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Industrial Excess Landfill Case / Preliminary National Ombudsmm 

Recommen&3tions 

SUMMARY 

I am writing to ,submd my prehinary recommendations in connection wrth my 

irweStigfttiw of ttx Itldustrisl Erccess Lartdfill in UkWOwrl, Dhiu (TEL). The invcstigs~iun h#s 

been comprised of nearly two yaars of review of documents fkom the Administrative Recorc!, 

mee,rings mc! consultations with EPA regional steff’, with citimns, with represcntativm hf 

Coqgess, stare, and local governments and with representatives far the responsible puties for the 

1EL site. A public hearing wu also held last year in Uniontown, Ohio, at Yrhlch 1 hewd 

witnesses on the record with respect to 1Ek matters. A transcript of ‘that hcting is atteched for 

you: review. II have also reviewed the work of the U.S. EPA Inspector &net& !he U.S. EPA 

Science Advismy Board and the indqxndenr report of Clelrn Sites Inc. as put of my 

deli5etatiow 

In vie* OTT’ the need to make timely dccrwm regarding the disposition of uaste at the LEL 
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my considered p~esq~tion IS that the XL sire should be futhcr cha.rx~?zed by EPA in 

or&r to protect ihe long-term health and envirormznt c’thr: pub/is ~ci that EPA. B&e 

proceeding to funher ;mplement the remedy embodied within the Amended Record of Decision 

;t?nounced this par March, a i&nical working group @tolId be con-dened with repres~~ion 

from the EPA Environment&i Response !‘cam, El% Kegion V, the Ohio EnviromTerrOei 

I-+ottcrion Agency, the Trustees of Lake Tr,:;wnship and their technical advisors, Cuncrrrrrd 

Citizens of 1,&c ‘~cw&ip uncj rheir technical advkors u well w tht RespunGble p-tiEs and 

thair technical ad+ars. 

1 oflet tc chrl;r the T~cfinical Working Group with 4’02. ifvou 40 accept. I intend :o 

,~n\~nt the ttcbaica’l dialogue wirhln 60 days frol?r the issuance of these preliminary 

recommendstlorrs in Unionto\(vn, Ohio. Prior to convening the Technical Working @TOLIP, I Gil 

submit intenogatories to the parties based upon additional technlc8i review of :he record and, if 

necessary in my discretion. On-t%*rCcotd imervitws with some or all cfthe parties This 6c il~ry 

period will also sene to allow for extensive public comment on the preliminary 

the showing of sufficient prcbof. 



iJ>.-l - - :* \-’ II (-, - _’ _’ i _ 

wjth respect to my program or rcquirzrnent under this Act” Subs&on (,b) authorizad the 

Ombudsmcln to %xke appropriate recommendMtions to the Administrator? EP.4 estibiished the 

Office in 1986 ~t~~~uant to the Congressional mmbate. Fo!lowing sunset of the mmdate in 1989, 

EPA &i&d 10 m&e the Office of Ombudsman and its fun~tbtt~ QMIMMI!! because “Congress 

has chosen thus solution fort dealing with such problems in the hazardous waste progms EPA 

actministerS.” (See, Hrtzardous Waste Ombudsman Handbook at pg. l- la) 

‘1 huF “fii]oth the sttatutory langusge and its JegiWive I7istocy confirm rhe importance 

cinp2ss plkws 3i: the public assi~~~a f?mction of the Office of Qmbudsman. Dy centralizing 

tttese functions in th+ Office ol‘Ombudsm&n, Congress inkndcd to improve EPA’s 

rssponsi vcnec c :h the pljhZic with respect w the increasingly complex R(JRA and Superf~d 

programs l *  l ’ the charge of the Ombudsman tc provide assistance with problems, complaints, or 

grievances, is an cxtsemcly broad one.” (See, Handbook at pg. 2-2,X) Notably, the suthoriry and 

framework of the OfIke of Ombudsman did not originate with EPA; EPA merely elected to 

make permanent an institiltion which the Congress had required in the law and for which the 

mandate had expited. 

