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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND REPORT ORGANIZATION

SUMMARY

This is the Final Generic Environmental Impact Statement (“FGEIS” or “Final GEIS”) for the
Main-I.aSalle Revitalization Project, which is proposed for location on a 110-acre area in the
northeastern part of the City of Buffalo, Erie County, New York. The FGEIS updates and
incorporates by reference the Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (“DGEIS” or “Draft
GEIS”) for the project, and includes responses to the written and oral comments that were submitted
concerning it.

The FGEIS has been prepared as part of the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project
environmental review process, in accordance with the requirements of the New York State
Environmental Quality Review Act (SEQRA). It is intended for use in conjunction with the DGEIS
and incorporates that document by reference. The SEQRA process is designed to assess both the
positive and negative impacts of a project, and to assure that the potentially significant adverse
environmental and economic impacts of a project are identified, mitigated to the extent possible, and
weighed against the potential benefits so that a determination of the appropriateness of the project can
be made.

The DGEIS and FGEIS for the Main-LaSalle project consider and address the broad-based
actions that the city proposes to undertake as part of the revitalization effort. Such actions at the
Main-LaSalle site include the adoption of the site master plan and design guidelines, soil remediation,
and infrastructure developments, and certain publicly funded activities.

After the completion of these activities, future private developers or public agencies are
expected to undertake additional aspects of the site revitalization effort. Such actions will require
separate environmental review and approval, as warranted by the scope of the specific activity.

As described in the FGEIS and the DGEIS, the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project is
expected to result in long-term benefits in terms of land use improvements, economic redevelopment,
public health and safety, and community character and aesthetics. These positive project attributes
will outweigh the short-term negative impacts that will occur during the implementation of site

preparation and construction activities.



REPORT ORGANIZATION

The FGEIS is organized into three major sections, plus references. Section 1 provides a brief
summary of the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project, including the primary project objectives, and
describes the status of the environmental review process pursuant to SEQRA. Section 1 also reviews
the additional approvals, apart from SEQRA, that will be required for the project.

Section 2 summarizes and responds to the written and oral comments received concerning the
DGEIS. Comments and responses are generally grouped by topic, and reference both the relevant
section of the DGEIS and the name of the commenter. Section 3 summarizes the environmental
impacts expected to occur as a result of the Main-LaSalle project, and identifies the measures to be
implemented to mitigate or avert significant adverse environmental effects. Section 4 presents the
references for the FGEIS.

Appendices include data pertaining to the public notice for the DGEIS, copies of the
comments received concerning the DGEIS, and data concerning the results of a site investigation

recently made available for a parcel within the Main-LaSalle revitalization project area..



1. PROJECT BACKGROUND

1.1 SUMMARY PROJECT DESCRIPTION AND OBJECTIVES

The primary objective of the proposed Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project is to promote the
economic redevelopment of an approximately 110-acre area (i.e., the Main-LaSalle site) within which
urban lands are currently either under-utilized or vacant. To achieve this objective, the City of
Buffalo, Department of Community Development (DCD) proposes to implement a revitalization plan
and to amend zoning classifications in the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project area. The City also
proposes to assist directly in the revitalization effort by performing certain site preparation and
infrastructure development activities, and by expanding on-site recreational and educational uses.

To define appropriate revitalization uses on the site, the City commissioned the preparation of
a site land use plan (the Final Concept Master Plan) and site design guidelines, both prepared by
DeLeuw Cather et al. (1998). Specific components of the revitalization master plan call for the
redevelopment of the site for residential (single-family detached housing, single-family townhouse,
multi-story apartment/condominiums) and commercial uses, and for the expansion of existing
recreational, transit, and educational facilities. A new greenway trail also is planned for development
along a former railroad corridor that bisects the Main-LaSalle site.

The Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project site straddles Main Street (New York State Route 5)
in the northeastern part of the city. The central part of the project area located south of Main Street
was used as a quarry during the first half of the 20th century. In the 1950s to 1970s, most of the
former quarry was filled with a variety of materials. Testing and analyses to determine the location of
the former quarry walls and to assess the location and composition of the fill materials were key
components of the City of Buffalo’s planning for the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project.

The Main-LaSalle site currently encompasses both publicly- and privately-owned parcels and
is characterized by a mix of land uses, including vacant lots, scattered residential properties,
municipal recreational uses (McCarthy Park), commercial activities, educational facilities (Bennett
High School), and the LaSalle Station transit area. In the project vicinity, residential neighborhoods
are the predominant land use, with commercial and transit activities concentrated along Main Street.
The proposed site is the largest tract of underdeveloped land available in North Buffalo and, as such,
is particularly well-suited for a mixed land use revitalization program. Its proximity to the LaSalle
Street mass transit station also facilitates future efforts to promote the use of public transportation.
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The city’s proposed actions will result, either directly or indirectly, in the revitalization of the
Main-LaSalle project area for various residential, commercial/retail, recreational, multi-modal
transportation, and educational purposes. The redevelopment will be in accordance with the Final
Concept Master Plan, which reflects the input of various public interest groups, citizens, and
government agencies, as well as with specific design requirements that have been identified for the
Main-LaSalle project area.

To accomplish the Main-LaSalle redevelopment, in addition to adopting the Final Concept

Master Plan and design requirements for the site, the City of Buffalo proposes to:

. Acquire (purchase) selected private properties within the project area;
. Perform pre-construction soil testing and site rehabilitation/remediation; and
. Conduct site work required to prepare the area for redevelopment, including clearing

and demolition, earth moving, and the installation of public facilities/improvements
and infrastructure.

The new residential and retail/commercial development on the project site, the expanded
recreational facilities at McCarthy Park and along the former rail corridor greenway, and the potential
for expanded educational facilities at and adjacent to Bennett High School, are designed to create an
economic stimulus as people are drawn to the area to live, work, shop, and pursue
recreational/educational activities. The Main-LaSalle project also is viewed as a cornerstone in the
revitalization of the North Buffalo area as a whole, and is designed to reunite neighborhoods and
stimulate economic growth throughout the adjoining communities.

The revitalization of the Main-LaSalle site, including the proposed development of a trail
system along the former railroad right-of-way, also is consistent with the Buffalo Greenways Master
Plan, which advocates the creation of connections that extend green space into new areas of the city.
In addition, the proposed project meets the general planning objectives of the federal government, as
defined in recent initiatives to revitalize and adaptively reuse properties on which perceived or real

contamination has posed limitations to productive utilization.

12 ENVIRONMENTAL REVIEW PROCESS

In accordance with SEQRA, the DGEIS was officially accepted by the DCD (the SEQRA
lead agency) and filed on April 27, 1998. A combined notice of completion of the DGEIS and notice
of public hearing concerning the document was published in The Buffalo News on April 29, 1998. A
The DGEIS, along with a copy of the public notice, were distributed for review to the public and to
the specific agencies listed in Table 1-1. Copies of the public notice also were provided to various
additional agencies, groups, and landowners with potential interests in the Main-LaSalle project: a list

of these interested parties is attached to the public notice that is included in Appendix A.
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Table 1-1
Distribution List for Draft GEIS and Public Notice

City of Buffalo, Honorable Anthony M. Masiello, Mayor

Buffalo Urban Renewal Agency (BURA), Anthony M. Masiello, Chairman

City of Buffalo, Common Council

Buffalo Sewer Authority (BSA), Anthony Hazzan, General Manager

City of Buffalo, Department of Public Works, Joseph Giambra, Commissioner

Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority (NFTA), Richard Swist, Director

Erie County Department of Environment and Planning, Richard Tobe, Commissioner

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Commissioner, Regional Director

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation, Ruth L. Pierpont,
Director, Historic Preservation Field Services

New York State Department of Transportation, Robert J. Russell, Regional Director
Buffalo Water Authority, Joseph Giambra, Chairman

Erie County Health Department, Arnold N. Lubin, M.D., Commissioner
Erie County Water Authority

Buffalo Fire Department, Cornelius Keane, Commissioner

Buffalo Police Department, Gil Kerlikowske, Commissioner

City Planning Board, S. Theodore Berg, Chairman

Buffalo Law Department, Corporation Counsel Michael Risman

Niagara Frontier Transportation Committee, Edward Small, Staff Director
Buffalo Comptroller, Joel A. Giambra

New York State Department of Education

Buffalo Board of Education, Mrs. Marlies A. Wesolowski, President
State University of New York

Buffalo Parks Department

New York State Department of Health
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Copies of the DGEIS also were available for general review at the Buffalo and Erie County Public
Library, Lafayette Square, Buffalo, New York, and at the offices of the DCD, Division of Planning at
901 City Hall, Buffalo, New York.

In accordance with SEQRA, both oral and written comments on the DGEIS were solicited. A
duly noticed public hearing concerning the Main-LaSalle DGEIS was held on May 14, 1998, from
3:00 p.m. to 5:00 p.m. in Room 901 City Hall, Buffalo, New York, 14202. A tape recording of the
public hearing was made and is available for review at DCD.

Appendix A includes a copy of the public hearing notice (which also serves as the notice of
completion of the DGEIS), along with a copy of the attendance list from the hearing. No written
comments were submitted at the hearing.

The time period for acceptance of other comments on the Main-LaSalle DGEIS extended
from April 27, 1998 through 4:00 p.m. on May 29, 1998. Written comments submitted during this

period are reproduced in Appendix B.

13 SUMMARY OF REQUIRED PROJECT APPROVALS

The adoption of the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project Final Concept Master Plan and the
subsequent implementation of the project will require certain approvals or permits from city, state,
and federal agencies. The permits and approvals expected to be required for project development are
listed in Table 1-2 and summarized below.

The primary approval required for the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project is the approval by
the Buffalo Common Council of the proposed zoning amendments and the release of City Capital
Budget Funds to complete the City-funded portions of the project..

In addition, several state approvals or consultations are required for the project. The New
York State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) must be consulted as an advisory council to
determine whether the project will significantly impact archaeological or historic resources, pursuant
to the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966, due to the use of federal HUD funding for portions
of the project. A Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) between the City of Buffalo and NYSDEC,
which is also acceptable to the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), must be approved
before soil remediation can proceed. This VCA is identified as a project mitigation measure in the
DGEIS and, when finalized, will be noticed for a 30-day public comment period.

New York State Assembly approval of the expansion of McCarthy Park also may be required.
However, it is currently unclear as to whether Assembly approval is required only for the conversion
of existing parks to other uses, or for any change to a park’s configuration, regardless of whether the
park increases or decreases in total acreage. In addition, New York State Department of Education
approval will be required for potential future school renovations or construction.

No federal permits are required for the project to proceed. However, because the City is
requesting HUD Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) funds for a portion of the project, an
environmental review pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) must be performed

14



Table 1-2

PERMITS AND APPROVALS REQUIRED
FOR THE MAIN-LASALLE REVITALIZATION PROJECT

~Agency

Description of Permit or Approval Required*

Local/Regional

+ Common Council

Approval of amendments to zoning designations

Approval of City funding arrangements

» Department of Community Development

SEQRA approval (as Lead Agency)

Voluntary Cleanup Agreement and Soils Management Plan
Capital budget funding

Building permits

Buffalo Urban Renewal Agency

Site Plan and City funding arrangements
NEPA compliance

Buffalo Planning Board

Site plan and subdivision designs

Transit Station Site Plan review

Buffalo Division of Water

Water line connections; water tower/pumping facility design

Buffalo Sewer Authority

Storm and sanitary sewer connections

Buffalo Department of Public Works

Road design for the project

Buffalo Parks Department

McCarthy Park design approval

« Buffalo Board of Education

Future school construction/renovation design approval

* Erie County Health Department

Water line connections

* Erie County Water Authority

Interconnections Permit for water lines

* NFTA

Transit Station Site Plan approval

State

* Department of Environmental
Conservation/Department of Health

Voluntary Cleanup Agreement and Soils Management Plan
approval

* Department of Education

Future school construction/renovation design approval

* State University of New York

Approval of developments which may affect Bethune Hall

Federal

 Department of Housing and Urban
Development (HUD)

Approval pursuant to National Environmental Policy Act

(NEPA) for use of HUD funding

*Note: The specific permits and approvals required, particularly for future, as yet undetermined types of private
development, will be a function of the characteristics of the specific activity. Additional permits may be involved.



for the entire scope of the redevelopment plan. The BURA is responsible for compliance with all
HUD environmental review requirements.

Several local or regional permits/approvals also will be required for the project. Depending
on the activity involved, these permits will be obtained by the city, private developers, or other public
agencies (e.g., NFTA, Buffalo Board of Education). Local building permits, sewer permits, water
line interconnection permits, and road permits will have to be obtained for various activities
undertaken by the city (e.g., soil remediation, clearing/demolition, grading, infrastructure and
park/greenway facility construction), as well as by the private developers and other public agencies
which ultimately construct the residential, educational, transit, and commercial structures proposed
for the site.

Approvals from the Erie County Health Department (ECHD) and Erie County Water
Authority will be required for the water lines and water tower/pumping station proposed as
infrastructure developments for the site. The Buffalo Sewer Authority has sole responsibility for the
design approval and construction of sanitary and storm sewer systems in the City of Buffalo and,

consequently, no state or federal stormwater control permits are required for the project.



2. RESPONSES TO COMMENTS RECEIVED CONCERNING THE DRAFT
GENERIC ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT

The following provide responses to the oral and written comments received concerning the
DGEIS. Comments are grouped and addressed by topic.

Three oral comments on the DGEIS were received. Two oral comments were provided via
telephone to DCD, while one commenter spoke at the public hearing. These oral comments are
summarized and addressed, reproducing the responses of DCD. Copies of written comments on the
DGEIS are included in Appendix B. Table 2-1 provides an index to the comments and responses.

21 GENERAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE MAIN-LASALLE PROJECT

At the public hearing, a property owner in the project area (Mr. Robert Lewis, Ellicott Lanes,
325 Manhattan Street) asked various questions about the Main-LaSalle revitalization effort in general,
along with specific questions about the potential effects of the project on his property. The general
project questions and responses are reproduced in this section, whereas the responses to the questions
regarding the potential property-specific effects of the project are described in Section 2.2.

The general project questions and responses provided by city representatives are summarized

below.

Question:

What are the elements of the project and what is the general phasing plan for the project?

Response:

The objectives of the project were described, including the land use revitalization, mixed use
development goals, and remediation of soil contamination caused by the historical filling of the
former quarry. The planned locations of residential areas, commercial uses, roads, recreational
facilities, and the potential educational facilities also were discussed. The different phases of the
project, as discussed in Section 1 of the DGEIS, was summarized, as were the plans for soil
remediation, as described in the DGEIS and in the Soils Management Plan.
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Table 2-1

Index to Comments and Responses on the DGEIS

Commenter

Oral Comments
¢ R. & S. Bostoph
+ Keystone Corporation
+ Ellicott Lanes, Inc. (Robert
Lewis)
Written Comments
» New York SHPO

+ Erie County Water
Authority

* Niagara Mohawk Power
Corporation

« NYDEC, Region 9*

Principal Subject(s) of
,Commentary ,’

Plans for property acquisition
Plans for property acquisition

Potential impacts to property
Sources of loans for property
improvements

Plans for property acquisition

Archaeological and historic
resources
No comments or input

Role of Niagara Mohawk in
providing power to project site
Adequacy of existing electrical
distribution system to serve
revitalization site

Soil remediation options
Discussion of VCA and SEQRA
review

Reference to VCA in DGEIS
Appendix C

Classification of water quality of
Buffalo River

Groundwater data from BSA and
NYSDEC studies

SEQRA review process
procedures

Comment Responses
(FGEIS Section Number)

22
22

21,22

24

N/A

23

2.7
27

2.7
25
25

2.6

* Includes oral comments from June 8, 1998 meeting between DCD and NYSDEC.
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Question:
How will the project affect McCarthy Park?

Response:
The plans identified for the expansion of the park were described, along with the proposed

greenway trail along the former railroad corridor.

Question:

What will happen to the coal/dirt piles that are located near the former rail line?

Response:
The existing piles of dirt/coal and debris that characterize portions of the undeveloped areas

on the Main-LaSalle site will be removed during the site redevelopment. The area will be

recontoured in accordance with the specifications of the Final Concept Master Plan.

22 PROPERTY OWNERSHIP/LAND ACQUISITION

Three parties submitted oral comments to DCD (two via telephone and one at the public
hearing on the DGEIS) regarding the potential impacts of the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project on
their individual properties. Each was concerned primarily about whether his/her property was slated
for acquisition or other disposition under the revitalization plan. One of the property owners also
inquired about the sources of assistance for renovating his property. The three parties commenting

(and their addresses) included:

. Ellicott Lanes, Inc., 325 Manhattan Street;
. Keystone Corporation, 2929 and 2939 Main Street; and
. R. and S. Bostoph, 25 LaSalle Avenue.

The following discussion responds to the general comments about property, as well as to the specific

questions raised concerning possible sources of funding for property improvements.

General Responses to Comments on Property Acquisition and Land Ownership

Each of these parcels is located within the general Main-LaSalle project area. However, none
are presently proposed for acquisition by the city or for any other type of direct redevelopment
activity. The aspects of the Main-LaSalle project to be undertaken by the City of Buffalo DCD will
not directly affect any of these properties.

However, it is possible that future phases of the Main-LaSalle revitalization could affect these

properties. For example, after the city amends the zoning in the area to incorporate the Main-LaSalle



design guidelines (reproduced as Appendix A of the DGEIS), such criteria will apply to exterior
modifications planned for public or private properties in the site area, and also will affect the visual
appearance of local streetscapes.

In addition, as the redevelopment of the Main-LaSalle site proceeds, private developers or
municipal agencies involved with the revitalization of the area could be interested in acquiring one or
more of these properties as part of their redevelopment plans. For instance, the potential future
expansion of educational facilities within the Main-LaSalle project area could affect the Ellicott
Lanes property -- either directly (depending on the final design of and land required for a new school)
or indirectly (through increases in school-related traffic and pedestrian movement patterns).
However, because plans for the future educational facilities at the Main-LaSalle site currently are
uncertain, the potential impacts of such educational developments on the Ellicott Lanes or other
properties will have to be identified and assessed in conjunction with the Buffalo Board of
Education’s submittal of specific plans and requests for environmental and other reviews.
Furthermore, if private developers or public entities determine in the future that privately-owned land
is needed for the implementation of a specific project on the Main-LaSalle site, the procedures and
requirements appropriate to the particular property acquisition will have to be applied.

Sources of Potential Funding for Property Improvements and Property Sales Information

One property owner (Ellicott Lanes) inquired about possible sources of funding assistance for
private property renovation and about the procedures for property sales to the city. DCD
representatives directed the landowner to the following municipal agencies for additional information:

e BURA, which administers community development block grant loans;

e BURA real estate division, for responses to questions concerning procedures for future
property acquisition by BURA;

s BEDC, which administers commercial loans; and

e Buffalo Board of Education, for information regarding future school expansion plans at the
Main-LaSalle site.

23 PUBLIC UTILITIES/ENERGY SUPPLY

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation (NM) submitted two comments to DCD regarding
electric utility construction and service in a letter dated May 29, 1998 (refer to Appendix B). The
comments are reproduced in italics below for ease of reference, followed by the response of DCD.

Comment:
1. On page 2-34 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS), Section 2.8.4, a
clarification is necessary to address the following sentence: “Due to recent deregulation of utilities in

New York State, other electricity providers may service the City as well.”
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Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation has been granted, by the City of Buffalo, the permission and
consent to be the exclusive electricity provider within the City limits. As a result of the recent Public
Service Commission (PSC) approval of PowerChoice (NM’s deregulation plan) this March, Niagara
Mohawk will continue to own and maintain the electricity distribution facilities within the City but
the energy feeding the system, and therefore consumed by the inhabitants within the Ciry, would be
supplied by energy services companies (ESCO’s) hired by each customer. This of course is an over-

simplification of the situation and greater detailed information can be provided.

Response:

The abo ve clarification of the current situation regarding electricity supply and distribution in
the City of Buffalo has been noted. However, the approval of “PowerChoice” by the PSC and its
subsequent implementation will have minimal effects on the economic and environmental costs and

" impacts resulting from the Main-LaSalle project. The cost of future electric service to area residents
and businesses will not likely be significantly affected by the plan, although minor decreases or
increases may occur, and Niagara Mohawk will maintain responsibility for the construction and

maintenance of distribution lines on the project site (see Comment #2 below).

Comment:
2. Also within Section 2.8.4 of the DGEIS it is stated that:

“Existing energy supplies are more than adequate to provide service to the proposed
revitalization project facilities, and Niagara Mohawk would likely install new distribution
lines at no cost to the site developer(s), as a means to remain competitive under the new
deregulation (Wiate 1997).”

Depending on the electrical loads of the newly developed facilities, Niagara Mohawk might be
required to reconfigure the energy supply nerwork surrounding the project. If this is necessary, a

lengthy planning and construction process would be required and advance notice would be necessary

to avoid development delays.

The second highlighted block of text, in the above paragraph, implies that Niagara Mohawk would
not require reimbursement for the proposed distribution facilities within the boundaries of the
project. Once again, this might not be the case, depending on the circumstances and the type of
development within the project scope. Niagara Mohawk is required to seek reimbursement for
construction in accordance with the applicable PSC Tariffs in effect at the time of construction.
Furthermore, the reconfiguring (e.g., converting overhead lines to underground), relocation and the
removal of existing facilities could require Niagara Mohawk to seek full reimbursement. Niagara

Mohawk reimbursement would also be applicable to the removal of street lighting facilities less than

fifteen years old.

2
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Response:
The primary increase in electrical load to the Main-LaSalle project area will result from the

addition of the approximately 250-unit central residential development and the expanded educational
facilities (e.g., new school). The other facilities envisioned in the revitalization plan, including the
expanded McCarthy Park and the revitalization of commercial uses along Main Street, will not likely
increase electricity requirements significantly beyond those that currently exist.

The new central residential development and expanded educational facilities may require
Niagara Mohawk to reconfigure the surrounding energy supply network. This factor, in conjunction
with the PSC reimbursement requirements discussed in paragraph 2 of the comment above, may
increase the costs of developing the electrical infrastructure for the site above those presently
anticipated.

The City has budgeted funds for infrastructure development based on the assumption that
some costs would be incurred for constructing new electric lines to the proposed developments. The
factors described above thus are not likely to significantly increase the costs anticipated for
infrastructure development, particularly when compared to the overall costs of the project.

