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CONCERNED

CITIZENS Total Pages.a) 0
of MAYWOOD FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Tel. 201-845-5992
Fax 201-845-3271

March 30, 1998
HUD Newark Area Office
Region i
One Newark Center
Newark, N.J. G7102 _ l{l/( )
Attention: Ms. Kathleen Naymola, Acting Director F4 Xw
CPD Division
Dept. of Housing & Urban Development
One Newark Center
Newark, New Jersey 07102

Re: March 2™ 1998, Legal Notice of Finding of No Significant Impact And Intent
To Request Release of Funds, County of Bergen - Project: Borough of
Maywoced, Construction of Maywood Senior Citizen Center.

The Environment Review has numerous omissions of facts/truth in responses
and facts/conditions that were ignored, to the extent that funds should not be
considered for release, but rather an examination of these actions should be
initiated. 1t could be that an environmental clean up should or must take place
before construction of any project.

The Health Assessment of Maywood Chemical Company Sites prepared by New
Jersey Dept. of Environmental Protection (NJDEP) for the agency for toxic
substances and Disease Registry (ATSDR) on Page 17 states, “Before

suspected areas of contamination are developed both on site contamination and
the potential off-site migration of contaminants need to be fully evaluated.
Developing an area, without characterizing potential contamination could lead to
an adverse impact on the public health.” '

Project’s use of SLAB construction and Hackensack Water rather than well water
indicates a concern for the contaminated ground water that is present. This is
understandable since the area including the pool parking lot is on top of the old
swamp area. :

Enclosed is an Qur Town_news clip, August 9, 1973, that attests to the “ever
flooded area at the foot of West Magnolia Avenue” and “the waters now over
flowing the banks of Westerly Brook during heavy rains.”



Read enclosed flyer (5/15/S3) “Are the Pool Grounds Free and Clear of
Chemical and Radiological Contamination?” Note pool parking grounds have
not been tested and consultant to County Board of Heaith's Mark Guarino
questions radioactive report.

The County CD information came from an NJDEP representative and Mr.
Tiffinger, County Board of Health by phone conversation - with no written reports
for file. Appears to be no conversations with DOE and EPA. Note enclosed
DOE letter 11/21/96 regarding plans for ground water characterization in 1998for
preparation of the focused feasibiiity study and incorporation of the proposed
ground water remedy into the site-wide proposed plan. Might this plan take care
of the Magnolia Avenue contaminated ground water?

We are at a loss as to why CD did not consult EPA. Why? Because under
CERCLA, responsible parties may be held liable for all costs incurred by the
federal government in taking response action with respect to sites where there
has been a release on a threatened release of hazardous substances. EPA
previously notified Stepan Company of its status as a potentially responsible
party for the site within the meaning of Section 107 (a) of ACERCLA, 42 U.S.C. -
9607 (a). This is substantiated by enclosed letter from Kathleen Caliahan,
Director, Emergency and Remedial Response Division to Jeffrey W. Bantlett,
V.P. Stepan Chemical Company. Yes, EPA should be involved!

tven more so when you read this writer's letter to Thomas B. Harrington,
Supervisor, NJDEPE - Div. Of Water Resources regarding EPA saying they will
conduct further investigations of the West Magnolia wells if contaminants similar
to those found in private wells are found at the Superfund Site (EPA Project
Mgr., Pat Evangelista).

indeed Amold Schiffman’s (NJDEP) letter of June 10, 1987 confirms the same
chemicals in West Magnolia Avenue wells and weil for Maywood Municipal pool
had ailso been detected in wells around the interim storage site. Yes, the EPA
should be involved.

It appears EPA did not investigate and NJDEP did nothing despite the known
contaminated site listing of Magnolia Avenue ground water contamination.
Known contaminated “Sites in New Jersey include active and pending sites with
confirmed contamination present at levels greater than the applicable clean up
criteria for soil and/or ground water standards. Contamination is normally
identified at a site through sampling of soil, surface water and/or ground water.”
(This is from NJDEP literature).

