE NO ENVI RONMENTAL LAWS ASSOCI ATED W TH ANY OF THE ALTERNATI VES;, HONEVER, ALTERNATIVES 2 AND 3,
TEMPORARY AND PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, COVPLY W TH ALL | DENTI FI ED FEDERAL RELOCATI ON REQUI REMENTS.  THEREFCRE,
NO ARAR WAI VERS WOULD BE REQUI RED. ALTERNATI VE 1 HAS NO ARARS.

LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS AND PERVANENCE

ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELCCATI ON, AND ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, ARE BOTH EFFECTI VE IN THE LONG
TERM PROVI DED THERE |'S 100% RESI DENT PARTI Cl PATI ON I N BOTH PROGRAMS.  HOWEVER, ALTERNATIVE 2 RELIES ON
CONTI NUANCE OF THE TEMPORARY LODA NG ARRANGEMENTS MADE BY EPA AND ON CONTI NUED SUPPORT BY RESI DENTS, WHICH IS
UNLI KELY OVER A PER OD OF FIVE TO TEN YEARS. | N ADDI TION, THE LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS CF ALTERNATIVE 2 | S
ONLY ASSURED | F SI TE CAN BE REMEDI ATED SUCH THAT FUTURE RI SKS TO RESI DENTS CAN BE M TIGATED. |IF THI S IS NOT
THE CASE, RESI DENTS WLL HAVE TO BE PERVANENTLY RELOCATED TO ASSURE LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS. ALTERNATI VE 3
DCES NOT HAVE SUCH CONSTRAI NTS. THEREFCRE, THE DEGREE OF LONG TERM MANAGEMENT OF RELOCATI ON EFFCRTS | S LESS



FOR ALTERNATI VE 3 THAN FOR ALTERNATI VE 2. ALL OF THE ALTERNATI VES WOULD REQUI RE A REVI EWCF THE SI TE AT
LEAST EVERY FI VE YEARS. TH S REQUI REMENT WLL BE MET  THROUGH SUBSEQUENT | NVESTI GATI ONS AT THE SITE. BOTH
ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON, AND ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, ALSO REQUIRE SI TE SECURI TY AND
FENCING TO M NIM ZE FUTURE EXPOSURE TO SITE  CONTAM NANTS BY TRESPASSERS.

ALTERNATI VE 1, NO ACTION, IS NOT EFFECTI VE I N THE LONG TERM SI NCE THE POTENTI AL RI SK TO REMAI NI NG RESI DENTS
WOULD STILL EXI ST.

REDUCTION CF TOXICI TY, MOBILITY, OR VOLUVE THROUGH TREATMENT

NONE OF THE ALTERNATI VES BEI NG CONSI DERED UTI LI ZE TREATMVENT. REMEDI ATION OF THE SI TE, | NCLUDI NG THE NEED FOR
TREATI NG CONTAM NATI ON AT THE SI TE, WLL BE CONSI DERED I N A FUTURE OPERABLE UNI T.

SHCORT- TERM EFFECTI VENESS

ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELCCATI ON, AND ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELCCATI ON, ARE PROTECTI VE I N THE

SHORT- TERM PROVI DED THE SAME NUMBER OF RESI DENTS AGREE TO TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON UNDER BOTH ALTERNATI VES. THI'S
I'S BECAUSE, UNDER BOTH ALTERNATI VES, TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON COULD BE | MPLEMENTED | MVEDI ATELY THROUGH FEMA AND
BECAUSE EPA WOULD CONTI NUE TO OFFER TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON TO RESI DENTS UNTI L PERVANENT RELOCATI ON | S COVWPLETE.

| MPLEMENTABI LI TY

I'N THE SHORT- TERM ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON, |'S POTENTI ALLY MOST EASI LY | MPLEMENTABLE BECAUSE | T
I'S A CONTI NUATI ON OF TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON ACTI VI TI ES CURRENTLY BEI NG CONDUCTED AT THE SITE. HOMEVER, |F SOVE
RESI DENTS CONTI NUE TO RESI ST TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON, THE | MPLEMENTABI LI TY OF ALTERNATI VE 2 COULD BE COWPLETELY
ELIMNATED. IN ADDITION, IF IT IS LATER DETERM NED, THROUGH THE SECOND COPERABLE UNI T REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATI ON
AND FEASI BI LI TY STUDY (RI/FS), THAT ON-SI TE SOURCE MATERI ALS COULD NOT BE REMOVED OR TREATED TO ELI M NATE THE
RI SK TO SI TE RESI DENTS, THE | MPLEMENTABI LI TY OF TH S ALTERNATI VE WOULD BE VERY LOW SI NCE PERVANENT RELCCATI ON
WOULD THEN BE REQUI RED.

ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, IS EXPECTED TO BE EASILY | MPLEMENTABLE SI NCE AN | NTERAGENCY AGREEMENT
BETWEEN EPA AND FEMA FOR FEMA ASS|I STANCE W TH PERVANENT RELOCATI ON |'S CURRENTLY I N PLACE. RESI DENT
COOPERATI ON | S ESSENTI AL TO THE | MPLEMENTATI ON COF BOTH ALTERNATI VES 2 AND 3. |IN ADDITION, IN THE CASE CF
ALTERNATI VES 2 AND 3, FUTURE | NVESTI GATI ONS AND ACTI ONS AT THE SI TE WOULD BE VERY EASY TO UNDERTAKE S| NCE
RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS WOULD PROVI DE UNLI M TED ACCESS TO THE SI TE.

THERE | S NO NEED TO CONSI DER | MPLEMENTABI LI TY FOR ALTERNATI VE 1, NO-ACTION. TH S ALTERNATI VE WOULD NOT
FAC LI TATE ANY FUTURE REMEDI AL WORK AT THE SITE.

CcosT

DEPENDI NG ON THE OPTI ONS SELECTED UNDER ALTERNATI VE 3 AND THE DURATI ON OF TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON ACTI VI Tl ES
UNDER ALTERNATI VE 2, ElI THER ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OR ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON, WOULD
BE THE LEAST COSTLY OF THE ACTI ON ALTERNATI VES CONSI DERED. | N SOMVE CASES, THE POTENTI AL COST DI FFERENCES
BETWEEN ALTERNATI VES 2 AND 3 COULD BE I NSI GNI FI CANT.  HOAEVER, THE COST CF ALTERNATIVE 2 |S VERY SENSITI VE TO
CHANGES | N THE ASSUMPTI ON THAT RESI DENTS WOULD BE TEMPORARI LY RELOCATED FOR FI VE TO TEN YEARS. | N ADDI TI ON,
THE COSTS OF ALTERNATI VE 2 WOULD | NCREASE SIGNIFI CANTLY |F I T IS LATER DETERM NED, THROUGH THE SECOND
OPERABLE UNIT RI/FS, THAT ON-SI TE SOURCE MATERI ALS COULD NOT BE REMOVED OR TREATED TO ELI M NATE THE RI SK TO
SITE RESIDENTS. IN TH S CASE, RESI DENTS WOULD HAVE TO BE PERVANENTLY RELOCATED AFTER SEVERAL YEARS COF
TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON AND THE COSTS ASSCCI ATED W TH ALTERNATI VE 2 COULD POTENTI ALLY DOUBLE.

THE COSTS ASSCOCI ATED W TH ALTERNATI VE 1, NO ACTI ON, ARE $2, 050, 000. THE COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH ALTERNATI VE 2,
TEMPORARY RELQOCATI ON ARE BETWEEN $5, 717, 000 AND $11, 065, 000. THE OOSTS ASSCCI ATED W TH ALTERNATI VE 3,
PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON, ARE BETWEEN $4, 705, 000 AND $6, 023, 000.

STATE ACCEPTANCE



AN ALTERNATI VE THAT DOCES NOT PROVI DE FOR THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OF ALL RESI DENTS WOULD NOT BE ACCEPTABLE TO
THE STATE.

COVMUNI TY ACCEPTANCE

COMMUNI TY ACCEPTANCE W LL BE JUDGED AFTER FORVAL COMMVENT ON THESE ALTERNATI VES. HOWEVER, SOME RESI DENTS OF
THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON HAVE REFUSED OFFERS COF TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON I N THE PAST AND HAVE | NDI CATED THEY
WLL DO SO IN THE FUTURE. OTHER RESI DENTS HAVE | NDI CATED THAT THEY W LL ACCEPT TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON ONLY AS
AN | NTERI M MEASURE WHI LE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON |'S BEI NG | MPLEMENTED. | N ADDI TI ON, SEVERAL RESI DENTS STRONGY
SUPPORT ALTERNATI VE 3, OPTION D, PERVANENT GRCOUP RELOCATI ON, AND HAVE | NDI CATED THAT THEY ARE UNW LLING TO
ACCEPT PERVANENT RELOCATI ON UNLESS I T | NCLUDES GROUP RELOCATI ON. OTHER RESI DENTS HAVE EXPRESSED A PREFERENCE
FOR ALTERNATI VE 3, OPTION C, | NDI VI DUAL RELCCATI ON.

#SR
SEL ECTED REMEDY

EPA HAS SELECTED ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, AS THE RELOCATI ON ALTERNATI VE FOR THE FOREST GLEN
SUBDI VI SI ON RESI DENTS. W THI N ALTERNATI VE 3, EPA PREFERS AN CPTI ON THAT WOULD | NCLUDE A COMVBI NATI ON COF

I NDI VI DUAL RELCCATI ON AND GROUP RELOCATI ON TO BEST MEET THE NEEDS OF THE COVMUNI TY | N ACCORDANCE W TH THE
NATI ONAL CONTI NGENCY PLAN AND ALL APPLI CABLE LAWS, REGULATI ONS, AND STANDARDS.

UNDER ALTERNATI VE 3, ALL RESIDENTS OF THE SI TE WLL BE PERVANENTLY RELOCATED FROM THE SITE. TH S WLL RESULT
IN THE ELI M NATI ON OF ALL RI SKS TO THE RESI DENTS PCSED BY THE SITE. TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON W LL CONTI NUE VWH LE
THE PERMANENT RELOCATI ON PROCESS |'S BEI NG | MPLEMENTED TO M TI GATE SHORT- TERM RI SKS TO THE RESI DENTS. I N

ADDI TI ON, ALTERNATI VE 3 | NCLUDES SAMPLI NG AND, | F REQUI RED, DECONTAM NATI ON OF THE MOBI LE HOVES AT THE SI TE.
MOBI LE HOVES WH CH ARE NOT MOVED TO NEW LOCATI ONS W LL BE SALVAGED OR DI SPOSED AND THE SI TE W LL BE FENCED
AND SECURED.

THE COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, ARE | TEM ZED I N TABLES 3 THROUGH 8 | N APPENDI X
2.  SOVE MODI FI CATI ONS MAY BE MADE TO THE SELECTED REMEDY AS A RESULT OF THE PLANNI NG ACTIVITIES WH CH WLL
BE PERFCORMVED PRI OR TO THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON AND AS A RESULT CF THE | MPLEMENTATI ON OF THE PERVANENT
RELOCATI ON PROCESS.

#SD
STATUTORY DETERM NATI ONS

TH S SECTI ON OF THE ROD DESCRI BES HOW THE SELECTED REMEDY, PERMANENT RELOCATI ON, MEETS THE STATUTCORY
REQUI REMENTS OF SECTI ON 121 OF CERCLA.

PROTECTI ON CF HUVAN HEALTH AND THE ENVI RONVENT

THE SELECTED REMEDY, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, | S NECESSARY TO PROTECT THE PUBLI C HEALTH CR WELFARE, AND WLL
PROTECT THE HEALTH OF RESI DENTS BY PERVANENTLY REMOVI NG THEM FROM THE SCURCE OF CONTAM NATION.  THUS, THE

RI SK TO THE RESI DENTS' HEALTH WLL BE ESSENTI ALLY ELI M NATED. WH LE THE PERMANENT RELOCATI ON PROCESS | S

BEI NG | MPLEMENTED, THE RI SK TO RESI DENTS WLL BE ELI M NATED THROUGH THE USE OF TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON.  DURI NG
THE PERMANENT RELOCATI ON PROCESS, THE SITE WLL BE SECURED TO REDUCE RI SKS TO NON- RESI DENTS.  ONCE THE
PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON PROCESS | S SUBSTANTI ALLY COVPLETE, THE SITE WLL BE FENCED AND SECURI TY WLL BE

MAI NTAI NED TO PROTECT HUMAN HEALTH.