The City will consult Niagara Mohawk as project development proceeds to arrange a
mutually acceptable agreement for the construction or upgrading of electric distribution facilities in
the project area. Future private developers or other government agencies will be responsible for
negotiating with Niagara Mohawk for the provision of electric service to their respective facilities. In
summary, although the factors described in the comment above may slightly increase the costs of
project development as compared to those anticipated in the DGEIS, this potential increase will not
significantly affect overall cost of the project, and will not affect the project’s economic viability.

24 CULTURAL RESOURCES

The SHPO submitted a written comment letter (refer to Appendix B) that endorsed the
archaeological study conducted of the Main-LaSalle as part of the environmental review; this study
was included in the DGEIS. Also attached to the SHPO’s letter is a list of historic structures in the
Main-LaSalle project vicinity, including Bethune Hall. The same list, which was developed in
conjunction with the SHPO’s separate review of a New York State Department of Transportation
. project along Main Street, was provided by the SHPO in response to the scoping held for the Main-
LaSalle project and is included in Appendix F of the DGEIS. The potential impacts of the Main-
LaSalle revitalization project on historic structures are discussed in the DGEIS, along with the
measures recommended to mitigate such effects (refer both to the DGEIS and to Section 3 of this

document).

25 ECOLOGICAL/AQUATIC RESOURCES
Two comments on the DGEIS were received from NYSDEC Region 9 regarding aquatic
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resources in the project vicinity (refer to Appendix B). The comments (comment numbers reference
the NYSDEC comment letter) and DCD’s responses are described below.

Comment:
4. Pages 2-36 states the Buffalo River is Class D. Actually, the Buffalo River is Class C.

Response:
The Class of the Buffalo River as reported in the DGEIS was based on information contained

in a 1996 NYSDEC water quality report (NYSDEC 1996). Subsequent consultations with NYSDEC
have indicated that the portions of the Buffalo River within the city limits were upgraded on October
31, 1997 from Class D to Class C in 6NYCRR Section 837.4 (personal communication with Steven
Doleski, NYSDEC Region 9 Division of Environmental Permits, June 1, 1998).

The Buffalo River was discussed in only general terms in the DGEIS to reflect the overall
water quality in the Buffalo area. The Main-LaSalle site is approximately 5 miles north of the river,

and the revitalization project will not impact the water quality of the Buffalo River.

Comment:

5. Pages 2-36 gives the general overview of groundwater in the vicinity of the area. We believe it is
appropriate 1o note that a DEC groundwater study was conducted in 1991. In addition, groundwater
data is available from the Buffalo Sewer Authority, as part of their tunnel project conducted in the
early 1990’s.

Response:
Consultations with the Buffalo Sewer Authority (BSA) have confirmed that some

geotechnical investigations were conducted as part of a stormwater conveyance tunnel project in the
early 1990s. The tunnel was being considered for construction from the Hertel Avenue area
(specifically, the intersection of Huntington and Wesley) to the LaSalle Reservoir, adjacent to the
Main-LaSalle project site. The purpose of the geotechnical investigations conducted at that time were
to determine what types of subsurface materials would have to be constructed through to install the
tunnel. No groundwater sampling or studies were performed for this project; the subsurface profiling
that was conducted did not extend to a depth sufficient to encounter groundwater (personal
communication with Frank DiMascio, Buffalo Sewer Authority, June 1, 1998).

Information on groundwater in the site vicinity is available from the Phase I and Phase I
engineering investigations performed at the direction of NYSDEC in the late 1980s and early 1990s
(RECRA 1985; Ecology and Environment, Inc. 1991). These reports were reviewed and the results
of the investigations were considered when designing and conducting the soils testing and Health
Risk Assessment (HRA) for the site (URS Greiner, Inc. April 1997), and in evaluating potential
project impacts and mitigation measures in the DGEIS. However, DCD agrees it is appropriate to
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describe the results of the groundwater testing performed by NYSDEC in greater detail than was
provided in the DGEIS, for the purpose of providing a better description of existing environmental
conditions as pertaining to groundwater in the site vicinity.

The Phase I investigation of the project site (RECRA 1985) included a document/records
search to determine whether there was any existing information on groundwater depth/quality in the
project area. No previous analytical data was found for the site, and it was determined that there were
no active groundwater wells in the vicinity. In 1989, an observation well was installed at the western
end of the site and a groundwater sample was analyzed for corrosive properties and water quality.
Analyses included bicarbonate, carbonate, sulfate, chloride, free carbon dioxide, and total hardness.
Test results indicated that the sulfate content exceeded the “corrosive threshold” (2 to 3 parts per
million [ppm]), and that free carbon dioxide existed at elevated levels (Ecology and Environment,
Inc. 1991).

Three additional groundwater wells were installed in August 1989, as part of the Phase II site
investigations (Ecology and Environment, Inc. 1991). The wells were located at the northern,
western, and southern edges of the project site. The depth to water in these wells at that time ranged
from 33.2 to 44.5 feet below ground surface, and groundwater flow was apparently to the northwest.
Three groundwater samples were collected and analyzed from these wells. Five TCL organic
compounds were found above the quantifiable detection limit in samples from one of the wells, with
the level of 1,1,1-trichloroethene exceeding proposed United States Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) groundwater guidelines. Nine metals were detected,
with concentrations of iron exceeding New York State Class GA standards in two of the wells. These
low levels of PAH and metal contaminants in the groundwater were attributed to the former landfill
on the site (Ecology and Environment, Inc. 1991). Due to the low levels of contaminants found, and

the lack of active wells in the area, there is little health risk posed by groundwater in the site vicinity.

2.6 GENERAL COMMENTS ON FGEIS/SEQRA PROCESS
NYSDEC Region 9 included a general comment on the preparation of a FGEIS for the Main-
LaSalle project and the SEQRA process, as follows (refer to Appendix B).

Comment:

In closing, I would like to re-emphasize that a FEIS should be done for the project, not a Negative
Declaration. Response to public/agency comments in the FEIS is important, including providing
reasoned answers as to why impacts are not significant. This should be done in the time frame
provided by SEQR regulations to allow the public/agencies to review those comments/answers before

any construction activity occurs.

Response:
As recommended in the comment above, Section 2 of this FGEIS responds to all
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public/agency comments received on the DGEIS. Section 3 of this document summarizes anticipated
project impacts and proposed mitigation measures, and briefly describes the reasons why impacts are
not expected to be significant, or are out-weighed by potential project benefits.

Review and acceptance of this FGEIS will proceed based on the technical requirements and
public review time frames specified by SEQRA. There will be a 10-day public comment period for
the FGEIS following its acceptance by the lead agency, Buffalo DCD.

2.7 PHYSICAL RESOURCES/SOILS

Three written comments were received from NYSDEC Region 9 regarding the soil
remediation activities proposed for the Main-LaSalle site in the DGEIS and Soils Management Plan,
as described below (refer to Appendix B). The NYSDEC provided additional oral comments to DCD

at a meeting held on June 8, 1998. Responses to these comments also are provided, as follows.

Comment:

1. The Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS) is misleading in sections ES-13, 1-
19 and 4-7, which suggested options of dealing with the soil are still viable. In fact, pages 4-8 more
completely describe that many of the options have been determined to be inadequate and have been
discarded. However, the DGEIS promotes the option of disposing of the contaminated soil, i.e., solid
waste, on top of the existing landfill. If this is done, as you were previously advised, this Department
would have jurisdiction on that disposal option, which would also include closure requirements for
the entire landfill (not just the newly disposed-of material, but the historic material disposed of on-

site prior to the new revitalization project).
Later in the letter, NYSDEC further discusses this issue as follows.

Our Division of Solid and Hazardous Materials is working on a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement in
conjunction with the City. It is anticipated that the following work consisting of contaminated soil
movement and capping could be authorized under the VCA. Since the preferred cleanup alternative
for the site involves excavating the contaminated soils and disposing of them on the portion of the site
where landfilling historically occurred, the minimum cover for capping over this material should be
one foot of compacted clayey soil and six inches of topsoil. This cover should be sloped at a
minimum of 4% to promote runoff and to reduce water infiltration through the existing fill

material.

Response:
The discussion of contaminated material disposal options on pages ES-13, 1-19, and 4-7, is

presented in the context of the extensive evaluation of alternative remediation measures that the City

has considered as this project has evolved over the past several years. Disposal options other than the
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has considered as this project has evolved over the past several years. Disposal options other than the
preferred (i.e., on-site disposal over the former landfill area) are included only to put the discussion of
the evaluation of alternatives in context, and it is not meant to imply that any of the other options
investigated in the past are still considered viable. For responses to comments regarding composition
and slope of cover material over the contaminated soil area, refer to the discussion of the results of the
June 8, 1998 meeting between NYSDEC and the city, presented later in this subsection.

Comment:

. 2. Please be aware that the Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) must be subjected to SEQR. The
DGEIS attempts to describe the VCA, however, because the VCA does not yet exist, the reader is not
able to judge the adequacy of the VCA. As mentioned previously, our DSHM will be giving you

comments on the Soils Management Plan.

Response:
The VCA being negotiated between NYSDEC and the City will formalize the City’s

agreement to adhere to the procedures and requirements described in the Soils Management Plan
(URS Greiner, Inc. April 1998) for the site, and to a lesser extent the DGEIS prepared for the project.
Although the VCA was not drafted at the time of acceptance of the DGEIS, the Soils Management
Plan was largely completed in draft form at that time (the draft of this document was distributed on
May 13, 1998 as a supplement to the original DGEIS submission).

In response to comments submitted by NYSDEC, the Soils Management Plan will be
updated. Revisions to this plan will reflect the responses to NYSDEC’s comments, as presented in
this FGEIS.

Further, in accordance with NYSDEC procedures, after the city and the NYSDEC endorse
the amended Soils Management Plan and agree on the VCA, the completion of the VCA will be
noticed in the Environmental Notice Bulletin. A 30-day period will be afforded for the public to
comment on the VCA. The DCD will remain the SEQRA lead agency for this activity, will prepare
the appropriate environmental documentation in conjunction with the VCA, and will take into
consideration the results of the public review when issuing any necessary SEQRA determination
concerning the VCA.

Comment:
3. On Pages 4-8 the DGEIS references Appendix C as containing the VCA. This is wrong because it

has not been completed.

Response:
The sentence on page 4-8 of the DGEIS that references Appendix C discusses both the VCA

and Soils Management Plan. This response serves to clarify that only the Soils Management Plan is
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included in Appendix C, rather than both documents as may be implied.

Comment:

At a June 8, 1998 meeting between the NYSDEC and the city, NYSDEC provided several oral
comments on the Soils Management Plan and VCA. These comments, some of which reiterate the
NYSDEC's written comments on the DGEIS in general, are summarized as follows.

(a.) Under the VCA, it is anticipated that covering of the former quarry fill area will be
authorized. Since the preferred cleanup alternative for the site involves excavating and disposing of
the contaminated soils on the portion of the site where landfilling historically occurred, the minimum
cover over this material should be one foot of compacted clayey soil and six inches of topsoil.

(b.) The cover over the former quarry fill area should be sloped at a minimum of 4% to
promote runoff and to reduce water infiltration through the existing fill material.

(c.) NYSDEC also expressed concern that placing materials of low permeability over the
former quarry could potentially block the release of methane gas (if any) generated by the fill
materials. NYSDEC noted the potential for the methane to be released through areas of higher
permeability soils (e.g., in adjacent, off site areas where portions of the former quarry are not
covered by compacted clay soils).

(d.) In addition, NYSDEC indicated that the New York State Department of Health would
require supplemental testing and monitoring during the excavation of the “clean” construction and
demolition debris located along the southwestern portion of the former rail corridor. This clean
material is slated for use as a cover material over the former quarry fill area.

(e.) Noting the potential for iron leaching and staining of soils, NYSDEC expressed
concerns about high iron concentrations detected in soil/fill samples from the southern portion of the
project area during the site investigations.

f) NYSDEC also indicated that plans for the site should include appropriate cover on
sloped areas to avoid or minimize the potential for erosion, etc.

(g.) NYSDEC noted that neither NFTA's property at 3011 Main Street nor BEDC’s
property at 300 Amherst Street were included in the site investigations performed for the project
area, and questioned whether these parcels would be included in the initial Main-LaSalle

redevelopment.

Response:
At the June 8, 1998 meeting between the city and NYSDEC Region 9 personnel, NYSDEC’s

various comments were discussed and it was agreed that the following modifications to the Soils
Management Plan will be made. The revised Soils Management Plan will be endorsed in the VCA.

(a) One foot of clean soil will be placed over the quarry fill area. Six inches of topsoil will be
spread over this material. (The total cover depth will thus equal 18 inches.) The one foot
of clean soil material will be compacted to have a maximum permeability of 10®
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(b))

(c)

(d)

(e)

(€)

(g)

centimeters per second (cm/s).

In the former quarry area, a slope of 4% will be maintained where practical and in all areas
slopes will be maintained so as to provide positive drainage to promote surface runoff and
to minimize infiltration.

Although no methane was encountered during the extensive site investigations conducted
as part of the Main-LaSalle project, in response to NYSDEC’s concerns about the potential
migration of methane gas, city representatives discussed several alternatives to minimize
the potential for methane migration off site or to check for the presence of methane
releases. From among these alternatives (which included cover options, venting, or
permanent monitoring), the city proposes the following.

In the northern area of the former quarry, adjacent to the Camelot Court apartments (which
were constructed over fill), the one foot clean soil cover will consist of a granular soil

 material with a permeability of 10 cm/s or greater. The higher permeability soils are

intended to promote the escape of methane gas, if any, through this soil area. In addition,
periodic monitoring for methane at the perimeter of the covered area (i.e., area of low
permeability, compacted clayey soils) may be performed.

Plans call for the construction and demolition debris/material along the southwestern
portion of the former railroad corridor to be excavated and used to cover the former quarry
area. Surficial sampling conducted of this material has indicated that the material is
“clean”. However, additional testing and monitoring will be performed during excavation
to verify that the material is “clean” and suitable for use as cover. At a minimum, one
sample will be collected per 2,500 cubic yards of material, as specified in the Soils
Management Plan. Additional testing may be conducted if field conditions warrant. Full
laboratory tests will be performed. If the material is found to be contaminated, it will be
moved to the former fill area and treated in the same manner as the other contaminated
soils in this area (e.g., covered per specifications).

With respect to the potential for iron leaching or staining, it should be noted that the
elevated iron concentrations were recorded along the former rail corridor. There is
presently no iron staining evident in these areas. Further, the potential for future visible
leaching or staining is minimal since these areas will be covered by several feet of soils/fill
excavated from the proposed residential housing areasduring site redevelopment work.

The Soils Management Plan specifies procedures for minimizing the potential for erosion
and for providing appropriate cover/stabilization on slopes.

With respect to site investigations of the NFTA and BEDC properties in the Main-LaSalle
project area, the two agencies that own these parcels both elected to conduct their own
studies. Consequently, field studies (as described in the Main-LaSalle Revitalization
Project Site Investigation Report presented in Appendix B of the DGEIS) were not
commissioned by DCD on these properties.

No information is available concerning the status of site investigations, if any, for NFTA’s
parcel. This property is not included in the initial Main-LaSalle redevelopment.

BEDC has completed a site investigation of its property at 300 Ambherst Street (Sterling
Environmental, Inc. 1996). The site investigation report for this parcel was recently made
available to DCD (refer to Appendix C to this Final GEIS). A review of the report
indicates that the soil contamination at 300 Amherst Street is characteristic of the materials
found elsewhere on the portion of the site south of Main Street. The BEDC parcel is slated
for redevelopment as part of the first phase of the Main-LaSalle project. The Soils
Management Plan will be updated, as appropriate, to reflect the results of the BEDC site
investigation.
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3. SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS
AND MITIGATION MEASURES

The implementation of the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project is expected to result in
substantial beneficial impacts to the North Buffalo community and to the City of Buffalo. Positive
impacts will result to land use, public health, the economy, recreational resources, urban design, and
pedestrian/public transportation. Potential adverse effects will result to traffic congestion, air quality,
and noise. The key beneficial and adverse impacts that are expected to occur as a result of the
construction and redeveloped use of the Main-LaSalle project area are summarized below, along with

the measures that are planned to reduce or avert such impacts.

31 SUMMARY OF IMPACTS
Land Use

The Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project will have a direct, positive impact on land utilization
within the 110-acre project site, and is expected to result in indirect benefits to surrounding
neighborhoods by improving the overall quality of urban life in the area. Overall, the project will

result in long-term land use benefits by:

. Remediating the existing on-site soil contamination, which to date has limited land use
redevelopment opportunities on the southern portion of the Main-LaSalle site;

. Returning a long-underdeveloped and unsightly area to productive use;

. Enhancing and maintaining the historical mix of residential, commercial, recreational,
educational, and open space land uses that has characterized community development in
the North Buffalo area.;

. Upgrading and expanding public recreational and educational facilities; and

. Providing a stimulus for land use improvements and redevelopment in surrounding

neighborhoods and along Main Street.

Socioeconomics

The Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project will result in positive, long-term impacts on
socioeconomic conditions, particularly with respect to the potential for increases in tax revenues from

the residential and commercial developments on the site and -- to the extent that the project stimulates
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additional economic growth -- in the surrounding areas of the city. The long-term benefits of the
project are expected to outweigh the short-term negative socioeconomic effects associated with the
implementation of the project, such as the expenditures of public fund for site rehabilitation and

infrastructure development. The project’s socioeconomic impacts are expected to include:

. An increase in quality, new housing units and an associated increase in population in the
immediate project area;

. An increase in employment and income during the construction phase and, potentially, as
a result of the new commercial development opportunities on the project site;

. A benefit to community facilities and services associated with the new elementary
school, expansion of the LaSalle Station, and improvements to McCarthy Park;

. A negative economic impact associated with outlays of public funds for site revitalization
during the construction phase; and

. An increase in property tax revenues that will accrue to local taxing jurisdictions as the
currently underutilized portions of the Main-LaSalle site are rehabilitated and put into
productive residential and commercial use. The annual property tax revenues that will be
collected at full build-out of the project are estimated at $2.16 million.

Physical Resources

The Main-LaSalle project will cause extensive modifications to the physical resources on the

project site, as follows:

. The topography of the site will change as a result of excavation and fill activities
associated with the soil remediation program. Potentially contaminated materials
removed from proposed residential use areas in the southern portion of the project site
will be placed in McCarthy Park, spread over the existing soils, and capped with clean
material in accordance with the Soils Management Plan. These soil remediation
activities represent a minor, but long-term impact to the topography of McCarthy Park, as
the park elevation will increase by approximately 2-3 feet.

. Impacts to the bedrock geology will result from drilling and blasting activities, or other
means of rock removal, which will be required for the installation of infrastructure
facilities (e.g., sewer lines, water lines, other utilities) in areas with shallow depths to
bedrock. Noise, fugitive dust emissions and similar short-term and localized nuisance
impacts will be associated with rock removal activities.

. Beneficial impacts on soils will result from the removal of contaminated soils from areas

where residential developments are proposed in the southern portion of the project site,
and the replacement of such soils with clean fill.

Contamination Issues

One of the primary concerns regarding the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project is the
contamination of parts of the southern portion of the site as result of historic landfilling activities. In
order to address these concerns, DCD is consulting with NYSDEC to develop a VCA for the site. A
Soils Management Plan (URS Greiner, Inc. April 1998) for the site has been developed. The



remediation measures identified in these documents to adequately mitigate health concerns include

the following:

. Contaminated soils (and bedrock where necessary) in areas of the southern portion of the
site where residential or commercial uses are planned will be excavated, disposed on-site
in existing and proposed expansion areas of McCarthy Park, and capped with one foot
compacted soil and 6 inches topsoil.

. Clean fill will be imported to the Main-LaSalle site to replace the excavated materials and
provide a solid, clean foundation for buildings.

The replacement of contaminated soils with clean materials represents a positive, long-term
impact to the environment and public health. No long-term adverse health impacts are expected to
result from the on-site disposal of the excavated contaminated materials, because the soil cap will

limit or eliminate the risk for routine exposure.

Transportation

The Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project will involve various modifications to vehicular,
pedestrian, and mass transit forms of travel, as well as to the availability of parking. In particular, the

project will include the following:

. Development and use of various new access roads within the southern portion of the site
(i.e., within the residential “urban village” area and ingress/egress to McCarthy Park),
and the creation of new intersections at Main Street and LaSalle Avenue to provide
access points to the “urban village” area;

. Access points from Main Street to the new commercial plaza area and to the new
educational facilities planned for location adjacent to Bennett High School;

. Additional parking for approximately 1,350 vehicles in the project area (including spaces
at the various residential developments, commercial areas, educational facilities, LaSalle
Station, and McCarthy Park);

. Modifications to the LaSalle Station to promote increased ridership, including new
parking facilities;
. Design of various new pedestrian walkways, including the greenway trail, trails within

McCarthy Park, and new sidewalk access between and within the project site and
surrounding neighborhoods and streets;

. Short-term increases in traffic congestion associated with the movement of construction
vehicles to and from the site; and

. Long-term increases in localized traffic congestion, stemming from the new residential,
commercial, and educational facilities in the area.
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Cultural Resources

The project will result in indirect impacts to cultural resources, and may potentially result in a

negative adverse impact to All-High Stadium, as summarized below:

. No impacts to archaeological resources will result from the implementation of the
revitalization plan.

. Potential indirect (visual) impacts to Bennett High School and All-High Stadium, which
have been identified as eligible for the National Register of Historic Places (NRHP). In
addition, the project is within the potential viewshed of several other NRHP-eligible
structures and districts, including the Main Street Firehouse, Bethune Hall, St. Andrew’s
Church Rectory, the SUNY Buffalo Main Street Campus Historic District and the
University Heights Commercial Historic District. Although the visual context of the
structures will change due to the land use modifications on the Main-LaSalle site, these
indirect effects are expected to be positive because the project will improve the visual
quality of the area and will be consistent with the historic structures in terms of scale,
setting, color/textures, and design. Further, the project is expected to be implemented in
accordance with design specifications that are intended to reflect the historical “urban
village type” setting of the area.

