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TFI ONE (401) 274-2652 TDD (401) 272-5335
TOL1] FREE 1-800-662-5034 FAX (401) 453-0310

April 24, 2000

BY STMILE AND REGULAR MAIL

ur. terence J. Tlierney, Eaq. Mr. Robert Wagner, Esq.

Dap nt of Attorney General pepartaent of gnvironmental
150 $outh Main Street Management

Providence, RI 02903 235 Promenade Street

Providence, RI 02903
pear! Messrs Tierney and Wagner:

on pehalf of my clients in the litigaticn regarding the
spribgfield Street schools, I are writing to express concerns about
sevefal health related issues related to the springzield Street
schopis, abcut the process for informing the community about
envibonmental nazards associated with the construction of an

al tary school on Gordon Avenue, and to provide comments on the
proppsed remedy for the Gordon Avenue School site.

Please share this letter with the appropriate ofzicials of the
ent of Environmental Management, and have the appropriate
offipials raespond 1in writing (either directly Or tnrough you) to the
concgrns stated nerein. Also, kindly forward a copy of DEM’s
Remefiial Decision Letter regarding the Gordon Avenue school. I

such a letter has been jssued since construction work at

hn Avenue has started.

The Springfield street schools have been in operation for
sevebal months. Site work at the middle school was recently
eted."” We have noticed a build up of water on the grounds of
the piddle gchoocl just off to the left of the front of the puilding.
Therp is usually a puddle of water there, even when there has not
paeni xain for saveral days. Water alse accumulates in puddles behind
pringfield Street wing of the middle school (left side), and
alsol in the rear of the middle school behind the gymnasium. We have
enclbsed photos of the arsas where there has been an accumulation of
watef. We are concerned that hazardous substances in the '
inated soil are leaching into these ponds. and request that DEM
the standing water for presence of VoCs and metals.
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We are also concerned about odors coming from the exhaust pipe
of . soil gas removal system at the elementary school puilding. In
the past month I have peen to the elementary school site at least
threp times with different groups of pecple. Bach time we have
smelled an odor downwind from the pipe leading from the soil gas
repoyal wsystexn. The odor is a sveet odor, which some 1iked to
decaying wet grass, others to wet moss. We have always smelled the
odor| when standing downwind (and not upwind) of the exhaust pipe. We
requpst that air samples from the pipe be tested for presence of

vocs| SVOCs, hydrogen sullflde and methane, and that the filters in
the poll gas rumuval systew be sanpled and changed.

Finally, we are concerned about areas where grass has not grown
in ch the hillside nuext te the elementary school parking lot. These
may be break-throughs of contaminated soil, and we request that
DEM pest those areas tor presence uf metals and VOCs.

concerns Regarding Gordon Avenue School

2-
We have concerns ragarding both the process relating to the
Gor Avenue School site investigation and punlic notice

requirements regarding the rasults of said investigation, and the
ss tor scliciting public comment on the proposed remedy for the
. We alsc have substantive comments on the proposed renedy.

As to the process jgsues, the City continues to vioclate DEM'S
Remeftiation regulations and the public participation requirenents or
ndustrial Properties Remediation and Reuse Act, R.I.G.L. §23-
5. Specifically, the City has not:

Narified A1l amtting prgperty owners and tanants that a site
jnvestigation was €O begin on the Gordon Avenue school site
(Renediation Regulations, §7.07(A), R.1.G.L. 523-19.14-3{1);

* Notified all aputting property cwnérs and tenants that a site
investigation was completed (Remediation Regulations, §7.07(B) .,
RoIoGnLl 523-19-14_5(3] ) 7

*® Providcd gaid abutting property ocwners and tenants with the

' findinga of the site investigation, and any proposed remedy that
includes on-site treatment and/or containment of hazardous
materials (Remediation Regulations, §7.07(B)); and '

* gstablished a public review and comment pariod for interested
parties to submit comments regarding the technical feasibility
of any proposed remedial alternative that includes on-site
treatment or containment of hazardous materials on the Gordon
Avenue site.
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deficiencies were also prasent during DEM’s review of the
lerield Street schools. If DEM ignores these deficiencies, it is
clear signal that providence and other government entities do
Lave to comply with the agency’s regulations.

ﬂ. also have several concerns regarding the use of the Gordon
e site for an elementary school, and the Ccity’s evaluation of
ponmental hazards present on that site.

rirst, we objsct to another elementary echool being sited on
that is contaminated with hazardous materials. The City clearly
vas ehad prewnfizld sikes oan and should be samadiabed by
schools on them, and this policy we cannoct condone or agree
 Children arc mors vulnerable than adults to the harmful

.g of exposurs to hazardous materials, and subjecting them to
possjble contact with hazardous matcrials cannot be considcred sound
. We specifically request DEM to consider, pursuant to its

te to consider enviranmental srmit aanes £for 1nw incnme anA

1 minority populations, whether using the Gordon avenue site for
emantary school is an appropriate use of that site.