Affected citizens represented by Co‘M=cmtd Citizens of L&e Township, joined by the 

Project on Cjovemment Wcn~ght and tie Northeast Ohio Mends Service Committee, Fetitioned 

for National 0mbudsy.n inkrwntiun J she IEL yilc in 1998, Fulluwinb u dcnid I’or 

0mbudsma.n intcrvcntian by the Administrator that year, Congressman Thomw Swyer (P., 

OH.) joined the request for intewentian. EPA thwafier sarwtioned National Ombudsman 

krervention at the TEL site. Congressman Ralph Rcgula (R.. OH.)JIas also joined in the request 

of citizens for National Ombudsman intervention at the EL site. 

BACKGROUND AND HiSTORY 

IEL, lclcared in Lake fownship, Stark County, Ohio, is a National ]Priorities List (NPL) 

a1te. The site 1s located on C’levclancl Avenue, nnmcdwe9y south of the commumty ot 

Unionluwn and ubuu& 10 nailca ~ulficwl of Akron, Ohio. The 29.9~w;rc Ac ww us4 us U-I 
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~11~ site is situated tit-t the catem sidt of an tlongn~I hi!1 07 ridge with &tl e&mated un- 

~j:g rdier” ctf 60 t&t. Most of the surfz~ sbpcs W the east 4 m~t.he~% krfbce-water runoff 

frnm the cite itraim into Metiger Ditch. An ofbite pond is kated across Cieveland Avenue 

from iE!. , but it is not connected with Ma+zger Uitch or any known drainage pathway frorrr 1 EL. 

IEL is a fbrmcr wci and gravel quany. The resubnt excavation was converted into a 

landfill. From 5966 to 1980, an estimated minimum of 780,QOO tons of waste (inciuding ~lt iesst 

\ miliior, gallons of wastes) were disposed of at the site. The disposal rate for chemioal waste 

incrersd to a maximum of 11,000 gellons/dh)r in 1972. Up to 60,000 barrelfirls were emptied 

ontc tine site wick the cuatents of 75% of these of’ ~~~IXWTI conlposition. Also U&IIOWII was the 

amount of hazardous vu~stes disposed of in drums at the site. 

The site has been the subject of comrrruni~ compl&nU &ld rcgulacory invc$tigations 

sines IQ? I. in reqxmse t3 cammunity con~plaints, the Stark County Board of Health issued a 

prclhiblti(n agaiqst the: dumpirg af hemicR1 uA.qteq h 1972 In I W?, hecause rrf public Lmncern 

and becaLlse the facility had reached its votq3metric maximum capctclty, the landfill was closed by 

means of’ a conxnt agreement ordered by the Stark County Court of Common Please (CDMFPC. 

19SS). The site WBS then cavered with a rrrixture of granular material fkom the site and “clayzy 

overburden” from a nearby area, Finally, rt ws seeded, 

CGncsns abc~t the generation aqd migration oik&ha~ gas from the Ian&ill were 

rxprersed’ before it ww closd. lnvesti;tititins had revealed that mehne was migrating 013” tk 

site. Monitoring fx methane ws initiated in homes adjacent tcl :he site. The landfill OHTXX had 
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In 1984, EPA and the ZIhio Environmental Protection Agency @EPA) c~ductcd 

iwestigetions i-it ihe site. In Jmuary of that year, A7’SDR reviewed analyiic results from sam$rs 

of drinking water from pr~are we% located “approximately IO0 yar;ds from IndustrI~1 Excess 

kndfill” and conch&d that ‘the cmcenttattion of the compounds fwnd is such that 

consumption ot’ the water does not pose an undue health r:sk. ” A TSL)K recommended addtticmai 

monitoring to cldenr;ine Tand \&hen tic ww qcmlily bct;on;cu such ti&t Lhc wtit~r yhouid wt 

be used for human cunsumpcisn” rind ampiing ta determine bwkground water quality fat that 

In Decemk 1984. OEFA’s investigations rave&d high or,-site conccntratios of 

methane, lateral migration of methane from tic I4fill, and air methane concentrations in the 

crawl spaces of’tht houses adjacent to the site that were up to 100% of the lower explosive limit 

&EL). In response to the problem, the EPA Region V Ikxrgency fksponse Team (ERTj 

installed an active methane-venting system (MVS) at l be site between 1985 snd 1987 to control 

migration of methane. This system was located on the northern, western, and southern edges of 

the site. EPA prqose~ in 1984 ihat 1EL bt pl~td on tk NPL WI began the RI/F!?+ in 1985. 