. A direct impact to All-High Stadium (an historic structure) will result if the new school is
developed as indicated on the Final Concept Master Plan. This preliminary plan would
involve the removal of the northern bleachers at the stadium for the construction of the
school. The athletic field and other viewing areas at the stadium would not be adversely
affected. The Buffalo Board of Education, the agency that will be responsible for the
new school, will be responsible for addressing the potential impacts to All-High Stadium
in any environmental analyses performed for the project. Mitigation measures may
include photo-documenting the stadium prior to demolition of the northern bleachers.
Future consultations between the Board of Education and the State Historic Preservation
Office also should be conducted as the planning for the school proceeds.

Urban Design, Visual Resources, and Recreation

The project will have positive, long-term impacts on urban design, visual resources, and

recreational resources, as follows:

. Temporary adverse impacts will occur as a result of site remediation and construction
activities.
. After site redevelopment, the aesthetic appeal and setting of the project area will improve

significantly. The establishment of a new residential-commercial activity center on the
revitalization site, and the planned expansion of recreational, transit, and educational
facilities, are expected to draw people to the area and to have implications for the
revitalization of nearby neighborhoods and commercial areas.

. Positive long-term impacts to recreational resources will stem from the expansion of
McCarthy Park, as well as the creation of the new greenway trail that will link McCarthy
Park with Shoshone Park. The increased recreational use opportunities will benefit not
only residents of the immediate area, but also the general public in the City of Buffalo.

. Temporary restrictions on the use of McCarthy Park during soil remediation and
construction activities will result in minor, short-term adverse impacts to recreational
users of the park. The extent of the disruption will depend on the schedule for
construction.
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Air Quality

Impacts to air quality will occur both during project construction and implementation.

Although minor, impacts to air quality are expected to be long-term.

. Minor, temporary adverse impacts to air quality will resuit from the operation of
construction and construction-refated equipment during the remediation and construction
phases of project development. Impacts will occur as a result of both emissions from
construction vehicles and from the generation of fugitive dust during earth-moving and

excavation/filling activites..

. Minor, long-term adverse impacts to air quality also will result from the proposed project,
due primanily to increased vehicular traffic. These increased traffic volumes will resuit
from the new residential/commercial developments, as well as from the anticipated
increased use of McCarthy Park and the NFTA facilities. Of particular concern is the
intersection where the access road for the new “urban village” residental development
will outlet to Main Street. Traffic delays at this intersection could potentially cause
elevated carbon monoxide (CO) levels at peak travel hours, or a CO “hot spot”, in the
absence of mitigative measures.

Noise ,
The proposed revitalization project will have minor short- and long-term impacts on noise
levels in the project vicinity. Short-term increases in noise levels (generaily in the range of 80-100
dB) will result from the operation of construction and related equipment during project development,
while long-term increases in background noise will resuit from the general redevelopment of the site

and from increased traffic volumes in the project area.

Public Utilities
Redevelopment of the project area will resuit in minor, but long-term impacts on public

utilities, as follows:

. An increased demand for drinking water. The distribution lines in the project vicinity
have experienced low pressure in the past, and the increased demand resuiting from the
project could adversely affect pressure rates, creating a significant long-term impact on
the local water supply. Options to mitigate these impacts include the construction of a
new water tower on site, the construction of a new pumping station (on or off site), or
renovation of an existing pumping station.

. Potential increases in electric demand associated primarily with the new residential
development and the potential expansion of educational facilities.

. An increased demand on sanitary and storm water sewers. Site developers will be
required to implement measures that ensure that the amount of storm water run-off
leaving the site following redevelopment is approximately equivalent to or less than that
currently generated on the site, in order to obtain a permit from the BSA.

. Increased amounts of solid waste will temporarily be generated during the construction
phases of the redevelopment project, and long-term, but minor, increases in-solid waste
production will result from the additional residential, educational, recreational. and
commercial facilities proposed.




Ecological Resources ,
The Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project will result in the following impacts to ecological

resources:

. No impacts to on-site aquatic resources (there are no surface water resources on the site).

o A permanent loss or conversion of early successional forest and open field vegetation
(approximately 30 acres) and the wildlife habirat it represents. However, the existing

biological resources (vegeration and wildlife) on the project site are characteristc of -

disturbed/developed urban areas, and are relatvely common. Consegquently, the loss of
this vegetation and habitat will represent only a minor impact to the resource. In
addition, future land uses on the site (e.g., the proposed greenway wail and landscaped
areas) represent similar habitats to those being displaced, and can be expected to
compensate for the loss of existing vegetadon.

Public Health Issues _
A primary concern regarding the proposed revitalization plan is the contamination of the

southern portion of the site with metals and PAHs as result of historic landfilling activities. Field
investigations and the development of a Health Risk Assessment (HRA) for the site showed that, if
not remediated, there are potential health risks to future residents, recreational users, and construction

workers from these materials. ]
Various potential remedial alternatives were identified and evaluated to determine their

applicability in remediating the site and in reducing risks to public health. Three alternatives were

determined to be potentially appropriate for remediating the site: soil cover over the entire site;
excavation of soils in high bedrock areas (generally those areas outside the former quarry) with either
on-site or off-site disposal; and in-situ stabilization of contaminated soils in the high bedrock area.
These alternarives were further evaluated based orr cost and implementation considerations. Based on
the HRA, the analysis of the remedial options, and site investigations, the following recommendations
were identified and incorporated into the final design plan or the Soils Management Plan for the site:

. Implement remediation prior to site redevelopment to limit dermal contact, ingestion, and
inhalation of fugitive dust by construction workers, residents, and recreational users.

. Locate residential areas in areas of high bedrock, where the depth of contaminated
soil/fill is lowest.

. Restrict future development in the former quarry area to recreational uses.

. Design roadways and other paved areas so as to “cover or cap” some of the contaminated

soil areas to minimize the neesd for soil remediation.

. Cover the former quarry with clean fill 1o mitigate the potential for dermal contact,
ingestion, or inhalation of fugitive dust by future recreational users.

. Do not construct any basemnents in the high bedrock areas unless the full thickness of the
contaminated soil/fill contamination at that location has been removed or remediated. Do
not construct basements in the quarty area.
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The Soils Management Plan discusses the specific methods for managing contaminated soils
to reduce/eliminate potential health risks to construction workers and/or future site residents and

recreational users. In general, the Plan specifies:

. Removal, prior to development, of all contaminated soils underlying areas slated for
residential development (including roadways and green spaces) down to the top of natural
soils or bedrock, whichever is encountered first.

. Disposal of contaminated soils on site in areas slated for recreational development,
including the portions of the former railroad right-of-way, greenway along the eastern
border of the site, McCarthy Park (prior to capping), and architectural bunkers and
embankments.

. Use the clean construction and demolition debris from the southern portion of the railroad
right-of-way as cover over the contaminated soil, to the extent possible.

The Soils Management Plan also specifies the procedures to which the on site contractor must adhere
when performing soil remediation activities. Such procedures include requirements for a site safety
and health plan.

32 RECOMMENDED MITIGATION MEASURES

The Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project is expected to generally result in positive, long-term
impacts on most environmental features. However, these anticipated positive impacts reflect the
incorporation into the project planning process of various measures to mitigate or avert significant
adverse environmental impacts.

Such mitigation measures, which either are reflected in the Final Concept Master Plan for the

site revitalization or are planned for implementation during project construction, include:

. The development of a soils remediation and management program that will fully address
the contamination on the southern portion of the site and that will allow productive site
redevelopment, in accordance with state and local clean-up requirements;

. The selection of a preferred revitalization plan that takes into consideration concerns for
public health, recreational facilities, neighborhood preservation, open space, and
improved transportation access to the site;

. The establishment of project design guidelines, which will amend the existing zoning
classifications for the Main-LaSalle site and will promote redevelopment of the site that
is consistent with the visual character and historic uses in the adjacent neighborhoods;

. The design of new residential streets and intersections to prevent through traffic in
housing areas and to promote traffic flows;

. The recommendation of methods (e.g., soils clean-up procedures, rock blasting/drilling
alternatives) to minimize or avoid significant adverse impacts during site rehabilitation
and construction; and



. The required conformance of the project (publicly funded and privately developed uses)
to applicable state and local regulations, codes, ordinances, and permit approvals.

Mitigation measures have been considered throughout the project planning process. For
example, the Final Concept Master Plan, special design guidelines, and proposed construction/site
redevelopment techniques all represent measures to maximize positive impacts and to minimize
adverse impacts, to the extent feasible. Moreover, the project’s inherent characteristics are focused
on the provision of long-term benefits to the Main-LaSalle community and to the City of Buffalo as a

whole, including:

. Productive use of underutilized (vacant) land.
. Remediation of soil contamination associated with past quarry filling.
. Improvements to neighborhood community services through the expansion and upgrade

of recreational facilities at McCarthy Park and along the greenway trail, as well as by
the educational facility improvements associated with the planned new elementary
school.

. Enhancement of neighborhood character by improving the streetscape along Main Street
and the visual environment of the entire Main-LaSalle site.

Although adverse environmental impacts will occur during the development of the project,
they will be minimized, as appropriate, through the use of various general and site-specific mitigation
measures. With the incorporation of these mitigation measures, the project is expected to result in
positive, long-term overall impacts that will offset the capital costs of site redevelopment and the

adverse effects that cannot otherwise be avoided.
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Wiilliam F. Jerge

of the City of Buffalo, New York, being
duly sworn, deposes and says that
he/she is Principal Clerk of THE
BUFFALO NEWS, DIV. OF
BERKSHIRE HATHAWAY, INC,,
Publisher of the BUFFALO NEWS, a
newspaper published in said city, that
the notice of which the annexed printed
slip taken from said newspaper is a
copy, was inserted and published
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COMBINED NOTICE
State Environmental Quality Review Act
NOTICE OF COMPLETION OF DRAFT GEIS

AND
NOTICE OF PUBLIC DRAFT GEIS HEARING

Date: Wednesday, April 29, 1998
Lead Agency: City of Buffalo, Department of Community Development
Address: Room 920 City Hall

65 Niagara Square

Buffalo, New York 14202
\
This Notice is issued pursuant to Part 617 of the implementing regulations pertaining to Article 8
(State Environmental Quality Review Act) of the Environmental Conservation Law.

A Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS) has been completed and accepted for
the proposed action described below. Written comments on the Draft GEIS are requested and
will be accepted by the contact person until 4:00 p.m. Friday. May 29, 1998.

NAME OF ACTION: Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project
SEQR Status: Type 1

Location: Within the area generally bounded by Main Street and the LaSalle
Transit Station on the north, Manhattan Avenue on the west, East Amherst Street on the south
and LaSalle Avenue, Cordova Street, east edge of McCarthy Park and the LaSalle Quarry on the
east, Buffalo, New York.

Description: The City of Buffalo Department of Community Development
(DCD) is proposing to adopt a master land use plan and to amend zoning classifications in the
Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project area, which will result in the redevelopment of the area with
new residential commercial, recreational, and educational facilities. The project area
encompasses approximately 120 acres. The City is proposing to provide the necessary resources
for soil testing and remediation, property acquisition. rehabilitation. clearance/demolition,
relocation of affected property owners (if necessary). and the installation of public
facilities/improvements and infrastructure in order to facilitate redevelopment of the area. The
project will be financed with a combination of public and private funds.

Potential Environmental Impacts: The project will result in the following potential negative
impacts on the environment: construction continuing for more than one year; possible
construction of off-street parking for 1,000 vehicles; temporary closing of all or some of the
recreational facilities at McCarthy Park; temporary increase in noise during construction;
rerouting of existing traffic circulation patterns within the local area potentially affecting not
only traffic circulation but also air quality; possible future demolition of part of All High
Stadium; possible relocation of area residents and businesses; soil remediation: alterations to
existing land uses; and possible long-term increase of noise levels.

ALSO IN ACCORDANCE WITH THE PROVISIONS OF SEQRA, a public hearing will be
held by the Department of Community Development in:

Room 901 City Hall, Buffalo, New York 14202
at 3:00 p.m., Thursday, May 14, 1998

The purpose of the hearing is to permit the Department of Community Development to obtain
public comment on the proposed Main-LaSalle Project and the project’s Draft Generic
Environmental Impact Statement.



Any person or organization desiring to be heard regarding the proposed project is hereby invited
to appear at the public hearing, at which time such person or organization will be afforded an
opportunity to be heard. Those wishing to speak at the hearing are requested to submit their
comments in writing at the hearing.

COMMENTS ON THE DRAFT GEIS SHOULD BE SENT TO:

Contact Person: Mr. Gregory J. Bernas
Assistant Environmental Program Coordinator

Address: Department of Community Development
Division of Planning
901 City Hall
65 Niagara Square
Buffalo, New York 14202

Telephone Number: (716) 851-5083

COPIES OF THE DRAFT GEIS ARE ALSO AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW OR PURCHASE
FROM THE CONTACT PERSON LISTED ABOVE.

THE DRAFT GEIS IS ALSO AVAILABLE FOR REVIEW AT:
Address: Buffalo/Erie County Library

Central Library

Lafayette Square

Buffalo, New York 14203

Contact Person: Joyce Davoli
Area §; Business Information Department

Telephone Number: (716) 858-8900



A Copy of this Notice and the Draft GEIS Sent to:

City of Buffalo; Honorable Anthony M. Masiello. Mayor

Buffalo Urban Renewal Agency; Anthony M. Mastello, Chairman

Buffalo Common Council

Buffalo Sewer Authority; Anthony Hazzan, General Manager

Buffalo Department of Public Works; Joseph Giambra, Commissioner

Niagara Frontier Transportation Authority; Richard Swist, Director

Erie County Department of Environment and Planning;: Richard Tobe, Commissioner

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation; Commissioner; Regional Director

New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation; Ruth L. Pierpont,
Director, Historic Preservation Field Services

New York State Department of Transportation; Robert J. Russell. Regional Director
Buffalo Water Authority; Joseph Giambra, Chairman

Erie County Health Department; Arnold N. Lubin, M.D., Commissioner
Erie County Water Authority

Buffalo Fire Department; Cornelius Keane, Commissioner

Buffalo Police Department; Gil Kerlikowske, Commissioner

City Planning Board; S. Theodore Berg, Chairman

Buffalo Law Department; Corporation Counsel Michael Risman

Niagara Frontier Transportation Committee; Edward Small, Staff Director
Buffalo Comptroller; Joel A. Giambra

Buffalo/Erie County Library, Central Library

New York State Department of Education

Buffalo Board of Education; Mrs. Marlies A. Wesolowski. President

State University of New York

Buffalo Parks Department

State Department of Health



Distribution List Continued
A Copy of this Notice Only Sent to:

Erie County Industrial Development Agency

Western New York Economic Development Corporation; Judith Kossy. President
Buffalo Environmental Management Commission: James Smith
Greater Buffalo Development Foundation; Andrew Rudnick. President
Buffalo Assessment Department; Joseph Sole, Commissioner

Buffalo Enterprise Development Corporation; Alan DeLisle

All Buffalo Common Councilmembers

Bell Atlantic Telephone Co.

Buffalo Department of Administration and Finance; Eva Hassett. Commissioner
Buffalo Department of Street Sanitation; Commissioner Paul Sullivan
Buffalo Zoning Board

Gerard Edwards, Property Manager, Consolidated Rail Corp.

Gary Kilborn, Niagara Mohawk Corp.

Great Lakes Motor Corp.

Brauvin High Yield Fund, L.P.

Michael and Nancy Miranda

Crisis Services Foundation, Inc.

AA&IL Associates, L.P.

Keystone Corporation

Evelyn Zacher

Ellicott Lanes, Inc.

Rick Hattan

Bea Skarbowski

Citizens Advisory Committee, Hallie Howell, Chairman

Leonard Walk, c/o Roger Simon, Gibson, McAskill. Crosby

LaSalle Avenue Assoc., L.P.

Ricky Bostoph

Daniel A. Cane



Distribution List Continued
A Copy of this Notice Only Sent to:

Stephen Costello

Shirley M. Brown

Thomas G. and W. Shaw
Ahmed Syed

Gregg Neville

Waldheim Iron Works, Inc.

TCI of New York, Inc.




APPENDIX B

COPIES OF WRITTEN COMMENTS RECEIVED ON THE DRAFT GENERIC
ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT STATEMENT
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Erie County Water Authority

350 Ellicott Square Building + 295 Main Street « Buffalo, NY 14203-2494
716-849-8484 « FAX 716-849.8463

LEGAL DEPARTMENT

May 14, 1998

City of Buffalo

Department of Community Development
Room 920 City Hall S
65 Niagara Square 3 =
Buffalo, New York 14202 = =
Attention: Gregory J. Bernas = ZE o
1 £
Re: Main/LaSalle Revitalization Project = 5l
:._T_ Cg-
Dear Mr. Bernas: . =
& i
=

Please be advised that the Erie County Water Authority has no objection to the City of
Buffalo being designated lead agency in the above named project. Additionally, the Erie County

Water Authority has no comment or input on the project at this time.

Very Truly Yours,

William R.
Associate Counsel

WRC/sed
L.D. File #98-025-1
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¥ NIAGARA
A/ MOHAWK

NIAGARA MOHAWK POWER CORPORATION/300 ERIE BOULEVARD WEST, SYRACUSE, N.Y. 13202/TELEPHONE (315)474-1511

May 29, 1998

Mr. Gregory J. Bernas

Assistant Environmental Program Coordinator
Department of Community Development

City of Buffalo Division of Planning

901 City Hall

65 Niagara Square

Buffalo, NY 14202

RE: Comments on Draft GEIS for the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project

Dear Mr. Bernas:

Niagara Mohawk applauds the City of Buffalo’s revitalization plans of the Main-LaSalle project
area. Development such as this can only strengthen the local economy, enhance Buffalo’s image
and increase our customer base.

After briefly reviewing the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (April 27, 1998) and the
Soils Management Plan (May 13, 1998), Niagara Mohawk (NM) would like to submit the
following comments/concerns about the information contained within these documents. Please
be advised, our comments/concerns are not limited to the information contained within this
document:

1. On page 2-34 of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS), Section 2.8.4, a
clarification is necessary to address the following sentence:

Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation has been granted, by the City of Buffalo, the
permission and consent to be the exclusive electricity provider within the City limits. As a
result of the recent Public Service Commission (PSC) approval of PowerChoice (NM’s
deregulation plan) this March, Niagara Mohawk will continue to own and maintain the
electricity distribution facilities within the City but the energy feeding the system, and
therefore consumed by the inhabitants within the city, would be supplied by energy services
companies (ESCO’s) hired by each customer. This of course is an over-simplification of the
situation and greater detailed information can be provided.



Mr. Gregory J. Bemas
May 29, 1998
Page I

2. Also within Section 2.8.4 of the DGEIS it is stated that:

uate to prov1de serv1ce to the proposed

deregulatlon (W1ate 1997) o

Depending on the electrical loads of the newly developed facilities, Niagara Mohawk might
be required to reconfigure the energy supply network surrounding this project. If this is
necessary, a lengthy planning and construction process would be required and advance notice
would be necessary to avoid development delays.

The second highlighted block of text, in the above paragraph, implies that Niagara Mohawk
would not require reimbursement for the proposed distribution facilities within the
boundaries of the project. Once again, this might not be the case, depending on the
circumstances and the type of development within the project scope. Niagara Mohawk is
required to seek reimbursement for construction in accordance with the applicable PSC
Tariffs in effect at the time of construction. Furthermore, the reconfiguring (e.g. converting
overhead lines to underground), relocation and the removal of existing facilities could require
Niagara Mohawk to seek full reimbursement. Niagara Mohawk reimbursement would also
be applicable to the removal of street lighting facilities less than fifteen years old.

Thank you for seeking comments on this exciting revitalization plan and we look forward to
receiving more information to start the planning process. Questions and clarifications regarding
this document can be obtained by calling Mr. David Paprocki, Supervisor Electric Sales and
Service, at (716) 857-4031.

Singesely,

A1

Robert S. Reynolds
Consumer Advisor
Niagara Mohawk Power Corporation

Hand Delivered by Robert S. Reynolds on 5/29/98
CC: David Paprocki

James Perez
Diana Cunningham
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
Region 9 Division of Environmental Permits ‘

270 Michigan Avenue, Buffalo, New York 14203-2999 ~
(716) 851-7165 v
John P. Cahill

! Commissioner

May 28, 1998

Mr. Greg Bernas

Assistant Environmental Program Coordinator

City of Buffalo Department of Community Development
Division of Planning

901 City Hall

65 Niagara Square

Buffalo, NY 14202

Dear Mr. Bernas:

Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement
Main-LaSalle Revitalization Project
City of Buffalo, Erie County

The following are this Department's comments on the above referenced Statement. Comments on the
Soils Management Plan will be submitted under separate cover by our Division of Solid and Hazardous Materials
(DSHM).

1. The Draft Generic Environmental Impact Statement (DGEIS) is misleading in sections ES-13, 1-19
and 4-7, which suggested options of dealing with the soil are still viable. In fact, pages 4-8 more
completely describe that many of the options have been determined to be inadequate and have been
discarded. However, the DGEIS promotes the option of disposing of the contaminated soil, i.e.
solid waste, on top of the existing landfill. If this is done, as you were previously advised, this

" Department would have jurisdiction on that disposal option, which would also include closure
requirements for the entire landfill (not just the newly disposed-of material, but the historic
material disposed of on-site prior to the new revitalization project).

2. Please be aware that the Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) must be subjected to SEQR. The
DGEIS attempts to describe the VCA, however, because the VCA does not yet exist, the reader
is not able to judge the adequacy of the VCA. As mentioned previously, our DSHM will be giving
you comments on the Soils Management Plan. '

3. On Pages 4-8 the DGEIS references Appendix C as containing the VCA. This is wrong because
it has not been completed.

4. Pages 2-36 states the Buffalo River is Class D. Actually, the Buffalo River is Class C.



| Mr. Greg Bernas
May 28, 1998
Page 2

5. Pages 2-36 gives the general overview of groundwater in the vicinity of the area. We believe
it is appropriate to note that a DEC groundwater study was conducted in 1991. In addition,
groundwater data is available from the Buffalo Sewer Authority, as part of their tunnel project
conducted in the early 1990's.

Qur Division of Solid and Hazardous Materials is working on a Voluntary Cleanup Agreement in
conjunction with the City. It is anticipated that the following work consisting of contaminated soil movement and
capping could be authorized under the VCA. Since the preferred cleanup alternative for the site involves
excavating the contaminated soils and disposing of them on the portion of the site where landfilling historically
occurred, the minimum cover for capping over this material should be one foot of compacted clayey soil
and six inches of topsoil. This cover should be sloped at a minimum of 4% to promote runoff and to reduce
water infiltration through the existing fill material.