COVPLI ANCE W TH APPLI CABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPRCPRI ATE REQUI REMENTS

THE SELECTED REMEDY W LL COWLY WTH ALL FEDERAL AND ANY MORE STRI NGENT STATE REQUI REMENTS THAT ARE

APPLI CABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRI ATE TO TH'S ACTION.  ALTHOUGH THERE ARE NO ENVI RONMENTAL LAWS ASSOCI ATED
WTH TH S ALTERNATI VE, THE MAJOR ACTI ON- SPECI FI C GUI DELI NES ASSCCI ATED W TH FEDERAL GOVERNMVENT | MPLEMENTATI ON
OF TH' S ALTERNATI VE ARE THE REQUI REMENTS CF THE UNI FORM RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE AND REAL PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON
PCOLI G ES ACT OF 1970 (42 USC 4601 ET SEQ) AND I TS | MPLEMENTI NG REGULATI ONS AT 40 CFR 4.1 ET SEQ DEPENDI NG
ON THE OPTI ONS | MPLEMENTED DURI NG PERVANENT RELCCATI ON, STATE OR LOCAL ZONING CR  SUBDI VI SI ON LAWS MAY ALSO



BE APPLI CABLE TO TH S REMEDI AL ACTI ON.
COsT EFFECTI VENESS

THE SELECTED REMEDY AFFORDS OVERALL EFFECTI VENESS PROPORTI ONATE TO I TS COSTS. BASED ON THE ORDER OF

MAGNI TUDE COST ESTI MATES PREPARED BY EPA, THE RANGE OF COSTS ASSCCI ATED W TH THE SELECTED ALTERNATI VE,
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON, |'S CONSI DERABLY LESS THAN THAT OF TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON. EVEN | F TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON
CONCLUDED AFTER FI VE YEARS, THE COSTS OF TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON WOULD BE ROUGHLY EQUAL TO THE HI GHEST COST

ESTI MVATE FOR PERVANENT RELOCATION.  THI'S, I N COVBI NATION W TH THE FACT THAT THE LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS AND

| MPLEMENTABI LI TY PROVI DED BY PERVANENT RELOCATI ON ARE HI GHER THAN THOSE FOR TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON AND THE FACT
THAT THE COVMMIUNI TY STRONGLY PREFERS PERMANENT RELOCATI ON WARRANT ANY POTENTI AL ADDI TI ONAL COSTS ASSQOCI ATED

W TH THE SELECTED ALTERNATI VE.

UTI LI ZATI ON OF PERVANENT SCLUTI ONS AND ALTERNATI VE TREATMENT TECHNOLOG ES TO THE MAXI MUM EXTENT PRACTI CABLE
(MEP)

THE SELECTED REMEDY, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OF SI TE RESI DENTS, UTI LI ZES PERVANENT SCLUTI ONS AND ALTERNATI VE
TREATMENT TECHNOLOG ES TO THE MAXI MUM EXTENT PRACTI CABLE. HOWEVER, BECAUSE THE SELECTED REMEDY ADDRESSES THE
| MVEDI ATE THREAT TO THE HEALTH OF RESIDENTS, | T | NCLUDES RELOCATI ON ONLY AND NO TREATMENT OF WASTES. THE USE
OF TREATMENT FOR SI TE WASTES W LL BE ADDRESSED I N A FUTURE OPERABLE UNIT.

PERVANENT RELCCATI ON ASSURES PROTECTI ON OF HUVAN HEALTH AND | S MOST EFFECTI VE | N THE LONG TERM BECAUSE THE
HEALTH OF RESI DENTS WOULD BE PROTECTED REGARDLESS OF THE TYPE COF REMEDI ATION WH CH | S PERFCRMED AT THE SI TE
IN THE FUTURE. ALTHOUGH I T WLL REQU RE APPROXI MATELY ONE TO ONE AND ONE HALF YEARS TO | MPLEMENT, THE
SHORT- TERM EFFECTI VENESS OF ALTERNATI VE 3 IS | NCREASED | F RESI DENTS AGREE TO TEMPORARY RELCOCATI ON VWH LE
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON |'S BEING | MPLEMENTED. | N ADDI TI ON, ALTERNATIVE 3 | S MORE | MPLEMENTABLE I N THE LONG TERM
SINCE I T DCES NOT REQUI RE | NDEFI NI TE TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON OF FAM LI ES. FINALLY, THE RANGE OF COSTS COF
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON | S CONSI DERABLY LESS THAN THAT OF ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON. I N FACT, THE

H GH COST ESTI MATE ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELOCATI ON ROUGHLY EQUALS THE LOWEST COST ESTI MATE ASSCCI ATED
W TH TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON.  LONG TERM EFFECTI VENESS AND | MPLEMENTABI LI TY WERE THE MOST DEC S| VE FACTORS I N
EPA' S SELECTI ON OF ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON. BOTH THE STATE AND THE COMMUNI TY STRONGLY PREFERRED
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON.

PREFERENCE FCR TREATMENT AS A PRI NCI PAL ELEMENT

THE PREFERENCE FOR TREATMENT AS A PRI NCl PAL ELEMENT OF THI S REMEDY | S NOT SATI SFI ED. TREATMENT IS NOT WTHI N
THE LI M TED SCOPE OF THI S RELCOCATI ON ACTION. THE POSSI BLE USE OF TREATMENT TO ADDRESS THE PRI NCl PAL THREATS
PCSED BY THIS SITE WLL BE ADDRESSED | N FUTURE OPERABLE UNI TS.

#DSC
DOCUMENTATI ON CF SI GNI FI CANT  CHANGES

ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, WAS THE PREFERRED ALTERNATI VE | DENTI FI ED BY EPA I N THE FOREST GLEN

SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE PROPCSED PLAN RELEASED FOR PUBLI C COMVENT ON NOVEMBER 17, 1989. NO SI GNI FI CANT CHANGES VERE
MADE TO THE SELECTED REMEDY FROM THE DATE THE PROPCSED PLAN AND FFS WERE RELEASED FOR PUBLI C COMMVENT AND THE
DATE OF TH S ROD.



#TA
TABLES AND ATTACHMVENTS

TABLE 1

SUMVARY OF ANALYTI CAL RESULTS OF 9/27-29/ 88 SAMPLI NG

CHEM CAL

CONCENTRATI ON

RANCE (2) (PPM

SEM - VOLATI LES

ACENAPHTHENE

N- NI TROSCDI PHENYLAM NE ( 4)
N- NI TROSCDI PHENYLAM NE ( 4)
PHENANTHRENE
PHENANTHRENE
ANTHRACENE
FLUCRANTHENE
FLUCRANTHENE

PYRENE

PYRENE

BENZO( A) ANTHRACENE
BENZO( A) ANTHRACENE
CHRYSENE

CHRYSENE

BENZQ( B) FLUORANTHENE
BENZQ( B) FLUORANTHENE
BENZQ( K) FLUORANTHENE
BENZQ( K) FLUORANTHENE
BENZO( A) PYRENE

BENZO( A) PYRENE

| NDENO( 1, 2, 3- CD) PYRENE
| NDENO( 1, 2, 3- CD) PYRENE
BENZO( G H, | ) PERYLENE
BENZO( G H, | ) PERYLENE

I NORGANI CS

CADM UM
CHROM UM
CHROM UM
LEAD
LEAD
MERCURY

24 - 260

47

5300
0.9 - 57
33 - 880
32 - 350
1.1 - 85
2.9 - 1300
0.98 - 87
33 - 1100
0.95 - 74
28 - 890
1- 74
30 - 880
0. 83 - 4500
30 - 820
0.95 - 60
25 - 630
0.9 - 59
30 - 840
0.9 - 31
28 - 420
0.84 - 31
30 - 370
1.7 - 12
15.2 - 285
57 - 294
13 - 1450
110 - 339
0.1 - 61

MVEDI A

Tz OZOZINZZOEZ

NsENsO®

OCCURRENCES

2/ 23
1/ 38
2/ 23
10/ 38
5/ 23
2/ 23
15/ 38
6/ 23
15/ 38
5/ 23
15/ 38
5/ 23
13/ 38
5/ 23
15/ 38
5/ 23
11/38
5/ 23
10/ 38
5/ 23
8/ 38
3/23
7/ 38
3/23

2/ 38
38/ 38
20/ 23
38/ 38
10/ 23
38/ 38



TICS

BENZOTH AZCQLE 0.69 - 560 S 5/ 38
BENZOTHI AZCQLE 8 - 46000 w 9/ 23
2- MERCAPTCBENZOTH AZCLE 2.4 - 64000 W 9/ 23
MOLECULAR SULFUR 12 - 27 S 2/ 38
MOLECULAR SULFUR 3.6 - 8400 W 9/ 23
BENZQ( C) PHENANTHRENE 0.79 - 14 S 3/ 38
BENZQ( J) FLUOCRANTHENE 0.69 - 31 S 8/ 38
BENZQ( GHI ) FLUCRANTHENE 17 S 1/ 38
BENZQ( K) FLUORANTHENE 9.9 S 1/ 38
BENZQ( A) PYRENE 11 - 14 S 2/ 38
AN LI NE 3.2 - 4000 W 4/ 23

NOTES

1 OCCURRENCES IS THE RATI O OF THE NUMBER COF PCSI TI VE ANALYSES COF A
PARTI CULAR CHEM CAL TO THE NUMBER OF SAMPLES TAKEN

2 SOVE COMPOUNDS WERE PRESENT BELOW CONTRACT- SPECI FI ED DETECTI ON
LIMTS, BUT ABOVE | NSTRUMENT DETECTI ON LEVELS. Tl C CONCENTRATI ONS
ARE ESTI MATED VALUES.

3 W= SOLI D WASTE SAMPLE

4  THE METHOD USED TO ANALYZE THESE SAMPLES DOES NOT DI STI NGUI SH
BETWEEN N- NI TROSCDI PHENYLAM NE AND DI PHENYLAM NE.  SUBSEQUENT
ANALYSES HAVE CONCLUDED THAT DI PHENYLAM NE | S THE ACTUAL COVPCQUND
PRESENT.

5 §=8S8AL SAWLE



TABLE 2

SUMVARY OF ANALYTI CAL RESULTS OF 4/13/89 RE- SAMPLI NG

CHEM CAL CONCENTRATI ON MEDI A OCCURRENCES (1)
RANGE (2) (PPM

TICS

ANI LI NE 2600 - 5700 W (3) 317

ANI LI NE 0.01 - 0.35 S (4) 217
BENZOTH AZOLE 0.15 - 2000 w 717
BENZOTHI AZOLE 0.35 - 90 S 6/ 7
PHENOTH AZI NE 3.3 - 5500 w 5/7
PHENOTH AZI NE 0.70 - 19.5 S 5/7

NOTES

1 OCCURRENCES IS THE RATI O OF THE NUMBER COF PCSI Tl VE ANALYSES COF A
PARTI CULAR CHEM CAL TO THE NUMBER OF SAMPLES TAKEN

2 TIC CONCENTRATI ONS ARE ESTI MATED VALUES.

3 W= SOLI D WASTE SAMPLE

4 S =SAOL SAWLE



TABLE 3

RANGE OF TOTAL COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON

ALTERNATI VE CosT

CPTION A
CPTION C

FENCI NG

CPTION A
CPTION D

OPTION B
OPTION C

OPTI ON B
OPTION D

ACQUI SI TI ON OF LAND $ 4,705, 000
I NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON: MOVE

EXI STI NG MBI LE HOVES TO

COVPARABLE MOBI LE HOVE PARKS

ONE YEAR TEMPCRARY RELCCATI ON

ACQUI SI TI ON OF LAND $ 4,705, 000
GROUP RELOCATI ON: MOVE EXI STI NG

HOMES TO NEW PARCEL OF LAND;

PURCHASE AND DEVELOP LAND

ONE YEAR TEMPCRARY RELCCATI ON

FENCI NG

ACQUI SI TION OF ALL REAL PROPERTY $ 6, 023, 000
| NDI VI DUAL RELOCATION:  MOVE

RESI DENTS TO COMPARABLE HOMVES

ONE YEAR TEMPCRARY RELCCATI ON

FENCI NG

ACQUI SI TION OF ALL REAL PROPERTY $ 6, 023, 000
GROUP RELOCATI O\ MOVE RESI DENTS

TO NEW PARCEL OF LAND; PURCHASE AND

DEVELCP LAND ONE YEAR TEMPORARY

RELOCATI ON FENCI NG



TABLE 4
BREAKDOM COF COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON

PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON PHASE
OPTION A©  ACQUI SI TI ON OF LANDY MOVEMENT OF EXI STI NG MOBI LE HOMES

| TEM CosT

DECONTAM NATI ON OF MOBI LE HOVES $ 179, 000
@ $3, 500/ HOVE (1)

TESTI NG AND ANALYSI S OF SAMPLES FROM $ 612,000
HOVES @ $1, 200/ SAMPLE AND @ 10 SAMPLES/
MOBI LE HOMVE
MOVI NG MOBI LE HOMES @ $6, 000/ HOVE $ 306, 000
ACQUI RE PERVANENT RESI DENCES @ $ 130, 000
$65, 000/ HOMVE
ACQUI RE LAND ONLY @ $10, 000/ 51 LOTS $ 510, 000
CONTI NGENCY FOR DAMAGE TO HOVES CAUSED $ 31, 000

