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Statement of Purpose and Basis

This document presents the remedy for the Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing site, an
environmental restoration site. The remedial program was chosen in accordance with the New
York State Environmental Conservation Law and Title 6 of the Official Compilation of Codes,
Rules and Regulations of the State of New York (6 NYCRR) Part 375.

This decision is based on the Administrative Record of the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (the Department) for the Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing
site and the public's input to the proposed remedy presented by the Department. A listing of the
documents included as a part of the Administrative Record is included in Appendix B of the
ROD.

Description of Selected Remedy

The elements of the selected remedy are as follows:

Based on the results of the investigation at the site and the evaluation presented here, the
Department is proposing Site Management as the remedy for the site. The findings of the
investigation of this site indicate that the site does not pose a threat to human health or the
environment. This remedy complies with the New York State standards, criteria, and guidance.
No actions are required beyond the controls discussed below:

1. Site Cover

A site cover currently exists and will be maintained to allow for commercial use of the site. Any
site redevelopment will maintain a site cover, which may consist either of the structures such as
buildings, pavement, sidewalks comprising the site development or a soil cover in areas where
the upper one foot of exposed surface soil will exceed the applicable soil cleanup objectives
(SCOs). Where a soil cover is required it will be a minimum of one foot of soil, meeting the
SCOs for cover material as set forth in 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.7(d) for commercial use. The soil
cover will be placed over a demarcation layer, with the upper six inches of the soil of sufficient
quality to maintain a vegetation layer. Any fill material brought to the site will meet the
requirements for the identified site use as set forth in 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.7(d).
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2. Institutional Control

Imposition of an institutional control in the form of an environmental easement or environmental
notice for the controlled property that:

srequires the remedial party or site owner to complete and submit to the Department a periodic
certification of institutional and engineering controls in accordance with Part 375-1.8 (h)(3);
eallows the use and development of the controlled property for commercial and industrial uses as
defined by Part 375-1.8(g), although land use is subject to local zoning laws;

srestricts the use of groundwater as a source of potable or process water, without necessary water
quality treatment as determined by the NYSDOH or County DOH; and

srequires compliance with the Department approved Site Management Plan.

3. Site Management Plan

A Site Management Plan is required, which includes the following:

An Institutional and Engineering Control Plan that identifies all use restrictions and engineering
controls for the site and details the steps and media-specific requirements necessary to ensure the
following institutional and/or engineering controls remain in place and effective:

Institutional Controls: Limiting future development to commercial and industrial use.

This plan includes, but may not be limited to:

. an Excavation Plan which details the provisions for management of future excavations on
the controller property;

. descriptions of the provisions of the environmental easement or environmental notice
including any land use and groundwater use restrictions;

. maintaining site access controls and Department notification; and

. the steps necessary for the periodic reviews and certification of the institutional controls.

New York State Department of Health Acceptance

The New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) concurs that the remedy for this site is
protective of human health.
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Declaration
The selected remedy is protective of human health and the environment, complies with State and

Federal requirements that are legally applicable or relevant and appropriate to the remedial
action to the extent practicable, and is cost effective.

e, . a-";’/fﬁ
March 30,2013 ,,/f}e’cfc;«ff-,f;/

Date Robert W. Schick, P.E., Director
Division of Environmental Remediation

RECORD OF DECISION March 2013
Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing, Site No. E645029 Page 3



RECORD OF DECISION

Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing
Clifton, St Lawrence County
Site No. E645029
March 2013

SECTION 1: SUMMARY AND PURPOSE

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (the Department), in
consultation with the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), has selected a remedy
for the above referenced site. Based on the findings of the investigation of the site the past
disposal of contaminants at the site does not pose a threat to public health and the environment.
Therefore, the selected remedy is Site Management. Contaminants include hazardous waste
and/or petroleum. The remedy is intended to attain the remedial action objectives identified for
this site for the protection of public health and the environment. This Record of Decision (ROD)
identifies the selected remedy, summarizes the other alternatives considered, and discusses the
reasons for selecting the remedy.

The 1996 Clean Water/ Clean Air Bond Act provides funding to municipalities for the
investigation and cleanup of brownfields. Brownfields are abandoned, idled, or under-used
properties where redevelopment 1is complicated by real or perceived environmental
contamination. They typically are former industrial or commercial properties where operations
may have resulted in environmental contamination. Brownfields often pose not only
environmental, but legal and financial burdens on communities. Under the Environmental
Restoration Program, the state provides grants to municipalities to reimburse up to 90 percent of
eligible costs for site investigation and remediation activities. Once remediated, the property can
then be reused.

The Department has issued this document in accordance with the requirements of New York
State Environmental Conservation Law and 6 NYCRR Part 375. This document is a summary of

the information that can be found in the site-related reports and documents.

SECTION 2: CITIZEN PARTICIPATION

The Department seeks input from the community on all remedies. A public comment period was
held, during which the public was encouraged to submit comment on the proposed remedy. All
comments on the remedy received during the comment period were considered by the
Department in selecting a remedy for the site. Site-related reports and documents were made
available for review by the public at the following document repository:

Town of Fine Municipal Building
4078 State Highway 3
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Star Lake, NY 13690
Phone: 315-848-3121

A public meeting was also conducted. At the meeting, the findings of the remedial investigation
(RI) and the alternatives analyses (AA) were presented along with a summary of the proposed
remedy. After the presentation, a question-and-answer period was held, during which verbal or
written comments were accepted on the proposed remedy.

Comments on the remedy received during the comment period are summarized and addressed in
the responsiveness summary section of the ROD.

Receive Site Citizen Participation Information By Email

Please note that the Department's Division of Environmental Remediation (DER) is "going
paperless" relative to citizen participation information. The ultimate goal is to distribute citizen
participation information about contaminated sites electronically by way of county email
listservs. Information will be distributed for all sites that are being investigated and cleaned up
in a particular county under the State Superfund Program, Environmental Restoration Program,
Brownfield Cleanup Program, Voluntary Cleanup Program, and Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act Program. We encourage the public to sign up for one or more county listservs at
http://www.dec.ny.gov/chemical/61092.html

SECTION 3: SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY

Location: The site consists of three parcels totaling 18-acres located at the intersection of New
York State Route 3 (Route 3) and County Route 60 (CR 60) in the Town of Clifton, New York.