In closing, I would like to re-emphasize that a FEIS should be done for this project, not a Negative
Declaration. Response to public/agency comments in the FEIS is important, including providing reasoned
answers as to why impacts are not significant. This should be done in the time frame provided by SEQR
regulations to allow the public/agencies to review those comments/answers before any construction activity
occurs.

Respectfully,

o). Ditear:

Steven J. Doleski
Regional Permit Administrator

prd

cec: Mr. Martin Doster, NYSDEC Division of Solid & Hazardous Materials
Mr. Mark Hans, NYSDEC Division of Solid & Hazardous Materials
Mr. Glen Bailey, NYSDEC Division of Environmental Enforcement
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% # New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
¢ $ Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau
& wewvorxstate 3 Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643

Bernadette Castro
Commissioner

May 26, 1998

Mr. Greg Bernas
Agsistant Environmental
Program Coordinator
Community Development Department
901 Ccity Hall
Buffalo, NY 14202

Dear Mr. Bernas:
RE: SEQRA/DEC
Main-LaSalle Revitalization Plan
Buffalo, Erie County
96PR2368

The Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) has
received the Draft GEIS for the Main~LaSalle Revitalization Project. As the
state agency responsible for the coordination of the State’s historic
preservation programs, including the encouragement and assistance of local
preservation programs, we offer the following comments.

Recommendations regarding archeology and known listed and eligible
historic properties in the area of the project are provided on the
enclosures.

When responding, please be sure to refer to the OPRHP project review
(PR) number noted above. If you have any questions, please feel free to

call me at (518) 237-8643 ext. 255.
14
rt D. Kuhgfjjé;;?%i:

Hidtoric Preservation Coordinator
Field Services Bureau

RDK/rma
Enclosures

An Equal Opportunity/Atfirmative Action Agency
& printed on recycled paper



ARCHEOLOGY COMMENTS

96 PR 2368

Based upon a review of the Cultural Resource Survey Report for
the Main-LaSalle Revitalization Plan the Office of Parks, Recreation and
Historic Preservation (OPRHP) concurs with the archeological recommendations
of the report. OPRHP has no concerns regarding potential project impacts on
archeological resources within the project area.

If you have any questions concerning archeology, please call Robert Kuhn
at (518) 237-8643 ext. 255.
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STATE Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643
i&GIBILITY EVAIUATION DATE:3/31/93 STAFF:_C. Ross
PROPERTY:Bethune Hall, SUNY/Buffalo MCD:_ Buffalo

ADDRESS: 2917 Main Street COUNTY:__Erie

PROJECT REF: : USN:02940.006737

I. Property is individually listed on SR/NR:

name of listing
Property is a contributing component of a SR/NR district:

name of district
II. Property appears to meet eligibility criteria.
Property contributes to a district which appears to meet
eligibility criteria. Pre SRB:__ Post SRB:

SRB date

National Register Criteria for Evaluation:

A._X Associated with events that have made a significant
contribution to the broad patterns of ocur history:

B. Associated with the lives of persons significant in our
past:;

C._X_ Embodies the distinctive characteristics of a type,
period or method of construction; or represents the
work of a master; or possess high artistic values; or
represents a significant and distinguishable entity
whose components may lack individual distinction:

D.____ Have yielded, or may be likely to yield information
important in prehistory or history.

STATEMENT OF SIGNIFICANCE: Bethune Hall is eligible for listing
on the National Register of Historic Places under Criteria A and
C. It is architecturally significant as a distinguished,
representative example of early twentieth century industrial
architecture in Buffalo. Built ca. 1915, the Buffalo Meter
Company occupied the factory building for many years before
selling it to the University of Buffalo in 1971. Designed by
Lockwood, Greene and Company, the "Daylight Factory" is a four
story tall and four bays wide by twelve bays long building. Each
bay features an exposed reinforced concrete frame, filled
entirely with glass carried in standard steel sash, with a brick
spandrel below the sill. The interior plan is interrupted only
by columns at eighteen-foot centers on a square grid and is
partitioned by a solid block rising through all four floors and
dividing the simple rectangular layout into unequal but
proportional halves. This Daylight Factory building retains a
high level of integrity and is an important surviving example of
its type from the period.

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency

”» .
¢, > printed on recycied paper



NATIONAL REGISTER EBLIGIBILITY COMMENTS

96 PR 1716

Based upon a review of the Cultural Resource Survey Report for
PIN 5034.93.101 the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
(OPRHP) can provide the following information:

The following properties within the project area have been previously
determined eligible or listed on the State and National Register of Historic
Places:

districts
The East Parkside Subdivision Historic District
The SUNY Buffalo Main Street Campus Historic District

individual properties

2211 Main Street 2885 Main Street
2253 Main Street 2917 Main Street
2521 Main Street 3080 Main Street
2495 Main Street 3233 Main Street
2540 Main Street 3275 Main Street

2837 Main Street

The following properties have been evaluated for this project and
determined eligible for listing on the State and National Registers of
Historic Places:

districts
The Central Park Historic District
The University Heights Commercial Historic District

individuals

2365 Main Street 3124-26 Main Street
2554 Main Street 3191 Main Street
2580 Main Street 3208-12 Main Street
2720-28 Main Street 3214-16 Main Street
2730 Main Street 3404 Main Street
277% Main Street 3442 Main Street
2968 Main Street 3484 Main Street
3105 Main Street 3500 Main Street
3107 Main Street 2 University Avenue

Grover Cleveland Golf Course buildings at Main and Bailey

The architectural and historical significance of these properties is
documented in the Cultural Resource Survey report.



In addition, the OPRHP has concerns about potential project impacts on
the following objects and features: ’

-The entrance gates at University Avenue, Allenhurst Road, and Capen
Boulevard.

-The monument at 2253 Main Street.

-The Veterans Memorial at the northeast corner of Main and Bailey.
-The brick rcads at Niagara Falls Boulevard and Northrup Avenue.

The OPRHP has no concerns regarding any other properties within the
project area.

If you have any questions concerning eligibility determinatioms, please
call Robert Kuhn at (518) 237-8643 ext. 255.
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g £ New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
§ £ Historic Preservation Field Services Bureau
% vewvorxstate 2 Peebles Island, PO Box 189, Waterford, New York 12188-0189 518-237-8643
Bernadette Castro
Commissioner

August 7, 1996

NYS DOT, Region 5

Cleo Jones

Buffalo State Office Building
125 Main Street

Buffalo, NY 14203

Dear Ms. Jones:

RE: DOT
Main St Reconstruction/NY 5
PIN 5034.93.101
Buffalo/Amherst, Erie County
96PR1716

Thank you for requesting the ccmments of the Office of Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation (OPRHP) concerning your project’s potential
impact/effect upon historic and/or prehistoric cultural resources. The
documentation which you provided on your project has been reviewed by ocur
staff. Preliminary comments and/or requests for additiomal information are
noted on separate attachments accompanying this letter. A determination of
impact/effect will be provided only after ALL documentation requirements
noted on any attachments have been met. Any questions concerning our
preliminary comments and/or requests for additional information should be
directed to the appropriate staff person identified on each attachment.

In cases where a state agency is involved in this undertaking, it is
appropriate for that agency to determine whether consultation should take
place with OPREP under Section 14.09 of the New York State Parks, Recreation
and Historic Preservation Law. In addition, if there is any federal agency
involvement, Advisory Council on Historic Preservation’s regulations,
"protection of Historic and Cultural Properties" 36 CFR 800 require that
agency to initiate consultation with the State Historic Preservation Officer
(SHPO) .

An Equal Opportunity/Affirmative Action Agency
3 printed on recycled paper



When responding, please be sure to refer teo the OPRHP Project Review
(PR) number noted above.

Sincerely,

Bl A, Pl

Ruth L. Pierpont
Director, Historic Preservation
Field Services Bureau

RLP:cm
attachments: [*] Archeology Comments
" [*] State/National Registers of Historic Places Eligibility

Comments

cc: Mary Ivey



ARCHEOLOGY COMMENTS

96 PR 1716

Based upon a review of the Cultural Resource Survey Report for
PIN 5034.93.101 the Office of Parks, Recreation and Historic Preservation
(OPRHP) concurs with the archeological recommendations of the report. OPRHP
has no concerns regarding potential project impacts on archeological
resources within the project area. No additional archeological
investigations are warranted for this project.

‘If you have any gquestions concerning archeclogy, please call Robert Kuhn
at (518) 237-8643 ext. 255.



APPENDIX C

SITE INVESTIGATION REPORT FOR BEDC PROPERTY
at
300 AMHERST STREET



PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT
for Buffalo Enterprise Development Corp.

300 East Amherst Street
Buffalo, New York 14214

STERLING ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

October 31, 1996
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SUMMARY

Sterling Environmental Services, Inc. was retained by Buffalo Enterprise
Development Corp. to perform a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment on the
property on 300 East Amherst Street, in Buffalo, New York 14214. The
property consists of a 1.03 acre lot with a 3195 ft? building. This site
assessment was performed following ASTM Standards on Environmental Site
Assessments for Commercial Real Estate, E 1527-94.

INTRODUCTION
Il.1T Purpose

The purpose of this Phase | Environmental Site Assessment is to identify, to the
extent feasible, recognized environmental conditions in connection with the
property in Buffalo, NY 14214,

II.2 Special Terms and Conditions

This assessment considered the potential risk on the site due to hazardous
substances, petroleum products, as per the ASTM Standard, and friable
asbestos and 2 soil samples analyzed for a selected list of constituents. Radon,
lead-based paint, lead in drinking water, and wetlands were not included in the
scope of this assessment.

The site, that is the object of this Phase |, located at 300 East Amherst Street,
in Buffalo, NY will be referred to as the "Property” in this report. In addition,
the property known as 300 East Amherst Street has also been listed as 286
and 288 East Amherst Street. Any raw information referring to these addresses
can be applied to the property.

.3 Limitations and Exceptions of Assessment

All ASTM Standards on Environmental Site Assessment for Commercial Real
Estate, as per E 1527-94, were followed. All required sources were consulted.

1.4 Limiting Conditions and Methodology Used

At the time of the site visit, there were no unusual limiting conditions. Since
the Property is vacant, all of the site was accessible. The entire site was
observed. The weather was clear and there were no physical encumbrances
present.

SITE DESCRIPTION

1.1 Location and Legal Description



The location of the site is in Buffalo, New York 14214.

The legal description from May 27, 1969 is as follows: "All that plot of land
situated in the City of Buffalo, County of Erie, and State of New York being part
of Lot No. 45 , Township 11, Range 8 of the Holland Land Company’s Survey
bounded and described as follows: Beginning at a point of intersection of the
northerly line of Amherst Street with the northeasterly line of lands of Delaware
Lackawanna and Western Railroad Company; running thence northwesterly
along said northeasterly line of lands said Railroad Company one hundred
ninety-eight and twenty-three hundredths (198.23) feet to a point in said line
which would be intersected by the southerly line of Berkshire Avenue extended
as shown on map of Berkshire Terrace filed in Erie County Clerks’s office under
cover number 885; running thence easterly along said extended southerly line
of Berkshire Avenue as shown by said map two hundred forty-seven and sixty-
nine hundredths (247.69) feet to a point; thence southeasterly and parallel with
the first mentioned boundary two hundred seven and seventy-six hundredths
(207.76) feet to the northerly line of Amherst Street and thence westerly along
the northerly line of Amherst Street two hundred fifty-one and nine hundredths
(251.09) feet to the point of beginning.

Excepting that part conveyed by deed recorded in the Erie County Clerk’s
Office in Liber 4082 of Deeds at page 172."

1.2 Site and Vicinity Characteristics

The site is irregular in shape and is approximately 253 feet by 178 feet and is
located in an industrial/residential area in the City of Buffalo. The terrain of the
site and area is flat with an elevation of about 650 ft. The nearest surface
water is the LaSalle Reservoir bordering the property to the east. The depth to
bedrock for this site is estimated to be about three feet. Bedrock outcrops can
be seen at the south edge of the property in the road cut.

1.3 Description of Structures, Roads, or Improvements on Site

There is one building located on the property. The one-story building is
constructed of concrete blocks and was built during the early 1950’s, according
to Sanborn maps (see Appendix XI.5). The building has 475 ft? devoted to
office space, with the remaining space being used as a warehouse. There is
also a small loft area above the offices, which is accessible from the
warehouse.

The front door faces East Amherst Street and enters into the offices. In front
of the building is an asphalt parking area. Adjacent to the office entrance is a
large overhead door that is presently blocked over and not accessible from the
outside. All the windows, except for one at the top of the building and two by
the office entrance, are either blocked or boarded up. A heavy-duty chain link



fence with barbed wire surrounds most of the property, except for the parking
area. Access to the property is through the office, or a gate on the eastern
edge of the property.

The north side of the building also contains a large overhead door. This door
provides access to the "yard" area of the property from the warehouse. The
yard has multiple concrete pads along the edges of the property remaining from
older buildings or sheds. The yard is covered in gravel and small brush.

In the center of the warehouse, and just outside the northern overhead doors
are floor drains. They both lead to the City of Buffalo sewer system. In the
bottom of each drain are several inches of sediment. The potable water supply
for the site is public water from the City of Buffalo. The sewer system is also
maintained by the City of Buffalo. The exact age of the system is unknown.
The building is heated by forced air natural gas. Electric and gas lines extend
to the building, but were disconnected at the time of the site reconnaissance.

i.4 Information Reported by Client

No information related to possible recognized environmental conditions with the
Property was reported by the Client.

.5 Current Uses of the Property
Currently, the property is vacant and is not in use.
1.6 Past Uses of the Property

Previous to 1877, the property had been used for agriculture. In 1877, the
Buffalo Cement Company, acquired the property as part of a larger parcel that
was used to manufacture and sell hydraulic cement. The Buffalo Cement
Company owned a large parcel of property and how each section of the parcel
was used is unknown. By 1902, Buffalo Cement Company was selling crushed
stone from their property.

In 1923, Clinton M. Ross purchased the subject property from Buffalo Crushed
Stone. By 1931, he was operating a construction equipment yard on site.
That parcel later became known as 300 E. Amherst Street.

Listed below are the various tenants of the site and their type of business while
they occupied the site. As shown, at times more than one business operated
from the site.



Years of Occupancy Name of Tenant Type of Business
1991 - 1996 Aluma Systems scaffolding
1984 - 1990 Buffalo Toi-lets Inc. rentals and

service
1961 - 1990 Theo J. Skarbowski construction
equipment
1935 - 1961 Lloyd G. Ross machinery
dealers
construction
equipment
road
construction
1939 - 1952° Wetherald H. construction
Equipment Co. equipment
1934 - 1936° Floyd Heitman unknown
1931 - 1939° Clinton M. Ross construction
equipment

¥ - exact dates uncertain, some years of information unavailable
.7 Current and Past Uses of Adjoining Properties

To the west of the property is the Erie Lackawanna Rail Road. It became a
railroad right of way in 1870. This section of track is now abandoned and
no longer in use. Previous to the railroad, the property was agricultural. To
the north of the site is Joe McCarthy Park. The park was built upon an old
gravel quarry operated by Buffalo Crushed Stone. The quarry was filled with
various materials, including: municipal refuse, incinerator ash, C & D debris,
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household appliances, tree limbs, paint waste mixed with sawdust, floor
sweepings, and refuse from Buffalo Forge Co. prior to becoming a park.

To the east is the LaSalle Reservoir. It is used as a catch basin for surface
water by the City of Buffalo. The reservoir was originally part of the quarry
created by Buffalo Crushed Stone. Across the street to the south is the
Enterprise Industrial Center. Previously, it was a Harrison Radiator
manufacturing facility.

1.8 Site Map
-see next page
RECORDS REVIEW
IV.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources, Federal and State

The following resources were used in this Environmental Site Assessment:
Federal NPL site list as of 5/1/96
Federal CERCLIS list, as of 5/1/96
Federal RCRA TSD facilities list, as of 5/10/96
Federal RCRIS large quantity generators list, as of 5/10/96
Federal RCRIS small quantity generators list, as of 5/10/96
Federal ERNS list, as of 12/31/95
Federal NFRAP list, as of 5/1/96
New York Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites, as of 8/8/95
New York Leaking Storage Tanks, as of 8/29/95
New York Active Solid Waste Facility Register, as of 6/30/96
New York Chemical Bulk Storage Tanks, as of 5/16/96
New York Major Oil Storage Facilities, as of 5/16/96
New York Petroleum Bulk Storage Tanks, as of 5/14/96

These listings identified three locations within the ASTM required search
perimeter, however one was misplotted by ERIIS and is actually located
outside the search perimeter. They are as follows:
New York Petroleum Bulk Storage Tanks
7548 - Enterprise Industrial Center, 317 E. Amherst - 0.014 miles
from the site, there are six AST’s with a capacity of 51589 gal. They
are empty and temporarily out of service.

New York Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites

1395 - Lasalle Reservoir - Adjacent to the site, it is listed as a
Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal Site by New York State.



1599 - Bell Aerospace - Textron - this site is listed as being 0.972
miles from the site, but the information is incorrect. This site is in
Niagara Falls, NY and not within the ASTM search perimeter.

IV.2 Physical Setting Sources

The following physical setting sources were referenced for this report:
USGS map - Buffalo NE/7.5 1950, 1956, 1958, 1965 & 1967
Aerial photographs from 1951, 1960 and 1990 from the Erie County
Department of Environment and Planning

Based upon these record sources, it has been determined that the site is at
an elevation of 650 feet. The latitude of the site is 42.940114, with a
longitude of -78.825255. The terrain is flat with a few small trees and
vegetation. Groundwater maps for the area were unavailable.

V.3 Historical Use Information

In order to obtain the past uses of the property, the following sources were
used:
Aerial photographs from 1951, 1960, and 1990 from the Erie County
Department of Environment and Planning
Historical USGS maps from 1950, 1956, 1958, 1965 and 1967
Sanborn maps from 1916, 1935, 1950, 1963, and 1986.
Title search of property from 1969.
City of Buffalo Building Permits
City of Buffalo Directories 1931 - 1993°
Haines Directories 1990 - 1994

* Some years of City of Buffalo Directories missing.
INFORMATION FROM SITE RECONNAISSANCE AND INTERVIEW
V.1 Hazardous Substances in Connection with Identified Uses

Based upon observation and information obtained, there is evidence that
paint and petroleum products were used or stored on site.

V.2 Hazardous Substance Containers and Unidentified Substance

Containers

The following hazardous substances were observed during the site
reconnaissance:



Container(s) Potential Hazardous Substance
55 gallon drum red paint, flammable

one gallon bottle unknown liquid

3 automotive batteries lead acid batteries

5 gallon can cleaner

2 one gallon cans muriatic acid

one gallon can aluminum paint

one gallon can Easy-glo floor finish

one gallon can Lev- L- Astic binder

2 one gallon cans coil conditioner - muriatic acid

Two empty drums, one closed head 55 gallon and a thirty gallon open head,
were found outside, behind the building. There were no labels or markings
on the drums and they were corroded. The 55 gallon drum was standing
upright with both bungs removed and the thirty gallon was on its side with
no lid. No sheen or staining was observed on surrounding soils. Vegetation
in the area was unaffected.

V.3 Storage Tanks

There was no evidence observed during the site reconnaissance indicating
the presence of any such tanks on the site. During the interview with the
owner, he identified the use of a 250 gallon portabie tank. The diesel tank
was on a pad near the north side of the property for a short period of time.

V.4 Indication of PCBs

During the site reconnaissance, an exposed fluorescent light ballast was
found in the storage room off the warehouse. The ballast appeared to be
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intact, uncorroded, and showed no signs of leaking. There were no
identifiable markings on the ballast, but based upon its age it is assumed to
contain PCBs.

V.5 Indication of Solid Waste Disposal

Based upon information obtained from listings of solid waste disposal sites,
there is no indication, that solid waste was disposed on the property.
Adjacent to the site, on the rail road property, several discarded empty
drums and piles of other solid waste were observed during the site
reconnaissance. McCarthy park to the north was a solid waste landfill in the
past.

ASBESTOS INSPECTION

During the asbestos inspection two friable substances were identified to
possibly be asbestos-containing materials. They are the wall board on the
east wall of the warehouse and the ceiling panels in the storage room
connected to the warehouse. Both materials were sampled and analyzed by
PLM. The results indicate that neither substance contains asbestos (see lab
results Appendix XI.6).

SOIL SAMPLING

During the site reconnaissance two soil samples were taken (for approximate
locations see site sketch - next page) from a depth of 6" to 12". The
samples were analyzed for TCL Volatile Organics, TCL Semivolatile Organics,
TCL Pesticides/PCB’s, TAL Metals and Total Cyanide. Complete laboratory
results are in Appendix XI.6.

Sample #1 was taken along the western edge of the property, about five
feet from the fence. This location was chosen due to the solid waste
observed on the neighboring property. Sample #2 was taken near the empty
55 gallon drum found to the west of the building.
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The following constituents exceed NYS Soil Cleanup levels based upon
TAGM HWR-94-4046.

Sample #1 | Sample #2 | Cleanup Level

Volatile Organics
(ppb)

Acetone 240 506 200

Methylene Chloride 350 260 100

Semivolatile
Organics (ppb)

Benzo-(a)anthracene

Chrysene

Benzo-(a)pyrene

Metals* (ppm)

Arsenic 23.3 3-12
Cadmium 1.10 0.1-1
Calcium 58,300 130 - 35,000
Chromium 47.9 1.5 -40
Copper 134 1-50
Magnesium 15,700 100 - 5,000
Mercury 0.747 0.533 0.001 - 0.2
Nickel 47.0 0.5-25
Zinc 336 564 9-50

*Please Note: The actual NYS cleanup levels for metals are based upon
individual site background levels. Lacking this data, the metals featured in
the previous table are the ones that exceeded the upper limit of the
background levels commonly found in New York State or the eastern United
States. These levels are an environmental concern.

In addition, the following list shows metal levels which were detected within
the range of background levels, but may still be an environmental concern.
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Metal (ppm) | Sample #1 | Sample #2
Antimony 5.7

Arsenic 8.6

Barium 62.3 174
Calcium 9,680

Chromium 11.3

Iron 13,100 64,200
Lead

Magnesium

Manganese 867 637
Nickel 16.3

OPINION

Opinion of Impacts

The environmental professional(s) who have conducted the site visit and
reviewed the results of the data collection effort have concluded that the
following are "recognized environmental conditions” which may have the
following range of qualitative impacts on the soil and water resources or
structures on the subject property.