Vented gases were fnitfaIIy bwned with a candle-Me system, which was l&W replaced with a 

grcwnd4kac system. 

In Match 1986, ATsDB revie~fed air-wnitoring &&a from the tree atmospheric gas 

analyzer for sanq!es taken from ambient air. air at the landfill, and surrounding UniontoHm 

residences. Viny I ch!oride was filu.nd in an air s&mple from the backyard of one residence, and 

vinyi chloride and benzene were found in samples from 10 monitirring wells. ATSDR concluded 

that; 

the cowcntcations of volatile organic chemicsis Jo not represent a significant public 

health threat; however . I . benzene and vinyl chionde w bow-n ;Q cause cancer at higher 

exposure levels . I . Because any additional exposure of the public to these chemicals is 
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tmdesirable, and these chemisais OCCLC in h pattern cypkally seen nt mRn> lQndfil!s, 

iramediate steps sba-uld be taken to determine if there is a continuing presence of these 

chemicals and any trend of increasing levels in hours e I . In +$le absence of continuous 

n?sniroting ~4 data on continuing ambient levels oi thest: chemicals it is not possibk to 

qtiantif) the risk from exposwe 10 the identified substances. Given this data, a more 

accur~ assessment of the potential public hcaJ+& impact of the substances ax\d guidance 

on emergency action tevelrr could be provided. 

Subsequently, ATSDR comments in July 1986 on the air-motiuxing results suggested 

prvblcmv witi II-X quality 4’ ihe ti. Ti~esc GCNIIIWI~Y iwiicated that the obscrvcd cclnbrnir,tu~t 

1~~1s were +nostIy “ot Izvsls . . reported w common in the published literature,” atld most likely 

represented volatile organic. compoundo (Vncls) found in cotnmnn household pmduck Futiher 

monitoring was recommended to determine if the contamin&nts represented migrattian from the 

hndfikk. 

ATSDR reviewed the results of groundwater sampling in February 1987 and concluded 

that: 

Several priority pollutants were detected in groundwater co~lectcd f?om residtntiai wells 

located in the vicinity of the industrial Excess Site wu Akron, Ohio. Mast of these appear to be 

arMacts caused by contamination of the samples. I he only potential health threat from organic 

chemicals appears to be due tu 5 &L of vinyl r;hIori& found in uw well. Appropriolc u&wrl 

should IX t&n to reduce the exposure to vinyl chloride or rule mt its presence. Fifkn of the 

wdls show sodium concentrations at or above the 20mg/L level of canccm for people on Inw 

sodium diets. . . 

T)re Health Assessment Cootdination Activity (HACA) and l%nergency Respo,?se Branch 

(ERB) of ATSDR rtviewcd additional sampling data from well water in Febnrary 1983 

Samp!cs from three houses showed vinyl chloride levels in excess of the EPA proposed 

mwimum contaminant level (PMCL) of 1 @I-. A sample from one of these houses had 

previorrsly shown a vinyl chloride level of 5 pe/r- in the data on well water reviewed by ATSDR 
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In response to concerns about the dxection of flow for cont@minaatd groundwater, 

ATS$X znlisted the assisr;mce of the U.S. Geoio,$cal Survey (USGS) in \a& 1987. The USGS 

esx&.&m WBS cu~rt~lc& in October 1688 and is inccrpwated in the hppcndiccs of the ATSDR 

report. Aka in 1987, EPA prepared a Focucrd fwibili~ Trudy (FFS) addressing the r,eed for 

akemative water stipp:Ies fat r&iexcs having wells with en&ngercd water supplits. From the 

FFS, EPA selecrcc! an aknalisc: water-sqqly system far some of the residences immediately 

west and northwed of the site, A Record of Decision for provision uf akemtivc water supplies 

WEIS signed in September 1987. 