:Sacand, ve have several concerns about the City’s site
igation for Gordon Avenue, and its proposed renedy to contain
hazapdous materials on the site.

 The site investigation report suggests that the source of many

e ~ontaminants (such as petroleum products and freon) was from
vehibles parked on the site. Given that the site was used To
manufacture wire, and that the site investigatiecn revealed the

bnce of underground storage tanks, it {s Car more likely that the
gsourpe of contamination in the soil was leaks from the storage tanks,
not from vehicles. Ancther likely source of vocs and SVOCs is from
ed solvents used in the manufacturing of wire and not from
woblles in a parking lot.

The site investigation report’s tindings as to levels ot

kdous materials is misleading to those who do not normally read

guch| reporta. FoOIr example, the reporting of average and median

conchntrations of nazardous substances on page 10 of the site

invebtigalivin zwpuzl i1s tutally msaningless. DEM and the publiv need
how what the highest 1evels of contaminants are to accurately

ks the hazards and devise a remediation plan for those hazards.

simijarly, on page 2 of the February 21, 2000 letter from ATC to DEM,

by of which was distributed to the public at a meeting on March

l ATC igﬁg;;ad tha concentration of contamjpants in parts per
oh*¥nérsas tne stanaaras ars Teportea 1n parcs per Diiliiedk.

Unleps the reader notices this discrepancy, it appears that the level
AraminAnTs raparrad in pATTa Dar ai1lion was wich 1eas Wwhen
aed to the regulatory standard reported in parts per pillion.
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The February 21st 1etter also reveals a discrepancy with the

soillgas test rasultse cbtained by MyKroWaters and those obtained by
con-fest Labs. The MyEroWaters tests nad & dataction limit from onc

> per millien, and only six VOCs were reported with no
able concentrations of six Vocs were reported. Yet, Con=-Test
yocs at levels in excess of 1-2 partas per million for three of

thes ®Bix VOCs. This discrepancy strongly suggests rhat the soil gas

ng performed bY MyKroWaters ig not accurate. Furthermore, ATC’S

conclusion on page 12 of the site investigation, that »yolatile

argapic compounds Wers generally not jdentified in subsurface #oil
sanpjes Or grounawater samples” 13 pisleaclng, and lnacuurate, slive

were found in saveral soil samples in excess of the Method One

Dirept Exposure criteria (Table 3, soil Analytical Results) and SVOCs

do

show

vblatilize; and VOCe ware found in the soil gas, which further
that hazardous substances are volatilizing.

ATC failed to conduct tests to accurately measure the amount of

arsehic present on the gite. In the February 21gt latter, ATC states
that| the mathod detection limit for arsenic was 5 mg/kg (or 5 ppm) -

e

HoyEF::, +he safety standard under the Mathod 1 Direct Exposure

ja is 1.7 ppm- Thus, the tests cannot accurately assess

whether arsenic is present at levels in excess of the Method COnc
Direft Exposure criteria.

Third, regarding the proposed remedy (beyond objecting to the

use bf the site for a school), we have the following comments:

E when scil excavation and compaction activities are planned,

£ly snould be distributed to all residents within a one bleck
radi of the site. The tlyers should warn residents to Keep their

s closed, since soil dust will be airborne during those

: officials of the St. Michael’s School (which directly abuts
ite) should ba notified, and instructed to keep children indoors
@ windows closed quring the day when soll excavation and

tion activities are in progress. Excavation and compaction
iries should cease one hour before the school day starts (and

3 15 minutes after school starts), and should cease an hour

¢ children are released (and resume a nalf hour arter cnhildren
{ismissed from school.)

Soil excavation and compaction activities should be
ded on any day that wind gusts in excess of 25 MPH are

4. The proposed cover layer of soil is too thin. Instead, the

cln:t'fill cover should be & ro. 6 feet thick, not & inches or 2 teet

Moreover, a polypropelene parrier should be placed beatween
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the plean £ill and contaminated soil t©o prevent contaminants from
F brought to the surface.

5. Underground plpes and wires should not Tun through

i{nated soil. Instead, all underground lines should be placed
a5 where clean £111 ls depuslled, =9 that in the future,

iinated soil is not released when repairs have to pe effectuated
erground pipes or wires.

6. Tnat abutting residents and the St. Michael’s School
offipials be provided with the nane and telephone number of a contact
pers at DEM to report complaints TO regarding construction
actilrities at the site (including failure to use water to control
dusti or reports of soil dust coming Off the site).

Finally, 1 note that 1 was present at the site on April 18, 2000
a end of the work day. I observed piles of dug out concrete
atockpiled on the site, and that the piles were nigher than
imeter fencing adjoining the st. Michael’s School site. Not
do these piles invite children to play on them, put soil on
 piles will blav intc the adjeining school yard. No piles

4 be higher than the fencing, which has a non-transparent fiber

] Very truly ycurs,

ﬁ‘*’%
Gerd Fischbach —

staff Attorney

ce: t Revin McHugh, Esqg.
Mindy Lubbker, Environmental protection Agency

\sf\il\concarnl.ltl
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