
UNITED STATES ENVIRONMENTAL PROTEECBON AGENCY 

REGION 1 


1 CONGRESS STREEf, SUITE 11OO s 2 ~ 1 . 5  2~9559 
BOSTON, MASSACHUSETfS 02114-2023 

April 18,2002 

Mr. h d s e w  T. Silfer 
Corporate Enviromental Progrms 
General Eleclric Company 
100 Woodlam Avenue 
Pittsfield, MA 01201 

Re: 	 Comments on General Electric Company's (GE) October 2001 Pre-Desig7t investigation 
NVbrk Planfor the Newell Street Area IIRernovnl Action, GE Housatonic River Project 
Site, Pittsfield, &%assachusetts. 

Dear Mr. Silfer: 

This letter contains the Environmental Protection Agency's (EPA7s) conditional approval of the 
above-referencedPre-Design Investigation Work Plan for the Newell Street Area fIRemova1 Aetiorz. 
The Newell Street Area I1 Removal Action Area (WA)is also referred to as RAA 13 in project 
documents. 

ThisPre-Design Investigation Work Plan for the Newell Street Area IIRemot.alActiorz (Work Plan) 
is subject to the terms and conditions specified in the Consent Decree (CD) that was entered in U.S. 
District Court on October 27, 2000. 

Pursuant to Paragraph 73 of the CD, EPA, after consultation with the Massachusetts Department of 
Enviromental Protection (MDEP), approves the above referenced submittal subject to the following 
conditions: 

Conditions 

Witlun 30 days of the receipt of this letter, GE shall submit an addendum to the Work Plan which 
addresses the following comments: 

General Comments 

I. 	 Consistent with other pre-design investigations conducted pwrsumt to the CD and the SOW, 
@id nodes located wilhin i 5 feet (i?) of the boundary of the Rk4 shall be included in he 
investigation of 13. Specifically, grid nodes '1'87, Y88, Y89, Y90, Y91, B79, F97, 
F98, F99,195, and Z99 are Located within 15 feet of the boundary of the 
shall propose to collect additional samples or use existing analytical results to characterize 
these grid nodes. 

2, 	 The boundary of the ,as depicted in Figure 2 of the Work Plaa, does not follow the 
property boundaq behreer: pacels 39-23-8 and 59-23-3. GE shalt correct Figure 2, and 
include available and valid data from this area for gridcharacterrzationor supplemental use. 

3, 	 The boundav of th re 2 of the Wo lows the property 
boundary along the .GE shall extend the western fence 
line. Extending the boundary wo (within, or tvitkn 
15 feet of, the new boundq)  to the Work Plan: C84, D85, E86, H88, and 189. EPA 
resewes the right to extend the boundary of the based on the malytieal results. 
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4. The majority of residential prucels and right-of-ways adjacent to 1J have been 
sapled,  and portions of sera-al p (J9-23-6,59-23-7, J9-23-9, J9-23-10 and J9-23-11) 
have been remediated. Several -1 3 grid nodes are within or adjacent to areas of 
previous remediation. In seas ivh edial activities have occwed (and ad~acent to such 

r to remedial activities should be used to chasacterize soil 
13 for the sail that remains. For exmple, at grid node E-96, the 
1be charactefized using sample 161 -C3 (the soil in this area was 
efforts in 1999). At the same location, in boring 59-23-1 2-SB-2, 

in the 6- to %foot depth interval; the smples from this boring 
are not proposed for use in Table 1 of the Work Plan. GE shall add J9 
2 and Table 1, and use ilable, valid data (both within 
approximately I 5 feet of the oundq),  for either grid characteri 
use. 

GE7s Appendix IX+3 sapl ing  slrategy to meet vertical and horizontal spatial distribution 
requirements is unclear as presenied in Tables 2 and 4 and Figure 2 of the Work Plan. For 
example, it appears that existing subsurface Appendix IX+3 samples from five locations 
@S-10, NS-11, NS-12, NS-13, and NS-14) are proposed for chmterization ofthe 10-15-A. 
sample depth interval, yet all five locations are within 100 ft of each other. Further, based 
on the infomation provided in Tables 2 and 4 of the Work Plan, the sample depth intervals 
called for in the SOW do not appear to be evenly-represented by Appendix IX+3 samples. 
The number of subsurface Appenhx IX+3 samples proposed for characterization from each 
sample depth interval are not evenly distributed between the four intervals, with the 10- to 
15-ft sample depth interval over-represented. In addition, the Appendix IX+3 analyte groups 
are not evenly represented, with samples analyzed for dioxinsifurans over-represented,GE 
shall develop a separate figure for Appendix IX+3 sampling (existing and proposed), and a 
table showing Appendix IX+3 sample distribution, to be included in the Addendum to the 
Work Plan, Additional samples required to meet the distribution requirements specified in 
the SOW, and those required per General Comments 1 and 3, shall be presented in the 
Addendum to the Work Plan. 

5. 	 Section 2.3.2 of the SOW indicates that GE must demonstrate that soil in subsurface utility 
corridors potentially subject to emergency repair requirements does not exceed a.200 ppm 
spatial average. GE shall identify the location and depth of all subsurface utilities on a figure 
in the addendum Work Plan, and propose a sampling strategy that will meet the Performance 
Standasd for soil in subsurface utility corridors. The sampling strategy will include soil 
samples located no more than 25 A from the utility and spaced at a linear interval of 
approximately 100 f l  for the subsudace samples along each utility corridor. 

S~ecificComments 

1, 	 Table I. The analytical results for smple BE-0041, depicted on Figure 2, are not included 
in the table. 

2. 	 Table 2. GE shall correct the SmpIe 119for the VOG smpfe collected from boring X2SG-
04. Sample 'lD SS09 should apply to a sample collected from 14to If A bgs, not 8 to 10 ft 
bgs, as indicated (Source Control siunpIing protocol). 

3. 	 Table 3. For grid node W91, CE indicates that the 1-3 ft smple depth intervaI will be 
cbaracteriz& using data firom the 1-2 fi sample from Iocatisn 59-23-7-3, However, Table I 
indicates that data from the 2-4 ft bgs itefiral of location J9-23-7-3 is to be used for 
su~"pfementalpuposes. GE shall use the data from both thel-3 and 2-4 ft  bgs dqths of 
location 54-23-7-3 to characte~ze the entire 1-3 ft depth interval of grid node W91. 



4. 	 Figure 2. Two minors error were noted in Figwe 2. 

e Two locations designated NS-24 are depicted on Figure 2; one is near grid node B4 
and the second is near grid node F95. 

.L In the table entitled ""Smary of Soil Boring PCB Sample Results", the value for 
NS-7,4-6 ft bgs, should be "- -" (no sample collected) instead of 130ppm. 

EPA reserves its right to perfbm additional smpling in 13 and/or require additional sampling 
or Response Actions, if necessw, to meet the requirements ofthe Consent Decree. If you have any 
questions, please contact me at (61 7 )918-1 365. 

Sincerely, 

Bryan Olson 
Gmousatonic River Team Leader 

cc: 	 Mike Carroll, GE 
Dick Gates, GE 
J. Lyn Cutler, MA DEP 

Sue Keydel, MA DEP 

Bryan Olson, US EPA 

Holly Inglis, US EPA 

Tirn Conway, US EPA 

K.C. Mitkevicius, USACE 

d a w n  Jamros, Roy F. Weston 

Pittsfield MA Office, US EPA 

Mayor Sara Hathaway, City of Pittsfield 

Tom Hickey, PEDA 

Teresa Bowers, Gradient 
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