It is up to the user (client) based on his or her risk tolerance, fiduciary
responsibility or the applicable law, to determine the extent of further
inquiry.

Recognized Environmental Conditions Potential Impacts

Two empty drums in yard Low Risk
The drums may have been empty when placed in the yard. There was
no visual evidence to the contrary. Hazardous substances have been
used on the property and it is possible the drums were full when
placed in the yard and leaked out over the years. If this were the case
however, higher levels of contaminants would have been expected in
sample #2. The random placement in the open areas of the yard and
the drums being open indicates they were probably empty.



Light Ballast Diminimis
250 gallon diesel tank Unknown’

Being a small storage tank on a pad it is unlikely that significant
leakage occurred undetected. The pad was not diked and the
possibility of spillage from filling and fueling exists. No evidence of
petroleum contamination was visually observed or found in either soil
sample. However, neither soil sample was in close proximity to the
tanks previous location.

Hazardous Substances Unknown’

Since the original site reconnaissance on October 7th, all hazardous
substances have been removed from the property by the previous
tenant, according to the realtor, Fred Fabiniak. The 55 gallon drum of
solvent-based paint and the owner interview indicate painting
operations have occurred on the property. Most painting operations
generate hazardous waste solvents. Prior management practices for
any such waste is unknown.

Adjoining properties Unknown’

The properties surrounding the site all have questionable pasts from an
environmental point of view. Contaminants may have migrated onto
this site via air, surface runoff, and/or groundwater.

Soil Sampling Unknown’

The sampling results indicate soil contamination above generally
accepted levels. The two samples taken and analyzed are not
sufficient to adequately characterize the site.

Note * These are Recognized Environmental Conditions whose impact
on the subject site property is unknown due to a lack of
sufficient evidence upon which to base an informed opinion.



IX FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

We have performed a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment in
conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-94 of
the 300 East Amherst Street in Buffalo, New York, the property. Any
exception to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.3 of
this report. This assessment has revealed no evidence of recognized
environmental conditions in connection with the property except for the
following: (list)

Hazardous substances (see Section V.2)
Adjoining Properties (see Section lil.7)
Soil Sampling (see Section V)

X SIGNATURE(S) AND QUALIFICATIONS OF ENVIRONMENTAL
PROFESSIONAL(S) PARTICIPATING IN PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE
ASSESSMENT

=
Wayne K. Cameron, CHMM

Kecon /5

Kévin P. Janftk, Asbestos Certificate - 96-05138

Qualifications:

Wayne K. Cameron, CHMM - Site reconnaissance, data interpretation,
summary and conclusion

Wayne is a Certified Hazardous Materials Manager at the Master level with
fifteen years of environmental experience. Prior to that he worked as an
industrial engineer. He has a BS degree in Chemistry and Economics from
Allegheny College, Phi Beta Kappa. Wayne specializes in environmental
regulatory issues and consulting and is a member of ASTM Committee E-50
on Environmental Site Assessment.

Kevin Janik - Records review and compilation, site reconnaissance, asbestos
inspection and report preparation

Kevin has a M.S. in Environmental Engineering from Montana Tech of the
University of Montana and a B.S. in Business Administration from the State
University of New York at Buffalo. Kevin has one year of experience in the
environmental field. ’
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PERTAINING TO:
300 EAST AMHERST
BUFFALO, NY 14215

REPORT NUMBER:
114203A

PREPARED ON:
09/30/1996

ON BEHALF OF:

Sterling Environmental Srvs, Inc.
1372 Clinton Street

Buffalo, NY 14206

If you have any questions or comments regarding this report,
please contact ERIIS Customer Service at 1-800-989-0403,
locally at 703-834-0600, or fax us at 703-834-0606.
Thank you for your order.

Copyright (c) 1996 by Environmental Risk Information & Imaging Services (ERIIS).

All rights reserved. No part of this publication may be reproduced, transmitted, transcribed, stored in a
retrieval system, or translated into any language in any form or by any means, electronic, mechanical,
magnetic, optical, manual, or otherwise without prior written permission of ERIIS, 505 Huntmar Park Dr,
Ste 200, Herndon, VA 22070.




ERIIS DISCLAIMER

The information contained in this report has been obtained from publicly available sources and other
secondary sources of information produced by entities other than Environmental Risk Information &
Imaging Services (ERIIS). Although great care has been taken by ERIIS in compiling and checking the
information contained in this report to insure that it is current and accurate, ERIIS disclaims any and

all liability for any errors, omissions, or inaccuracies in such information and data, whether attributable
to inadvertence or otherwise, and for any consequences arising therefrom. The data provided
hereunder neither purports to be nor constitutes legal or medical advice. It is further understood that
ERIIS MAKES NO REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES OF ANY KIND, INCLUDING, BUT NOT
LIMITED TO, THE WARRANTIES OF FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE OF MERCHANTABILITY,
NOR ANY SUCH REPRESENTATIONS OR WARRANTIES TO BE IMPLIED WITH RESPECT TO THE DATA
FURNISHED, AND ERIIS ASSUMES NO RESPONSIBILITY WITH RESPECT TO CUSTOMER'S, ITS
EMPLOYEES', CLIENTS', OR CUSTOMERS' USE THEREOF. ERIS SHALL NOT BE LIABLE FOR ANY
SPECIAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES RESULTING, IN WHOLE OR IN PART, FROM
CUSTOMER'S USE OF THE DATA. Liability on the part of the Environmental Risk Information &
Imaging Services (ERIIS) is limited to the monetary value paid for this report. The report is valid only
for the geographical parameters specified on the cover page of this report, and any alteration or
deviation from this description will require a new report. This report does not constitute a legal
opinion.



ERIIS REPORT OVERVIEW

The following features are available for an ERIIS report:

* Database Report
* Statistical Profile
* Database Records
* Related Maps
* Digital Custom Plotted Map
* Sanborn Fire Insurance Map(s)
* Topographical Map(s)

Statistical Profile

The statistical profile is an at-a-glance numeric summary of the databases searched for your
ERIIS Report.

Database Records

The detailed federal and state database information indicates potential and actual environmental
threats within the study radius. These records are sorted by their distance from the study site.

Digital Custom Map

The digital custom map is cross referenced with the database records. The cross-in-circle in the center
of the map represents the study site. The red circles represent distances from the study site. The
plottable sites in the report are distinguished on the map by symbols of different shape and color.
Historic Fire Insurance Maps

The ERIS collection of historical Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps covers 14,000 cities and towns. These
maps may indicate prior use of the study site. If no maps are available for the study site, a notice to
that effect is included. This notice should serve as evidence of due diligence. ’
Topographical Map

USGS topographical maps show natural and man-made features as well as the shape and elevation of

the terrain. The 7.5 minute quad maps are produced at a scale of 1:24,000, or one inch represents
2,000 feet.

If you have any questions about this report,
please contact ERIIS Customer Service at 1-800-989-0403



ERIS ASTM STATISTICAL PROFILE

State: NY
ERIIS Report #114203A Sep 26, 1996
Site: Latitude: 42.940114
300 EAST AMHERST Longitude:  -78.825255
BUFFALO, NY 14215
Database Radius (M) Property Area** Property-1/4 1/4-1/2 1/2-1 >1 TOTAL
NPL 1 o] 0 0 0
RCRIS_TS 1 0 0 0 0
CERCLIS .5 0 0 0
NFRAP 5 o 0 0
RCRIS_LG .25 0 0
RCRIS_SG .25 0 0
ERNS .05 0 o
HWS 1 1 ¢ 1 2
LRST 5 o 0 0
SWF .5 o o o]
CBS .25 0 0
MOSF .25 0 0
PBS .25 X 1 1
2 0 1 0

Radon Zone Level: 1
Zone 1 has a predicted average indoor screening level > than 4 pCi/L
A Radon Zone should not be used to determine if individual homes need to be tested for radon.

The EPA's Office of Radiation and Indoor Air (202/233-9320) recommends that all homes be tested for radon,
regardless of geographic location or the zone designation in which the property is located.

**A property is defined as a .05 mile buffer around the site's latitude and longitude.
A blank radius count indicates that the database was not searched by this radius per client instructions.

NR in a radius count indicates that the database cannot be reported by this search criteria due to insufficient
and/or inaccurate addresses reported by a federal/state agency.



NPL

Date of Data: 05/01/1996

Release Date: 05/13/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
703/603-8881

RCRIS TS

Date of Data: 05/10/1996

Release Date: 06/10/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
202/260-4610

CERCLIS

Date of Data: 05/01/1996

Release Date: 05/13/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
703/603-8730

NFRAP

Date of Data: 05/01/1996

Release Date: 05/13/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
703/603-8881

RCRIS LG

Date of Data: 05/10/1996

Release Date: 06/10/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
202/260-4610

RCRIS SG

Date of Data: 05/10/1996

Release Date: 06/10/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response
202/260-4610

ENVIRONMENTAL RISK INFORMATION & IMAGING SERVICES
DATABASE REFERENCE GUIDE

National Priorities List

The NPL Report, also known as the Superfund List, is an EPA listing of
uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites. The list is primarily
based upon a score which the site receives from the EPA's Hazardous
Ranking System. These sites are targeted forgoss:ble long-term

remedial action under the Superfund Act of 1980.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System - Treatment,
Storage, And Disposal Facilities

The RCRIS_TS Report contains information pertaining to facilities which
either treaf, store, or dispose of EPA regulated hazardous waste. The
following information is also included in the RCRIS_TS Report:

- Information pertaining to the status of facilities tfacked by the
RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System (RAATS)

- Inspections & evaluations conducted by federal and state agencies
- All reported facility violations, the environmental statute(s}
violated, and any proposed & actual penalties

- Information pertaining to corrective actions undertaken by the
facility or EPA

- A complete listing of EPA regulated hazardous wastes which are
generated or stored on-site

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Information System

The CERCLIS Database is a comprehensive listing of known or suspected
uncontrolled or abandoned hazardous waste sites. These sites have
either been investigated, or are currently under investigation by the

U.S. EPA for the release, or threatened release of hazardous

substances. Once a site is placed in CERCLIS, it may be subjected to
several levels of review and evaiuation, and ultimatelg placed on the
National Priorities List (NPL). As of February 1995, CERCLIS sites
designated "No Further Remedial \Action Planned” (NFRAP) have been
removed from the CERCLIS Database.

No Further Remedial Action Pianned Sites

The No Further Remedial Action Planned Report (NFRAP), also known as
the CERCLIS Archive, contains information pertaining to sites which

have been removed from the U.S. EPA’s CERCLIS Database. NFRAP sites may

be sites where, following an initial investigation, either no

contamination was found, contamination was removed quickly without need

for the site to be placed on the NPL, or the contamination was not
serious enough to require federal Superfund action or NPL
consideration.

Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System - Large Quantity
Generators

The RCRIS_LG Report contains information pertaining to facilities which
either genérate more than 1000kg of EPA regulated hazardous waste per
month, or meet other applicable requirements of the Resource
Conservation And Recovery Act. The following information is also
included in the RCRIS_LG Report:

- Information pertaining to the status of facilities tracked by the

RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System (RAATS)}

- Inspections & evaluations conducted by federal and state agencies

- All reported facility violations, the environmental statute(s)

violated, and any proposed & actual penalties

- Information pertaining to corrective actions undertaken by the

facility or EPA

- A complete listing of EPA regulated hazardous wastes which are
generated or stored on-site

Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System - Small Quantity
Generators

The RCRIS_SG Report contains information pertaining to facilities which
either generate between 100kg and 1000kg of EPA regulated hazardous
waste per month, or meet other agplicable requirements of the Resource
Conservation And Recovery Act. On advice of the U.S. EPA, ERIIS does
not report so-called "RCRA Protective Filers.” Protective Filers,
commonly called C.qn_ditlonalln Exempt Smali Quantity Generators
(CESQG's), are facilities that have completed RCRA notification
paperwork, but are not, in fact, subject to RCRA regulation. The
determination of CESQG status is made by the U.S. EPA. The following
information is also included in the RCRIS_SG Report:

- information pertaining to the status of facilities tracked by the

RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System (RAATS)

- Inspections & evaluations conducted by federal and state agencies

- All reported facility violations, the environmental statute(s)

violated, and any proposed & actual penaities



ERNS

Date of Data: 12/31/1895

Release Date: 03/18/1996

US Environmental Protection Agency

Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response

202/260-2342

HWS

Date of Data: 08/08/1995

Release Date: 08/16/1995

NY Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Hazardous Waste Remediation Division
518/457-0747

LRST

Date of Data: 08/28/1995

Release Date: 09/18/1995

NY Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Spill Prevention and Response Section
518/457-7363

SWF

Date of Data: 06/30/1996

Release Date: 08/12/1996

NY Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Bureau of Solid Waste

518/457-2051

CBS

Date of Data: 05/16/1996

Release Date: 05/22/1996

NY Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Spill Prevention and Response Section
518/457-7363

MOSF

Date of Data: 05/16/1996

Release Date: 05/22/1996

NY Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Spili Prevention and Response Section
518/457-7363

PBS

Date of Data: 05/14/1996

Release Date: 05/22/1996

NY Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Spill Prevention and Response Section
518/457-7363

ENVIRONMENTAL RISK INFORMATION & IMAGING SERVICES
DATABASE REFERENCE GUIDE

- Information pertaining to corrective actions undertaken by the
facility or EPA

- A complete listing of EPA regulated hazardous wastes which are
generated or stored on-site

Emergency Response Notification System - 1995

ERNS is a national computer database system that is used to store
information concerning the sudden and/or accidental release of
hazardous substances, including petroleum, into the environment. The
ERNS Reporting System contains preliminary information on specific
releases, including the spill location, the substance released, and the
responsible party. Please note that the information in the ERNS Report
pertains only to those releases that occured between January 1, 1995
and December 31, 1995.

New York Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites

The New York Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites List contains
summary information pertaining to those facilities that are deemed
potentially hazardous to the public heaith and welfare by the New York
State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC).

New York Leaking Storage Tanks

The New York Leaking Storage Tank Report is a comprehensive listing of
all leaking storaEge tank cases reported to The New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation which have not yet been
resolved. The information for the LST Report is extracted from the
original spills list provided to ERIIS by the NYSDEC. Information
Eertainip to leaking storage tank cases which have been resolved can

e provided upon request.

New York Active Solid Waste Facility Register

The New York Solid Waste Facility Register is a comprehensive listing
of all active and inactive permitted solid waste landfilis and
processing facilities within the State of New York.

New York Chemical Bulk Storage Tanks

The New York Chemical Bulk Storage Report contains information
pertaining to active and inactive facilities that store regulated
substances in aboveground storage tanks with capacities of 185 gallons
or greater, and/or underground storage tanks of any size.

New York Major Oil Storage Facilities

The Major Oil Storage Facilities Report contains summary information on
active and inactive facilities with petroleum storage capacities in
excess of four-hundred thousand gallons.

New York Petroleum Bulk Storage Tanks

The New York Petroleum Bulk Storage Report is a comprehensive listing
of all reported active and inactive facilities that have petroleum

storage capacities in excess of 1100 gallons, and less than four
hundred thousand gallons. ERIIS has obtained the PBS information from
the Delegated Counties in the State of New York. The dates of The
information for the specificogﬂu‘gn/tsi’%s are as foliows:

Cortland
Nassau 06/27/96
Rockland 05/15/96

Suffolk 01/12/96



ERIIS SUMMARY OF PLOTTABLE SITES

ERIIS Report #114203A Sep 26, 1996
DISTANCE DIRECTION
ERHS ID. FACILITY/ADDRESS DATABASE FROM SITE FROM SITE MAP ID
0 - 1/4 Miles
36048047548 ENTERPRISE INDUSTRIAL CENTER PBS 0.014 Mi SOUTHEAST 7548
317 E AMHERST ST
BUFFALO, NY 14215-1529
COUNTY: ERIE
36053001395 LASALLE RESERVOIR HWS 0.185 Mi SOUTHEAST 1395
PARKRIDGE AVENUE AND EAST AMHERST STREET
BUFFALO, NY 14214
COUNTY: ERIE
1/2 - 1 Miles
36053001599 BELL AEROSPACE - TEXTRON HWS 0.972 Mi NORTHEAST 1599

1 NIAGARA FALLS BLVD
BUFFALO, NY 14214-1214
COUNTY: ERIE
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TELEPHONE INTERVIEW/INFORMATION

Date:

Time:

Name:
Position/Company:
Phone:
Interviewer:

Information:

October 10, 1996

1:00 PM

Chris Smith

Buffalo Department of Fire Prevention
716-851-5707

Kevin Janik

The City of Buffalo Department of Fire Prevention
has no records of storage tanks at the property(s)

of 286, 288, and/or 300 East Amherst Street in
Buffalo, NY.



TELEPHONE INTERVIEW/INFORMATION

Date:

Time:

Name:
Position/Company:
Phone:
Interviewer:

Information:

October 23, 1996

11:00 AM

Captain James Ronan

Buffalo Fire Department

716-836-9570

Kevin Janik

Captain Ronan has no information related to

recognized environmental conditions in connection
to 300 East Amherst St.



INTERVIEW FORM FOR OWNER/OCCUPANT

Description of Site: Address:

300 E. Amberst
Buttalo,

Questions answered by: .

Name: 7ed SKorbowsk:

Title:_ e — A

Address:__/£75 S, Fsk Pld /v5 )
Kocllegye Fl Efmbrs

Phone:_ ¥#07-(23-F¥4¥2

Signature:

Date:_ /2 /24 /7¢

If via phone, interviewer’s signature:
-5 2L

Please answer the following questions honestly and to the best of your knowledge. If you
know of another individual who is accessible and may have better knowledge of these issues,

please refer us to them.

1. Currently or in the past has the property or any adjoining property been used for any of

the following?
industrial use
gasoline station
motor repair facility
commercial printing facility
dry cleaners
photo developing laboratory
junkyard or scrapyard

landfill

waste treatment, storage, disposal,
processing or recycling facility

If yes, to any of the above, please identify:

Propert Adjoinin
é?N @N
Y% ~ v
v YD
Y& YD
Y% Y

g(’alfa /Jl‘llf Business on sive

)‘{grr,’yoq (cz.c/"a‘/?.» accvoess Sfreff

Furt befind property wasea land 47/



2. Are there currently, or have there been previously any of the following been stored on
site?

hazardous substances or petroleum products YN

damaged or discarded automotive or industrial batteries Y@

55 gallon drums by st @N

pesticides,r other chemicals in sacks or containers greater than @N
5 gallons or in total volume greater than 50 gallons at a time?

If yes, to any of the above, please identify:

3. Has the site ever been backfilled? @\l

If yes, what was the nature a&d source of the fill material?
Lrom Q7).
Grave L(M /eac £ In yaw'J

friocr Te @uaer ship
4. Are the currently, or have there been previously, any pits, ponds, or @
lagoons located on the property?

If yes, what was their purpose?

5. Is there currently, or has there been previously, any stained soil Y@
on the property?

If yes, please explain:

6. Are there currently, or have there been previously, any registered @’
or unregistered storage tanks (above or underground) located on the property?

If yes, explain:

eT
Fortzble 25’052,5"27:39/"‘4% Shor? Time

On CoacreTe
A/% ’zé»fz,ae oV L, C/@ C @nlem



7. Are there currently, or have there been previously, any vent pipes,
fill pipes, pipe of unknown purpose protruding from the ground on
the property or adjacent to any structure located on the property?

If yes, explain

8. Are there currently, or have there been previously, any flooring, drains,
or walls located within the facility that are stained by substances other
than water or are emitting foul odors?

If yes, explain:

9. Is the property served by a private well or non-public water system?

If yes, have contaminants been identified in the well or system that

exceed guidelines applicable to the water system or has the well been
designated as contaminated by any government environmentali/health agency?

If yes, explain:

10. Does the property discharge waste water on or adjacent to the property
other than storm water or into a sanitary sewer system?

If yes, explain:

11. Have any hazardous substances, petroleum products, or waste materials
of any type been dumped above grade, buried and/or burned on the property?

If yes, explain:

12. Are there or have there been in the past any transformers, capacitors,
or hydraulic equipment on site?

Y/N

\(0%

If yes, are they marked or do you have records of testing as to PCB content?



13. Do you have any knowledge of environmental liens or governmental
notification relating to past or recurrent violations of environmental
laws with respect to the property or any facility located on the property?

If yes, explain:

14. Do you have any knowledge of any environmental site assessment of
the property or facility that indicated the presence of hazardous
substances or petroleum products, or contamination of, the property

or recommended further assessment of the property?

If yes, explain:

15. Do you know of any past, threatened, or pending lawsuits or
administrative proceedings concerning a release or threatened release

of any hazardous substance or petroleum products involving the property
by any owner or occupant of the property?

If yes, explain:

STERLING
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

1372 CLINTON STREET BUFFALO, NEW YORK 14206 PHONE (716)892-2407 FAX (7161824-2441



:
TR (e iy

Rt
E‘ pemiise
[ el




et L SRR

e T T S

ﬁﬂ V
“, do-
i

\\\\\




-

.

.
\! -

L

0Ri . R F

A.‘)ngin-}

iy PSe

r 1% ¢ W Tk pradrr:
ok gt LERBARC i o
R A S bt
UL DEE s AEIREREART AR R L

L 2 el > kY
L o ey - obey.
A “"“ TERAYT 2

et TR
P N LA, S © "'5&"‘“"%"

5

R R "-"A\' ) -
qin dPatiam L i
3 oa g .

Y - (‘xﬂw A}\
T wr WA ® .y Y
LA T A P Y
LR LA At
Sl adbe




b o o g

orth] .. AN I
hopping Crn| :

e a e B

MIAGAmaY

-l

%
LY RLP S

ifo

TS

/124

b
PURATE - )
s wwn

T

Liee’
BTy

- - 3
E>. s H .l
e i ) T8 HEdusig Meye
I R o T | |Pemotial Hospinal
A &
:

Sisters

Aol a5 T

CANISIUS COLLEGER.)
IFH W
fus 2

P Lev g%
35 8 wown o
Lol
54 228 PE T4

A

ik §C

bl

iz

Sl

PR TN i

%Y 1 ?a..:?.]."g’, B . ‘“, 7 = ’l‘ :\ LT : A .‘ o TR W B i % FAR LI 7 & - RS ®1vil i ;"'mﬁl'.'ﬁ;.'_jﬁl;

.