Site Features: The 18 acre site is a portion of the former Jones and Laughlin iron ore processing
facility (J&amp;L) located in the vicinity of Route 3 and CR 60, which divide the property into
three distinct areas of concern (AOCs).

AOC A is approximately 5.8 acres in area and is located north/north west of the intersection of
NYS Route 3 and CR 60. This area is primarily flat and consists of the former parking lot and the
former vehicle wash station.

AOC B is approximately 6.34 acres in size and is south of the intersection between Route 3 and
CR 60. This area consists primarily of a wooded area with the large tailing pile from previous
mining operations occupying about one-third of the southern portion of the AOC. Reportedly,
the former mine construction camp was located in this AOC.

AOC C is approximately 5.86 acres in size and is located east of the intersection of Route 3 and
CR 60. This area consists of an active electrical substation, overhead power lines, a stretch of
concrete road, and a pond. The Little River flows across the eastern corner of this AOC.

Current Zoning and Land Use: The site is currently vacant, with the exception of the active
electrical substation on AOC C. The entire parcel is zoned for industrial use. Abutting properties
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are owned by Benson Mines Trust and are heavily wooded.

Past Use of the Site: Until the mine closed in the mid 70's AOC A was the former parking lot and
vehicle wash station. A portion of AOC B received mine tailings and was the location of the
former construction camp in the 1940's. An electrical substation and road paint test area are
currently located in AOC C

Site Geology and Hydrogeology: Surface water runoff at the site primarily drains to the north
toward the Little River. Groundwater flows predominantly north toward the Little River. Depth
to groundwater ranged from 15 to 36 feet below ground surface, across the three AOC’s.

A site location map is attached as Figure 1.

SECTION 4: LAND USE AND PHYSICAL SETTING

The Department may consider the current, intended, and reasonably anticipated future land use
of the site and its surroundings when evaluating a remedy for soil remediation. For this site,
alternatives (or an alternative) that restrict(s) the use of the site to commercial use (which allows
for industrial use) as described in Part 375-1.8(g) were/was evaluated in addition to an
alternative which would allow for unrestricted use of the site.

A comparison of the results of the RI to the appropriate standards, criteria and guidance values
(SCGs) for the identified land use and the unrestricted use SCGs for the site contaminants is

included in the Tables for the media being evaluated in Exhibit A.

SECTION 5: ENFORCEMENT STATUS

Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs) are those who may be legally liable for contamination at a
site. This may include past or present owners and operators, waste generators, and haulers.

No PRPs have been documented to date.

Since no viable PRPs have been identified, there are currently no ongoing enforcement actions.
However, legal action may be initiated at a future date by the state to recover state response costs
should PRPs be identified. St. Lawrence County will assist the state in its efforts by providing
all information to the state which identifies PRPs. St. Lawrence County will also not enter into
any agreement regarding response costs without the approval of the Department.

SECTION 6: SITE CONTAMINATION

6.1: Summary of the Remedial Investigation

A Remedial Investigation (RI) has been conducted. The purpose of the RI was to define the
nature and extent of any contamination resulting from previous activities at the site. The field
activities and findings of the investigation are described in the RI Report.
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The following general activities are conducted during an RI:

. Research of historical information,

. Geophysical survey to determine the lateral extent of wastes,

. Test pits, soil borings, and monitoring well installations,

. Sampling of waste, surface and subsurface soils, groundwater, and soil vapor,
. Sampling of surface water and sediment,

. Ecological and Human Health Exposure Assessments.

The analytical data collected on this site includes data for:
- groundwater
- soil

- sediment

6.1.1: Standards, Criteria, and Guidance (SCGs)

The remedy must conform to promulgated standards and criteria that are directly applicable or
that are relevant and appropriate. The selection of a remedy must also take into consideration
guidance, as appropriate. Standards, Criteria and Guidance are hereafter called SCGs.

To determine whether the contaminants identified in various media are present at levels of
concern, the data from the RI were compared to media-specific SCGs. The Department has
developed SCGs for groundwater, surface water, sediments, and soil. The NYSDOH has
developed SCGs for drinking water and soil vapor intrusion. The tables found in Exhibit A list
the applicable SCGs in the footnotes. For a full listing of all SCGs see:
http://www.dec.ny.gov/regulations/61794.html

6.1.2: RI Results

The data have identified contaminants of concern. A "contaminant of concern" is a contaminant
that is sufficiently present in frequency and concentration in the environment to require
evaluation for remedial action. Not all contaminants identified on the property are contaminants
of concern. The nature and extent of contamination and environmental media requiring action
are summarized in Exhibit A. Additionally, the RI Report contains a full discussion of the data.
The contaminant(s) of concern identified at this site is/are:

PCB-AROCLOR 1254 BERYLLIUM
ARSENIC
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Based on the investigation results, comparison to the SCGs, and an evaluation of potential public
health and environmental exposure routes, no remediation is required for this site. More
complete information can be found in the RI Report and Exhibit A.

6.2: Interim Remedial Measures

An interim remedial measure (IRM) is conducted at a site when a source of contamination or
exposure pathway can be effectively addressed before issuance of the Record of Decision.

There were no IRMs performed at this site during the RI.

6.3: Summary of Environmental Assessment

This section summarizes the assessment of existing and potential future environmental impacts
presented by the site. Environmental impacts may include existing and potential future exposure
pathways to fish and wildlife receptors, wetlands, groundwater resources, and surface water.

Based upon the resources and pathways identified and the toxicity of the contaminants of
ecological concern at this site, a Fish and Wildlife Resources Impact Analysis (FWRIA) was
deemed not necessary for OU 01.

Nature and Extent of Contamination:

Based upon the investigations conducted to date, the primary contaminant of concern is Aroclor-
1254 (aka polychlorinated biphenyl, PCB).

Soil — Aroclor-1254 is found in surface soil in AOC A and AOC B. Concentrations of Aroclor-
1254 found on-site (up to .210 ppm) slightly exceed the soil cleanup objectives for unrestricted
use (0.1 ppm), not the commercial SCO of 1 ppm.

Groundwater - Metals concentrations above the Ambient Water Quality Standards (AWQS) were
detected in every monitoring well sampled. Iron and manganese most consistently exceeded
AWQS where elevated turbidity levels were observed during groundwater sampling, which can
result in increased metals concentrations in groundwater.

6.4: Summary of Human Exposure Pathways

This human exposure assessment identifies ways in which people may be exposed to site-related
contaminants. Chemicals can enter the body through three major pathways (breathing, touching
or swallowing). This is referred to as exposure.