In June i 988, the ATSDR Epidemiology and Mcdxint Branch (EM@ released e find 

technical-assistance rqort to the Ohio Dtpmcnt of Health (QDON) on measuraments of 

VOCri in whole LzlooJ for ! 3 of 16 rearby residents who previously had obtained such 

meaawemerrts pfivstrely . In this repor& ATSDR concludea;i that: 

The VOC test results weru k&in sstablished norxm kx all but ;WO participanW ‘These 

two had high levels of tcbachloroethene. Also reported wu the presence of a &csrbon, 

I4-hydrogen compound. The level of this compound could not be quantified because of 

the absence of laboratory v&id&ion standard matetisls. 

A follow-up of the two parkpants with high terrachloroerhene leve!s ws done by the 
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- groundwater coijection via extraction wells and tremmcnt d,t the collected groundwater by 8~ 

stripping, carbon &mrption, md “noccutati!jnisedimentd:io~~fi!tratlon ” The prupumd 

coilect,tm of gror;ndwatcr was cxpectcd to lower the water t&blc under t#x Imdfill ccmtmts, 

+fftjcting a.8 “indirect eoptajnmenr” of the !andfiSI contmts. +l’reasment was m be discc&nued 

when c’.ischayge ctiteria rrf the Ckan Water Act were met for the eifluent. HOW~VCI, grouncfwarer 

extraction with discharge to Mttzger Ditck would continue in perpetuiry. A fence wes 3150 ta he 

installed; and property would be scy.md on the north, west, ar,d south edges of the site. 

Monitoring will also be conducted. 

On March 24, 1989, ATSPR notified EPA Region V 3~ telephone of a new public health 

canclusion and tecommer.dation concerning off&t& migtation of soil-gases at IEL (the verba.\ 

diocussian WBS ssnCmed in a July 13 !erter to E&ii C. Constantelos, USEPA from Mark hL 

Uashor, ATSDR, Appendix -4). Also on hly 7, ATSDR was wbaily informec! by WA of a 

rcr;cn~ rfctc~~ion ui high w~i;tx:r~:io~s cf rnetl~~~t gas al a lcm&on 10 feet beyond tllc; wtstcm 

boundary ami 40 feet east of an adjacent residence. A fInal Ramedisl Investigation (RI) report 

WA!I ~IeaseC! by WA in .h~ly 198% 

On July 17, 1989, EPA signed a Record of Decision (RODj mandating a slightly 

modified version, of the above described remedy. EPA also acknowledged thr: ATSDR conce~ 

for persons !ihg or working un properties adjacent to EL and tif’kred immediatte tempo,rary 

rcl0Ca:iifirs fat those persons. EP.4 announced that acquisitkn proceedings for the adjwent 

propcr~ies idc~tified in the R01> wouid begin immediately. 

EPA Region V decided on Mmh 1, 2000 to forego thz requirements of :he original 



ISSUES 

Several citizens have long maintained that chm&crizatiotl of the IEL site hprs not been 

adequate, 1 herr concerns rcsti!ted 13 three reviews of the IEL site which lxve been helpful. One 

>uch review was prrfi,,mwJ by tic EPA OIXr;c uUqxc&r Gcrtcsal jOI0) 011 April 6, 1998 at tlic 

quest of Ccngrcssmun Sawyer and “concludeb that there WQS na indication of wrongdoing by 

EPA or Ohio EPA employees involved with IF1 ..” and that “pririr reviews respond to the 

ide:ntified issues” so that ‘b&MionalOIG review of the adequacy of the ongoing Superfund 

cleanup of IEL” woufd not be warranted 

It is more u&i& therefore, to focus upon the reviews of Clean Sites Inc+ and the EPA 

Science Advisory 8oard. Referrals will be made to the EPA Inspcctot Gettetal or the WA 

Crimina) Investigation Division, as appropriate, ifcitizcns ghould present further compiaints 

sounding in wrongdoing. 