But Mr. Richards’ opinion is that “Low level contamination” of ground water on
Magnolia Avenue will have no effect on the planned Senior Center. Is his “Low



level” greater than applicable clean up criteria? Did he sample soil and ground
water?

But the comment reaches a real low level saying Duvier Place is not listed in any
of the “Known Contaminated Sites” lists. But note that Magnolia Ave. is listed iN
the most recent copies! The truth is Magnolia Ave. was listed at least as far
back as 1990. We have a copy. The comment says Magnolia Ave. is isolated
occurrences of ground water contamination. As stated previously and
documented, West Magnolia wells have same contaminants as wells around the
interim storage site as does the municipal pool. By the way was Duvier Place
tested?

The attempt is made, is it not, to try and establish that the project will oniy be on
Duvier Place and not West Magnolia Ave., and that Magnolia Ave. has
contaminated ground water but not Duvier Place?

We chalienge them to show that none of the project would be on West Magnolia
Ave. but only on Duvier Place.

And also that they read Maywood Ordinance (17-97) authorizing the Borough of
Maywood to construct a new Seniors Center at the intersection of Duvier Place
and West Magnolia Avenue in the Borough. The Ordinance speaks the truth.
Project would be on both streets.

Final reading is Ordinance (23-97) vacating a portion of Duvier Place within the
Borough and amending the official map of the Borough of Maywoced. Part of the
project would no longer be on Duvier Place because it was vacated so project is -
now only cn West Magnolia Ave. which is on the known contaminated list for
ground water contamination.

We plan to deliver to CD in Hackensack copies of a cancer cluster study by
former Maywood Board of Health member, John Tamburro. His comments will
challenge numerous responses in the review, such as there is a power
generating plant one block from project.

Also we will furnish copies of Dr. Marvin Resnikoff's challenging comments on
the DOE EE/CA for clean up of residential and municipai properties at Maywoocd
site. Actually it deals with Lodi sites and oniy radiological not chemical
contamination. And the same for DOE’s measurements at 19 commercial sites.
Resnikoff is a consuitant for CCM via EPA Tag Grant.

We did not have the opportunity to discuss the yes - no responses in the review
and where there are no checked responses with CD in Hackensack. We would
appreciate that opportunity.



We are enclosing copies of two letters from NJDEP to Senator Paul Contillo
dated October 30, 1987 and April 27, 1989 regarding detection of (PCE)
Tetrachloroethylene throughout the Borough in non public wells, and in private

wells on West Magnoiia Avenue.
4/-' " hd
Michaet J. No

69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, N.J. 07607

cc: Joseph Rutch, Director, Bergen County Community Development
Angela Carpenter, USEPA Region |l
D. Gaffigan, NJDEP
Maywood Planning Board .
M. Guarino, Bergen County Board of Health
The Record, Shopper News, Our Town, Herald News
Pat Schuber, County Executive

P.S. We notice legal notice of March 2, 1998 said request for release wouid
be made con 3/18/98, but review shows request for reiease signed by Joseph
Rutch was dated March 26, 1998.
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ARE THE POOL GROUNDS TREZ AND CLEAR OF
CHEMICAL AND RADIOLOGICAL CONTAMINATICN ?

h

. :jt last Tuesday's council meeting nobody seemed to know about the resulecs of the
~501l sampling reported in a letter of Januarv 29, 1993 to Mary Carton, Health
Inspector, from Susan Cange, Uepartment of Energy (DCE)?

Nor about the review of the radiologicgl data in Cange's letter by Steven Black,

Teledyne Radiological Services manager, that he reported to Mark Guarino, County
Health Dept., dated March 23, 1993?

Following is the text of the review:

¢ Revlew of the radlologlcal data found (n the letter dated January 29, 1993. from
Susan Cange to Ms. Mary Carton

- The statement “Consistent with previous radioiogical surveys, the results tndicate that
there is no radioactive contamination above natural background cencentrations en the

pool property” is_not su the data provid There {s no background data
provided {n the document nor are there ¢ background references.