The site is not fenced and persons who enter the site could contact residual contaminants in the
soil by walking on the soil, digging or otherwise disturbing the soil. People are not drinking the
contaminated groundwater because the area is served by a public water supply that obtains water
from a different source.
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6.5: Summary of the Remediation Objectives

The objectives for the remedial program have been established through the remedy selection
process stated in 6 NYCRR Part 375. The goal for the remedial program is to restore the site to
pre-disposal conditions to the extent feasible. At a minimum, the remedy shall eliminate or
mitigate all significant threats to public health and the environment presented by the
contamination identified at the site through the proper application of scientific and engineering
principles.

The remedial action objectives for this site are:

Groundwater
RAOs for Public Health Protection
. Prevent ingestion of groundwater with contaminant levels exceeding drinking
water standards.

Soil
RAOs for Public Health Protection
. Prevent ingestion/direct contact with contaminated soil.

SECTION 7: SUMMARY OF THE SELECTED REMEDY

To be selected the remedy must be protective of human health and the environment, be cost-
effective, comply with other statutory requirements, and utilize permanent solutions, alternative
technologies or resource recovery technologies to the maximum extent practicable. The remedy
must also attain the remedial action objectives identified for the site, which are presented in
Section 6.5. Potential remedial alternatives for the Site were identified, screened and evaluated
in the alternatives analysis (AA) report.

A summary of the remedial alternatives that were considered for this site is presented in Exhibit
B. Cost information is presented in the form of present worth, which represents the amount of
money invested in the current year that would be sufficient to cover all present and future costs
associated with the alternative. This enables the costs of remedial alternatives to be compared on
a common basis. As a convention, a time frame of 30 years is used to evaluate present worth
costs for alternatives with an indefinite duration. This does not imply that operation,
maintenance, or monitoring would cease after 30 years if remediation goals are not achieved. A
summary of the Remedial Alternatives Costs is included as Exhibit C.

The basis for the Department's remedy is set forth at Exhibit D.
The selected remedy is referred to as the Site Management remedy.

The estimated present worth cost to implement the remedy is $40,000. The cost to construct the
remedy is estimated to be $0 and the estimated average annual cost is $2,600.

The elements of the selected remedy are as follows:
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Based on the results of the investigation at the site and the evaluation presented here, the
Department is proposing Site Management as the remedy for the site. The findings of the
investigation of this site indicate that the site does not pose a threat to human health or the
environment. This remedy is effective in protecting human health and the environment and
complies with the New York State standards, criteria, and guidance. No actions are required
beyond the controls discussed below:

1. Site Cover

A site cover currently exists and will be maintained to allow for commercial use of the site. Any
site redevelopment will maintain a site cover, which may consist either of the structures such as
buildings, pavement, sidewalks comprising the site development or a soil cover in areas where
the upper one foot of exposed surface soil will exceed the applicable soil cleanup objectives
(SCOs). Where a soil cover is required it will be a minimum of one foot of soil, meeting the
SCOs for cover material as set forth in 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.7(d) for commercial use. The soil
cover will be placed over a demarcation layer, with the upper six inches of the soil of sufficient
quality to maintain a vegetation layer. Any fill material brought to the site will meet the
requirements for the identified site use as set forth in 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.7(d).

2. Insitutional Control

Impostion of an institutional control in the form of an environmental easement or environmental
notice for the controlled property that:

srequires the remedial party or site owner to complete and submit to the Department a periodic
certification of institutional and engineering controls in accordance with Part 375-1.8 (h)(3);
eallows the use and development of the controlled property for commercial and industrial uses as
defined by Part 375-1.8(g), although land use is subject to local zoning laws;

srestricts the use of groundwater as a source of potable or process water, without necessary water
quality treatment as determined by the NYSDOH or County DOH; and

srequires compliance with the Department approved Site Management Plan.

3. Site Management Plan

A Site Management Plan is required, which includes the following:

An Institutional and Engineering Control Plan that identifies all use restrictions and engineering
controls for the site and details the steps and media-specific requirements necessary to ensure the
following institutional and/or engineering controls remain in place and effective:

Institutional Controls: Limiting future development to commercial and industrial use.

This plan includes, but may not be limited to:
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. an Excavation Plan which details the provisions for management of future excavations on
the controller property;

. descriptions of the provisions of the environmental easement or environmental notice
including any land use and groundwater use restrictions;

. maintaining site access controls and Department notification; and

. the steps necessary for the periodic reviews and certification of the institutional controls.
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Exhibit A

Nature and Extent of Contamination

This section describes the findings of the Remedial Investigation for all environmental media that were
evaluated. As described in Section 6.1, samples were collected from various environmental media to
characterize the nature and extent of contamination.

For each medium for which contamination was identified, a table summarizes the findings of the investigation.
The tables present the range of contamination found at the site in the media and compares the data with the
applicable SCGs for the site. The contaminants are arranged into three categories; semi-volatile organic
compounds (SVOCs), pesticides/ polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and inorganics (metals and cyanide). For
comparison purposes, the SCGs are provided for each medium that allows for unrestricted use. For soil, if
applicable, the Restricted Use SCGs identified in Section 4 and Section 6.1.1 are also presented.

Groundwater

Groundwater samples were collected during the August 2012 sampling event for each of the three AOCs. Data
is presented in Table 1. Groundwater sample results were compared to the Technical Operations and Guidance
Series (TOGS) 1.1.1 - Ambient Water Quality Standards (AWQS). Of the nine wells sampled in the three
AOCs, there were no recorded detections of volatile organic compounds (VOCs) or polychlorinated biphenyls
(PCBs). There was one detection of a SVOC at AOC-C-MW2-D and wide-spread metals exceedances in all
wells sampled across the Site.

Table 1 - Groundwater

Detected Constituents Concentration Range SCG® Frequency Exceeding SCG
Detected (ppb)* (ppb)

SVOCs

4-Nitroaniline ND - 13 | 5 10of9

Inorganics

Arsenic ND - 45 25 20f9

Beryllium ND - 11 3 4 of 9

Chromium ND - 53 50 1of9

Copper 1.6 - 830 200 20f9

Iron 160 — 203,000 300 7 of 9

Manganese 21-39,900 300 7 of 9

Nickel 13 -1,400 100 4 of 9

Selenium ND - 12 10 20of9

a - ppb: parts per billion, which is equivalent to micrograms per liter, ug/L, in water.
b- SCG: Standard Criteria or Guidance - Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values (TOGs 1.1.1), 6 NYCRR Part 703,
Surface water and Groundwater Quality Standards, and Part 5 of the New York State Sanitary Code (10 NYCRR Part 5).