BY MOVI NG ( ASSUME 10% OF COST OF
MOVI NG MOBI LE HOVES)

SUBTOTAL $ 1,768, 000
CONTI NGENCY (10% $ 177,000
SUBTOTAL $ 1, 945, 000
ADM NI STRATI VE COSTS (10% $ 194, 000
TOTAL $ 2,139, 000
NOTE

1 BASED ON 51 MBI LE HOVES AND 2 PERVANENT HOVES



TABLE 5
BREAKDOM COF COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON

PROPERTY ACQUI SI TI ON PHASE
OPTION B:  ACQUI SITION OF ALL REAL PROPERTY

| TEM CosT

DECONTAM NATI ON OF MOBI LE HOVES $ 179, 000
@ $3, 500/ HOVE (1)

TESTI NG AND ANALYSI S OF SAMPLES FROM $ 612,000
HOVES @ $1, 200/ SAMPLE AND @ 10 SAMPLES/
MOBI LE HOMVE

PURCHASE OF MOBI LE HQOVES (2) $ 1,785, 000

@ $35, 000/ HOVE

PURCHASE OF PERVANENT HOMES ( 2) $ 130, 000
@ $65, 000/ HOVE

DECONTAM NATI QN ACQUI SI TI ON OF

PERSONAL PROPERTY @ $1, 500/ HOUSEHOLD $ 80,000
DI SPOSAL OF MOBI LE HOMES ( ASSUM NG 70%

OF HOMES ARE SCRAPPED @ $3, 500/ HOVE) $ 125,000
SALVAGE OF MOBI LE HOVES (ASSUM NG 30%

OF HOMVES ARE SALVAGED @ $3, 500/ HOVE) $ ( 54, 000)
SUBTOTAL $ 2,857,000
CONTI NGENCY (10%) $ 286,000
SUBTOTAL $ 3,143,000
ADM NI STRATI VE COSTS (10% $ 314,000
TOTAL (3) $ 3,457,000
NOTE

1 BASED ON 53 HOUSEHOLDS (51 MOBI LE HOMES AND 2 PERVANENT HOMES),
UNLESS OTHERW SE NOTED

2 I NCLUDES THE COST OF ACQUI RI NG BOTH THE LAND AND THE HOME

3 DOES NOT I NCLUDE THE VALUE OF UTILITIES LEFT I N PLACE.



TABLE 6
BREAKDOM COF COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON

RELOCATI ON PHASE
OPTION C. | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS (1)

| TEM CosT
MOVI NG EXPENSES @ $1, 250/ HOUSEHCOLD ( 2) $ 66, 000
RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE @ $20, 000/ HOUSEHOLD $ 1,060, 000
SUBTOTAL $ 1,126, 000
ADM NI STRATI VE COSTS (10% $ 113,000
TOTAL $ 1,239, 000

NOTE

1 FUNDS FOR PURCHASI NG REPLACEMENT PROPERTI ES ARE | NCLUDED | N TABLES 4
AND 5.

2 BASED ON 53 HOUSEHOLDS (51 MOBI LE HOMES AND 2 PERVANENT HOMES),
UNLESS OTHERW SE NOTED



TABLE 7
BREAKDOM COF COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON

RELOCATI ON PHASE
OPTION D. GROUP RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS (1)

| TEM cosT
LAND DEVELCPVENT AND PREPARATI ON @ $ 1,060, 000
$20, 000/ LOT (2)

MOVI NG EXPENSES @ $1, 250/ HOUSEHOLD $ 66,000
SUBTOTAL $ 1,126, 000
ADM NI STRATI VE CCSTS (10% $ 113,000
TOTAL $ 1,239, 000
NOTES

1 FUNDS FOR PURCHASI NG REPLACEMENT PROPERTI ES ARE | NCLUDED I N TABLES 4 AND 5.

2  BASED ON 53 HOUSEHOLDS (51 MOBI LE HOMVES AND 2 PERVANENT HOMES),
UNLESS OTHERW SE NOTED



TABLE 8

BREAKDOM COF COSTS ASSOCI ATED W TH PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON

OTHER COSTS COMMON TO ALL CPTI ONS
| TEM
TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS FOR
ONE YEAR DURI NG PERVANENT RELCCATI ON
PROCESS (1)

FENCI NG @ $21/ FT/ 5,500 FT

SUBTOTAL

CONTI NGENCY (10% FOR FENCI NG

TOTAL

CosT

$ 1, 201, 000

$ 115,000

$ 1, 316, 000

$ 11, 000

$ 1,327,000



#RS
RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY

OVERVI EW

ON NOVEMBER 17, 1989, THE US ENVI RONMENTAL PROTECTI ON ACENCY (EPA) AND THE NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF

ENVI RONVENTAL CONSERVATI ON ( NYSDEC) RELEASED A FOCUSED FEASI BI LI TY STUDY OF RELOCATI ON OPTI ONS (FFS) AND A
PROPCSED PLAN FOR RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS FROM THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION SI TE | N Nl AGARA FALLS, NEW YORK
EPA'S AND NYSDEC S PREFERRED RELOCATI ON ALTERNATI VE, QUTLINED | N THE PRCPCSED PLAN, WAS PERVANENT RELCCATI ON
OF RESI DENTS, | NCLUDI NG OPTI ONS FOR ACQUI SI TION CF LAND ONLY AND MOVEMENT OF MOBILE HOVES, ACQUI SITION OF ALL
REAL PRCPERTY, | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON, AND GROUP RELOCATI ON. THE EXACT CPTIONS TO BE | MPLEMENTED I N THE
PERVANENT RELCOCATI ON WOULD BE DETERM NED DURI NG THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON PROCESS, CONSI DERI NG WHAT BEST

SU TED THE NEEDS OF THE COVWUNI TY | N ACCORDANCE W TH THE NATI ONAL CONTI NGENCY PLAN AND ALL APPLI CABLE LAV,
REGULATI ONS, AND STANDARDS.

BASED ON COMMVENTS RECEI VED AT SEVERAL PUBLIC AVAI LABI LI TY SESSI ONS HELD PRI OR TO THE RELEASE OF THE FFS AND
PROPCSED PLAN AND ON WRI TTEN AND VERBAL COWMVENTS RECEI VED AFTER THESE DOCUMENTS WERE RELEASED, RESI DENTS OF
THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON PREFER PERVANENT RELOCATI ON. APPROXI MATELY ONE- HALF OF THE RESI DENTS HAVE

| NDI CATED AN | NTEREST | N GROUP RELOCATI ON AND SEVERAL RESI DENTS HAVE | NDI CATED THAT THEY WLL NOT RELOCATE | F
THEY ARE NOT MOVED AS A GROUP. THE REMAI NI NG RESI DENTS PREFER | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON. A COWM TTEE OF

RESI DENTS HAS PRESENTED A GROUP RELOCATI ON PROPOSAL TO EPA AND THE FEDERAL EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT AGENCY
(FEMD) .

SEVERAL POTENTI ALLY RESPONS|I BLE PARTI ES (PRPS) ASSCOCI ATED WTH THE SI TE HAVE, | N WRI TTEN COMMENTS ON THE FFS
AND PRCPCSED PLAN SUBM TTED TO EPA, QUESTI ONED THE LEG TI MACY OF THE AGENCY FOR TOXI C SUBSTANCES AND DI SEASE
REG STRY' S (ATSDR S) PRELI M NARY HEALTH ASSESSMENT (PHA) OF THE SI TE WHI CH DETERM NED THAT THE SI TE POSED AN
| MMEDI ATE DANGER TO RESI DENTS AND EPA' S SUBSEQUENT DETERM NATI ON TO | MVEDI ATELY RELOCATE SI TE RESI DENTS. AS
A RESULT, THESE PRPS HAVE SUGCESTED THAT EPA TAKE NO ACTI ON AT THE SITE UNTIL A FULL REMEDI AL | NVESTI GATI ON

AND FEASI BILITY STUDY (RI/FS) OF THE SI TE | S COWLETED TO DETERM NE MORE FULLY THE  NATURE AND EXTENT OF

S| TE CONTAM NATI ON AND THE RI SKS PCSED BY THE SI TE.

THE PROPCSED PLAN FOR THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION SITE | S ATTACHVENT 1 TO TH S RESPONSI VENESS SUMVARY.  THE
WRI TTEN COMMENTS SUBM TTED TO EPA DURI NG THE PUBLI C COMMVENT PERI CD ARE ATTACHMVENT 2. A TRANSCRI PT OF THE
PUBLI C MEETI NG HELD ON NOVEMBER 30, 1989 | S ATTACHVENT 3 TO TH S DOCUMENT.

BACKGROUND ON COVMUNI TY | NVOLVEMENT

EPA HAS CONDUCTED AN EXTENSI VE COVMUNI TY RELATI ONS PROGRAM AT THE SI TE TO | NFORM AND | NVOLVE ALL RESI DENTS I N
THE ACTI VI TI ES TAKI NG PLACE AT THE SITE. EPA HELD A PUBLIC AVAI LABI LI TY SESSI ON ON JUNE 14, 1989 WHEN  DATA
REVEALED CONTAM NATI ON AT THE SI TE. AT THAT TI ME, SEVERAL RESI DENTS EXPRESSED A DESI RE FOR BUYOQUTS AND
HEALTH TESTI NG AT THE | SSUANCE OF THE ATSDR PHA I N JULY 1989, EPA HELD AN AVAI LABI LI TY SESSI ON TO | NFORM
RESI DENTS OF THE TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON PROGRAM BEI NG | NI TI ATED UNDER EPA EMERGENCY REMOVAL AUTHORI TI ES. AT
THAT TI ME, SEVERAL RESI DENTS EXPRESSED A DESI RE FOR PERVANENT RELOCATI ON AND REFUSED TO  PARTI Cl PATE I N THE
TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON PROGRAM | N ADDI TI ON, RESI DENTS OF EXPRESSWAY VI LLAGE, A MOBI LE HOVE PARK WHI CH ADJO NS
THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON EXPRESSED CONCERN ABQUT THE PCSSI BI LI TY OF CONTAM NATI ON AND HEALTH EFFECTS I N
THEI R COWUNI TY. EPA HAS SI NCE PERFORMED TWD ROUNDS CF SAMPLI NG | N EXPRESSWAY VI LLAGE.

EPA AND FEMA HELD ANOTHER AVAI LABI LI TY SESSI ON I N SEPTEMBER 1989, TO ANSWER QUESTI ONS ABOUT THE FEDERAL
RELOCATI ON PRCCESS. PRI CR TO THAT SESSI ON AND AT THAT SESSI ON, SEVERAL RESI DENTS EXPRESSED AN | NTEREST | N

" RE- ESTABLI SHVENT" OR RELOCATI ON AS A GROUP TO A NEW SUBDI VI SION.  EPA AND FEMA AGREED TO STUDY THE

RESI DENTS' GROUP RELOCATI ON PROPOSAL. EPA AND FEMA HELD AVAI LABI LI TY SESSI ONS TO ANNOUNCE THE LI STING OF THE
SI TE ON THE NATI ONAL PRI ORI TI ES LI ST ON NOVEMBER 15 AND THE BEA NNI NG OF THE FFS AND PROPCSED PLAN COMVENT
PERI D ON NOVEMBER 17. ON NOVEMBER 16, RESI DENTS PRESENTED A GROUP RELCCATI ON PROPCSAL TO EPA AND FEMA AND

| NDI CATED THAT APPROXI MATELY HALF OF THE FAM LI ES | N FOREST GLEN WERE | NTERESTED | N GROUP RELOCATI ON.  ON
NOVEMBER 30, EPA HELD A PUBLI C MEETI NG TO ACCEPT COMMENTS ON THE FFS AND PROPCSED PLAN.

TO DATE, RESIDENTS AT THE SI TE HAVE PARTI Cl PATED I N ALL ASPECTS OF EPA' S | N\VOLVEMENT AT THE SITE. EPA



MAI NTAI NS COFFI CES AT THE SI TE AND HAS A PUBLI C | NFORVATI ON OFFI CE | N DOMNTOANN NI AGARA FALLS.
SUMVARY COF PUBLI C COMVENTS AND LEAD AGENCY RESPONSE.

ORAL AND VWRI TTEN COMMENTS SUBM TTED DURI NG THE PUBLI C COMMVENT PERI OD FOR THE FOREST G.EN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE
RELOCATI ON OPERABLE UNI T ARE SUMVARI ZED BELOWN THE PUBLI C COMWENT PERI CD WAS HELD FROM NOVEMBER 17, 1989
THROUGH DECEMBER 18, 1989.