In Envtronmental Radloactivity From Natural, Industral, and Mllitary Sourcés'. by
Merrill Eisenbud. UNSCEAR (1958( is referenced to indicate that the natural levels of

11.238 in various solls range from 0.4 tn 1.2 nCt/orx
Bty Ad Tidhd A mhad WA ASW § ALAE W ba T ORW daws E\-‘-ll

-
“Wikd Wi Qdéide
IndIcaTE T T

an this. ata also
X0 P ac at was equal to the m
D¥cctable Activity (MDA). The MDA's Wer€ 4.5 and 6.2 pCl/gram for samples
138SP and 138SPCIl. Assuming that the other sam!?eg'md!caUVe of the
background levels foF the local area and that value 1s approximately 3 pCl/gram or less,

why weren't the samples with MDA's greater than the expscted background recounted so
that the MDA's were less than or equal to 3 pCi/gram? We think this guestion should be

. posed to the DOE.

I It does not appear that the pool grounds data passed the review - - but nothing
further has been done. ————

The pool parking lot was NOT tested!!! Why???
It is not known if the large grassy area was tested? Why?

Ncte that it is only a review of the radjological data. What about nqop _radioclogicge?
Who will do that? Cange copied her letter to Jeff Gratz, EPA, but without copy

of the survey!!! 1Is that his review???

So chemical data hag pot been reviewed and should be! Cange said severzl metals

-1ere at concentrations above bkacxoround but ends up saying they are of no health concerns?’
The pool is not a vicinity property and N.J. DEPE. not DOE, should have made the

survey, and should be called in now. We do not trust the DOE. They have earned

our mistrust. We can prove it.

What happened to the Cange letter and data since it was received the first week

in February and Mr. Black's review dated March 23, 1993777

How can such a matter be so ignored and/cr withheld from the council members?

Action and a full public report appear mandatory.

Michael J. Nolan

S Concerned Citizens

.Dist. 5/15/93 by ccM
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Department of Energy . /(7 ~
: ’¢/§

Ozk Ridge Operations Office
P.O. Box 2001
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831—8723

November 21, 1996

Ms. Angela Carpenter

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region Il

290 Broadway, 18th Floor

New York, New York 10007-1866

Dear Ms. Carpenter,
MAYWOOD SITE - SCHEDULE FOR GROUNDWATER CHARACTERIZATION

This letter is to inform you that the Department of Energy will not be conducting any field work
this fall for groundwater characterization at the Maywood site. We had mentioned this possibility
both in the Groundwater Sampling and Analysis Plan (which you are currently reviewing) and the
transmittal letter dated October 22, 1996. Property access agreements, which are necessary in
order to do the offsite survey and sampling activities, have not been forthcoming. We have been
diligently pursuing access to the properties necessary to implement the investigation and are
currently planning for field work to begin in the spring of 1997. Although the delay will affect the
amount of data we can collect from the sampling and monitoring\wells, we are hopeful that this
schedule will still allow adequate time for data analysis, preparatiohof the Focused F easibility
Study and incorporation of the proposed groundwater remedy into the\sjte-wide Proposed Plan.

—

[f you have any questions or would like to discuss this further, please call the at (423)576-5724.