Groundwater samples were collected for each of the three areas of concern. There were no recorded detections of
VOCs or PCBs. One SVOC was detected above SCGs.
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Metals concentrations above the Ambient Water Quality Standards (AWQS) were detected in every monitoring
well sampled. Iron and manganese most consistently exceeded AWQS where elevated turbidity levels were
observed during groundwater sampling, which can result in increased metals concentrations in groundwater.

Based on the findings of the RI, there are elevated levels of metals in groundwater. The site contaminants that
are considered to be the primary contaminants of concern which will drive the remediation of groundwater to be
addressed by the remedy selection process are: arsenic and beryllium.

Soil

Surface and subsurface soil samples were collected at the site during the SI. Surface soil samples were collected
from a depth of 0-6 inches to assess direct human exposure. Subsurface soil samples were collected from a
depth of 12-34 feet to assess soil contamination impacts to groundwater. The results indicate that soils at the
site exceed the unrestricted SCG for semi-volatile organics, metals and PCBs.

Locations of surface soil and subsurface soil exceedances are shown on Figures 4, 5, and 6.

Table 2 - Soil

Detected Constituents Concentration Unrestricted Frequency Restricted Use Frequency
Range Detected SCG" (ppm) Exceeding SCG* (ppm) Exceeding
(ppm)* Unrestricted Restricted
SCG SCG
SVOCs
Benzo(a)anthracene ND - 1.8 1 1 of 15 1 1 of 15
Benzo(b)fluoranthene ND-54 1 1of 15 1 1of 15
Benzo(k)fluoranthene ND-22 0.80 1 of 15 3.9 0 of 15
Chrysene ND-2.2 1 1 of 15 39 0of 15
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene ND - 0.56 0.33 1of 15 0.33 1 of 15
Inorganics
Barium 133 - 469 350 3of15 400 1 of 15
Copper 31.4-88.7 50 11 of 15 270 0of 15
Zinc 15.4-182 109 2 of 15 10,000 0of 15
Pesticides/PCBs
Aroclor-1254 ND -0.21 0.1 3/20 1 0/20

a - ppm: parts per million, which is equivalent to milligrams per kilogram, mg/kg, in soil;

b - SCG: Part 375-6.8(a), Unrestricted Soil Cleanup Objectives.

¢ - SCG: Part 375-6.8(b), Restricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives for the Protection of Public Health for Commercial Use, unless
otherwise noted.

The primary soil contaminant is PCBs associated with the operation of the former steel mine. As noted on
Figure 2, the primary soil contamination is generally found at levels below residential SCOs across the site.

March 2013
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Metals detected in soil are considered to be naturally occurring and are not contaminants of concern. SVOCs
detected above the Unrestricted Use SCO were detected in the former parking lot and are likely related to this
area being historically paved and are not considered contaminants of concern.

Based on the findings of the Remedial Investigation, the presence of Aroclor-1254 (PCB) has resulted in the
contamination of soil. The site contaminant identified in soil which is considered to be the primary contaminant
of concern, to be addressed by the remedy selection process is Arocolor-1254 (PCB).

Sediments
A sediment sample was collected during the RI from the on-site pond on AOC-C. The sample as collected to

assess the potential for impacts to the pond. The results indicate that sediment in the on-site pond exceed the
Department’s SCGs for sediment for iron. The sample location is shown on Figure 3.

Table 3 - Sediment

Detected Concentration SCG" (ppm) Frequency Exceeding SCG
Constituents Range Detected
(ppm)*
Inorganics
LEL - 2.00% 1ofl
Iron 4800 (48%)
SEL —4.00% 1 of1

a - ppm: parts per million, which is equivalent to milligrams per kilogram, mg/kg, in sediment;

b - SCG: The Department=s ATechnical Guidance for Screening Contaminated Sediments.@

LEL = Lowest Effects Level and SEL = Severe Effects Level. Sediment is considered contaminated if either of these criteria is
exceeded. If the SEL criteria are exceeded, the sediment is severely impacted. If only the LEL is impacted, the impact is considered
moderate.

A sediment sample was collected from the pond located on AOC-C. One exceedance, for iron, was observed for
the metals screening criteria. This sample was collected hydraulically up gradient of the main plant site and
mining operations. Iron is known to be naturally occurring in the region.

No site-related sediment contamination of concern was identified during the RI. Therefore, no remedial
alternatives need to be evaluated for sediment.
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Exhibit B

Description of Remedial Alternatives

The following alternatives were considered based on the remedial action objectives (see Section 6.5) to address
the contaminated media identified at the site as described in Exhibit A.

Alternative 1: No Action
The No Action Alternative is evaluated as a procedural requirement and as a basis for comparison. This
alternative leaves the site in its present condition and does not provide any additional protection to public health
and the environment.
Alternative 2: Site Management
The Site Management Alternative requires only institutional controls for the site. This alternative includes

institutional controls, in the form of an environmental easement and a site management plan, necessary to
protect public health and the environment from any contamination identified at the site.

PrESCIE WOTTI: <. 340,000
CAPTLAL COSL: .ottt ettt et e ettt eeab e e te e e s e e se e e s e e eseeesseenseeenseesseennseenseas $0
ATPUGT COSTS: ...ttt ettt ettt et 32,600

Alternative 3: Restoration to Pre-Disposal or Unrestricted Conditions

This alternative achieves all of the SCGs discussed in Section 6.1.1 and Exhibit A. Soil meets the unrestricted
soil clean objectives listed in Part 375-6.8 (a). This alternative would include: Additional sampling to delineate
the vertical and horizontal extent of contamination, and excavation and off-site disposal of soil containing at
concentrations of any compound exceeding Unrestricted SCGs.

CADTIAL COSL: .ottt ettt ettt ettt et e ettt e it e ettt e naeeneeas 31,360,000
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Exhibit C

Remedial Alternative Costs

Remedial Alternative Capital Cost ($) | Annual Costs (§) | Total Present Worth ($)
No Action 0 0 0
Site Management 0 $2,600 $40,000
Restoration to Pre-Disposal or $1,360,000 $0 $1,360,000
Unrestricted Conditions
RECORD OF DECISION EXHIBITS A THROUGH D March 2013
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Exhibit D

SUMMARY OF THE SELECTED REMEDY

The Department is proposing Alternative 2, Site Management as the remedy for this site. Alternative 2 will
achieve the remediation goals for the site by restricting future use to commercial, requiring a soil cover meeting
the SCOs for commercial use, restricting groundwater use, and implementing a Site Management Plan. The
elements of this remedy are described in Section 7.