The Clean Sitqmview, submitted on Ma.rch 4, 1992, in gene@ found that many of the 

site characterization issues presented by citizens wccc “well founded and deserve action-” Clean 

SitcP found, in pnrticulnr, that “[t)h t conduct of resting, contracting, onolysis and information 

release has been flawed in oeveral major respects during the remedial design process. These 

flaws rnkst be corrected if ttust is to be restoied.” (See, Cka Sites Report. Finding Number 3). 

&xDrding to the Ckan Sites review, such flaws included “significant data gaps” that meant the 

Region “could m know for sure whe&r SQ called ‘hot spots’ reJly existed” lea&q to the 

conclusion that %hile it may be highly probable tit no hot spots exist, it is not a fact.” 

Accordingiy, Cltim Sites folrnd that “the past-ROD testing has become more than usually 

i,2qxWarIt at EL.” - 

tiioing Mther that Ciean SW, the WA Sctence Aclvrsary Board rn the kIna1 Report ot. 
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t,he ad hoc kustrjai Excess 12mdKl Pm4 wbmjned in October 6, ! 994 rrorcd that “[tjhe 

experience at the EL me is ILL In&cation that the stmdard proced-xcs used far Superfund Sates 

in rems Sf site chuacterization are inadeqtite in tht: face of concerns of the surrounding 

community ,” Th:s ir substiintlated b! 8 reGcw of the Records of Decision ( 1987, 1989, and as 

amended in March, ?X@) which suggest thaws Iit& or no landfill waste characterization was 

undertaken in atcotdancc with requirements as set forth under CERCLA, NCP, and EPA 

guidance. The NCP (40 CFR, Part 300, -March 8, 1990, p, 8847) specrtie~ “that the lead agency 

shali characterize rhe cature and Weat posed by the Wdou~r substances and hwdous 

~~latcrials and grthcr data ncccssaty to cwxw the cxicnt to which the rckaac posts a that to 

Awnan health or the envimuncnt QC KQ supper? the analysis and design of potential rwponoc 

actions by conductirrg, as appropriate, field i~cstigations TO ‘USCSS the following f’3ctoW Seven 

factors are presented r3n this issue within the NCP. The third is of particular importance when 

conducting a manrjatory field investigation necessary to support 811 appropriate cleanup 

alternative. The third factor provides the following info.nstion must be ah&e& “The general 

chwacteristics of the waste, including quantities, state, concentration, toxic~tyz propensity to 

bioaccumulate, persistence, and mobility.” In light of the fact &at very huge amounts of wastes 

(both liquids and solids) were disposelj at IEL, without characterization of the entire site, no 

determination can be made about the futwe IpotentM] threat of’ releases l&k33 ‘*hot spots” or 

q&fic points cf burial. For txwnple, u Iocalixd CLTCR where drums of udaown sub$tanGcs 

were buried may deteriorate over time such that !-he contents may be released, For this rewors, 

CERCLA and the NC’P reqGre definitive analysis of sites known or suspected to pose a threat to 

human lmlrh or the envitanmenr. 

The Science Advisory Board also noted that the initial rounds of sampling for rdiation at 

the !EL suffered from “imperfections irt the chain af custody of the s&nples and questions about 

counting methodobgies,” sunong other maners, the Sc,ience Advisory Board astutely observzd 

rhat “[f’Jrum the records of t)le ear!)1 rounds of JEL testing it is not always possible to determine 

G-am which well and tit what depth a smple was drawn . , . Any unusual findings could not be 

interpreted wirh cor&dc~e, nor cculd by be compared wrth values in arrorhtr rolrnd of 
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Technically qualified citizens have also registered concerns regarding rhe chwacteriza&rn 

of the IEL site. Mr. James Titmas, a civil and sani&aty engineer who served as a~ expert witness 

tbr the U S. Lkpartmsnt of Justide to recreate rhe foctprint of wastes from synthetic rubber 

production during WWII, observed that: 

Tl;c fwdamcntal pwblem appears to rncludc a m~&ve urrdtrcstimtkorr of the IBL by the 

EPA. This began on day one, und continueP tiday. Witiout adequate core mmpling 

there has not been a complete sssessmcnt Oftht B33WIts and kinds of Was&. Without 

identifying the true growldwater background, there has been no comprehensi,c evaluation 

of the limits of the contaminated underground water, the rate or directions of movement. 