Sincerely,
Ame doseq
=TT N bt
Susan M. Cange, Site Manager
Former Sites Restoration Division / ?5 f

cc: Donna Gaffigan, NJDEP

T WP s 0y e
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P T " - REGION2 - ;
? : : ' 290 BROADWAY
%, P NEW YORK, NY 10007-1866
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SEP 29 1995

ERTIFIED MAIL
RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mz, Jeffrey W. Bartlett
Vice President, Secretary
and General Counsel
Stepan Chemical company
22 West Frontage Road
Northfield, IL 60093

Re: Maywood Chemicul Company Site, Maywood, Bergen County, New Jersey:
Administrative Order on Consent (Index No. II.CERCI A-70104) and '
" Adminpistrative Qrder (Index No. II-CERCLA-10105

Dear Mr. Bartlett:

The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) is charged with respondmo to the .
release or threatened release of hazardous substances, pollutants and contaminants into
the environment and with enforcement responsibilities under the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), 42 US.C. §
9601, et seq. As you know, EPA has documentéd the release and threatened release of
hazardous substances into the environment at the: Maywood Chemical Superfund Site, in
Maywoaod, Bergen County, New Jersey (the "Site").

In accordance with CERCLA, EPA has taken various response actions with respect to
the release and threatened release of hazardous substances at the Site. These response
actions- include, but are not limited to: issuance of the above-captioned Administrative
Order on Consent (AOC) requiring Stepan Company to perform a Remedial
Investigation and Feasibility Study (RI/FS) on the Sears and Adjacent Properties portion
of the Site; issuance of the above-captioned Unilateral Administrative Order (UAQ)
requiring Stepan Company to perform an RI/FS on the Stepan-owned portion of the
Site; and various additional investigative, community relations and other activities in

connection with the Site, Moreover, EPA continues to incur response costs with respect -

to the Site.

Under CERCLA, responsible parties may be held liable for all costs incurred by the
federal government in taking response actions with respect to sites where there has been
-a release or a threatened release of hazardous substances. EPA previously notified -
Stepan Company of its status as a potentially responsible party for the Site within the
meaning of Section 107(4) of CERCLA 42 US.C. § 9607(a). '

AL
S .
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EPA has previously provided Stepan Company with a summary of the response costs
incurred by EPA with respect to the Site through March 30, 1994, In accordance with
that cost summary and Section 107(a) of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9607(a), demand is
hereby made for payment of §470,553.09 plus any and all interest recoverable under
Section 107(z) of CERCLA or any other provision of law. This amount, less interest,
represents 56% of oversight costs incurred by EPA in connection with response actions
undertaken by Stepan Company at the Site from September 21, 1987 through March 30,
1994 under both the above-referenced orders.

Please note that this demand does not necessarily represent the entirety of all costs
incurred by EPA to date. Any costs which are not included in this demand may be
demanded separately or at another time by the United States.

Interest on past costs incurred shall accrue from the date of this demand for payment or-
any earlier demand, whichever is earlier; interest on future costs shall accrue from date

- of expenditure. Interest rates are variable. The rate applicable on any unpaid amounts
for any fiscal year is the same as is specified for interest on investments of the
Hazardous Substance Superfund. The current annual rate of interest on unpaid costs is
3.63%. - ‘ ' ‘ '

All of the costs incurred by EPA with respect to the Site are charged to the Hazardous
Substance Superfund (the "Fund"), established pursuant to 26 U.S.C. §9507 and
administered by EPA. Remittance must be made payable to the "U.S. EPA Hazardous
Substance Superfund’, established pursuant to CERCLA in Title 26, Chapter 98 of the
Internal Revenue Code, must reference the Maywood Chemical Company Site, and must
be remitted by a certified or cashier’s check to the following address:

. U.S. EPA Superfund
Region Il Hearing Clerk
"P.O. Box 360188M
Pittsburgh, PA 15251

To ensure that your payment is properly recorded, the check should be accompanied by
a letter identifying the paying party and the name and docket number of the order. For
EPA's records copies of the bill, chieck and accompanying letter should be sent to Mr.
William Tucker, Office of Regional Counsel, 290 Broadway, 17th Floor, New York, New
York, 10007-1866. : '




If you have any questions regarding this matter, please contact Angela Carpenter of my
staff at (212) 637-4433. Legal inquiries should be directed ta Mr. Tucker, Assistant
Regional Counsel, at (212) 637-3319. '

Sincerely yours,

Kathleen Callahan, Director .
Emergency and Remedial Response Division

cc:  N. Marton, NJDEP
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69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, NJ 07607
November 30, 1992
(201) 845-5992

Thomas B. Harrington, Supervisor

NJDEPE -~ Div. of Water Resources

Metro Bureau of Water Resources

2 Babcock Place

West Orange, NJ

A report on the West Magnolia Avenue Maywood private wells contamination

July, 1989

See Page 3 - 1st Paragraph - (Farm Road Realties)

Sampled for compounds March 18 and 19, 1989.
Results not yet reported.
Please furnish copy of results of sampling.