Basis for Selection

The selected remedy is based on the results of the SI and the evaluation of alternatives. The criteria to which
potential remedial alternatives are compared are defined in 6 NYCRR Part 375. A detailed discussion of the
evaluation criteria and comparative analysis is included in the AA report.

The first two evaluation criteria are termed "threshold criteria" and must be satisfied in order for an alternative
to be considered for selection.

1. Protection of Human Health and the Environment. This criterion is an overall evaluation of each
alternative's ability to protect public health and the environment.

Alternative 2 will satisfy this criterion by implementing institutional controls to prevent contact with
contaminated soil and groundwater. Alternative 1 (No Action) does not provide any protection to public health
and the environment and will not be evaluated further. Alternative 3, by removing all soil contaminated above
the Unrestricted soil cleanup objective, meets the threshold criteria. Alternative 2 also complies with this
criterion but to a lesser degree or with lower certainty.

2. Compliance with New York State Standards, Criteria, and Guidance (SCGs). Compliance with SCGs
addresses whether a remedy will meet environmental laws, regulations, and other standards and criteria. In
addition, this criterion includes the consideration of guidance which the Department has determined to be
applicable on a case-specific basis.

Alternative 2 complies with SCGs to the extent practicable. It addresses residual contamination and complies
with the restricted use soil cleanup objectives at the surface through implementation of an institutional control.
Alternative 3 also complies with this criterion through removal of residual contamination. Because Alternatives
2 and 3 satisfy the threshold criteria, the remaining criteria are particularly important in selecting a final remedy
for the site.

The next six "primary balancing criteria" are used to compare the positive and negative aspects of each of the
remedial strategies.

3. Long-term Effectiveness and Permanence. This criterion evaluates the long-term effectiveness of the
remedial alternatives after implementation. If wastes or treated residuals remain on-site after the selected
remedy has been implemented, the following items are evaluated: 1) the magnitude of the remaining risks, 2)
the adequacy of the engineering and/or institutional controls intended to limit the risk, and 3) the reliability of
these controls.
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Long-term effectiveness is best accomplished by the alternative that involves excavation of the contaminated
overburden soils (Alternative 3). Since most of the contamination is in the surface soil, Alternative 3 results in
removal of almost all of the chemical contamination at the site and removes the need for property use
restrictions and long-term monitoring. For Alternative 2, site management remains effective, but it will not be
as desirable in the long-term.

4. Reduction of Toxicity, Mobility or Volume. Preference is given to alternatives that permanently and
significantly reduce the toxicity, mobility or volume of the wastes at the site.

Alternative 2 will control potential exposures with institutional controls only and will not reduce the toxicity,
mobility or volume of contaminants remaining. Alternative 3, excavation and off-site disposal, reduces the
toxicity, mobility and volume of on-site waste by transferring the material to an approved off-site location.
However, depending on the disposal facility, the volume of the material would not be reduced.

5. Short-term Impacts and Effectiveness. The potential short-term adverse impacts of the remedial action upon
the community, the workers, and the environment during the construction and/or implementation are evaluated.
The length of time needed to achieve the remedial objectives is also estimated and compared against the other
alternatives.

Alternatives 2 and 3 all have short-term impacts which could easily be controlled, however, Alternative 2 will
have the smallest impact. The time needed to achieve the remediation goals is the shortest for Alternative 2 and
longer for Alternative 3.

6. Implementability. The technical and administrative feasibility of implementing each alternative are
evaluated. Technical feasibility includes the difficulties associated with the construction of the remedy and the
ability to monitor its effectiveness. For administrative feasibility, the availability of the necessary personnel
and materials is evaluated along with potential difficulties in obtaining specific operating approvals, access for
construction, institutional controls, and so forth.

Alternative 2 is favorable because it is readily implementable as no additional mobilization of heavy equipment
to the site is necessary. Alternative 3 is also implementable, but the volume of soil excavated under this
alternative would necessitate increased truck traffic on local roads for several months. In addition, heavy
equipment would need to be mobilized to the site to perform additional sampling.

7. Cost-Effectiveness. Capital costs and annual operation, maintenance, and monitoring costs are estimated for
each alternative and compared on a present worth basis. Although cost-effectiveness is the last balancing
criterion evaluated, where two or more alternatives have met the requirements of the other criteria, it can be
used as the basis for the final decision.

The costs of the alternatives vary significantly. Alternative 2 has a low cost, but the contaminated soil and
groundwater will not be addressed other than by institutional controls. With its large volume of soil to be
handled, Alternative 3 (excavation and off-site disposal) would have the highest present worth cost.

8. Land Use. When cleanup to pre-disposal conditions is determined to be infeasible, the Department may
consider the current, intended, and reasonable anticipated future land use of the site and its surroundings in the
selection of the soil remedy.

RECORD OF DECISION EXHIBITS A THROUGH D March 2013
J&L Steel, Site No. E645029 PAGE 7



Since the anticipated use of the site is commercial, Alternative 2 will be less desirable because impacted soil
will require management during future redevelopment. However, the residual contamination with Alternative 2
will be controllable with implementation of a Site Management Plan and commercial use will not be prohibited.
With Alternative 3, removing all of the contaminated soil above Unrestricted SCOs would be removed and
restrictions on the site use would not be necessary.

The final criterion, Community Acceptance, is considered a "modifying criterion" and is taken into account
after evaluating those above. It is evaluated after public comments on the Proposed Remedial Action Plan have
been received.

9. Community Acceptance. Concerns of the community regarding the investigation, the evaluation of
alternatives, and the PRAP are evaluated. A responsiveness summary will be prepared that describes public
comments received and the manner in which the Department will address the concerns raised. If the selected
remedy differs significantly from the proposed remedy, notices to the public will be issued describing the
differences and reasons for the changes.