Without a containing cap OVCI the IEL, then has hen no cneasurcment of the amount or 

types of 3as cmeraing from the landfill or moving laterally under a frozen surfkce. 

See notes for Robert Martin, EPA, Uniontown, Ohio meetings. .ianuary 25,\9~9. 

&an Water Acticm obsmcd the need to undertilkc additisnti test bortg in tk northerrst. 

comer of the !EL site and the Ohio EPA commented in 199 I that “the magnetometry and ground 

penetrating r&r (GPR) studits were not completed in that wea” Dr. Theodore Me& 8 former 

scientist u&&d with the Mcl3lh~ttac1 Project, testdied in a w&en statement at the 

Qmbudsmm hearing kst year rhat further ~hawteri;ratiorl was netbed, in gtntral, and for core 

drilling, ic particuiar. See, Hearing Record pg 4942. 

Concern3 were also btought f0rJlrarcI in the Wring about the effectiveness Of naWd 

attenuation as a remedy tit IEL for grwndwata contamination. Ms. Themes Shrrlala, an 

industrial hydrogeologist, tcstificd ttrat “We almdy have groundwater &ntarnination. [tJhe 
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grnunhwater has been impacted so [you’re] going to have E mounding effect up gxdienr nf Ihe 

1at1&11 that’s going 10 pushtk poundwater Gmrr~h the kmif% down gradient of the! landfill. 

You have I don’t ‘mow how many active pumping wells foe residential purposes that’s !iterally 

going to pull that stuff down gradient and you’re r.ot going to have any barrier control and that’s 

the! number one buzz word of EPA is that you must maintain control of your plume and there is 

no control of the plume here. You can put an 80 foot cap on but you s?iil have groundwatcr 

contamination and you’re not conttoiling the plume. That’s all 1 have,” See, Hearing Record, 

pg. 101-104. 

EPA OuiJuw for the USC of natwd attenutiticn at Superfund sitts a s a remedy, in 

gtinernl, establishes thai a high leval of sit-6 charact&ation is needed to eupport a comprehensive 

ev&atjon of natural attenuation RS a remedy, 8s nppnwd tn the kind nf infnrma:inn needed to 

support an active remediation. See, OSWER Directiw 9200. 4-27. Issued Nctv~mbtr 1993. 

The Directive reads in pertinent pUt: 

DemonsMting tJae ef%acy of this rcmed&~on approach likely will require analytical or 

numerical simulation of complex attenuation processes. Such mdyses, which are criticczl 

to demmsuate natural attenuation’s ability to meet remedial action objectives, generally 

require a detai@d conceptual site mock1 w p: foundation? Site charwterizatton shwId 

inl;luck collecting JIM lo Ltcfinr: (in thrt;r; Ypt%iuI dirrlhrrsiurU 0vf;r tin@ the r~UurG ask! 

distribution of corrtamination aource~ ps we11 M the extent of the groundwater plume and 

its potential impacts on receptors. However, where monitored natural attenutiion wiTI be 

mlrsidercd as a remedial approach. certain aspects of site choractorization may require 

more detail or additional eletnents. For example, to as.sess the contributions of sorption, 

dilution, and dispersion UI natwal attenuation of contaminated groundwater, a very 

detaikd understanding of aquifer hydraulics, recharge and discharge arees and volumes, 

itnd chemical properties is required. ‘Where biodegradation wiU bc assessed, and 

acceptors present in the groundwater, the concerrtrations of wmetabolites and mttabok 

by-products, and perhaps specific arralyscs to identify the microbial populaticns present, 

hge 12 of 15 



_ __ ,_- -, _ ._-- r- I- 1:: 

The findings ofthese, snd any other anejyses pertiner,t to dracwuing natrrral 

atrer,uation processes, showid bc irwrpclraresl into the conccptd model of contaminan! 

fa’are anb traqsi;ort devefqed far the site. 