Page 4 - 3rd Paragraph (Stepan/Maywood)

Maywood private wells contamination investigationr not planned at
this time by USEPA - They will conduct further investigations of the
West Magnolia wells if contaminants similar to those found in private
wells are founé at the Superfund Site (Project Mgr. Pat Evangelista).

Enclosed is copy of June 10, 1987 letter from Arnold Schiffman, Administrator,
Water QuaiityManagement in which Mr. Schiffman advised that the same chemicals
had also been detected in monitoring wells around the interim storage site.

Please advise when the investigation will commence and why Schiffman did not

advise you. -

Michael J. Nola
Chairman

f:c A-List : / J// )



GEORGE &. McCANN, P.E,

DIRECTOR CERTIFIED MATIL

Ly prrucet aorearth

#ate of New Jersey

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

DIVISION OF WATER RESQURCES
CN 029

THENTON, NEW JERSEY 08625
DIRK C. HOFMAN, P.E,

DEPUTY DIRECTOR

RETURN RECEIPT REQUEST

John Tamburro _
Member of the Board of Health of Maywood

142 West Central Avenue JUN 1 Uiggz
Maywood, NJ 07607

Dear Mr. Tamburro:

Re: Maywood Chemical Company site, Maywood, New Jersey

I am writing in response to your letter of April 29, 1987
concerning the Maywood Chemical Company site. You indicated
chloroform, tetrachloroethylene, trichloroethylene, and. '1,2-
dichloroethylene were found in homeowner wells on . West Magnolia

Avenue and in the well for the municipal pool. These _chemicals
have _alsg  been détécted in monitoring wells arocund _the jpterim
storage site. ou  sugges that a study of the chemical
contamination at the site should be conducted be e more thorium
contaminated soil is brought to the interim storage site.

The Bureau of Safe Drinking Water of the Division of Water
Rescurces has been alerted to the organic chemical contamination
on West Magnolia Avenue. They may be contacted for advice or
assistance at (609) 984-7945,

It is our understanding through telephone conversations with the L//

Department of Energy that no new material will be added to the,

storage pile in 1987. Further, approximately 25 additional
menitering wells are to be installed this summer at the interinm
storage site and on Stepan Chemical Company property. As you may
be aware, Stepan Chemical Company was notified by the United
States Environmental Protection Agency in a letter dated April 29,
1987 that they are a potentially responsible party for the cleanup
of the Maywood ChemfEETf55H'VTETETE?‘STEEE'Eﬁggf'the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
(Superfund). This letter initiates specific time frames in which
a remedial investigation and feasibility study of the site will be
conducted. ~ The study will investigate the chemical pollution at L/’/
the Maywood interim storage site and evaluate methods to remove or
contain hazardous substances at the location.

New Joersay Is An Equal Qpportunity Empioyer



I hope this letter answers some of your questions. Action is
being taken at the Maywood Chemical Site. If you have
further gquestions, Please feel free to contact the geologist
assigned to the site, David Mooney of the Bureau of Ground Water
Quality Management at (609) 292-0424.