Alternative 2 is being selected because, as described above, it satisfies the threshold criteria and provides the
best balance of the balancing criterion.
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St. Lawrence County, New York
Site Location Plan
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Figure 1 RATERSER IR




—o7 s — v SUOA MON “UOMIID JO UMOL s 3 ooyon sossoiq dud
z NVd 3LIS a)IS 21oy-g | ulybne % sauor Jawo F—ﬂ-Em
‘ON 2910 Buluue|q AJUnoy souaIMeT 1S =
34Noi4 UOIJBAISSUOY) [BJUSWOIIAUT JO Juswuedaq 9)e)S JIOA MON Eno
8EONVYN sI wmop
T90d GV INIT AN 3 [D9I8/  BUCZ }SDF BUDIY BIDIS YIOk MIN £8AYN S/ WAIOP [OJUOZIIOH (Z

YILYM 40 3903 HO IHOHS .
Jov4HNS TINVY9 40 3907 — — — — —
ONIgTING 40 3903
JONIS MNIT NIVHO ————O0——

INIT NOISING TFOHY e 1 e | o |
INIT ALYTHOYd  emmm—
ASYANNOE AVM—H0—1HOIY — —— —
avoy 40 &IFINIO -—
aN3O31
S
R
g
$
\J
Q
S
Ny
SQ
I8¢
NH.D
P
[o]0] (6] 08
o™ ™ ™|
00L = L

0V00Z dUny Ul SUOIIDAISSGO SO AQ PaUILLIS)SP SD YIION
PLIO 8ID)S YIOA MON UO POSDG 8D U0SI8Y UMOYS SDUIIDSG puD MOLID YlioN (|

SIION

60962 - 8Ly
J.#5,65.6vN 3,¥8,65.6¥N

,I,I,l,l,l,l,l,l,l,l,*,l,l,l,

oo

LLELE

Q.
2@,
Y

N3940°00"W
352.74

Asphalt Pavement

,I,I,I,\J@ NO—IBEQ N

L8l

m

T4

N3940°00"W

N3940°00"W
/122.36"/

ol
4




Zloz 1d3s  3va SIOA MBN ‘UOYID JO UMO
€ SIONVAIFOXT STVLIN SOMY YIS aloy-g | uljybnen @ sauor Jauio F—ﬂ-Em
uw._w__w_u_ HILVYMANNOYED 2O @C_Ccm_n_ \SCDOU 2d0uaime ‘1S
UOIJBAISSUOY) [BJUBWIOIIAUT JO Juswedaq 9}e)S JOA MON Enu
NOILVOOT F1dIVS
Y3LVM FOVAYNS/ININIAIS N SEOAYN 51 wrmop
NOILYO0T JF1dWYS T10S o] /D148 'BUOZ )SDF 8UD|4 8)D)S NIOA MEN £LGYN S| wniobp E:@N.tot s
NOILYO0T T113M ONIYOLINOW G. 0V00Z duUnp Ul SUORDAISSGO S49 Aq pauiwia)sp SO YiIoN
PLI9 2)DIS NIOL MIN UO PISDq 2D UOSIBY UMOYS SBULIDSG puD MOLID Y1ION (Z
D' SIoAoMnS JOM AQ ZI0Z—tL—8 UO PafaAins SD Suoip20) S/dUDS JIOS
puD sjfom bULIOJIUOW MBU JO SUD[IDIO/ MOYS 0) S/ dow siy) jo esodind siyl (1
TTION
/6w 0001 L = WNIPOS
aN3oa /6w 008'G = uoy|
 Las—0-o0v 7/6w ogg = asauebuepy|
S#LMA—0-00V
g~ LMW—2—-00V
/6w oYL = 18Y2IN
/6w 00G°/21 = 9sauebuely S ZMN—8—00
/6w 00t'SE = wnisaubepy A 3 2]
/6w 000°€0Z = uoJ| Ho8mooy,
7/6w 0G¥ = Jaddo)
q/6w 6°g = wnyhieg
Bw Q) = wniusjd
/BW g€ = Ol ._\._\vaoov = ._e__o_m
7/6w g1 = wnijleyL 7/6w 006°'6E = @sauebuely
/6w 000°€61 = WNIPOS /6w 006y = wnisauben
7/6w z| = wnusjes /6w 000°cE ) = uoy|
/6w 00zZ‘2g = @sauebuepy J/6w 6°¢ = wnijhieg
7/6w 00218 = wnisaubepy /6w G = olussly
/6w 00g’L = uod|
S—IMAN—8-00V
0—ZMN—3500V
O G 5200V — "
00L = L
SoL—
7/6w 00z's. = wnipog] _Qsz _ /6w 029 = [9OIN
L —MN-V—00V /6w 000*y91 = WNIPoS /6w 00 L L = @seuebuely
2] /6w 0¥ = 19IN 7/6w 000201 = uoJ)|
/6w 009‘0L = @sauebuely /6w ogg = Jaddo)n
/6w ogt = uodj 7/6w ¢ = wnykieg
7/6w 00G°|L = asauebuepy /6w €6 = wnjwouy
7/Bw 000‘€} = uoJ| /6w | = wnykieg