COMMENT:  SEVERAL RESI DENTS STATED THAT THEY WOULD LI KE TO BE PERVANENTLY RELOCATED AS SOON AS PGCSSI BLE
BECAUSE OF THE DANGER POSED TO THEI R HEALTH.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA HAS EXPEDI TED THE LI STING OF THE SI TE AND THE FFS PROCESS AND W LL CONTI NUE TO EXPEDI TE
THE PERMANENT RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS. EPA RECOMMENDS THAT RESI DENTS AGREE TO TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON WH LE
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON | S BEI NG | MPLEMENTED.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT REQUESTED THAT TONY G RASCLE, A LOCAL APPRAI SER, BE ONE OF THE APPRAI SERS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA DOES NOT SELECT THE APPRAI SERS TO BE USED I N THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON PROCESS. FEMA HAS
SELECTED AN APPRAI SER BASED ON FEDERAL COVPETI TI VE PROCUREMENT REQUI REMENTS. MR G RASOLE HAS BEEN
SELECTED BY FEMA. FEMA WAS NOT AWARE OF THE RES| DENT' S REQUEST.

COMMENT:  SEVERAL RES|I DENTS STATED THAT LAND, MOBI LE HOVES, AND PERVANENT RESI DENCES | N THE FOREST GLEN
SUBDI VI SI ON ARE WORTH FAR MORE THAN ESTI MATES WH CH WERE G VEN IN THE FFS. I N ADDI TI ON, A RESI DENT STATED
THAT THE DEVELOPER OF FOREST GLEN SOLD THE LAST TWD LOTS FOR $10, 000 AND THAT HE WOULD NOT ACCEPT LESS FOR
H S LAND. ANOTHER RESI DENT STATED THAT THE DEVELOPER OF FOREST GLEN SAID THAT HE WOULD SELL A LOT FCR
$15, 000 AND THAT EVERY LOT I N FOREST GLEN | S WORTH THAT. HE ALSO STATED THAT HE WOULD NOT MOVE FROM THE
FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON UNLESS HE GOT' EXACTLY WHAT HE WANTED.

EPA'S RESPONSE: BASED ON PUBLI C | NPUT AND OTHER | NFORVATI ON PRESENTED TO EPA, THE ESTI MATE OF THE COST CF
ACQUI RING AN | NDI VIDUAL LOT IN THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON HAS BEEN | NCREASED APPROXI MATELY 210% AND THE COST
ESTI MATES FOR THE ACQUI SI TI ON OF MOBI LE AND PERVANENT HOVES HAVE BEEN | NCREASED APPROXI MATELY 30% 40% FROM
THE ESTI MATES A VEN IN THE FFS. | N THE RECORD CF DECI SION (RCD), THE ESTI MATED VALUE CF LAND | S

$10, 000/ LOT. THE ESTI MATED VALUE OF MOBI LE HOMES IN THE RCD | S $35, 000/ HOVE AND THE ESTI MATED VALUE OF THE
TWD PERVANENT HOMES | S $65, 000/ HOME. THESE FI GURES ARE, HONEVER, ESTI MATES, DEVELCPED BY EPA FOR COST
COVPARI SON PURPOSES.  THE ACTUAL VALUE OF LAND AND HOVES | N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION W LL BE DETERM NED
THROUGH APPRAI SALS. THESE APPRAI SALS WLL FORM THE BASI S FCR THE DETERM NATI ON OF JUST COWPENSATI ON FOR EACH
HOME. THE COST ESTI MATES DEVELOPED BY EPA HAVE NO BEARI NG ON THE APPRAI SAL PROCESS.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT REQUESTED A SEPARATE APPRAI SAL FOR HER HOME.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  EACH HOVE | N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON W LL BE APPRAI SED SEPARATELY. LAND AND HOVES W LL
BE APPRAI SED TOGETHER, PROVI DI NG THE HOVEOMER OMNS BOTH THE LAND AND THE HOVE.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT STATED THAT SHE FEELS RESI DENTS WHO MOVE SHOULD BE REI MBURSED AS LONG AS THEY HAVE
RECEI PTS OF THEI R EXPENSES.

EPA' S RESPONSE: ELI G BLE MOVI NG EXPENSES ARE REI MBURSABLE. ANY MOVI NG EXPENSE THAT FALLS QUTSI DE OF STATED
GUI DELI NES SHOULD BE APPROVED | N ADVANCE BY FEMA AND EPA.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT DEMANDED THAT SHE RECEI VE $22, 500 RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE REGARDLESS OF WHETHER SHE 1S AN
OMER OR A RENTER.  SHE STATED THAT ANYONE WHO BUYS PROPERTY SHOULD BE ENTI TLED TO $22, 500 RELOCATI ON
ASSI STANCE.

EPA'S RESPONSE: FEDERAL REGULATI ONS STATE THAT PROPERTY OMNERS ARE ENTI TLED TO RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE UP TO A
LIMT OF $22,500. RENTERS ARE ENTI TLED TO UP TO $5, 250 | N RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE. | N ADDI TI ON, FEDERAL
REGULATI ONS AUTHCORI ZE CERTAI N ASS| STANCE TO HELP RENTERS WHO DESI RE TO BECOME OMNERS. | NDI VI DUAL

Cl RCUMBTANCES W LL BE EVALUATED BY EPA AND FEMA I N LI GHT OF APPLI CABLE FEDERAL REGULATI ONS.



COWENT: A RESI DENT STATED THAT SHE | S ENTI TLED TO $20, 000 | N BUSI NESS LOSSES BECAUSE SHE WLL LCSE
PROXIM TY TO THE | NTERSTATE ON OFF RAMP | N RELCOCATI NG

EPA' S RESPONSE: FEDERAL REGULATI ONS STATE THAT UP TO $20, 000 | N BUSI NESS LOSSES MAY BE PAID | F LOSSES ARE
SUBSTANTI ATED. | NDI VI DUAL Cl RCUMSTANCES W LL BE EVALUATED BY EPA AND FEVA I N LI GHT OF APPLI CABLE FEDERAL
REGULATI ONS.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT STATED THAT THE NO ACTI ON ALTERNATI VE DOES NOT ELI M NATE THE HAZARD TO RESI DENTS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA AGREES THAT ALTERNATIVE 1, NO ACTION, IS NOT PROTECTI VE OF HUMAN HEALTH.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT AND SEVERAL PRPS STATED THAT TEMPCRARY RELOCATI ON IS NOT' APPRCPRI ATE FOR THE FOLLOW NG
REASONS:

* IT 1S NOT A MANDATCRY PROGRAM

* IT I'S NOT PROTECTI VE OF HEALTH,

* IT IS UNREASONABLE I N I TS COST; AND

* IT IS UNREASONABLE | N I TS TREATMENT CF RESI DENTS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA AGREES WTH THI S COMVENT AND HAS DI SCUSSED THESE FACTORS I N | TS EVALUATI ON CF
ALTERNATI VE 2, TEMPORARY RELOCATION IN THE FFS AND THE RECORD CF DECI SI ON (ROD) .

COMMENT:  TWD RESI DENTS STATED THAT ALTERNATI VE 3, OPTION A, ACQUI SI TI ON OF LANDY MOVEMENT OF EXI STI NG MOBI LE
HOMES HAS NANY PROBLEMS | NCLUDI NG

* THE HOVES WOULD HAVE TO BE CERTI FI ED CLEAN,

* MOST OF THE HOVES | N THE DEVELOPMENT ARE | MOBI LE FOR VARI QUS REASONS,;

* THERE | S NO LAND AVAI LABLE FOR PURCHASE | N NI AGARA FALLS WHI CH | S ZONED FOR MOBI LE HOMVES;
* AREA MBI LE HOMVE PARKS ARE FULL; AND

* AREA MBI LE HOVE PARKS ARE UNW LLI NG TO ACCEPT FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON TRAI LERS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA AGREES THAT HOMES WH CH ARE MOVED FROM THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON WOULD HAVE TO BE
TESTED AND, PGCSSI BLY, DECONTAM NATED TO ENSURE THAT THEY ARE FREE FROM CHEM CAL CONTAM NATI ON PRI OR TO

MOVI NG EPA ALSO AGREES THAT MANY OF THE HOVES | N THE SUBDI VI SI ON HAVE BEEN S| GNI FI CANTLY ALTERED SO AS TO
RENDER THEM | MMOBI LE.  EPA ALSO AGREES THAT | F THERE | S NO AVAI LABLE ZONED LAND AT THE TIME OF THE MOVE OR
I F MOBI LE HOVE PARK SPACE IS NOT AVAI LABLE, MOVEMENT OF MOBI LE HOMES WTH N THE NI AGARA FALLS AREA WLL BE
| MPOSSI BLE.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT STATED THAT ALTERNATIVE 3, OPTION D, GROUP RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS, |S NOT FEASI BLE
BECAUSE RESI DENTS CAN NOT' GET ALONG W TH EACH OTHER

EPA' S RESPONSE:  APPROXI MATELY 25 FAM LI ES HAVE | NDI CATED AN | NTEREST | N GROUP RELOCATI ON. EPA AND FEMA W LL
CONTI NUE TO ASSESS THE DESI RABI LI TY AND FEASI BI LI TY OF GROUP RELOCATI ON.  NO FI NAL DECI SI ON ON GROUP
RELOCATI ON W LL BE MADE UNTI L AFTER THE APPRAI SAL PROCESS | S COWPLETE.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT STATED THAT ALTERNATIVE 3, OPTION C, | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATIQN, IS THE MOST FEASI BLE OPTI ON
AVAI LABLE.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA AND NYSDEC HAVE SELECTED ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, AS THE REMEDY FOR THE
RELOCATI ON OF FOREST GLEN RESI DENTS. W THI N ALTERNATI VE 3, EPA ACKNOALEDGES SEVERAL OPTI ONS WH CH MAY BE
| MPLEMENTED DEPENDI NG ON WHAT BEST MEETS THE NEEDS OF THE COVMUNI TY I N ACCORDANCE W TH THE NCP AND ALL
APPLI CABLE LAWS, REGULATI ONS, AND STANDARDS.

COMMENT:  SEVERAL RESI DENTS STATED THAT THEY ARE CONCERNED THAT THEY WLL NOT BE I N A COVPARABLE ECONOM C
SI TUATI ON AFTER RELOCATI ONS. THEY ALSO STATED THAT THEY WLL NOT CONSI DER A "TRAI LER PARK' COVPARABLE TO
THEI R CURRENT SI TUATI ON.



EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA AND FEMA HAVE STATED THAT, PER REGULATI ON, RESI DENTS' ECONOM C SI TUATI ON AFTER
RELOCATI ON W LL BE EQU VALENT TO THEI R CURRENT ECONOM C SI TUATI ON.  COMPARABI LI TY OF HOUSING | S A
DETERM NATI ON WH CH | S BASED ON MANY FACTCRS, | NCLUDI NG THE ABILITY TO OMN LAND AT THE FOREST GLEN
SUBDI VI SI ON AND AT OTHER LOCATI ONS.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT ASKED FOR CLARI FI CATI ON OF A STATEMENT ON THE FFS THAT, UNDER GROUP RELOCATI ON,
RELOCATI ON ASS| STANCE PAYMENTS WOULD BE POCLED BY RESI DENTS TO FI NANCE A NEW SUBDI VI SI ON.

EPA' S RESPONSE: THE STATEMENT I N THE FFS REFERS TO THE FACT THAT UNDER GROUP RELOCATI ON, SOME COSTS WH CH
MAY BE ASSCCI ATED W TH THE DEVELOPMENT COF A NEW SUBDI VI SI ON, MAY BE FI NANCED THROUGH THE RELOCATI ON

ASSI STANCE PAYMENTS RECEI VED BY RESIDENTS. | N ADDI TI ON, EPA AND FEMA ARE CONTI NUI NG TO | NVESTI GATE WAYS TO
ASSI ST RESI DENTS WHO CHOOSE GROUP RELCCATI ON.  THE STATEMENT HAS BEEN REMOVED FROM THE RCD SINCE | T MAY  NOT
BE ENTI RELY ACCURATE.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT WHO CURRENTLY OMNS HER TRAI LER AND RENTS HER LAND | NQUI RED AS TO WHETHER THE RELOCATI ON
ASSI STANCE PAYMENT CAN BE USED FOR PURCHASI NG LAND UNDER GROUP RELCCATI ON

EPA' S RESPONSE: GENERALLY, THE RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE PAYMENT MAY NOT BE USED FOR THI S PURPOSE. FEDERAL
REGULATI ONS DO PROVI DE FOR CERTAI N ASSI STANCE TO RENTERS WHO DESI RE TO BECOVE OMNNERS.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT ASKED HOW LONG THE APPRAI SAL PROCESS WOULD TAKE BEFCRE RES|I DENTS RECElI VED AN CFFER

EPA' S RESPONSE: AFTER THE APPRAI SAL PROCESS BEG NS, | T MAY TAKE UP TO THREE MONTHS BEFORE FEVA | S PREPARED
TO MAKE AN OFFER TO PURCHASE. APPRAI SERS ARE G VEN UP TO SI XTY DAYS TO COVPLETE APPRAI SALS. APPRAI SALS MJST
THEN BE REVI EWED BEFORE THEY CAN BE USED AS THE BASIS ON WH CH AN OFFER TO PURCHASE | S MADE.