—Q ey 2 Ellw

1 PR T W

o R BT Y A

2 L Ny tiextd RPRED (% 3
8 PLA S e

b,

YRR S

4!

e T R

s Entaidd

P T

ooy

2

e

SEOVER CLEYELAND
HAKRK

.-n.-.
u e

N STATE 1 NIVERSIT]

% un‘«ln x
".s.' .

e e ‘,,.,,,
... e

-luru Y

N

<
r—-..
gaxisoury
e

{1d. ed
el

y gns{mnz

Lid%s

Kendngton ™.
= High Sch .

\.’ '
™) w—u"~ 51, s‘h&;;;__y-‘!r&nn vy

N '- - . . s k - ] . = ﬁ]dpnm
)fi 'ER Bt — o/ | \ - - ., - i S
‘\'~ -1 e d 272 : - Ne . e

%nmu Fospi(ak |

L

54 g
'ij
SIS LN &2
ﬁ.:f?

« Ahietic

1 \ t Fitlmg
ca’ﬂm _l .'- 1) ) uu:\i 'H'

¥

ek

w2

oI
\,

HILIOFFLR)

~ > =1 ; -'.mr
gnm*s‘u ). RAGE i b

e
! %l ,l‘. uTiea

e~ )

ﬁx'

Cgm

[

Sevary e o

Lhegedia

N

\ 3 Bintetc,




o
T

i i At

B2

1 "
it kg8
e & 3
N s o
b %‘TA [
Til L b
- )
M
H £

NG

. Wy
DELAWAES'FARK' .

L S

i

Q=

OniyEs I _ o)
[ UNIERSITY NS GRover SLEVELARD [ams, - =
: ,o,r/BuirAm \ A PAK k- \\_\
n\-\- (ﬁ?) s V\w A

~ i SR

1
) veter | } ca7 s
O

&'“rf’” t“:’_‘f‘*’\

2 s
SRR

o]

= Pa el

\ 4 .

3
it

/ﬁjz’ ;Ik R

L3

N r—s:umsx_‘uius" EMETER




caTHOLIC

S Banacen
.
(3

»

]
il

G

anm(

EMETERY
)
d

iy WS s o 4 B L Btk L RS

,an“zg-*"—.'.—'——-—iv e o oy - .

¥

ﬁn . — qr = HaiAl B L iy IR 1R
_: H S — T N o Rl |y G, air

- -...-...wl- i ﬂ! (Ww.?; — 7. = - ,
Sl o 2 uEu.&.iu-.llr.:T.f;av.el b . - -

P 41-.
—~ ! L1 9 K

URIVERSITY
OF BUFFALD

IR

I N, U TR A F] I

IR e “\.IIJ..—.I, = v

P ~eu.v,s!@.ou
.. T - -]

- X ! h, W
- . L} s o tad R .
e ‘mz X . [EE) YA
arh & £a B e 1

W
NI NN

e T

4

b ‘;S

" Iuwgm:
‘x

ot
whame

#4145k

v
ry

>

b

L

9 > 1 H

i nh

& H o &1 b3

HAPILg y
P S B o : J4: RV

; Y 37 v 5 RN

fatad it W2l g

el e B STH 4

e v, S W U ad (8 il LN w0 > NN oy g - - - ;
AL PREA LT 20T IO P BLL G2V E T 1R LI R
AV REFIR|SIEY 20T RGN 2 4- B4 ) e ERERBERY:
A o LAY hzizhel: fy RRAAERE & > c 4
- oY ¥R HIHTI AL i H "
JE R e R SR R e e e
- ,“W e+ DL B £ ) £ 1y E2 400 ESSONNS mw N
= = |} R v T kol ¥ ey g oy oy 4 1 id N T 2
/ e [ B | A e ,m:‘nww.ﬁ:ﬂr,ﬁ”awm Ly e
- ¥ 9 TIRAR .t — - vy oy X
—N ¥ - A ..- 24 E“ d m.—.«lm 2N Lj N}..ﬁnm;z R £ 3 | -0 B SR e LAY !ﬁl
= bud c SEe g b [ B i 1 R R & — »cl
e = i o 3 3 - B K A mn/t_ TS BT Loy - oy o ¥ d =~ Sy A
< =1 B H = 2 Y F - o Rt anty e -5 e >
A A s EERELRE] f14: = WS T TRERG A
&1& ot FE R 2 V) R m D, Q i} 3 u m N e = A"
|G ERRERER B Bee=T =ias . : S B I
1k ¥ dH IR HERT =SNG ELE 3 e T E e e
K w : ; 4 TS x m_ﬁrf.ﬁi i LS

e

] 55
Sin
i3
[
1
y &;' )
&
Y

35 B = >
] = —Erm I ket L1 ] Y £ =3 oy B j
- F ud i G ..u.mt 3 W * % L % 53 8 S % 3 7, Al R 43 — = = o
o r1 7 5 .\,mnnnm < r{i4 4 1y 3 odw‘m: 1.4 2 11 % e .hvﬂ.ﬂw. .ga.m S , —. .r.
£33 4 = 8 R - oy d 3 ™ s 2w A0 A < 3
- Sy mwm..‘ 4B 0 A by e 3.4 ) H 1 E] 577 2% = 3 : m xx EACATRN TR =2




RLEE® Bains

)

Saee s

L]

[ecividdl §

T
A\

. T

>
id

Aot
AN

[

—Fn
o —

D MY CALVARY

Ruage Luwn
Cem

o o IS A 2L

s s

Pt
sl

El

vk s

]
k
]

Fo

asl dary |

and
¢ i
|

e ot

G .
e

T
sl

X

L

Ahe

S

Hiyh Sch
e a
Pt

& iz
if
WE

~f

(e }
i

Lird

LACKAWANNA

3 N
1. : .
7 AL
z N A
= 2321
g {3 o

.

[ B G 3D
b TR .

.“j:;}&,

o

Ml

9" :ﬂ‘

n

S

Do 100433 4

A

I
s !

iF mlp‘ll

~

e

)
)/\ AN

H * N
- S
,

Lrm,

Otigman®,

Stagluin

,run g7d Fillmore

lTw

1 4
v
7 3
LEN
Ts
rh b
~ o
% e e
'
S d i
bt it M -~



Rbl | NHOANVS

'NOISSINYEd LNOHLIM JI0NG0YdAY HIHIYNA
H4 LON AV ANV ‘NVOIHOIN ‘NYOSUVAQ "FLALILSNI NOSIQH FHL 40 ALYAd0Ud HL TYV SAVIN TYNLAW SUTUNLOVANNYIN HL ‘1661 ‘T ISNONV QILVd FDIANAS NOLLVIWNHOINI DIHAVEDOID

% DNIdIVI NYOENVS NV wmo:wxﬁw ONIDVII 2 ZOF{.E&O&Z_ sz é&ZmEZO&Em me?.hmm Ezmzmﬂmc< Z< .mo mZO?EZOO QNV SWYEL mm& mBE ADNVAY0OIV E xmaom

w = m m 9090-v€8 (€0.) Xv-4 M E0V0-686 008-T M 0090-7ES (€02) M 02TOT VA ‘UOpUISH M 00T BUNS .m>_5 jled jeununyy 09
s$921A198 Fuigew] ) uonRWIoU] HSIY [RIUSWUOIIAUT

NI ANWINOD 4V NOGNYS LHANYA0D




—aUdNVS

'NOISSINYAd LNOHLIM aI0NdoUdayd zmz..EE

34 LON AVIN ANV 'NVOIHOIW ‘NUOGUVIQ "ALALIISNI NOSIQd AHL 40 ALUIJOUd ZHL FYV SAVYIW TVALOW SYTUNLOVANNVIN FHL T661 ‘T LSNDNV AAIVA TOIANES NOLLVIWHOINI OIHAVEDHOITD
2 DNIJdVIN NYOENVS ANV SEDIAUAS ONIDOVINI B NOLLYWHOANI HSIH TVININNOYIANT NIIMLIL INTFNIIYOV NV 40 SNOILIANOD ANV SWHEL FHL HLIM ZJONVAHOIOV NI ‘HIATOH
LHOMAJOD FHL ‘HOIAYHS NOLLVIWHOANI DIHAVEDOTD B DNIdIVI NHOENVS 40 NOISSIWHE A€ AVIN NIIE SVH SIVIN FONVUNSNI d41d NYOENVS JHL 40 NOILONAOYdTH JHL

o | . _ . —
S0P PE (ROLT XV WE0F0686 0087 W 0090-VE8 (E0LT W u\..ﬂow VA "UOpUISH W 00Z 9)INS "eAlQ Mied JewWunH S0G

,~. $921A19§ Suigew] ’p uoLRULIOIU] YSIY [EIUSWIUOIIAUT

\

m




5% b

NHOANVS

'NOISSINUAd LOOHLIM QAONA0YdAY HIHI¥NA
4d LON AVW aNV 'NVDIHOIW 'NYOSHVAQ ‘ALOLILSNI NOSIAZ FHL 40 ALYII0Nd THL UV SIVI TVLLAW SUTUNLOVANNVI THL 1661 'I 1SNOAV Qm&<DmO;mNmZOuE§mO&ZNOESUOQO

% ONIdIVIA NHOUNVS ANV SIDIAYES DNIDVII % NOLLVWIOINI HSI TVINTNNOUIANT NTIMLIE INIWATUOV NV 40 SNOLLIANOD ANV SWHIL THL HLIM ZONVAYOIOV NI ‘YIATOH

LHDMAJOD THL “AOIAUAS NOLLVIWHOINI DIHAVEDOED B ONIdIVIN NHOINVS 40 NOISSINHAJ A8 HAVIW NIAD SVH SIVI FONVUNSNI dU1d NHOANVS HHL

o]

6-008-T M0090vES{E0L MOL op 00z 3 1NS TSAIIG

J40 NOLLONQOUdHY JHL

P b vy e w ety ea bt

mouw?_mm. Suigew 1 uope

~

WLIOJU] YSTY [RIUBUOAIAUY * W

) dery usoques dyy Mo nskdey

00l
HIN} IND OL L) 001 31728 o

HeddeUWung 505




b

NHOANVYS

"NOISSINUAA LNOHLIM q30NA0YdIY HIHIUNI

34 LON AVIW GNV ‘NVOIHOIW ‘NYOGUVAQ ‘ALNLILSNI NOSIAH FHL 40 ALYEJOYd FHL FUYV SIVI TVALAW SHTUNLOVINNVIN THL ‘1661 ‘1 LSNONV ALVA ADIAUIS NOILVINHOANI OEEOOHO
? ONIddVI NHOENVS ANV SEDIAYES ONIOVII 2 NOILVIWHOJNI SIH TVINIWNOUYIANG NIIMLIE INIWNIZYOV NV 10 SNOLLIINOD ANV SWHHL FHL HLIM JONVAYOIOV NI ‘HITIOH
LHONAOD THL "HOIAUAS NOLLYWYOANI DIHAVEDOED % HNIAIVA NUOENVS 40 NOISSINYAJ A8 ZAVIN NZAE SVH SAVIN TONVUNSNI Fd1d NUOENVS FHL 40 NOILONAOUJTY THL

e A § 4

k-&ﬂ»(cﬂ At ra A b

A RO Y PRV NS SRR M A S VRN ]

20N I AR e T

mooc.vmw (€0.) Xv4 ® €0v0-686 008-T M 0090 vmw Amot l 0102 YA conEmI W 00¢C mHSw m>:Q Hed JBuuny S0S

L T N g N

I e VAT T,

SThg
—$991A195 Burdew) 7y uonewIoyu] 3s1y _mu_.oE:o._;:m

T~ - i -
§

PR Oy 7o HEH . «...‘..1....,.1!....:!‘13, A L e e O — .. v
3 ® R , .
; wm 02 Ivpy wsoques s 4q Ligr :kc;}? wﬂ m m m IWA Snu e oo. j&
. m m ‘ D "You) auQ 034 Q| ajeag *
.Qa L :
P ® - LSHIHNY u. ®
A9 U
O]
~
% AV AHIHSHUEE
T, @
14 ‘
| past 3 1
m\Q@ ->< MQD ~ mmxoo.-_lm ~ 8Ir7ddNg w §
W _ s
T T T T

i



U] USOAS |RIUdWNONAUT m::._ﬂw RI:THe ) Umum\.OQ‘_OO—‘:

osaotonn 4 Kiowmary VCOL-ELL-9TL XV STIL-CLL-91L 3FI1-VAJOHD
~ omms“ g W_w““” S601 #9871 dV1d HOd SAN TLOVI AN ﬁcm_mﬁ puein
s - 10-8021 # Q€T dVTAN LSIN peoy 2A0T G181

Bulpavasip a.40f0q stpuow @ fo porsad v 40f sajdwins aiyj fo surpwal joym 24018 [m Ul ‘aa7-padoy) ‘1aodal sty £q paianod

sajduips oy} uinyad o) Suyam up payliou ssapur) Ap1onf 3ulisal sij) fo 1uAMBSIOPpUS JUBHIUIAOT JINIISUOD JOU SIOP JYTT YBHOUYI VIS YIOL MAN 40 JYTIAN YEno.uy [SIN Aq uonpatfisia) piva 3q 01 podad ayy 4of
43P0 U JUIHINIOP J41}UD 3] IPNIIU] INSuL JuUNO0P iKY} Jo uoyanpoldas duy ‘pajsal swayl ay) 0f Ajuo wipjiad Sinsad a5ay ] Pajadialul 4O PasN 24D SUOHDPUAUIMIOI D 40 SIS U} YOUYM Ul LOUUDIE Yt 4Of P

s1 Gipqoly 40 Agpqisuodsas o suoisiaosd Aupqoy fo wonvil] pup QUDLIDM pIopuv)s S,Aupdiios ays Supnous ‘apps fo SUCHIPHOD PUp SHLIA] JUB.LIND S,"2U] ‘20T-p4doY?) 0F JuDNSnd PAIUGNS 24D SINSDL DSAL]

0)u] UIYBY S10JIBJ IS PPIM PIMIIAAL 3G JSn 8&._::: W IV “SUonIBnuaduod 15qy yaiy 1u 1 03 ‘o4, 1 Jo yu uopupusnb o) 38 ‘g | *xoadds wouj 93U 22uBLIBA JO SHUNDYJI0I Wi "AH[IQELIEA
1sAjeue pue Kypuadowoy adwes aif) Yudsad s0)sagse ) Jo 3zis Juasaad S[EIIUIW $O)SIGSB-UOY XLy BUI JdWs 3Ny uo JUIPUIAIP s J8Y) u1B)IdUN Jo 321T3p ¥ sBy (W T4) Adodsosarpy JydrT
PaziIBjog Aq SISABUY "50)SIGSE 9% [> J0 JARETIU 228 YIIYM S[BLIJBW HINg (punoq Apauedio djquL-uou) gON 10 S0)SIGSE 9, [> SUIBIUOD M [BLINIBW A48 J0J PIPUIWILLOIIL ST Su1)sa) [BUOHIPPY

ajdures w1 pajdd)ap 50353GSB ON

[DLIIDY] SHOAQI-UON %8¢ SSOIBI3qI] %61 2SOMII) %E7 Wd Buisn pajoaja soisaqsy oN pavoquom iy %001
96/8/01 dd pleogjiepm esnoyaiepm 112961 s
ajdwigs ur pajaayap sojsaqse oN
[DIIDPY SNOUQLI-UON %8 dSOMIIBD) 9476 WTdJ Buisn paroaja(q s01saqsy oN apn Buig1ao umoag 9001
96/8/01 Ad 9|1 i)  woos o3ei0lg 012961 IS

1'861 POUIRIAl dV1H - IW'Td YHMm 90UBPIOIOR Ul POZA|BUER PUR 96/L/0] UO OU] “SOAS [ejuswiuonAug Suiliols Aq papiwgns asom sajdwes Z Sutmoy|oj oy L

ale( - Ishjpuy JU21U0)) SOISaqSY -UON a0 S01SaqSY (s)uoudiiosaq [priatopy
JusWIWO)) JSA[euy uondudsa(g / uoneso] ojdwesg 4 ojdwes 11D sjdweg juslD
JIqe L SINSIY SIsdjeuy

18eueiy ArojeroqeT ‘eiddy) 'S [ned
T LA aameudig pazuoyiny

Jsloyuy °q ¢0¢
sisAejuy apdweg yng 99lo1g
- #JopiQ sseyoang
Adoasoadnpp W3] paziaejod Aq siskjeuy sojsoqsy yng :adA g sisAjeuy - # Joy 109foig
96/8/01 :01e(q Modoy Niugf UlAY] ‘uonuany

96/L/01 :9feq el

90Tyl AN ‘ojeyng
eidoy)) [ned :103euep 190(01g

NS UMD TLET
960019AN # 13fo1d K10jeioqery 2uf “SIAS [BudwtONAUY Sulrng Blicliie)

110day Laojeaoqe]




ACTS TESTING LADS, INC.
3916 Broadway
Buffalo, NY 14227-1104

TESTING LABS Tel (716) 684-3300
T

Fax (716) 684-3303

October 21, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841E Page 1 0of 6
Project Name: 300 E. Amherst ELAP ID# 10247

Mr. Wayne Cameron
STERLING ENVIRONMENTAL
1372 Clinton Street

Buffalo, NY 142086

SUBJECT:

Analyses of two (2) soil sample received on October 7, 1996.

RESULTS:
See Pages Two through Six.
EXPERIMENTAL:
“Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste: Physical/Chemical Methods,” SW-846, 3rd Edition, September
1994.
ACTS TESTING LABS, INCi ACTS TESTING LABSM
Charles E. Hartke Eliz h R. Hausler, Supervisor
Manager, Chemistry Laboratory Gag Zhromatography Laboratory
- ACTS TESTING LABS, INC.
Lo M Chrice @' 9

Lisa M. Clerici, Supervisor

Wet Chemistry Laboratory
cme

Lot s Koo heran, T esuts oot fori n i /890 a6 nonnacessary INGoRie o represatatve o v i) sty or caracisnescs f th o o whieh a 185 A was fako o sy sita o emical

product untess specifically and expressly noted. Our report includes all of the tests requested by you and the results thereof. You shall have thirty days from receipt of this report to request additional testing of the samples or to
notify us of any errors or omissions relating to our report; provided, however, such notice shall be in writing and shall specifically address the issue you wish to raise. A failure to raise such issue within the prescribed time shall
constitute your unqualified of the comy ress of this report, the tests ducted and the ¢co of the report
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ACIS

TESTING LABS
October 21, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841E
Page 2 of 6
RESULTS:
ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TAL METALS 96-107A 96-107B
Aluminum, Total 10400 5670
Antimony, Total 5.70 <5.50
Arsenic, Total 8.60 23.3
Barium, Total 62.3 174
Beryllium, Total < 0.559 <0.550
Cadmium, Total < 0.559 1.10
Calcium, Total 9580 58300
Chromium, Total 11.3 47.9
Cobalt, Total 9.83 19.6
Copper, Total 9.83 134
iron, Total 13100 64200
Lead, Total 26.8 271
Magnesium, Total 6630 15700
Manganese, Total 867 837
Mercury, Total 0.747 (0.564)* (0.58)** 0.533 (0.418)* (0.496)**
Nickel, Total 16.3 47.0
Potassium, Total 877 970
Selenium, Total <13.4 <13.2
Silver, Total < 0.559 < 0.550
Sodium, Total 234 295
Thallium, Total <559 <550
Vanadium, Total 39.2 103
Zinc, Total 336 564
Cyanide <0.070 < 0.068
Results are reported as micrograms per gram (ug/g).
*=Duplicate resuits
**=Triplicate results
TCL PCBs
Polychlorinated Biphenyls as:
Arochlor 1016 <9.2 <8.9
Arochlor 1221 <9.2 <8.9
Arochlor 1232 <9.2 <8.9
Arochlor 1242 <9.2 <8.9
Arochlor 1248 <92 <89
Arochlor 1254 <9.2 <89
Arochlor 1260 <g.2 <8.9

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg)



ACIS

TESTING LABS

RESULTS:

TJAL PESTICIDES
alpha-BHC
gamma-BHC
beta-BHC
Heptachlor
delta-BHC

Aldrin

Heptachlor epoxide
Endosulfan |
4,4-DDE

Dieldrin

Endrin

4,4'-DDD
Endosulfan I
4,4'-DDT

Endrin aldehyde
Endodulfan sulfate
Methoxychlor
Chlordane
Toxaphene

ACTS #6B-08841E
96-107A
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<1.8
<18
<1.8
<18
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<50
<1.8
<1.8
<74
<82
<82

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).

TAL VOLATILES
Dichlorodifiuoromethane
Chioromethane

Vinyl Chloride
Bromomethane
Chloroethane
1,1-Dichloroethene
Acetone

Carbon Disulfide
Methylene Chloride

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene

1,1-Dichloroethane
Chloroform
1,2-Dichloroethane
2-Butanone
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Carbon Tetrachloride

<14
<14
<14
<14
<14
<0.7
240
4.0
350
<0.7
<07
10.0
<07
<14
<07
<07

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).

October 21, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841E
Page 3 of 6

ACTS #6B-08842E
96-107B
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<71
<8.9
<8.9

<14
<14
<14
<14
<14
<0.7
550
2.0
260
<07
<07
7.0
<0.7
<14
<07
<0.7
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TESTING LABS

October 21, 1996

Technical Report #6B-08841E

Page 4 of 6

ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TAL VOLATILES (con't) 96-107A 96-107B

Benzene <0.7 <07
Trichloroethene 2.0 <07
1,2-Dichloropropane <07 <07
Bromodichloromethane <0.7 <0.7
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <07 <07
4-Methyl-2-pentanone <07 33.0
2-Hexanone <7.0 <7.0
Toluene 10.0 93.0
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene <07 <07
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <07 <07
Tetrachloroethene <0.7 <0.7
Dibromochloromethane <07 <0.7
1,2-Dibromoethane <0.7 <07
Chlorobenzene <07 <07
Ethylbenzene 40 7.0
M,P-Xylenes 7.0 23.0
O-Xylene 2.0 4.0
Styrene <07 <0.7
Bromoform <0.7 <0.7
1,1,2,2-Tetrachioroethane <07 <07
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane <0.7 <0.7
Bromochloromethane <0.7 <0.7
cis-1,2-Dichioroethene <0.7 <07

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).