a iva v_._0> >>®Z .COt.__O %O C>>O|_| YHws %@ 9930\ 1essaiqg dwe)d
4 SIONVAIIOXT STVLIW 3SN TI0S GILOIYLSTUNN olIS @I0y-g|ul|ybneT g seuor Jauuog F—ﬂ-Em
‘ON 2010 Buluueld AJuno) souaime 1S
240014 710S 0V4dINS : :
UOI}BAIBSUOYD) |BJUSWIOIIAUT JO Juswiedaq a}e)S YIoOA MaN
NOILYOO1 I1dWYS
YILYM 3OVHNNS/ININIAIS N ‘GSONVYN SI wnjop
NOILYD0T F1dWYS T10S a [Doj)48)  ‘oUOZ 1SDT SUD| BIDIS WOA MON £EAYN S| WD [DIUOZIIOH (£
NOILYDOT TT3M ONINOLINOW $ 0002 UNp Ul SUODAIBSGO SgO A POUILLIBISP SO YLION
PI9 8JDIS A0, MIN UO PISDq 24D UO3J3Y UMOYS SBULIDSG puD MOLID YION (Z
370d OGNV 3INIT ALTLN  ———f—— .
D'd ‘SsofonunS JOM AG ZI0Z—#L—8§ UO Pafaains SD suopao] 8/dwos jios
YIIYM 40 39037 YO IFHOHS — pup sjfemM buLIo}jUOW MBU JO SUO[IDIO/ MOYS O s/ dow s1y} jo esodind syl (I
JOVAHNS TINVY9 40 907 — —— — — —
ONIGTING 40 3903 BIION
FONIS MNIT NIVHO o -~ L D e _
INIT NOISINIQ TFOV e 1 e | e 1 ~i— oo & . B L AR \ 775/t - \).* —~ 73 \@/
INIT ALHTIOYd e —% =) < e
AIYANNOG AYM—A0—LHOIS — RN By/Bw ggL = ouiz ©, J ¥-SS om_ 0V
avoy 40 ¥FINID 8% o — A ) By/6w /9 = Joddo
1-S5-0-00V \ o 3 N . LR N ° ) ¥
[ EREN] By/bw z'€9 = Jaddog] L-SS—-8-00V b
1f8s-0-o0v g 2T \% 70
& ¢ P /
. < / s
v X & \\ N.@MO&\\«%V
w,v M © oo‘\ X
N | b7 & g
J R
% B/6W 53¢ = Wnieg [6%/6w | 99 = Joddog
| ByBw g, = soddo) By/bul yGe = wniieg
=% - 6%/6w 6, = Jaddo)
% 7 20V ~
>
o o o
S
fwbuw g9 = Jeddo))] fawm
3
S-SS—0-00V
PULEED g oov
[B3/6w | 19 = sjoddogl—x » o
1=SS—-V—-00V i T T~ — -
\ £-55—8-20V
63/6w 99 = Jaddon U | -85-8-00V
004 0 0g 68 ° 8/
— % Z—SS-v—-00V M 63/6w 69 = wnueg
0oL = 1 ° ﬁaﬂ By/6w g-e6 = Joddon
vezz NN 7 IR
ALY R 2] 2™ 2
[B3/6w g2g = Jeddog) b-gs-y-oov I IOV y—SS-¥—00¥ 2
2} 2-8S-v-00v . oo
L o g
o S
§-SS—¥-00V¥ C_SS—Y—00V N N
. ° Bybw 6L = ouiz| "4 o H St
s0o62] BY/BW 6'Lg = Jaddo) — zeuzr \«,é < S
3.,#6,66.6VN 3,#6,6G.64N o [
,I,I,I,I,l,l,l,l,l,l,*,l,l,l, g ,I,l,l,,ﬁ/@ ZOL—-MN 8 N//




S
‘ON
ELRRIE]

S3ONVA33OX3 90d 3SN 1I0S d3LOIFLSTHENN
110S 30V4dNsS

2l0Z 1d3s

aIva SHOA MON ‘UOHIID JO UMO | S 3 92,01 1oss01q dued

8)IS 8Joy-g L ulybne g ssuor Jowo F—ﬂ-Em

2010 Buluueld AJuno) souaime 1S
UO[}EAISSUOY) [BJUBWIOIIAUT JO Juswpedaq 9)elS JIOA MON Enu

F70d ANV 3NIT ALIILN

YILVM 40 39037 HO IFHOHS
JOV4HINS 13NVH9 40 F9d.

NOILYOOT 3ITdAYS
H3LVM 30V4HNS/ININIQ3S

NOILYOO0T 3F1dAVS 110S
NOILYDOT T13M ONIYOLINOW

ONIGTNG 40 3903
FJON34 XNIT NIVHO
3NIT NOISINIG TF0HVd w1 e 1 | o
ANIT AHIOHd  e—————
ASVANNOEG AVYM—40—1HOIY —

avod 40 &FINIFO

N
@

O

mw‘

aN3oaT

P27
(<4 Jg/,. iy
Ry

S3940°00"F

546.80

GEANYN S/ wop

[Do1348)  '8UOZ JSDF SUD]S OIDIS WOL MON £GAYN S| WDP [DRUOZLIOH (£
000Z dUnp Ul SUORDAISSGO Si9 Aq pauILLISIap SO Y1ION

PI9 8JDIS A0, MIN UO PISDq 24D UO3J3Y UMOYS SBULIDSG puD MOLID YION (Z

D' ‘Ssohoruns oM Aq ZI0Z—¥1—8 UO pafaruns SO SuoiDI0) 9/dWDS JI0S
pup sjfemM buLIo}jUOW MBU JO SUO[IDIO/ MOYS O s/ dow s1y} jo esodind syl (I

S—SS—-0-00V
ape I

N

TIION
ﬁ LLELE il\ \/.* —N ZL8IZ \”E./
<o $—SS—8-00¥
[Bw/6n oLz = vmﬁ-m_oa.l/ J o
o ))
L -SS—8-00¥ J
/77
/ ’d
v =
P %\\ s §<o%v
%.oo 2] <
\\%\&\ 2-S5—8-00V
4 §—S5-8-00V
o