COMMENT:  SEVERAL RESI DENTS EXPRESSED A PREFERENCE FOR GROUP RELOCATI ON. SEVERAL ALSO STATED THAT GROUP
RELOCATI ON CFFERED THEM CONTI NUED SECURITY. I N ADDI TION, SOME OF THESE RESI DENTS ALSO STATED THAT THEY
WOULD NOT ACCEPT ANYTHI NG OTHER THAN GROUP RELCOCATI ON.

EPA' S RESPONSE: | N RESPONSE TO RESI DENTS' CONCERNS, EPA HAS | NCLUDED AN OPTI ON FCR GROUP RELOCATION I N
ALTERNATI VE 3, PERVANENT RELOCATI ON.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT ASKED WHETHER MOBI LE HOMES ( ESPECI ALLY THOSE WHI CH HAD BEEN | MPROVED AND ALTERED | N WAYS
VWH CH MADE THEM SUBSTANTI ALLY | MOBI LE) WOULD BE APPRAI SED AS HOMES OR AS MOBI LE HOMES.

EPA'S RESPONSE: THE APPRAI SER W LL DETERM NE WHETHER THE STATE OF NEW YORK CLASSI FI ES THE STRUCTURES | N THE
FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON AS REAL PRCPERTY (HOVES) OR AS PERSONAL PROPERTY (MOBI LE HOMES) .

COMMENT: A RESI DENT COMMENDED THE GOVERNMENT FOR | TS EFFORTS TO DATE AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE.
HE ALSO EXPRESSED A PREFERENCE FOR GROUP RELCCATI ON.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT STATED THAT | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON SHOULD BE CONSI DERED.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA'S AND NYSDEC S PREFERRED ALTERNATI VE | S FOR PERVANENT RELOCATI ON, WTH A COVBI NATI ON OF
I NDI VI DUAL AND GROUP RELCCATI ON AS BEST MEETS THE NEEDS OF THE COVMUNI TY | N ACCORDANCE W TH THE NCP AND ALL
APPLI CABLE LAWS, REGULATI ONS, AND STANDARDS.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT REQUESTED THAT THE RCD FOR PERVANENT RELOCATI ON BE SI GNED | MVEDI ATELY. HE ASKED WHETHER
EPA COULD GUARANTEE ROD S| GNATURE BY DECEMBER 15, 1989.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA CAN NOT GUARANTEE RCD S| GNATURE BY DECEMBER 15, 1989. BY LAWEPA IS REQUI RED TO TAKE
PUBLI C COMWENT ON THE FFS AND PROPOSED PLAN FCR AT LEAST 21 DAYS. THE PUBLI C COMVENT PERI OD, SCHEDULED TO
END ON DECEMBER 8, 1989, WAS EXTENDED TO DECEMBER 18, 1989, AT THE REQUEST OF PRPS. EPA MJST RESPOND TO ALL
COMMENTS RECEI VED DURI NG THE PUBLI C COMVENT PERI CD. THE RCD WLL BE SIGNED AS SOON AS PCSSI BLE AFTER EPA HAS
RESPONDED TO ALL COMMENTS.



COMMENT: A RESI DENT | NQUI RED ABOUT THE POSSI BLE DELAY OF PERVANENT RELOCATI ON WH LE EPA REVI EW5 AND APPROVES
THE STATE OF NEW YORK' S CAPACI TY ASSURANCE PLAN.

EPA'S RESPONSE:  BY LAW EPA CANNOT | NI TI ATE NEW REMEDI AL ACTI ONS W THI N THE STATE OF NEW YORK UNTI L THE NEW
YORK STATE CAPACI TY ASSURANCE PLAN (CAP), WH CH CONFI RVB HAZARDOUS WASTE DI SPOSAL CAPACI TY WTH N THE
STATE, HAS BEEN APPROVED. TH S PLAN WAS SUBM TTED | N OCTOBER, 1989.

APPRAI SALS OF THE HOMES I N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON W LL CONTI NUE THROUGH MARCH, 1990. THEREFCRE, |F THE
CAP | S APPROVED BY MARCH, THERE W LL BE NO DELAY I N THE PURCHASE OF HOMES IN THE FOREST GLEN SUBDIVISION. IN
ADDI TI ON, EPA | S PURSU NG ENFORCEMENT ACTI ONS AGAI NST PRPS. APPROVAL OF THE CAP DOES NOT AFFECT THE

I'NI TI ATION CF PRI VATELY FUNDED REMEDI AL ACTIONS. | N THE MEANTI ME, EPA ENCOURAGES RESI DENTS TO ENRCLL IN
THE TEMPORARY RELOCATI ON PROGRAM TO ENSURE PROTECTI ON OF HEALTH UNTI L PROPERTY I N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON
CAN BE PURCHASED.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT ASKED WHETHER EPA HAD | NTENTI ONS OF REDEVELOPI NG THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON ONCE THE
RELOCATION | S COWLETE. HE STATED THAT HE WOULD HATE TO SEE THE EXAMPLE OF LOVE CANAL REPEATED W TH PECPLE
TRYI NG TO KEEP CONTAM NATED PLACES FROM GO NG ON THE MARKET.

EPA'S RESPONSE: ONCE RELOCATI ON OF RESIDENTS | S COWPLETE, A RI/FS WLL BE PERFCRVED TO EVALUATE OPTI ONS FOR
REMEDI ATI NG THE CONTAM NATI ON AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDIVISION SITE. TH S STUDY WLL RESULT IN A PRCPCSED PLAN
FOR CLEANUP OF THE SITE. TH' S PLAN MAY | NCLUDE COVPLETE REMOVAL ANDI OR TREATMENT OF ALL CONTAM NATI ON,

CONTAI NVENT OF CONTAM NATI ON, CR A COMBI NATI ON OF THESE TWO METHODS. PUBLI C COMMENT WLL BE A FACTOCR IN
DETERM NI NG THE CLEANUP PLAN FOR THE SITE. THE REDEVELOPMENT COF THE SI TE WLL DEPEND ON WHETHER

CONTAM NATI ON | S REMOVED OR CONTAI NED AT THE SITE AND WLL BE DETERM NED FOLLON NG REMEDI ATI ON OF THE SI TE.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT | NQUI RED AS TO WHETHER EPA AND ATSDR HAD DETERM NED ANYTHI NG FURTHER ABOUT THE HEALTH
EFFECTS OF THE CHEM CALS BURI ED AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE.

EPA'S RESPONSE: ATSDR HAS REVI EWED THE RESULTS OF ALL SAMPLI NG PERFORMED BY EPA.  ATSDR HAS NOT DETERM NED
ANYTH NG MORE ABQUT THE CHEM CALS DI SCOVERED AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE AT TH S TI ME

COMMENT: THE SAME RESI DENT ASKED FOR AN UPDATE ON EPA ACTIVITIES WTH PRPS FCR THE SI TE.
EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA | S CURRENTLY NEGOTI ATI NG W TH SEVERAL PRPS. ON NOVEMBER 29, EPA | SSUED A SPECI AL NOTI CE

TO ALL KNOM PRPS. PRPS HAVE BEEN G VEN SI XTY DAYS TO RESPOND TO EPA WTH A GOCD FAI TH OFFER TO | MPLEMENT
THE PERMANENT RELOCATI ON QUTLINED I N TH S ROD.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT WHOSE FAM LY HAD BEEN TEMPORARI LY RELOCATED FOR TWD AND ONE HALF MONTHS COMVENTED THAT
HEALTH PROBLEMS EXPERI ENCED BY HER SON HAD STCOPPED SI NCE RELOCATI NG AND THAT SHE WOULD NOT MOVE BACK TO
FOREST GLEN. SHE ALSO ASKED WHEN APPRAI SERS WOULD BE AT THE SI TE.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  APPRAI SERS BEGAN TO CONTACT RESI DENTS OF THE SI TE I N DECEMBER, 1989. APPRAI SERS ARE
DEVELCOPI NG A REFERENCE BOOK OF PROPERTI ES COWPARABLE TO THE PROPERTIES | N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT ASKED WHETHER LAND CR HOMVES WOULD BE APPRAI SED TOGETHER OR SEPARATELY.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA WLL APPRAI SE WVHATEVER | S OAWNED BY THE RESI DENT. | F THE RESI DENT OANS BOTH THE LAND AND
THE HOVE, THEY WLL BE APPRAI SED AS ONE UNIT.

COMMENT: A RESI DENT ASKED THAT A COPY OF THE TRANSCRI PT OF THE MEETI NG HELD ON NOVEMBER 30 BE G VEN TO ALL
RESI DENTS THAT ATTENDED THE MEETI NG

EPA'S RESPONSE: A COPY OF THE TRANSCRI PT HAS BEEN DI STRI BUTED TO ALL RESI DENTS WHO ATTENDED THE MEETI NG

COMMENT: A PRP REQUESTED AN EXTENSI ON CF THE PUBLI C COMMENT PERI GD TO HAVE TI ME TO ADEQUATELY RESPOND TO THE
FFS AND PROPOSED PLAN.



EPA' S RESPONSE:  THE PUBLI C COMMENT PERI CD FOR THE FFS AND PROPOSED PLAN WERE EXTENDED TO DECEMBER 18, 1989.

COMMENT: A NUMBER CF PARTI ES WHO HAVE BEEN | DENTI FI ED AS PRPS HAVE SUBM TTED COMVENTS DI SPUTI NG THE BASI S OF
THEI R BEI NG | DENTI FI ED AS PRPS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA CONTI NUES TO RESPOND, ON AN | NDI VI DUAL BASI S, TO THE PRPS REGARDI NG THE BASI S OF THEI R
| DENTI FI CATI ON AS PRPS.

COMMENT: A PRP COMMENTED THAT THERE | S | NADEQUATE FACTUAL AND LEGAL SUPPORT FOR THE AGENCY TO DETERM NE THAT
THERE | S A RISK TO THE HEALTH OF RESI DENTS WH CH SHOULD CAUSE THE SI TE TO BE LI STED ON THE NATI ONAL
PRIORITIES LI ST (NPL) OR TO PROVOKE ACTI ONS BY EPA AS PROPCSED | N THE FFS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA BASED I TS DECI SI ON FOR PERVANENT RESI DENT RELOCATI ON OQUTLINED IN TH' S ROD ON THE ATSDR
PHA | SSUED ON JULY 21, 1989. TH S DOCUMENT STATED THAT THE SI TE POSED AN | MM NENT THREAT TO RESI DENTS AND
THAT RESI DENTS SHOULD BE RELOCATED FROM THE SI TE UNTI L THE SI TE WAS REMEDI ATED OR THE THREAT WAS SHOMN TO BE
UNFOUNDED. AS EXPLAI NED, A SUBSEQUENT RI/FS W LL BE PERFORMED TO FURTHER ASSESS THE DANGER PCSED BY THE
SITE. REMEDI ATION OF THE SITE WLL FOLLOWN THESE EVENTS ARE ESTI MATED TO REQUI RE FI VE TO TEN YEARS TO
COWPLETE. IN THE INTERIM RESI DENTS MJST BE RELOCATED TO ENSURE PROTECTI ON OF THEIR HEALTH. AS EXPLAI NED
I'N THE RCD, PERVANENT RELOCATION IS THE PREFERRED METHOD TO ACH EVE TH S RELOCATI ON.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP STATED THAT EPA HAS FAI LED TO DEMONSTRATE WHY THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON REQUI RES
SUCH UNUSUAL ADM NI STRATI VE ACTI ON. FURTHER, THEY STATED THAT THI S "FAST- TRACK" DECI SI ON PROCESS SETS A
DANGERQUS ADM NI STRATI VE PRECEDENT.