TAL SEMI VOLATILES

N-Nitroso-dimethylamine <760 <680
Phenol < 380 < 340
Bis (2-chloroethyl) ether <380 < 340
2-Chlorophenol <380 < 340
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 380 < 340
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <380 < 340
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 380 <340
Bis (2-chloroisopropyl) ether <380 < 340
2-Methylphenol < 380 < 340
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine < 380 < 340
Hexachloroethane < 380 < 340
4-Methylphenol <380 <340
Nitrobenzene <380 < 340

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TAL SEMI VOLATILES (con't 96-107A 96-1078B

Isophorone < 380 < 340
2-Nitrophenol < 380 < 340
2,4-Dimethylphenol < 380 < 340
Bis (2-chloroethoxy) methane <380 < 340
2,4-Dichlorophenol <380 <340
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <380 < 340
Naphthalene <380 < 340
4-Chloroaniline <380 < 340
Hexachlorobutadiene <760 <680
4-Chloro-3-methyiphenol < 380 < 340
2-Methylnaphthalene <3800 < 3400
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene <3800 <3400
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol <1900 <1700
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol <1900 A <1700
2-Chloronaphthalene < 380 < 340
2-Nitroaniline <380 < 340
Dimethylphthalate <380 < 340
Acenaphthylene < 380 < 340
2,6-Dinitrotoluene < 380 < 340
Acenaphthene < 380 < 340
3-Nitroaniline <760 <680
2,4-Dinitrophenol <380 < 340
Dibenzofuran <380 < 340
2,4-Dinitrotoluene <380 < 340
4-Nitrophenol < 3800 ' < 3400
Diethylphthalate <380 < 340
Fluorene < 380 < 340
4-Nitroaniline < 760 <680
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether <760 < 680
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol <760 < 680
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine <380 < 340
4-Bromopheny! phenyl ether < 380 < 340
Hexachlorobenzene < 380 < 340
Pentachlorophenol < 380 < 340
Phenanthrene < 380 620
Anthracene <380 < 340
Carbazole < 380 < 340
Di-n-butyl phthlate < 380 < 340
Fluoranthene < 380 1100
Pyrene < 380 1200
Butyl benzyl phthalate < 380 < 340

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TAL SEMI VOLATILES (con't) 96-107A 96-107B

Benzo(a)anthracene < 380 570
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine <760 <680
Chrysene < 380 570
Bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthlate < 380 < 340
Di-n-octyl phthlate < 380 < 340
Benzo(b)flucranthene < 380 620
Benzo(k)fluoranthene < 380 510
Benzo(a)pyrene <380 660
Indeno(1,2,3-cd) pyrene < 380 < 340
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene < 380 < 340
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 640 560

Resulis are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg).
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Judgments or decrees recovered or docketed against

vhem or either of them and now unpaid or unsatisfied

of record in the Circuit or District Courts of the

United States jfor the Northern or Southern Districts

of New York or in any other Court of Record in said

State: and that there are no unpaid taxes or assess-

ments against said premises: that the Ruhama Smith

- meniioned in above search.was the mother of deponent,

34

T. J. Smith,and is now deceased: that her only chil-

dren and heirs-at-law surviving were. Luman Smith,
Thomas J., Elizabeth Lochkwood, Juliet Bellinger,

Emeline Berlin and Polly Scott: that said Polly is

now deceased,and left her surviving her only heirs,

Fm.. and Harriet Scott, Juliette Cutler and Mary

Leach.

to

The Suspension Bridge

f.PoJJy Smith, wife of
Thomas J.Smith and the
said Thomas J. Smith

and Erie Junction

Railroad Company

T 1 I e S LI
o search o iroo
o P J 3 N o
711s deed 15 se

yAl - A - -
Jor refersnce

I}

# Deed dated September 1,1870
recorded in liber 250 of Deeds
bage 585 September 22 1870

- Conveys part of lot 45, town-

ship 11, range 8,described as
Jollows: Beginning in the south
Iine of said lot ° 45.at the
intersection of the said south
line with the center line of the

Rail Road of said party of the

. second part,as the saicd center

line is located and a map thereof

- filed in the office of the Clerk

of the County of Erie,and said
point being also at the distance
of 23.62 jéet northerly jfrom the

(ORI & A T e o L TITT L L Dmm



47,.In re Certified Copy of Certificate

Buffalo Cement of Incorporation,dated March
Company, Limited 2 1877. Filed in Erie County
Clerk's Office March 5 1877

For the purpose of carrying on
and conducting the manujacture
ané sale Qj'Hydraulic Cement
. ' - at’the City qfasqffalo- that

o I

the térm éf'exlstence qf'sazd

- o~ < L gher . n
.; AE Lopm #h iy e Mt R

corgorcfia shail be“ 2571 years *

"“"'-1. "M-

S
T

4 e ovbceatbrden, o
re v o
. AT T e

f

3 »;f.:; "”sas t k3
48 !In re LT ZSCéiizficate qf;Ektenszon o
Buffalo Cement Qf the corporate existence
Company, Limited deted January 25 1902,recorded

in liber 14 of Certificates of
Incorporation page 91 January
27 1902. FExtends the term of
existence of said corgporation,
which expires on or about
February 10 1802, for the term
of 50 yzars beyond the time
specified in its original
Certificate of Incorporation

49 In re Agreed Certificate, amending
'Bqﬁfalo Cement the original Certificate of
Company, Limited Incorporation, dated February

20 1902, recorded in liber 14
of Certificates of Incorpora-
tion page 183 February 27 1902

Ll
PAr +hoa nrwmnaca AFf Aammis»ma AN



October 17 1904

Buffalo Crushed Stone ; i Deed dated December 21 1923

Company ' . recorded in liber 1640 of Deeds
89 io . page 518 December 31 1923
Clinton if. Ross | Conveys premises
Jec-BJ -23 . No seurci us grantee ‘
Lou?s d'@
o) e~
s
.4 At Clinton M. Ross . W Deed dated November 16 1942
%%gﬁ to recorded in liber 3327 of
Lloyd G. Ross : Deeds page 4L November 20 1942
| Conveys part of Lot N2 45, Town-
ship 11, Range 8, described as
follows:~ Beglinning at a point
on the northerly side of East
Amherst Street at a distance of 251.09 feet easterly from
the intersection of the nbrtberly line of East Amherst )
Street with the easterly right of way line of the D. L. é W.
R. R.: thence westerly 76.30 feet: thence northerly at right
angles to East Amherst otreet 188.62 feet: thence southerly
parallel with the D. L. & W R R. right of wey 203.47 fee%t
to the point of beginning.
Will gWill dated May 3 1929
91 of ;reoorded in Erie County
'Clinton M. Ross !Surrogame's Office in
:(Caselﬂ 142530) !liber 136 of Wills page

519 December 1 1943

;Directs payment of all Jjust

. ‘debts and funeral expenses.

“ s o



92

93

personal and real property

. owned by him (except the

f farm at Caroline, New York,

; which he gives to his son

'Lloyd G. Ross).It is his wish
that Lillian Ross Churchill be kept from want by use of
any money from his estste not needed by his wife.
Petition for Probate filed December 1 1943 recites death
of decedent on or about November 11 1943 leaving him
surviving his widow Kathryn W. Ross, (also known es
Catherine ¥W. Ross) hls daughter Lilllan Ross Churchill
and his son Lloyd G. Ross, all of full age, only distributees
of decedent.
Letters of Administration with the will annexed granted to
Kathryn W. Ross, (also known as Catherine W. Ross) December 1
1943 recorded in liber 94 of Letters page 410.
State Transfer Tax return lists premises.

Reports estate non-taxable.

i

Kathryn W. Ross W Deed dated July 12 19L&
to recorded in liber 3567 of
Lloyd G. Ross Deeds page 279 July 13 19LL

Conveys premises, except part

conveyed by above deed K? 90

i

Lloyd G. Ross ' W Deed dated March 18 1947

to érecorded in liber L082 of
The City of Buffalo Deede peze 172 March 21 1947
32 SZARCE VE GRANTEE Conveye pert of Lot N? 45, Town-

ship 11, Range 8, described as

follows:- Beginning at the point



t-25-52
schow

of intersectlon of the northerly
' line of East Amherst Street and

the westerly line of premises now

or formerly owned by the Buffelo

Crushed Stone Corporation: thenée
westerly 89° 43! west 251.09 feet measured along the said
northerly line of Eest Amherst Street to a point in the
Delaware, Lackawanna & Western Rellroad Company's right of
way: thence northerly 21° 2! 10" west 19.42 feet measured
along the sald easterly right of wey line of the Delaware,
Lackawanna & Western Rallroad Coﬁpany to a point: thence
eesterly 87° 29! 57" east 253.89 fest to a point in the, sald
westerly line of premises now or formerly owned by the Buffalo
Crushed Stone Corporation: thence southerly 21° 2! 10" east
12.189 feet measured along said last above mentioned line to

the place of beginning.
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25

Leaze
7o Datzd March -- 1968
Jumolore J. Jknrbowski acknowledged March 26 1768

Co. Inc. ilncorded June ' 2268 in

{Ko .uaren aszinct Libor 7474 of Dede at puge 3D
Ll Leaoeo)
Leases »remizez for 2 rerilod
Soyears Trom wapril 119248 with viocd
co extent some for an w''lbional
5 ¥ vz, Adco zacon” porty shall
hava first option to purchace pre
(See terms ctal)

Lloyd G. noss Probated ursh 10 1269
4§ c7 ) ")Lf Z, ZDlrects tnat hils just Tehit:
- 2l fumeral suponses boo i, nvinns
oowlile LWniow, mioct of hilo o locenoed ife, Cocll B, hoos, 11 a0
b roparty Loth raul and Lorcomnl, Tely T forever.,
aRpoints Lune Luwllow, exoccoutrii with Sull ooyt
artoa-e, cell cte.

Petition for Probite of Jill filcd Tobruary TOLNT0,
roclias DLl Lo him o onrvivins wariong
il Lt noohows.

Petition also licts as cvicecz, lorntacs an? Lew~flic ar
anne Ludlow, no relation of full a-e.

Letters Tesctamantury 1z ues?d teo Anne Lullow reczorde?
varsh 10 1267,

Ilo fransfer lZax Proccedinzs Ciled ao of April 21 1969.
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SITE CODE: 932052
ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE:
Adir- Surface Water- Groundwater-X Soil-X Sediment-

CONTRAVENTION OF STANDARDS:
Groundwater-X Drinking Water- Surface Water- Air-

LEGAL ACTION:

TYPE..: Consent Order State- X Federal-
STATUS: Negotiation in Progress- Order Signed- X

REMEDIAL ACTION:

Proposed- Under design- In Progress-X Completed-
NATURE OF ACTION: RI-FS

GEOTECHNICAL INFORMATION:
SOIL TYPE: Fill(2')Clay-Silt(1l.5")Varied clay(3'-4')silt,sand,cly
GROUNDWATER DEPTH: 10'below grd-Bottom of pond 3'-3.5'

ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS:
Groundwater contaminated with various halogenated organics.

Implementation of Corrective Measures which requires pump and treat of
contaminated groundwater and other ancillary measures will address the
environmental problems.

ASSESSMENT OF HEALTH PROBLEMS:

The pond is closed and site access is restricted, so the concern is with
off-site contaminant migration. The potential exists for public
exposures to contaminated overburden and bedrock groundwater and
chemicals in Bergholtz Creek. However, the overburden plume is
restricted to the site. Overburden wells installed in late 1993 on the
east side of Walmore Road have confirmed that the overburden plume has
not migrated past Walmore Road and thus has not impacted any residences.
Reportedly, all area homes are connected to public water. Private
bedrock wells have been decommissioned or are not in use. The potential
exists for Public Works employees to be exposed to chemicals migrating
within sewer trenches near the Plant site. Exposures to low level
chemicals in Creek sediments and waters are possible.

Page 9 -
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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION
INACTIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL REPORT

CLASSIFICATION CODE: 2 REGION: 9 SITE CODE: 932052
EPA ID: NYD002106276

NAME OF SITE : Bell Aerospace - Textron

STREET ADDRESS: Niagara Falls Blvd, Walmore Rd, PO Box 1, NF,NY

TOWN/CITY: COUNTY: ZIP:

Wheatfield Niagara 14240

SITE TYPE: Open Dump- Structure- Lagoon- Landfill- Treatment Pond-

ESTIMATED SIZE: .5 +/- Acres

SITE OWNER/OPERATOR INFORMATION:

CURRENT OWNER NAME....: Bell Aerospace Textron

CURRENT OWNER ADDRESS.: PO Box 1, Niagara Falls, NY

OWNER(S) DURING USE...: Bell Aircraft - Allied Signal Corp.

OPERATOR DURING USE...: Bell Aerospace Textron

OPERATOR ADDRESS...... : PO Box 1, Niagara Falls, NY

PERIOD ASSOCIATED WITH HAZARDOUS WASTE: From 1950 To 1980

SITE DESCRIPTION:

This site was a pond for collecting runoff and washdown from test cells

for rocket engine testing. Monitoring of the flow and pH of the pond

was done before discharge into sanitary sewers. DEC has signed Consent

Orders with Bell Aerospace for remedial investigation, engineering

feasibility, and possible remediation of this site. A comprehensive
hydrogeologic investigation was completed at this site. An interim report on
the results of the investigations was submitted by Bell's consultant, Golder
Associates, in 1987. More work was done in 1988-89 and included additional off-
site investigation, investigation of the local sewer trenches, potential for
soil gas migration, survey of private wells in the area, and a pump test to
define aquifer characteristics for use in evaluating the potential remedial
measures. The neutralization pond was physically closed in 1988 in accordance
with an approved closure plan. The investigation was completed and a Corrective
Measures Study (CMS) has been submitted. The CMS includes a remediation plan
and a health risk/environmental risk study.

The NYCRR Part 373 permit has been issued for post-closure care and corrective
action. The off-site corrective action system which consists of six pumping
wells, has been operational since March 1993. The on-site corrective action
system will be operational by mid-1994.

HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSED:

TYPE QUANTITY (units)
Chlorinated Solvents Unknown
Spilled or residues from rocket fuel "
Miscellaneous Chemicals "

Page 9 - 335



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation

Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal Site - Description

Site Name LaSalle Reservoir
Address Parkridge Ave & E. Amherst St.
Buffalo 14215
County Erie
Region e}
Owner M
Owner Name City of Buffalo
Address
Buffalo, NY
Telephone (716)851-4200
Opetrator M
Oper. Name Same
Address Same
Telephone Same

i Does a threat to the Environr-ent or the
| Public Heaith e:..=t?
1)

ii

Registry D Site Number HS9S033 Hazardous Substances Disposed
Reg. Site ID 915033 HRS Score 2.58
Site Type 3A HRS Date Unknown VOCs N Pesticides Y
RCRA u Acres 50.00 Semi-VOCs Y Metals Y
PCBs N Asbestos N
EPA ID NYD9B0534606
Latitude 4256 43 N Sampies Collected
Longitude 78 43 25 W
Quadrangle Buffalo Groundwater
Is Site Active U Surface Soil
Years of Operation U to U Waste
Completed Investigation? Phase 2
! Site impact Data - Affected Media
l Active Drinking Water Supply? U
Hazardous Substance Exposed? N
[ Contamination of... Controlled Site Access? N
! ...Surface Water? u Ambient Air Contamination? u
P ...Groundwater? Y Threat of Direct Contact? Y
...Drinking Water? u Documented Fish or Wildlife Mortality? N
Surface Water Class D Impact on special status fish
Groundwater Class U or wildlife resource? N

Describe the threat posed by disposed harardous substance.
The site studies do not support verification of CR-T-K paint waste disposal. The contaminants in the groundwater are highest in monitoring
well GW-3 which was the presumed upgradient weli. The source of contamination may be from an offsite source.

Describe the site.

The site consists of an open quarry now used by the Buffalo Sewer Authority for storm water retention and a recreational park. The park was

buillt on a former portion of the quarry that was filied. The park is actively used by the public. Materials disposed inciude municipal

refuse, incinerator ash, C&D debris, hcusehold appliences, tree limbs and paint waste mixed with sawdust, floor sweepings, and refuse from

Buffalo Forge Co.

Hazardous Substances Disposed
Lead, pesucides, PAH's and dibenzofuran

Selected Analytical Information
Air

Surface Water
Surface Sail

Waste

Groundwater
Sediment
Subsurface Soil

Leachate

Lead, pesticides, PAH's ant iibenzofuran were found in the waste.

EPToxicity

TCLP

Site impact Data

Surface Water

10,500 feet, southwest

Groundwater

30.4 feet, northwest

Drinking Water

the nearest dnnking well is west of the site.
unknown.

Fish or Wildlife Mortality
U

Special Status Fish or Wildlife Resource
U

Building
The distance is

< 25 teet, south lies a commercial area

Regulatory Agencies Involved
NYSDOH
NYSDEC

Preparer
Julie Welch
NYSDEC
EnvEngrTech2
July 18, 1984

Nominated By




THE BUFFALO ENTERPRISE DEVELOPMENT CORPORATION

Community Economic Development Initiatives ¢ City Commerce Office
Mayor Anthony M. Masiello, Chairman

BurfFaLO: THE INTERNATIONAL CrRoOssROADS Ot BUSINESS

November 8, 1996

Mr. Wayne K. Cameron

Sterling Environmental Services, Inc.
1372 Clinton Street

Buffalo, NY 14206

Re: 300 E. Amherst Street - Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
Dear Mr. Cameron:

I have the following comments and questions regarding the Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment performed for 300 E. Amherst Street:

0{/{@ gL/ o Therewasno description of the sampling location or soil conditions at the sampling

o points. This missing information may be important with respect to the detected PAHSs
W and could have lend some insight to what caused the elevated concentrations. Please
provide a description and location of the sampling points.

e There was no QA/QC information regarding the laboratory analysis data included in
o} the Phase I'report. The lack of this information makes it difficult to ascertain whether
MY the detection of acetone and methylene chloride are in fact valid results from the soil
W samples or caused by cross contamination in the laboratory. Please provide this
information.

!
pﬁd M‘%;B: e It appears as if there were different detection limits used when analyzing the samples
M for the presence of PCBs. There is no explanation given for this and may have been
explained if QA/QC information was available. Please explain.

e A background soil sample was not collected during the Phase L

The Buffalo Enterprise Center ¢ 620 Main Street ¢ Buffalo, New York 14202
Main Number (716) 842-6923 ¢ Voice Mail (716) 842-2667 * Fax (716) 842-6942

DIRECTORS: Clifford Bell - Daniel S. Bicz - Dr. Ronald W. Coan - Alan H. Delisle - John T. Hoskins - Carol V. Kociela
Hon. Anthony M. Masiello - Frank Mesiah - Hon. Robert Quintana - Patricia O. Rehak - Miguel Santos ey

-



Letter to Mr. Wayne K. Cameron
November 8, 1996
Page 2

e Several metals were detected above NYS Soil Cleanup levels. However, the metal
concentrations were compared to New York State background values to determine the

&
/}g} W&‘; above and not to local soil background values, which may be a more representative

Y comparison. Please collect and provide a background soil sample or, at 2 minimum,
the results of another “representative” soil sample more relevant than New York State
background values.

Thank you for addressing these questions. Please feel free to call if you have any
questions.
Sincerely,
(% > M/@m
David A. Stebbins
Director of Special Projects
DAS/wsw

cc: Catherine Armitage Singer, Esq.

/G“Q‘. /«OM ,A""ﬁ;”**

h:\users\ww\david\cameronl.doc



STERLING

ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

November 23, 1996

David Stebbins

Buffalo Enterprise Development Corp
620 Main Street

Buffalo, NY 14202

Re: 300 East Amherst St, Phase | ESA
Dear Mr. Stebbins:

In response to your letter of November 8 concerning comments and questions about
the above referenced Environmental Site Assessment.

* The locations of the two soil samples were addressed in the text and site
sketch in section VIl in the report. The site sketch may have been difficult to
read so | have attached a reworked sketch for your review. Although not
stated in the report, the sample locations were staked and flagged at the site.
The samples were taken from minor depressions on the site where surface
spillage, if any, would have ran to and possibly pooled. There were no visible
signs of any such spillage. The upper 6 inches at the sample points, which
were discarded, contained the stone which had been spread in the yard and
brown loam. The soil beneath this, which was sampled, consisted mostly of
brown loam with traces of the top stone. No debris, staining or odors were
observed in the sample interval or the overlaying soils.

* The QA/QC data from the laboratory that you requested is attached. Please
note that Methylene Chloride was detected in the method blank (page 9) but
within the acceptable limit.

¥ The laboratory QA/QC report does not address the different detection limits for
PCBs between the two samples. The different detection limits for the two
samples result from minor variation in the weight of sample analyzed. Please
note that the PCB detection limits are in ug/Kg or ppb.

¥ A background soil sample was not collected for this site. A single soil sample

would not be adequate to establish site specific background levels. In addition
the background soil samples must be collected from off-site. We would need

1372 CLINTON STREET ¢ BUFFALO, NEW YORK 14206 * PHONE (716) 824-2407 ® FAX (716) 824-2441

*Recycled Paper



permission from the off-site property owners to collect any such samples. A
site specific background level study is beyond the scope of this site
assessment. We do not have analysis on file that would be useful in
determining background levels in the area. With few exceptions the sampling
that we perform is to confirm or rule out suspected contamination. As such the
analytical results would not necessarily be indicative of background levels.

| trust that this information will be helpful. If you have any further question please feel
free to contact me.

Sincerely,
P Fec
Wayne K. Cameron, CHMM
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ACTS TESTING LADBYS, INC.
3916 Broadway
Buffalo, NY 14227-1104

TESTING LABS Tel (716) 684-3300
L

Fax (716) 684-3303

November 22, 1996

Technical Report #6B-08841ER Page 1 of 17
Project Name: 300 E. Amherst ELAP ID# 10247
REVISED REPORT

Mr. Wayne Cameron
STERLING ENVIRONMENTAL
1372 Clinton Street

Buffalo, NY 14206

SUBJECT:

Analyses of fwo (2) soil sample received on October 7, 1896.

RESULTS:

See Pages Two through Seventeen.