2

O Qt

:0 N

N3

S

<

4 66 001 = vGzL-a0dH—
L —SS—-v-00V

° &
Z-SS—-Y—00V d
SN
3
& 7 0% B0
, ¥—SS-V—-00V <

G—SS—vV-00vV
4

112.88°

60°962
J.75,65.6YN

,I,l,I,I,l,l,l,l,l,l,*,l,l,l,

[Bx/6n 021 = ¥Sz1-90d Jese
L AN f
O oo

o
£=SS—-vV-00v

Asphalt Pavement

B
2842 6
3,#G,6G.6N

N3940°00"W
/122.36"/

= ZOL-MNE L M >

o)
4




3,9G,6G.6VN

Z10Z 1d3s _ 3lva NIOA MSN ,mcot__o JO UMO | WIS B S9N 195510 duieD
9 SIONVAIIOXT DOAS ISN TIOS AILOIMLSTUNN SIS 8I0y-8| Ul|YDNET g SOUOT JOWLIOS F—ﬂ-Em
‘ON 2010 Buluueld AJuno) souaime 1S
240014 T10S 30V4dNS : :
UOlJEAISSUOYD) [BIUSWIONIAUT JO Juswpedaq 9)e)S HIOA MON
NOILVOOT F1dIVS
¥3LYM 3OVAUNS/INIWIAIS N CEONVYN SI wniop
NOILYD0T F1dWYS T10S 5] P2348)  ‘BUOZ }SDT SUD|S 8}DIS IO, MBN £8QYN S/ WP [DJUOZLIOH (£
NOILYDOT TT3M ONINOLINOW $ 0002 UNp Ul SUODAIBSGO SgO A POUILLIBISP SO YLION
PI9 8JDIS A0, MIN UO PISDq 24D UO3J3Y UMOYS SBULIDSG puD MOLID YION (Z
370d ANV 3NIT AN ———@- D' SIAo0uNS JOM AG ZI0Z—#L—8 UO PaASAINS SD SUOIDIO] SjdUWDS JIOS
YIIYM 40 39037 YO IFHOHS — pup sjfemM buLIo}jUOW MBU JO SUO[IDIO/ MOYS O s/ dow s1y} jo esodind syl (I
JOVAHNS TINVY9 40 907 — —— — — —
ONIGTING 40 3903 SIION
JONIS MNIT NIVHO ———O0——— - N ememesems g A LA ANAAAN YT e com ot -
INIT NOISING TTOMY e 1+ e o 1 e J/tie \\/.* ZIBIT —=
INIT ALYHTION ] e—— x. \
ASVANNOG AVM—A0—IHON — —— — ¥—SS-8-00V
avod 40 ¥FINID e A4
AN3O3T
N
N
N
¢
)
Q
§ W
K
A.MM o
[y
RS S
D«
S
¢«
o
R
2
§—SS—0—00V
m&x@@ Fu
1 —-SS—Y—00V
(2] p ° b
O e T 0 2-ss-v¥-00¢ I
00L = 1 . g By/6w 096 0 = susoelyue(y‘e)ozuaqiq 9 PMN
e By/Bw 0Z'z = eussAiyD . wm
6y/6w 0z Z = suayjuesonyy(y)ozuag V o0V p—55—v—00Y | 2
7 B3/6w Q'G = auayjueionyy(q)ozuag i3 M ormuo
By/Bw 0’| = susoeiyjue(e)ozueg % .
—o0 N 0o W
o G-SS—¥—-00V PV N N
\ 3 > £—-SS—-V—-00v 3 S
. N > $ NS
N 60°96Z S 2842k o < S
3,#6,6G.6FN R
O >N

,I,l,I,I,l,l,l,l,l,l,*,l,l,l,

,I,I,I,,)@ ZOL-MN B

%




— o7 s — e SHOA MON ‘UOHIID) JO UMOL s g oaon ssse
8IS 8Joy-g L ulybne sauor Jawlio
L NV1d NOILYDOT I1dINVS }S ©loy-g|uljybneT g seuop 3 F—ﬂ-E
“ON 2010 Buiuueld Aluno) sousime] 1S
34Noi4 UOIJBAISSUOY) [BJUSWIOIIAUT JO Juswuedaq 9)e)S JIOA MON Eno
NOILYOO1 ITdWVS
¥3LVM 3OV4INS/ININIAIS N BEONVN SI wmop
NOILYD0T JTdAVS T10S o] [DO13I8/  BUOZ }SDT 8UD|d 8JDIS NIOL MEN £EAYN S| WMDpP [DJUOZIIOH (£
NOILYDOT T13M ONINOLINOW $ V00Z dUNP Ul SUCLONISSGO S Aq PaUILISISp SO Y3JON
PLI9 8IDIS MIOL MBN UO POSDG 84D U02JoY UMOYS SBULIDSG PuD MOLID YlioN (Z
Dd ‘SsoAonins oM Aq ZI10Z—t1—8 U0 pafarins SO SuopI0) /DS 10
puD sjfom bULIOJIUOW MBU JO SUD[IDIO/ MOYS 0) S/ dow siy) jo esodind siyl (1
SIION
¥—SS—8-00V
°
°
L=SS—=0-00V @
aN3OoaT L—-SS-8-00V
L~8S—-0-00V
S=LMA—-0-00V
d—1MA—-0-00V
o S—ZMWN—8-00V,
¢-SS-0-00vV % Z—SS—8-00vV
a-ZMN—-8-00V ¢~8S—8-00v
G—SS—8-00vV
° S
T—SS—0-00V
i
¥—SS—-0-00V
G—SS—0-00V
i
s o
L—=Q0S—-0-00v | ~SS—Y—D0¥
¢—SS—8-00v
1 —-9S—8-00V
S—IMA—8-00V
Q—ZMW—D—00V ° (2]
e 5-2MN-0-00V 2-5S-v-00¥
001 = 1 °
SOL—MW
| —8S-Y—00V 3]
+=MA—Y-30¥ #—SS—¥—00V
2] 2-85-¥-00V

e e @
STSSTymoov £—SS—Y-00V




APPENDIX A

Responsiveness Summary



RESPONSIVENESS SUMMARY

Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing
Environmental Restoration Project
St. Lawrence County, New York
Site No. E645029

The Proposed Remedial Action Plan (PRAP) for the Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing site
was prepared by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (the Department)
in consultation with the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) and was issued to the
document repositories on February 13,2013. The PRAP outlined the remedial measure proposed for
the contaminated soil, and groundwater at the Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing site.

The release of the PRAP was announced by sending a notice to the public contact list, informing the
public of the opportunity to comment on the proposed remedy.

A public meeting was held on March 12, 2013, which included a presentation of the remedial
investigation and alternative analysis (RI/AA) for the Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing as
well as a discussion of the proposed remedy. The meeting provided an opportunity for citizens to
discuss their concerns, ask questions and comment on the proposed remedy. These comments have
become part of the Administrative Record for this site. The public comment period for the PRAP
ended on March 29, 2013.

This responsiveness summary responds to all questions and comments raised during the public
comment period. The following are the comments received, with the Department's responses:

Ms. Cora Condrin submitted a letter (dated March 19, 2013) which included the following
comments:

COMMENT 1: Ms. Condrin expressed her support for the proposed site remedy.

RESPONSE 1: The Department acknowledges receipt of the letter.
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APPENDIX B

Administrative Record
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Administrative Record

Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing
Environmental Restoration Project
St. Lawrence County, New York
Site No. E645029

1. The Department and St. Lawrence County entered into a State Assistance Contract, Contract
No. C302997, dated December 11, 2006.

2. “Site Investigation Work Plan”, dated March 2012, prepared by CDM Smith.

3. “Site Investigation Report”, dated January 2013, prepared by CDM Smith.

4. “Alternatives Analysis”, dated March 2013, prepared by CDM Smith.

5. Proposed Remedial Action Plan for the Former Jones & Laughlin Ore Processing site,

dated February 2013, prepared by the Department.

6. Letter dated March 19, 2013 from Ms. Cora Condrin of Splendid Space Bed & Breakfast.
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