EPA'S RESPONSE: THE USE OF A FFS RATHER THAN A FULL RI/FS IS NOT UNUSUAL AT SI TES WHEN EPA W SHES TO

I NVESTI GATE AND ANALYZE LI M TED REMEDI AL CPTI ONS FOR A DI SCRETE COPERABLE UNIT. FOR EXAMPLE, EPA HAS
PERFORMED FFS' S WH CH LEAD TO THE SELECTI ON OF ALTERNATE WATER SUPPLI ES FOR COVWUNI TI ES WHOSE WATER SUPPLY
HAS BEEN CONTAM NATED. | N THE SAME MANNER, EPA HAS CHOSEN TO PERFORM AN FFS AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON
SI TE TO EVALUATE THE LI M TED RELOCATI ON OPTI ONS AVAI LABLE FOR THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON RESI DENTS. THE FFS
QUTLI NES WHY COPTI ONS OTHER THAN RELOCATI ON OPTI ONS WERE NOT CONSI DERED AT THI'S TIME.  NON- RELOCATI ON OPTI ONS
REQUI RE FURTHER | NFORVATI ON WH CH W LL BE ACQUI RED THROUGH A LATER RI/FS. IN THE INTERIM HONEVER,

RELOCATI ON | S REQUI RED TO PROTECT THE HEALTH OF RESI DENTS. BASED ON THESE FACTS, EPA DI SAGREES THAT THE USE
OF AN FFS IN TH S I NSTANCE SETS A DANGERQUS ADM NI STRATI VE PRECEDENT CR IS AN UNUSUAL ADM NI STRATI VE ACTI ON.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP STATED THAT EPA HAS FAI LED TO DEMONSTRATE WHY A FULL RI/FS NEED NOT OCCUR BEFORE
REMEDI AL ACTI ON | S TAKEN AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION SI TE. THEY STATED THAT A FULL RI/FS WOULD ALLOW
ADEQUATE DATA TO BE TAKEN VWH CH WOULD PERM T ALL OF THE PARTI ES TO MAKE AN | NFORVED DECI SI ON ABQUT RELOCATI ON
OF RESIDENTS AS WELL AS A PLAN FOR FI NAL REMEDI ATI ON OF THE SITE.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  EPA BELI EVES THAT, I N CRDER TO PROTECT THE HEALTH OF RESI DENTS DURI NG RI/FS ACTI VI TIES AND
REMEDI AL ACTI ONS WH CH MAY TAKE FI VE TO TEN YEARS, SOME TYPE OF RELOCATION | S REQUI RED. THEREFCORE AS
EXPLAINED IN TH S ROD AND I N THE PROPCSED PLAN, EPA HAS SELECTED PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OF RESI DENTS FOR TH S
FI RST OPERABLE UNI T AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE.

COWMMENT:  SEVERAL PRPS COMVENTED THAT EPA'S ACTION | S BASED ENTI RELY ON THE PHA PERFORVED BY ATSDR IN JULY,
1989.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA' S ACTI ONS ARE BASED ON | NFORMATI ON CONTAI NED I N THE ADM NI STRATI VE RECORD FOR THE FOREST
GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON WHI CH | NCLUDES ATSDR S PHA.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS STATED THAT THE PHA IS | NADEQUATE TO SUPPORT THE ACTI ONS PROPCSED I N THE FFS. THEY
ALSO STATED THAT THE PHA 1S NOT BASED ON SCI ENTI FI C STANDARDS CR PROTCCOLS FOR CONDUCTI NG HEALTH RI SK
ASSESSMENTS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: THE PHA IS NOT MEANT TO BE THE EQUI VALENT TO THE RI SK ASSESSMENTS COVMONLY USED BY EPA TO
ASSESS CURRENT AND FUTURE RI SKS AT SUPERFUND SI TES. AS DEFINED | N THE COVPREHENSI VE ENVI RONMVENTAL RESPONSE,
COVPENSATI ON, AND LI ABI LI TY ACT (CERCLA), HEALTH ASSESSMENTS | NCLUDE PRELI M NARY ASSESSMENTS OF THE POTENTI AL



RI SK TO HUVAN HEALTH PCSED BY | NDI VI DUAL SI TES AND FACI LI TIES. BASED ON DATA COLLECTED BY EPA, ATSDR, USI NG
METHODS CONSI STENT W TH GUI DELI NES ON PERFORM NG HEALTH ASSESSMENTS, DETERM NED THAT A SI GNI FI CANT RI SK TO
HUVAN HEALTH EXI STS AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON.  ATSDR S PROTOCOLS ARE BASED ON ESTABLI SHED SCI ENTI FI C
STANDARDS AND PROTOCCLS FOR CONDUCTI NG HEALTH ASSESSMENTS.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS ASSERTED THAT SUBSEQUENT TO THE PHA, EPA HAS UNDERTAKEN SEVERAL PRECAUTI ONARY STEPS
TO REDUCE PERCEI VED RI SK AT THE SI TE THROUGH CONTACT W TH ANY CONTAM NATED SO LS. THEY ALSO STATE THAT THESE
MEASURES | NCLUDE COLLECTI NG AND SECURI NG DRUVS OF WASTE LOCATED I N CERTAI N AREAS QUTSI DE THE RESI DENTI AL
AREA, | NSTALLATI ON OF FENCI NG ARCUND AREAS OF CONTAM NATI ON, AND COVERI NG W TH CONCRETE AREAS WHERE

CONTAM NANTS WERE VI SI BLY OBSERVED.

EPA' S RESPONSE: THE PRECAUTI ONARY STEPS TAKEN BY EPA SUBSEQUENT TO THE FFS | NCLUDE SECURI NG WASTE LOCATED
QUTSI DE THE RESI DENTI AL AREA, | NSTALLATI ON OF FENCI NG AROUND SUSPECTED AREAS OF CONTAM NATI ON, AND COVERI NG
ONE HOTSPOT OF CONTAM NATI ON W TH CONCRETE. THESE ACTI ONS ALONE DO NOT' ADDRESS THE THREATS DI SCUSSED | N THE
PHA, NAMELY THE DI RECT CONTACT THREAT ASSOCI ATED W TH OTHER CONTAM NATED SO LS AT THE SI TE OR RELATED TO
SUBSURFACE ACTIVITIES AT THE SI TE, THE POTENTI AL FCR CONTAM NATI ON OF WATER LI NES, AND THE POTENTI AL FOR
SUBSI DENCE OF THE SI TE.

COWMMENT: THE SAME PRPS PO NTED OUT THE LACK OF RESI DENTI AL EXPCSURE TO CONTAM NANTS BY | NHALATI ON AND THE
LACK OF CONTAM NATI ON | N THE HQOVES.

EPA' S RESPONSE: | NHALATI ON OF CONTAM NANTS AND CONTAM NATION | N THE HOVES AT THE FOREST GLEN SuBDI VI SI ON ARE
NOT THE BASI S FOR THE PHA FI NDI NGS AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS STATED THAT THE ROUTES COF POTENTI AL EXPCSURE TO CONTAM NANTS Cl TED BY ATSDR IN THE
PHA (DI RECT CONTACT DURI NG ROUTI NE DOMESTI C ACTI VI TI ES SUCH AS GARDENI NG, PLAYI NG AND LAWN CARE) CAN BE
ADDRESSED BY PRECAUTI ONARY MEASURES AND THAT THERE |'S NO H STOCRY CF DOCUMENTED HEALTH PROBLEMS RELATI NG TO
ANY SUCH EXPOSURE TO SO L CONTAM NATI ON

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA DOES NOT AGREE THAT ANY REMEDI AL MEASURES CAN BE | MPLEMENTED ON-SI TE WHI CH W LL

ELI M NATE THE DI RECT CONTACT THREAT AT THE SITE UNTIL A MORE THOROUGH | NVESTI GATI ON OF THE SI TE CAN BE
COWLETED. |IN THE INTERIM RESIDENTS ON THE SI TE ARE THREATENED BY CONTAM NATI ON WHI CH CAN NOT' BE COVPLETELY
CONTROLLED. FOR EXAMPLE, WH LE I T MAY BE POSSI BLE TO CAP HOTSPOTS OF CONTAM NATI ON AS THEY ARE FOUND, IT IS
| MPCSSI BLE TO CAP THE ENTI RE SI TE TO PREVENT EXPOSURE TO UNDI SCOVERED SO L CONTAM NATI ON WHI LE RESI DENTS
REMAIN ON THE SI TE.

EPA AGREES THAT MORE STUDI ES MUST BE PERFCRMED TO RELATE HEALTH PRCBLEMS AT THE SI TE TO EXPOSURE TO
CONTAM NATED SO L. THE NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH IS PRESENTLY CONDUCTI NG SUCH WORK.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS ASSERT THAT ATSDR S CONCERN APPEARS BASED ON ANECDOTAL EXPCSURE. THEY ALSO STATE
THAT TH' S TYPE OF | NFORVATI ON | S NOT RELI ED UPON FOR SCI ENTI FI CALLY VALI D CONCLUSI ONS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: ATSDR RELI ES ON SEVERAL SOURCES OF | NFORVATI ON I N PREPARI NG PHAS., THESE SOURCES | NCLUDE
DATA ON THE NATURE AND EXTENT OF CONTAM NATI ON AT THE SITE, TOXIC TY DATA FROM THE LI TERATURE, AND ANECDOTAL
EXPOSURE DATA FROM RESI DENTS.  ON THE BASI S OF THESE AND OTHER AVAI LABLE DATA, ATSDR MADE A JUDGEMENT ABOUT
THE ACTUAL AND POTENTI AL HEALTH RI SK PRESENTED BY A SI TE.

COMMENT: THE SAMVE PRPS STATED THAT POTENTI AL EXPCSURES AT THE SI TE COULD CONTI NUE TO BE ADDRESSED THROUGH
COVERI NG AREAS OF CONTAM NATI ON AS EPA HAS DONE AS WELL AS CAUTI ONS AGAI NST ENGAG NG I N ACTI VI TIES WH CH
M GHT RESULT I N EXPOSURE DURI NG THE RI/FS PERI OD.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EXTENSI VE SAMPLI NG WLL BE REQUI RED TO DETERM NE THE EXTENT OF ALL AREAS OF CONTAM NATI ON AT
THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION SI TE. THEREFORE, ALL ACTUAL AND POTENTI AL THREATS POSED BY THE SI TE COULD NOT BE
ADDRESSED THROUGH ON- SI TE CONTROL MEASURES UNTIL AN RI/FS HAD BEEN COMPLETED FCR THE SI TE WH CH MORE FULLY

I DENTI FI ES ALL AREAS OF CONTAM NATION.  IN THE INTERM RELOCATI ON WLL PROTECT RESI DENTS FROM ALL REAL AND
POTENTI AL THREATS AT THE SITE. CAUTI ONS TO RESI DENTS AGAI NST ENGAG NG | N ALL ROUTI NE QUTDOCR DQVESTI C

ACTIVI TIES SUCH AS GARDENI NG PLAYI NG AND LAWN CARE | S | MPRACTI CAL, AND QUI TE LI KELY, UNENFORCEABLE.



COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS COMMVENTED THAT ATSDR S PHA WAS BASED UPON SECOND- HAND DATA AND THAT NO EVI DENCE COF
ADEQUATE QUALI TY ASSURANCE AND QUALI TY CONTROL (QA QC) O DATA WAS AVAI LABLE I N THE ADM NI STRATI VE RECORD FOR
THE SI TE.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  THE QA QC | NFORVATI ON FCR THE DATA USED IN THE PHA IS LOCATED | N THE ADM NI STRATI VE RECORD
IN THE | TEM5 NUMBERED 1 THROUGH 5 | N THE | NDEX.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS COMVENTED THAT ATSDR FAI LED TO DEMONSTRATE ASSCCI ATI ONS BETWEEN EXPOSURES AND HEALTH
EFFECTS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: ATSDR S PHA ASSUMED THAT RESI DENTS COULD POTENTI ALLY BE EXPOSED TO CONTAM NATED SO L. THE
PHA DI SCUSSED THE RELATI ONSHI P BETWEEN EXPCSURE AND HEALTH EFFECTS AS BEST AS PCSSI BLE G VEN THE LI M TATI ON
OF THE TOXI I TY DATA BASE.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRPS COWMENTED THAT ATSDR DCES NOT APPEAR TO HAVE CONSULTED ALL AVAI LABLE | NFORVATI ON W TH
RESPECT TO CONTAM NANTS OF CONCERN AT THE SI TE.

EPA' S RESPONSE: ATSDR RELIES ON AVAI LABLE TOXI G TY DATA WH CH ARE THE RESULT OF A THOROUGH LI TERATURE
SEARCH.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS PO NTED QUT THAT ANILINE, A POTENTI AL CARCI NOGEN AT THE SITE IS RAPIDLY Bl CDEGRADED
AND UNLI KELY TO BE PERSI STENT | N THE ENVI RONMENT. THEY ALSO STATED THAT PAHS ARE UNLI KELY TO BE AVAI LABLE
THROUGH COMMON HUVAN EXPCSURE PATHWAYS. I N ADDI TI ON, THEY STATED THAT, | N | NTERPRETI NG LI TERATURE DATA,
ATSDR FAI LED TO ACCOUNT FOR SI GNI FI CANT DI FFERENCES BETWEEN THE SI TUATI ONS BEI NG REPORTED I N THE LI TERATURE
AND THE SI TE.

EPA' S RESPONSE: THE FACT THAT AN LI NE WAS DETECTED AT SI GNI FI CANT CONCENTRATI ONS AT THE SI TE PO NTS TO THE
FACT THAT I T HAS NOT BEEN COVPLETELY BI CDEGRADED AND PCSES A DI RECT CONTACT THREAT AT THE SITE. ATSDR RELI ED
ON AVAI LABLE ANI VAL AND HUMAN STUDI ES IN I TS DI SCUSSI ON OF THE EFFECTS OF PAHS ON RESI DENTS. THESE ARE COVMON
SQURCES OF TOXI COLOG CAL DATA.  STUDI ES OF WORKERS EXPOSED TO PAHS | N COAL TAR AND PI TCH WERE USEFUL SOURCES
OF HUVAN DATA I N THE DETERM NATI ON OF THE CARCI NOGENI CI TY OF PAHS.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS COMVENTED THAT THE OCCUPATI ONAL STUDI ES REFERRED TO I N THE PAH DO NOT LI NK ANILINE TO
CANCER, BUT TO | NCREASED LEVELS OF METHEMOGLCBIN | N THE BLOOD.