EXPERIMENTAL:
“Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste: Physical/Chemical Methods,” SW-846, 3rd Edition, September
1994.
ACTS TEST!NG LABS, INC, AC}I’S TESTING LABS, INC.
Charles E. Hartke Elizabgih R. Hausler, Supervisor
Manager, Chemistry Laboratory Gas Ghromatography Laboratory

ACTS TESTING LABS, INC.

- Y

Lisa M. Clerici, Supervisor

Wet Chemistry Laboratory
cme

This report is intended for your exclusive use. Any copying or replication of this repoﬂ m or for any other person or entily, or use of our name or trademark, is permitted only with our written permission. Our report is limited to the

test samples identified herein. The results set forth in this report are not or rep! ive of the statistical quality or ¢ch istics of the lot from which a test sample was taken or any similar or identical
product unless specifically and expressly noted. Our report includes ali of the tests requestad by you and the results thereof. You shall have thirty days from recsipt of this report to request additional testing of the samples or to
notﬂy'us of any errors or omissions relating to our report; provided, however, such notice shall be in writing and shall specificaily address the issug you wish to raisa. A failure to raise such issue within the prescribed time shall
constitute your unqualified of the of this report, the tests conducted and the of the repont

USA Canada Hong Kong Singapore Indonesia France United Kingdom



ACTS

TESTING LADBO
L

November 22, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841ER

Page 2 of 17
ESULTS:
ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E

TAL METAL 96-107A 96-107B
Aluminum, Total 10400 5670
Antimony, Total 5.70 <550
Arsenic, Total 8.60 23.3
Barium, Total 62.3 174
Beryllium, Total < 0.559 < 0.550
Cadmium, Total < 0.559 1.10
Calcium, Total 9580 58300
Chromium, Total 11.3 47.9
Cobalt, Total 9.83 19.6
Copper, Total 9.83 134
Iron, Total 13100 64200
Lead, Total 26.8 271
Magnesium, Total 6630 15700
Manganese, Total 867 637
Mercury, Total 0.747 (0.564)* (0.58)* 0.533 (0.418)* (0.496)**
Nickel, Total 16.3 47.0
Potassium, Total 877 970
Selenium, Total <134 <13.2
Silver, Total < 0.558 < 0.550
Sodium, Total 234 295
Thallium, Total <559 <550
Vanadium, Total 39.2 103
Zing, Total 336 564
Cyanide <0.070 <{.068
Results are reported as micrograms per gram (ug/g).
*=Duplicate resuits
“*=Triplicate results
TCL PCBs
Polychlorinated Biphenyls as:

Arochlor 1016 <9.2 <8.9

Arochlor 1221 <92 <89

Arochior 1232 <82 ‘ <89

Arochlor 1242 <92 <89

Arochlor 1248 <92 - <88

Arochlor 1254 <9.2 <8.9

Arochlor 1260 <92 <8.9

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg)



ACIS

TESTING LABS
R

RESULTS:

TAL PESTICIDES
alpha-BHC
gamma-BHC
beta-BHC
Heptachlor
delta-BHC

Aldrin

Heptachlor epoxide
Endosulfan |
4,4'-DDE

Dieldrin

Endrin

4,4-DDD
Endostulfan il
4,4'-DDT

Endrin aldehyde
Endodulfan sulfate
Methoxychlor
Chlordane
Toxaphene

ACTS #6B-08841E
96-107A
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<18
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<50
<1.8
<18
<74
<92
<9.2

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).

TAL VOLATILES
Dichlorodifluoromethane
Chloromethane

Viny! Chioride
Bromomethane
Chloroethane
1,1-Dichloroethene
Acetone

Carbon Disulfide
Methylene Chloride

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene

1,1-Dichloroethane
Chloroform
1,2-Dichloroethane
2-Butanone
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Carbon Tetrachloride

<14
<14
<14
<14
<14
<0.7
240
4.0
350
<0.7
<0.7
10.0
<0.7
<14
<0.7
<0.7

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).

November 22, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841ER
Page 3 of 17

ACTS #6B-08842E
96-1078B
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<18
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<1.8
<18
<1.8
<1.8
<71
<8.9
< 8.9

<14
<14
<14
<14
<14
<07
550
2.0
260
<0.7
<07
7.0
<0.7
<14
<0.7
<07



ACTS

TESTING LRDS
L

November 22, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841ER

Page 4 of 17
ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TALV TILES (con’ 96-107A 96-1078B
Benzene <07 <07
Trichloroethene 2.0 <07
1,2-Dichloropropane <0.7 <07
Bromodichioromethane <0.7 <0.7
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <07 <0.7
4-Methyl-2-pentanone <0.7 33.0
2-Hexanone <7.0 <7.0
Toluene 10.0 93.0
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene <0.7 <07
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <0.7 <07
Tetrachloroethene <07 <0.7
Dibromochioromethane <0.7 <0.7
1,2-Dibromoethane <0.7 <07
Chlorobenzene <0.7 <07
Ethylbenzene 40 7.0
M,P-Xylenes 7.0 23.0
O-Xylene 2.0 40
Styrene <07 <0.7
Bromoform <07 <0.7
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <07 <0.7
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane <0.7 <07
Bromochloromethane <07 <07
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.7 <07

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).

TAL SEMI VOLATILES

N-Nitroso-dimethylamine <760 <680
Phenol <380 < 340
Bis (2-chloroethyl) ether < 380 < 340
2-Chlorophenol <380 < 340
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 380 < 340
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <380 < 340
1,2-Dichlorobenzene < 380 < 340
Bis (2-chloroisopropy!) ether <380 < 340
2-Methyiphenol <380 < 340
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine <380 < 340
Hexachloroethane <380 < 340
4-Methylphenol < 380 < 340
Nitrobenzene < 380 < 340

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TAL SEMI VOLATILES (con'f) 96-107A 96-107B
Isophorone <380 < 340
2-Nitrophenol <380 < 340
2,4-Dimethyiphenol < 380 < 340
Bis (2-chloroethoxy) methane <380 <340
2,4-Dichlorophenol <380 < 340
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <380 < 340
Naphthalene < 380 <340
4-Chloroaniline < 380 < 340
Hexachlorobutadiene < 760 <680
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol <380 < 340
2-Methyinaphthalene <3800 <3400
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene < 3800 <3400
2,4,6-Trichlorophenol <1900 <1700
2.,4,5-Trichlorophenol <1900 <1700
2-Chloronaphthalene <380 < 340
2-Nitroaniline <380 < 340
Dimethyiphthalate < 380 < 340
Acenaphthylene <380 < 340
2,6-Dinitrotoluene <380 < 340
Acenaphthene < 380 < 340
3-Nitroaniline <760 <680
2,4-Dinitrophenol < 380 < 340
Dibenzofuran < 380 < 340
2,4-Dinitrotoluene <380 < 340
4-Nitrophenol < 3800 < 3400
Diethylphthalate < 380 <340
Fluorene <380 < 340
4-Nitroaniline <760 <680
4-Chlorophenyl phenyl ether <760 <680
4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol <760 <680
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine <380 < 340
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether <380 <340
Hexachlorobenzene <380 < 340
Pentachlorophenol < 380 <340
Phenanthrene <380 620
Anthracene <380 < 340
Carbazole <380 < 340
Di-n-butyl phthlate <380 < 340
Fluoranthene < 380 1100
Pyrene < 380 1200
Butyl benzyl phthalate <380 < 340

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).



ACIS

TESTING LADBS
L

November 22, 1996
Technical Report #6B-08841ER

Page 6 of 17
ACTS #6B-08841E ACTS #6B-08842E
TAL SEMI VOLATILES (con't 96-107A 96-107B
Benzo{a)anthracene <380 570
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine <760 <680
Chrysene < 380 570
Bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthlate < 380 < 340
Di-n-octyl phthlate <380 <340
Benzo(b)fluoranthene < 380 620
Benzo(k)fiuoranthene < 380 510
Benzo(a)pyrene < 380 660
Indeno(1,2,3-cd) pyrene <380 < 340
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene < 380 <340
Benzo(g,h,i)peryiene 640 560

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg).
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UALITY CONTROL DATA

METHOD BLANK RESULTS

EPA 8270 SEMI VOLATILES RESULTS LIMITS
N-Nitroso-dimethylamine <67.0 134
Phenol <33.0 66.0
Bis (2-chloroethyl) ether <33.0 66.0
2-Chlorophenol <33.0 66.0
1,3-Dichlorobenzene < 33.0 66.0
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <33.0 66.0
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <33.0 66.0
Bis (2-chloroisopropyl) ether <33.0 66.0
2-Methyiphenol <33.0 66.0
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine <33.0 66.0
Hexachloroethane <33.0 66.0
4-Methylphenol <33.0 66.0
Nitrobenzene <33.0 66.0
Isophorone <33.0 66.0
2-Nitrophenol <33.0 66.0
2,4-Dimethyiphenol <33.0 66.0
Bis (2-chloroethoxy) methane <33.0 66.0
2,4-Dichlorophenol <33.0 66.0
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <33.0 66.0
Naphthalene <33.0 66.0
4-Chloroaniline <33.0 66.0
Hexachlorobutadiene <67.0 134
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol <33.0 66.0
2-Methylnaphthalene <330 660
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene <330 660
2,4 6-Trichlorophenol <170 340
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol <170 340
2-Chloronaphthalene <33.0 66.0
2-Nitroaniline <33.0 66.0
Dimethylphthalate <33.0 66.0
Acenaphthylene <33.0 66.0
2,6-Dinitrotoluene <33.0 66.0
Acenaphthene <33.0 66.0
3-Nitroaniline <67.0 134
2,4-Dinitrophenol <33.0 ’ 66.0
Dibenzofuran <33.0 66.0
2,4-Dinitrotoluene <33.0 66.0
4-Nitrophenol < 330 660

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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ETHOD BLANK RESULTS

EPA 8270 SEMI VOLATILES RESULTS LIMITS
Diethylphthalate <33.0 66.0
Fluorene <33.0 66.0
4-Nitroaniline <g67.0 134
4-Chlorophenyi phenyl ether <67.0 134
4,6-Dinitro-2-methyiphenol <67.0 134
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine <33.0 66.0
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether <33.0 66.0
Hexachlorobenzene <33.0 66.0
Pentachlorophenol <33.0 66.0
Phenanthrene <33.0 66.0
Anthracene <33.0 66.0
Carbazole <33.0 66.0
Di-n-butyl phthlate <33.0 66.0
Fluoranthene <33.0 66.0
Pyrene <33.0 66.0
Butyl benzyl phthalate <33.0 66.0
Benzo{a)anthracene <33.0 66.0
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine <67.0 134
Chrysene <33.0 66.0
Bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthiate <33.0 66.0
Di-n-octyi phthlate <33.0 66.0
Benzo(b)fluoranthene <33.0 66.0
Benzo(k)fluoranthene <33.0 66.0
Benzo(a)pyrene <33.0 66.0
indeno(1,2,3-cd) pyrene <33.0 66.0
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene < 33.0 66.0
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene <33.0 66.0

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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ALITY CONTROL DATA
METHOD BLANK RESULTS

TCL VOLATILES RESULTS LIMITS
Dichlorodifluoromethane <1.0 2.0
Chloromethane <1.0 2.0
Vinyl Chloride <1.0 2.0
Bromomethane <1.0 2.0
Chloroethane <1.0 2.0
1,1-Dichloroethene <05 1.0
Acetone <5.0 1.0
Carbon Disulfide <0.5 1.0
Methylene Chioride 9.0 10.0
trans-1,2-Dichioroethene <0.5 1.0
1,1-Dichloroethane <056 1.0
Chloroform <0.5 1.0
1,2-Dichloroethane <Q0.5 1.0
2-Butanone <1.0 2.0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <05 1.0
Carbon Tetrachloride <0.5 1.0
Benzene <0.5 1.0
Trichloroethene <05 1.0
1,2-Dichloropropane <05 1.0
Bromodichloromethane <0.5 1.0
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <0.5 1.0
4-Methyl-2-pentanone <05 1.0
2-Hexanone <5.0 10.0
Toluene <0.5 1.0
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene <0.5 1.0
1,1,2-Trichloroethane <0.5 1.0
Tetrachloroethene <0.5 1.0
Dibromochloromethane <05 1.0
1,2-Dibromoethane <0.5 1.0
Chlorobenzene <0.5 1.0
Ethyibenzene <0.5 1.0
M,P-Xylenes <1.0 2.0
O-Xylene <0.5 1.0
Styrene <0.5 1.0
Bromoform <0.5 1.0
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <05 1.0
1,2-Dibromo-3-chioropropane <05 1.0

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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ALITY CONTROL DATA

EPA 82 RROGATE RECOVERY

$1 S2 S3 S4 S5 S6 S7 S8
MB100996 78 75 86 66 61 75 68 99
SB100996 75 79 81 65 64 77 84 88
6B-08841E 110 110 120 100 90 110 60 110
6B-08842E 100 100 110 80 70 100 67 110
6B-08843E 110 110 120 100 80 110 77 110

QC LIMITS

S1=2-Fiuorophenol-ss 25-121
S2=Phenol-d5-ss 24-113
S$3=2-Chlorophenol-d4-ss 20-130
S$4=1,2-Dichlorobenzene-d4-ss 20-130
S5=Nitrobenzene-d5-ss 23-120
S6=2-Fluorobiphenyl-ss 30-115
87=2,4,6-Tribromophenol-ss 19-122
S8=4-Terphenyl-d14-ss 18-137

TCL VOLATILE SYSTEM MONITORING COMPOUND RECOVERY

SMC1 SMC2 SMC3
MB101996 103 99 103
SB101996 101 100 98
6B-08841E 78* 94 108
6B-08842E 80* 80 110
QC-LIMITS
SMC1=1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 94-136
SMC2=Toluene-d8 84-106

SMC3=4-Bromofluorobenzene 77-132
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METHOD BLANK DATA

MB100896 QC LIMITS
Cyanide < 0.003 0.006

Result is reported as micrograms per gram (ug/g).

MB100996 QC LIMITS
Silver < 0.005 0.010
Aluminum <0.05 0.10
Arsenic <0.05 0.10
Barium < 0.005 0.010
Beryllium < 0.005 0.010
Calcium <0.02 0.04
Cadmium <0.005 0.010
Cobalt <0.01 0.02
Chromium <0.01 0.02
Copper <0.01 0.02
Iron <0.03 0.06
Potassium <0.10 0.20
Magnesium <0.05 0.10
Manganese < 0.005 0.010
Sodium <0.05 0.10
Nickel <0.01 0.02
Lead <0.03 0.06
Antimony <0.05 0.10
Selenium <0.12 0.24
Thallium <0.05 0.10
Vanadium <0.01 0.02
Zinc <0.01 0.02

Results are reported as micrograms per gram (ug/g).
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METHOD BLANK DATA
TCL PESTICIDE/PCB METHOD BLANK RESULTS

METHOD BLANK QC LIMITS
alpha-BHC <17 3.4
gamma-BHC <1.7 3.4
beta-BHC <17 34
Heptachlor <1.7 3.4
delta-BHC <17 34
Aldrin <17 3.4
Heptachlor epoxide <17 3.4
Endosulfan | <17 3.4
4,4-DDE <17 34
Dieldrin <17 34
Endrin <17 34
4,4-DDD <17 34
Endosulfan i <17 34
4,4-DDT <17 34
Endrin aldehyde <17 34
Endodulfan sulfate <17 3.4
Methoxychlor <8.7 134
Chlordane <83 16.6
Toxaphene <83 16.6
PCB1016 <83 16.6
PCB1221 <8.3 16.6
PCB1232 <8.3 16.6
PCB 1242 <8.3 16.6
PCB1248 <8.3 16.6
PCB1254 <8.3 16.6
PCB1260 <8.3 16.6

Results are reported as micrograms per kilogram (ug/Kg).
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SPIKE BLANK DATA
TICL PESTICIDE/PCB METHOD BLANK RESULTS

SPIKE BLANK QC LIMITS
alpha-BHC 86.8 39.97-125.25
gamma-BHC 87.6 41.16-124.76
beta-BHC 83.0 44.0-133.34
Heptachlor 86.9 19.39-180.47
delta-BHC 89.2 33.08-121.42
Aldrin 86.8 43.86-122.94
Heptachlor epoxide 88.4 47.04-134.34
Endosulfan | 83.6 94.17-129.80
4,4'-DDE 87.5 38.67-127.86
Dieldrin 89.9 40.82-137.72
Endrin 97.9 8.88-181.28
4,4'-DDD 91.8 16.92-153.64
Endosulfan I 84.3 21.71-141.22
4,4-DDT 82.3 4.10-163.67
Endrin aldehyde 75.7 18.91-123.07
Endodulfan sulfate 88.8 4.98-150.90
Methoxychlor 83.0 32.31-196.46

SB100896 QC LIMITS
Cyanide 69.0 55.01-108.1

Result is reported as percent (%).
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SPIKE BLANK RESULTS
SB100996 QC LIMITS

Silver 63.8 80-120
Aluminum 80.6 80-120
Arsenic 97.3 80-120
Barium 91.1 80-120
Beryllium 94.2 80-120
Calcium 87.7 80-120
Cadmium 100 80-120
Cobalt 103 80-120
Chromium 91.9 80-120
Copper 81.3 80-120
Iron 112 80-120
Potassium 97.1 80-120
Magnesium 826 80-120
Manganese 90.4 80-120
Sodium 144 80-120
Nickel 916 80-120
Lead 956 80-120
Antimony 95.7 80-120
Selenium 89.4 80-120
Thallium 99.4 80-120
Vanadium 98.6 80-120
Zinc 90.9 80-120

Results are reported as micrograms per gram (ug/g).
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SPIKE BLANK DATA
TCL VOLATILES

SPIKE BLANK DATA QC LIMITS
Dichlorodifluoromethane 48.0 4.5-170.8
Chloromethane 106 20.5-142.2
Vinyl Chloride 76.0 8.2-142.8
Bromomethane 104 11.4-185.2
Chloroethane 98.0 31.4-174.3
1,1-Dichloroethene 96.0 8.6-216.1
Acetone 90.0 D-340.1
Carbon Disulfide 116 14.1-241.9
Methylene Chloride 136 D-252.5
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 84.0 D-257.5
1,1-Dichloroethane 104 44.0-159.1
Chloroform 108 13.1-211.3
1,2-Dichloroethane 108 33.6-191.5
2-Butanone 80.0 D-211.6
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 100 69.3-140.5
Carbon Tetrachloride 86.0 60.5-142.3
Benzene 108 44.3-174.3
Trichloroethene 104 58.9-152.4
1,2-Dichloropropane 116 20-206.3
Bromodichioromethane 112 43.9-178.2
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 110 36.0-160.3
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 98.0 D-238.2
2-Hexanone 80.0 8.1-189.9
Toluene 116 60.1-150.7
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 104 55.4-171.2
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 106 59.7-151.1
Tetrachloroethene 104 41.7-147.6
Dibromochloromethane 104 61.5-156.9
1,2-Dibromoethane 104 77.5-128.3
Chlorobenzene 114 79.9-131.1
Ethylbenzene 112 77.0-128.6
M,P-Xylenes 110 60.7-151.7
O-Xylene 116 52.6-165.4
Styrene 112 72.8-134
Bromoform 96.0 57.3-158.8
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 98.0 39.2-188.6
1,2-Dibromo-3-chioropropane 92.0 63.8-157.5

Results are reported as percent (%).
D=Detected
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SPIKE BLANK DATA
TCL 8270 SEMI VOLATILES

SPIKE BLANK DATA QC LIMITS

N-Nitroso-dimethylamine 63.0 NE

Phenol 70.0 5-112
Bis (2-chloroethyl) ether 71.0 12-158
2-Chlorophenol 76.0 23-134
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 62.0 D-172
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 63.0 20-124
1,2-Dichiorobenzene 64.0 32-129
Bis (2-chloroisopropyl) ether 102 36-166
2-Methylphenol 83.0 NE

N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 77.0 D-230
Hexachloroethane 59.0 40-113
4-Methylphenol 75.0 NE

Nitrobenzene 66.0 35-180
Isophorone 64.0 21-196
2-Nitrophenol 83.0 29-182
2,4-Dimethy!phenol 71.0 32-119
Bis (2-chloroethoxy) methane 73.0 33-184
2,4-Dichlorophenol 74.0 39-135
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 68.0 44-142
Naphthalene 72.0 21-133
4-Chloroaniline 84.0 NE

Hexachlorobutadiene 61.0 24-116
4-Chloro-3-methylphenol 73.0 22-147
2-Methylnaphthalene 82.0 NE

Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 39.0 NE

2,4 6-Trichlorophenof 66.0 37-144
2,4,5-Trichlorophenol 71.0 NE

2-Chloronaphthalene 76.0 60-118
2-Nitroaniline 87.0 NE

Dimethylphthalate 91.0 D-112
Acenaphthylene 77.0 33-145
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 83.0 50-158
Acenaphthene 82.0 47-145
3-Nitroaniline 78.0 NE

2,4-Dinitrophenol 30.0 39-139
Dibenzofuran 85.0 NE

2,4-Dinitrotoluene 85.0 38-139
4-Nitrophenol 82.0 D-132
Diethylphthalate 91.0 D-114

Results are reported as percent (%).
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PIKE BLANK DATA

TCL 8270 SEMI VOLATILES
SPIKE BLANK DATA QC LIMITS

Fluorene 81.0 59-121
4-Nitroaniline 88.0 NE
4-Chlorophenyl pheny! ether 85.0 25-158
4,8-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 26.0 D-191
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 90.0 NE
4-Bromophenyl phenyl ether 81.0 36-166
Hexachlorobenzene 88.0 D-152
Pentachlorophenoi 24.0 14-176
Phenanthrene 86.0 54-120
Anthracene 89.0 27-133
Di-n-butyl phthiate 96.0 1-118
Fluoranthene 80.0 26-137
Pyrene 94.0 52-115
Butyl benzyl phthalate 103 D-152
Benzo(a)anthracene 90.0 33-143
3-3'-Dichlorobenzidine 75.0 D-262
Chrysene 80.0 17-168
Bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthlate 117 8-158
Di-n-octy! phthiate 116 4-146
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 93.0 24-159
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 98.0 11-162
Benzo(a)pyrene 88.0 17-163
Indeno(1,2,3-cd) pyrene 103 - D171
Dibenzo(a,h)anthracene 74.0 D-227
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 97.0 D-219

Results are reported as percent (%).