Factors 10 be considered in tandem wlt.)l the adequacy of the ~hu~tcrization of the EL. 

site are the ncmess of homeo to tb S~IC which rely upon wells for drinking water and the 

potentid multlplici~ of at?-specification wastes in the lan&ill. FM cxampk it is possible that 

drinking water wells are at a level (40 f?.) with the deposition of waste in the LEL site, l%e U.S. 

Geological bve~ has found tha? groundwater flows radially from the site. Thomgh 

charslctetization of IEL, therefoE, is extremely impor&nt to long-term protection of human 

health and the environment. 

Further chzncterization should occw in two ar~8: the lirndfill itself and the 

grouadwatet. On tht IamlfIll, in view of szt‘ety concerns about sinking muftipk boreholes and 

recognirirlg rhar surflc~,al analyses may have been done, it may be more realistic 10 undertake 

!imiteb cxcavaGon where a number of trust pits CIT trenchm crre implemented to more fWy 

e~aluatc contamination. For the groundwater, rhe EPA Guidance on Natural Attenuaoio~ rshould 

be followed, which would include performance &microbial -dies. 

It should be noted that this addition4 characterization waA can pn~ecd WI a paralkl 

course with the Ferfixmsnce MoniMng Ptan for grolmdwrrter now being impkmertted with 

appropriate ttchrhi oversight from the Lake Township Trustees. The constructk of trenches 

cn-site and the placement of a comprehcnsivc tn&itodg well network ofkire are nor 

inconsistent with tzchnkal plans of the Trustees 10 deveiop a gsuwhirter contingency #4n; to 

fwther investigak gwes that may be spreading o&site (including a possible upgrade of the 

methane gas venrlng systems); Qlrll anal: 2is nf the comnts of aboke pund barrels and nearty 
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work being dcnc by the Region, the Trustees anb &sponlsiblt Parties. 

EPA Region V shaukl mist the National Ombud%mm in convening d Tech&a! Working 

timup u;ithin 60 days to openly and jointly address technical issues at :ol,c IEt site. 

Rcprcsrnckatjun shwld irxludt; tit; Regiork, tfrz Natiwal Q~~&.wwuI, the Euvircmmcrrrall 

Response Team, rhc Ob EPG, the Lake Township Trugtta WIT their technical ad\i@ors, aai the 

Cmw:clnr,~l Citizen< nf C,ake TawnPhip and their technical LS~V~SOIS, as well as the Respmsible 

Pa-ties and their technical advisors. 

Several years ago, Clear’Sites Inc. noted in their rewiew that ‘the aon=scientific signs aT 

real prcsbiems should have been readily appzmnt ad sholrld i~avc triggetsd the hi&es! qudi(y 

Agency effon. *’ Scverai years later, mq citizens in G-x Uniontown ~~~rnrnun~ty do not kel chat 
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The Inf’ti~atioc seeking and sharing process has 10 be Gne rhat the community finds 

legitimate anrt agrees to in ~chce, the community nreda to be in the process, . . . 

Dialogue with and outrwh to the huger community is essential. . . . Communicaclon 

cllirrt3 .wc bkcly til fait if thay ac not infurrnec( by B thorough empirical &arlc’tttiAon 

of the beliefs ti knowledgs h&i by those living near the site. 

In view of Eht findings of Clean Sires and the SAB regarding the need for adequate site 

characterization aad meaningfir citizen participation, therefore+ these preliminary Ombudsman 

Recommendations should be adapted to enawe fbrther remedial progress at the IEL site. 

Attachment: 

January 30, 1999 Trawript Public Hearing 

b!ike Shapiro, Titles 

Doug Ballotti, Regicn V Ombudsmm 

Lake Township Tmstcts 

EPA Environmentd Response Team 

Concerned Citizens of Lake Township 

Mr. Paul Wolford 
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