EPA'S RESPONSE: THE CLASSI FI CATI ON OF ANI LI NE AS A PCSSI BLE HUVAN CARCI NOGEN |'S BASED ON ANI MAL STUDI ES
VWH CH ARE RECOGNI ZED SOURCES OF TOXI COLOG CAL | NFORNMATI ONL

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRPS COWMENTED THAT Sl TE- SPECI FI C EXPOSURE PATHWAY MODELI NG | S NEEDED TO CONSTRUCT A VALI D
ASSESSMENT OF ANY POTENTI AL HEALTH RI SK.  THEY ALSO COMMVENTED THAT W THOUT SUCH ANALYSES, A SCI ENTI FI CALLY
VALI D HEALTH ASSESSMENT |'S NOT PCSSI BLE AND APPLI CABLE LEGAL STANDARDS CANNOT AND HAVE NOT BEEN MET.

EPA' S RESPONSE: BASED ON DATA CCOLLECTED BY EPA, ATSDR, USI NG METHCDS CONSI STENT W TH GUI DELI NES ON
PERFORM NG HEALTH ASSESSMVENTS, DETERM NED THAT A SI GNI FI CANT R SK TO HUVAN HEALTH EXI STS. ATSDR S PROTOCOLS
ARE BASED ON ESTABLI SHED SCI ENTI FI C STANDARDS FOR CONDUCTI NG HEALTH ASSESSMENTS.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRPS COMMENTED THAT ATSDR HAS NOT DEMONSTRATED THAT EXPOSURES TO H GH CONCENTRATI ONS OF
CHEM CALS OF CONCERN HAVE OCCURRED OR THAT ANY LI KELY EXPOSURE WOULD LEAD TO Sl GNI FI CANT HEALTH RI SKS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: THE PHA ASSUMES THE POTENTI AL FOR EXPCSURE TO THE HI GH CONCENTRATI ONS OF CONTAM NANTS
PRESENT | N SAMPLES TAKEN BY EPA. TOXI CI TY DATA | NDI CATE THAT CHEM CALS OF CONCERN AT THE FOREST GLEN
SUBDI VI SION SI TE POSE A THREAT TO HUVAN HEALTH.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS COMMVENTED THAT RESI DENTS CF THE SI TE ARE SUPPLI ED W TH PUBLI C DRI NKI NG WATER, AND
THERE 1S NO EVI DENCE THAT I T | S CONTAM NATED.

EPA'S RESPONSE: IN THE PHA, ATSDR Cl TED THE POTENTI AL OF A PCSSI BLE BREACH I N THE WATER LI NES WH CH M GHT



ALLOW SUBSURFACE CONTAM NATI ON TO ENTER WATER LI NES AT THE SITE. TH S POSES A POTENTI AL THREAT TO SI TE
RESI DENTS.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS STATED THAT THE PCSSI BI LI TY CF SUBSI DENCE Cl TED BY ATSDR | N THE PHA APPEARS BASED
ENTI RELY ON SPECULATI ON.  THEY ALSO STATE THAT NO REPCRTED EVI DENCE OF SUBSI DENCE APPEARS | N THE
ADM NI STRATI VE RECCRD.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  SEVERAL | TEMS | N THE ADM NI STRATI VE RECORD Cl TE REPORTS OF SEM - LI QUI D MATERI AL WHI CH OQZED
TO THE SURFACE DURI NG DI GA NG SI NCE MBI LE SEM - LI QU D MATERI AL HAS BEEN FOUND AT THE SITE, IT IS  PGCSSI BLE
THAT ADDI TI ONAL MOBI LE SEM -LI QU DS EXI ST THERE. THE PRESENCE OF THESE MOBI LE MATERI ALS BELOW THE GROUND
UPON WHI CH THE SUBDI VI SI ON HAS BEEN BUI LT CREATES THE PCSSI BI LI TY OF SUBSI DENCE. THE RISK OF  POTENTI AL
SUBSI DENCE |'S BASED ON THESE REPCRTS.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRPS COMMVENTED THAT THE EPA APPEARS TO HAVE PREJUDGED THE RESULTS OF ANY RI/FS IN I TS
ANALYSI S OF OPTIONS IN THE FFS. THEY STATE THAT EPA'S ANALYSI S OF OPTI ONS PROCEEDS ON THE ASSUMPTI ON THAT
THE RI/FS WLL CONFIRM I TS VI EW THAT A SI GNI FI CANT HEALTH RI SK EXI STS AT THE SI TE AND THAT EXTENDED
RELOCATI ON W LL BE NECESSARY.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA HAS NOT PREJUDGED THE RESULTS OF ANY FUTURE RI/FS AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE.
THE NEED FOR SOME TYPE OF ACTI ON TO PROTECT THE HEALTH CF THE RESI DENTS |'S BASED ON THE PHA AND I TS FI NDI NG
THAT THE SI TE POSES AN | MMVEDI ATE THREAT TO RESI DENTS. ATSDR HAS STATED THAT RESI DENTS SHOULD BE RELOCATED
UNTIL THE SITE | S REMEDI ATED OR THE THREAT TO RESI DENTS HAS BEEN SHOWN TO BE UNFCOUNDED.

IN ADDI TION, EPA'S ANALYSI S OF ALTERNATIVE 2 | S BASED ON THE ASSUMPTI ON THAT RESI DENTS WOULD BE RELOCATED FOR
A PERICD OF FI VE TO TEN YEARS. AS EXPLAINED IN THE FFS, TH S ASSUMPTI ON | S BASED ON THE PERI CD REQUI RED TO
COVPLETE TEMPORARY RELQOCATI ON, CONDUCT AN RI/FS, AND CONDUCT REMEDI AL ACTI ONS AT THE SITE. BASED ON THE
LEVELS OF CONTAM NATI ON ALREADY DETECTED AT THE SITE, IT IS A REASONABLE AND CONSERVATI VE ASSUMPTI ON THAT
SOME TYPE OF REMEDI ATION WLL BE REQUI RED AT THE SI TE

COMMENT: THE SAMVE PRPS COMMENTED THAT EPA HAS SUMVARI LY DI SM SSED, W THOUT ADEQUATE JUSTI FI CATI ON, THE
OPTION OF DO NG THE RI/FS W THOUT RELOCATI ON CR W TH LI M TED RELOCATI ON.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  NON- RELOCATI ON OPTI ONS REQUI RE FURTHER | NFORVATI ON WHI CH W LL BE ACQUI RED THROUGH A LATER
RI/FS. |INTHE INTERFM HOMNEVER, BASED ON ATSDR S DETERM NATI ON THAT A SI GNI FI CANT HEALTH THREAT CURRENTLY
EXI STS AT THE SI TE, RELOCATION AT THIS TIME | S REQUI RED TO PROTECT THE HEALTH OF RESI DENTS. I N ADDI TI ON, AS
THE FFS STATES, FIELD ACTIVITIES REQU RED TO DETERM NE THE EXTENT OF CONTAM NATI ON COULD EXPOSE SUBSURFACE
WASTES AND FURTHER ENDANGER HUVAN HEALTH

COMMENT: THE SAMVE PRPS COMMENTED THAT EPA FAI LED TO CONSI DER THE POSSIBILITY CF LIM TED, TEMPORARY

RELOCATI ON DURI NG ANY PERI OD DURI NG THE RI/FS WHEN | NTRUSI VE ACTI VI TI ES ARE CONDUCTED. THEREFCORE, RELCCATI ON
IS THE ONLY PCSSI Bl LI TY THAT REASONABLY PREVENTS POTENTI AL EXPCSURE OF RESI DENTS DURI NG THE RI/FS AND ANY
FUTURE REMEDI AL ACTI ON.

EPA'S RESPONSE: LI M TED TEMPORARY RELCOCATI ON DURI NG THOSE PERI ODS OF THE R/ FS WHEN | NTRUSI VE ACTI VI TI ES
TAKE PLACE WOULD NOT' BE FULLY PROTECTI VE OF HUVAN HEALTH, SINCE THE THREAT OF RESI DENTI AL EXPOSURE TO SO L
CONTAM NATI ON W LL CONTI NUE UNTIL THE SI TE HAS BEEN REMEDI ATED.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRPS COWMENTED THAT | T WOULD BE MOST CONSI STENT W TH CERCLA AND DEVELCPMENT OF AN OVERALL
EFFECTI VE REMEDY TO AWAIT THE RESULTS OF AN RI/FS AS WELL AS AN ACCEPTABLE HEALTH RI SK ASSESSMENT  BEFCORE
JUWPI NG TO THE CONCLUSI ON THAT EXTENDED RELOCATI ON | S NECESSARY.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA'S APPROACH |'S CONSI STENT W TH CERCLA AND THE NCP. EPA HAS EXPEDI TED | TS RESPONSE TO AN
| MVEDI ATE THREAT TO RESI DENTS AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON THROUGH THE DEVELOPMENT OF THE FFS AND  THROUGH
I TS PROPCSAL TO PERVANENTLY RELOCATE SI TE RESI DENTS.

COMMENT: THE SAMVE PRPS COWMENTED THAT THE SI TUATI ON AT THE SI TE AFFCRDS MEANS OF ACCESS OTHER THAN EDGEWOCD
DRI VE.



EPA' S RESPONSE: EDGEWOOD DRI VE |'S PRESENTLY THE ONLY ROAD WH CH CONNECTS THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON TO THE
SERVI CE ROAD EAST OF THE SI TE. EPA HAS I NSTALLED I TS OFFI CES ON EDGEWOCD DRI VE.  FI ELD ACTI VI TI ES CONDUCTED
TO DATE BY EPA HAVE NOT REQUI RED LARGE EQUI PMENT WHI CH WOULD LIM T ACCESS TO THE SI TE

COMWMENT: THE SAME PRPS COMMENTED THAT A ClI TATI ON TO DEPARTMENT OF JUSTI CE APPRAI SAL STANDARDS, DI SCUSSED | N
THE FFS AND ROD, SHOULD BE PROVI DED.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  APPRAI SAL STANDARDS ARE DI SCUSSED | N UNI FORM APPRAI SAL STANDARDS FOR FEDERAL LAND

ACQUI SI TI ON PUBLI SHED BY THE GOVERNMENT PRI NTI NG OFFI CE | N WASHI NGTON, DC | N MAY 1973. CCPIES OF THESE
STANDARDS HAVE BEEN DI STRI BUTED TO SI TE RESI DENTS AND ARE AVAI LABLE AT THE EPA PUBLI C | NFORMATI ON OFFI CE I N
NI AGARA FALLS, NEW YORK

COMMENT: THE SAMVE PRPS COMMENTED THAT THE FFS FAI LS TO | NCLUDE ANY EXPLANATI ON CR JUSTI FI CATION TO
SUBSTANTI ATE COSTS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: AS EXPLAINED I N THE FFS ON PAGE 37, COST ESTI MATES PRESENTED | N THE FFS ARE BASED ON A
VARI ETY OF | NFORMATI ON, | NCLUDI NG QUOTES FROM SUPPLI ERS I N THE AREA OF THE SITE, GENERIC UNI T COSTS, VENDOR
I NFORVATI ON, CONVENTI ONAL COST ESTI MATI NG GUI DES, AND PRI OR EXPERI ENCE.

COMMENT:  SEVERAL PRPS COMMVENTED THAT EPA I MPLIES, IN THE FFS, THAT THE COST OF GROUP RELOCATION IS
EQUI VALENT TO THAT OF | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON. THEY ASK EPA TO EXPLAIN HOWIT WOULD ENSURE THAT | F GROUP
RELOCATI ON | S SELECTED, THE COST WOULD NOT EXCEED THE COST OF | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON.

EPA'S RESPONSE:  THE COSTS G VEN IN THE FFS ARE ESTI MATES USED | N EVALUATI NG ALTERNATI VES. | N ESTI MATI NG THE
COST OF GROUP RELOCATI ON, EPA ASSUMED THAT THE UNI T COSTS ASSCCI ATED W TH DEVELCPMENT OF LAND WOULD BE BORNE
BY RESI DENTS WHO WOULD POOL | NDI VI DUAL RELOCATI ON ASSI STANCE PAYMENTS TO FI NANCE THE DEVELOPMENT. WH LE TH' S
I'S ONE PCSSI BLE WAY TO FI NANCE THE DEVELCPMENT OF A NEW SUBDI VI SI ON FCR GROUP RELOCATION, IT I'S NOr THE O\NLY
APPROACH. FOR EXAMPLE, FEDERAL REGULATI ONS DO PROVI DE FOR THE DEVELCPMENT OF A NEW SUBDI VI SION I N CERTAI N
CASES. ACTUAL COSTS FCR DEVELOPMENT OF A NEW SUBDI VI SI ON FOR GROUP RELOCATI ON W LL BE DEVELOPED, AS
NECESSARY, DURI NG THE DESI GN OF THE NEW SUBDI VI SI ON.

COMMENT: A PRP COMMVENTED THAT THE ATSDR PHA SHOULD BE APPENDED TO THE FFS. THEY ALSO STATED THAT ANY EPA
REPORTS WHI CH EVALUATE THE DATA SAMPLI NG PROGRAM AND THE ACCURACY OF RESULTS AS WELL AS THE CONCLUSI ONS DRAVWN
FROM RAW DATA SHOULD BE REFERENCED I N THE FFS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: THE ATSDR PHA ALONG W TH THE OTHER EPA DATA REPORTS REFERENCED ABOVE ARE AVAI LABLE I N THE
FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE ADM NI STRATI VE RECORD.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRP COMMENTED THAT THE FFS SHOULD DI SCUSS THE EFFECT, |F ANY, THAT THE LARGE OPEN FI ELD TO
THE NORTH HAD ON EPA' S DETERM NATI ON TO RELOCATE RESI DENTS OF THE SUBDI VI SI ON.

EPA' S RESPONSE: DATA USED BY ATSDR IN SUPPORT OF | TS PHA | NCLUDE DATA TAKEN | N THE UNDEVELOPED PARCEL NORTH
OF THE SUBDI VISION. TH' S AREA |S BEING I NCLUDED I N THE SI TE STUDY AREA. A COWPLETE | NVESTI GATION CF THI S
AREA WLL BE CONDUCTED IN THE FULL RI/FS WH CH WLL BE PERFORVED AT THE SI TE FOLLOW NG COVPLETI ON OF
RELOCATI ON ACTI VI Tl ES.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRP COMMENTED THAT EPA' S STATEMENT I N THE FFS THAT THE PONER AUTHORI TY OF THE STATE OF NEW
YORK (PASNY) OMWNS THE UNDEVELCPED LAND NORTH OF THE SUBDI VI SI ON | S ERRONEQUS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: | NFORVATI ON SUBM TTED BY THE NEW YORK POMNER AUTHORI TY, FORVERLY PASNY, | NDI CATES THAT THE
UNDEVELCPED LAND NORTH OF THE SUBDI VI SI ON WAS SOLD BY PASNY TO THOVAS SOTITILE. EPA IS CONTI NUI NG TO
I NVESTI GATE OMNERSH P OF THE LAND NORTH CF THE SUBDI VI SI ON.

COWMENT: THE SAME PRP COMVENTED THAT EPA SHOULD G VE FURTHER | NFORVATI ON ON THE DRUMS OF WASTE WH CH WERE
THE SUBJECT OF THE ADM NI STRATI VE ORDER TO CERTAI N PRPS AND WH CH WERE LATER SECURED BY EPA.

EPA' S RESPONSE: DRUM FRAGMVENTS LOCATED | N THE UNDEVELOPED AREAS NORTH AND EAST CF THE SI TE WERE SECURED BY



EPA. AN ADM N STRATI VE ORDER DI D DI RECT CERTAI N PRPS TO SECURE DRUMS AND CONTAI NERS AT THE SITE WVHCH  VERE
LEAKI NG OR I N DANGER OF LEAKING TH S ADM NI STRATI VE ORDER WAS BASED ON SAMPLI NG DATA WHI CH SHOWED
CONTAM NATI ON NORTH CF THE SI TE | N AREAS OF SUSPECTED DRUM DUMPI NG

COMWENT: THE SAVE PRP COMMENTED THAT A FI GURE SHOWN NG SEPTEMBER 27-29, 1988 SAMPLI NG LOCATI ONS REVEALS THAT
NO SAMPLI NG WAS UNDERTAKEN | N THE UNDEVELOPED AREA NORTH OF THE SUBDI VI SI ON.

EPA'S RESPONSE:  FI GURE 2A I N THE REPORT ON THE SEPTEMBER 27-29, 1988 DATA SHOAS TWD SAMPLI NG LOCATI ONS NEAR
THE BERM | N THE UNDEVELOPED AREA NORTH OF THE SI TE.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP COMMVENTED THAT THE FFS SHOULD | NCLUDE SAMPLE LOCATI ONS AND THE BASI S FOR SELECTI NG
SAMPLES TAKEN ON APRIL 13, 1989. THEY ALSO STATE THAT THE FFS SHOULD DEFI NE EXTREMELY CONTAM NATED AND STATE
WHETHER THE CONTAM NATI ON WAS FROM HAZARDOUS WASTE. | N ADDI TI O\, THEY STATE THAT THE FFS SHOULD | NDI CATE
CONFI DENCE LEVELS ASSCCI ATED W TH TENTATI VELY | DENTI FI ED COVPOUND ( T1 C) CONCENTRATI ONS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: | NFORVATI ON | N THE ADM NI STRATI VE RECORD | DENTI FI ES SAMPLI NG LOCATI ONS FOR THE APRIL 13,
1989 SAMPLING  SAMPLES WERE COLLECTED FROM LOCATI ONS SAVPLED | N SEPTEMBER, 1988. THE SAMPLE NUMBERS FCR
BOTH SAMPLI NG EVENTS WERE | DENTI CAL. THEREFORE, THE SAMPLI NG LOCATI ONS FOR THE APRI L SAMPLI NG ARE SHOM | N
FI GURES | NCLUDED | N THE REPORT ON THE SEPTEMBER SAMPLI NG EVENT. SOME SAMPLES ANALYZED AS A RESULT OF THE
APRIL, 1989 SAMPLI NG WERE REPORTED BY THE OPERATOR TO BE "EXTREMELY CONTAM NATED. " ANALYTI CAL RESULTS FOR
THE SAMPLES ARE G VEN IN THE FFS AND THESE DEMONSTRATE THE DEGREE COF CONTAM NATI ON FQUND | N THE SAMPLES.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRP COMMENTED THAT THE FFS SHOULD RECONCI LE | NCONSI STENCI ES BETWEEN THE SEPTEMBER 27- 29,
1988 SAMPLI NG RESULTS AND THE MAY 22, 1989 SAMPLI NG RESULTS. THEY ALSO STATED THAT RESULTS OF THE  MAY 22,
1989 AND AUGUST 1, 1989 SAMPLI NG SHOULD BE TABULATED I N THE FFS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: | N THE FUTURE, DATA WLL BE TAKEN TO FURTHER CHARACTERI ZE CONTAM NATI ON AT THE SI TE.
DETAI LED RESULTS OF THE MNAY, 1989 SAMPLI NG EVENT ARE G VEN I N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE ADM NI STRATI VE
RECCORD.

COMMENT: THE SAVE PRP COMMENTED THAT EPA SHOULD | NDI CATE WHETHER ATSDR HAD CONSI DERED THE RESULTS OF ALL
SAMPLI NG EVENTS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: ATSDR HAS CONSI DERED THE RESULTS OF ALL SAMPLI NG EVENTS AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON S| TE.
THE FI NDI NGS | N THE ATSDR PHA REMAI N UNCHANGED.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP COMMENTED THAT THE DEVELOPMENT OF A NEW SUBDI VI SI ON W LL REQUI RE COVPLI ANCE W TH
SEVERAL LOCAL AND STATE LAND USE AND ENVI RONMVENTAL LAWS AND REGULATI ONS.

EPA' S RESPONSE: EPA HAS | NCLUDED STATE AND LOCAL ZONI NG AND SUBDI VI SI ON REQUI REMENTS AS POTENTI ALLY
APPLI CABLE TO THE DEVELOPMENT OF A NEW SUBDI VI SI ON FOR RELOCATI ON.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP COMMENTED THAT THE ENVI RONMENTAL | MPACTS ASSOCI ATED W TH THE USE OF UNDEVELOPED
PROPERTY | NSTEAD OF EXI STI NG LAND SHOULD BE DI SCUSSED.

EPA' S RESPONSE:  ANY ENVI RONVENTAL | MPACTS ASSOCI ATED W TH THE DEVELOPMENT OF PREVI QUSLY UNDEVELOPED LAND
W LL BE CONSI DERED UPON SELECTI ON OF A PARCEL OF LAND FCR RELOCATI ON.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP QUESTI ONED WHETHER BOTH THE CLAI M5 OF ABSENTEE LANDLORDS AND OANNERS ARE ADDRESSED I N
THE EPA COST ANALYSIS. THEY ALSO QUESTI ONED WHETHER THE COSTS ESTI MATES ARE I N 1989 DOLLARS OR CURRENT
DOLLARS.

EPA'S RESPONSE: THE PERVANENT RELOCATI ON SELECTED BY EPA GENERALLY APPLI ES TO RESI DENTS AND OMERS OF
PERVANENT HOMES | N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON.  COST ESTI MATES I N THE FFS HAVE NOT BEEN DI SCOUNTED.

COMMENT: THE SAME PRP QUESTI ONED HOW EPA ARRI VED AT A PURCHASE PRI CE OF $25, 000 FOR A MOBI LE HOVE AND LOT
WHEN MOBI LE HOVES HAVE BEEN ESTI MATED TO HAVE A RESALE VALUE OF $3,500 AND LOTS ARE ESTI MATED TO HAVE A FAIR



MARKET VALUE OF $3, 200.

EPA' S RESPONSE: THE ESTI MATED PURCHASE PRI CE OF A MOBI LE HOME AND LOT | N THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON HAS
BEEN | NCREASED TO $35, 000. THI'S FI GURE | S BASED ON AVERAGE PRI CES OF MBI LE HOVES I N THE NI AGARA FALLS AREA
AND ON | NFORNMATI ON PROVI DED BY AREA REAL ESTATE PROFESSI ONALS. THE FAI R MARKET VALUE OF LAND I N THE FOREST
GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON HAS BEEN | NCREASED TO $10, 000. THE MOBI LE HOMVE SALVAGE VALUE OF $3,500 G VEN IN THE FFS
I'S A CONSERVATI VE ESTI MATE CF THE VALUE OF A MOBI LE HOME AT THE FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SION TO A DEALER WHO WOULD
HAUL THE HOVES AVWAY FROM THE SI TE, RESTCRE THEM AND RESELL THEM

COWENT: THE SAVE PRP COMMENTED THAT THE FFS FAI LS TO LI ST THE APPLI CABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPRCPRI ATE
REQUI REMENTS FCR PERMANENT RELOCATI ON.

EPA' S RESPONSE: NO FEDERAL ENVI RONMENTAL LAWS WERE FCOUND TO BE APPLI CABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRI ATE TO THE
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON OF RESI DENTS. HOWEVER, DEPENDI NG ON THE CPTI ONS SELECTED DURI NG | MPLEMENTATI ON CF
PERVANENT RELCCATI ON, STATE OR LOCAL ZONI NG OR SUBDI VI SI ON LAWS MAY BE APPLI CABLE. THI'S FACT IS REFLECTED I N
THE RCD.

COWMMENT: THE SAME PRP STATED THAT THE DESCRI PTI ON CF DI SPCSAL ACTI VI TIES AT THE SI TE | S | NCOVPLETE.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA CONTI NUES TO | NVESTI GATE THE H STORY OF DI SPOSAL ACTIVI TI ES AT THE FOREST GLEN
SUBDI VI SI ON SI TE.

COMMENT: A PRP COMVENTED THAT EPA' S | SSUANCE OF SPECI AL NOTI CE TO PRPS PRI OR TO THE RELEASE OF THE ROD WAS
PREVATURE. THEY ALSO REQUESTED THAT SPECI AL NOTI CE BE W THDRAWN.

EPA'S RESPONSE: EPA POLICY IS TO | SSUE SPECI AL NOTI CE FOLLOW NG THE RELEASE OF THE PROPOSED PLAN.



ROD FACT SHEET

SI TE

NAME: FOREST GLEN SUBDI VI SI ON

LOCATI ON: NI AGARA FALLS, N.Y.

HRS SCORE:

NPL RANK:

RCD

DATE SI GNED: 12/ 29/ 89

REMEDY: PERVANENT RELOCATI ON OF ALL SITE
RESI DENTS; CONTI NUATI ON OF TEMPORARY
RELOCATI ON WHI LE PERVANENT RELOCATION I S
BEI NG | MPLEMENTED

CAPI TAL COST: $4.71 - 6.02 MLLION

&M YEAR $0

PRESENT WORTH COST: $4.71 - 6.02 MLLION

LEAD

EPA REMEDI AL

PRI MARY CONTACT: LI SA CARSON, (212) 264-5712

SECONDARY CONTACT: GLORI A SOSA, (212) 264-2110

MAI N PRPS: GOODYEAR Tl RE AND RUBBER CO

PRP CONTACT:

WASTE

TYPE: NON- TCL CRGANI CS

MEDI UM Sa L

CRIAN UNAUTHCORI ZED DUMPI NG PRI CR TO SUBDI VI SI ON DEVELOPMVENT

EST. QUANTITY: UNKNOWN