Sincerely, ’ o=

-
P - .- -
ey - o -
T -
- o * -
-

Cﬁvaa- /’“. ”/lﬂ~>3:,w;;_“* {
Arneold Schiffman, Administrator
Water Quality Management

‘QM166

Fe

N

Metro Enforcement, DWR

Bur. Safe Dr. Water

.
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BASF/INMONT

This informatilon on BASF/Inmont was provided by Steve

Mayberry of the Industrial Site Evaluation Element in July
1389. BASF/Inmont, in Lodi, is located approximately one rile
south of the W. Magnolia wells. The facility is undergocing an
Environmental Cleanup Responsibility Act (ECRA) investigaticn
by the Industrial Site Evaluation Element. Plant operations at
Inmont began 1in 1935, 1In 1982, the ground water was found to
be contaminated with toluene and lactel spirits. Approxirmately
40 recovery and monitor wells were installed on site. The
installation of additicnal monitor wells on site is being
proposed by ECRA to further delineate the plume. There are
many possible on-site sources of the contamination which have
been identified by ECRA. These include several tank farus,
underground fuel and diesel tanks, and a gasoline tank.

IODT MUNTCTIDAT, WELLS

USEPA is conducting another Superfund Investigaticn of the
Lodi Municipal Wells which were discovered to be contacinated

in 1981. N%_gg;gg%ggghin_;a_guspgg;ed between the Lodi and
Maywood wellS ag of July 1989 (Project Manager: Ron Rusin).

STERPAN/MAYWOOD

Stepan Chemical Company (formerly known as Maywood Chenical
Company) and surrounding areas are currently under a Superfund
investigation by USEPA. Although no investigation of the
Maywood Private Wells Contamination is planned at this time by
USEPA, they will conduct further investigations of the W.
Magnolia wells if contaminants similar to those found in the
private wells are found at the Superfund sites (Project
Manager: Pat Evangelista)

V. Conclusiocons

None of the above investigations by the MBRE or the other
agencies has revealed any definite sources of the W. ¥agnelia
vell contamination at thls time. -.All of the facilities appear
to be downgradient in ground water flow direction from the
affected private wells. No upgradient sources have been
identified.




ey

~ ~ Felc
A _REPORT ON THE WEST MAGNOLIA AVENUE
MAYWOOD PRIVATE WELL CONTAMINATION
JULY, 1989

I. Introduction

This report summarizes the progress of the Maywood Private
Wells Contamination Investigation since its beginning in 1987,
The content of this report 1s based on information of the
Division of Water Resources (DWR)/ Metro Bureau of Regional
Enforcement (MBRE) and has been prepared by the Ground
Water/Safe Drinking Water Enforcement Section staff for the
file,

II. Background

On. March 30, 1987, the MBRE office in West Oranae received
a cail from a Maywood resident who stated that her private
potable well and others on West Magnolia Avenue ("W. Magnoclia
wells") and at the municipal pool were found to be
contaminated. The resident wanted to find out who was
responsible for the contamination.

Upon investigation into the situation, MBRE learned that
the Division of Hazardous Site Mitigation had sampled certain
of these wells in an attempt to collect control samples
upgradient in ground water flow direction from Stepan Chemical
Company and the Superfund Maywcod Chemical Investigation.
Contaminants found at the W. Magnolia wells included
ethylbenzene, chloroform, tetrachloroethylene,
trichloroethylene, and trans-1,2- dichlorocethylene. The
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Btate of Few Jersey

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION

DIVISION OF WATER RESQURCES
CN 029
TRENTON. NEW JERSEY 08625

3. MCcCANN, A.E, DIRK Q. ~OFMEr: 3
RECTOR SEPUTY Tiws.

Cctober 20, 1987

Honorable Paul J. Contillo
Senator, 38th District

90 Main Street

Hackensack, New Jersey 07601

Dear Senater Cecntillo: .

vour letter addressed to Commissioner Dewling relative to the
Mavwcod Borough (Borough), Bergen County contamination, has Leen
ferred tc me for response.

Tetrachlorcethylene (PCE) was the most redominent contaminant
detecTag Tn TNON-pUDLLC Weils CHRILOUGHOUT the. Borougn. We have noc
knowiedgs as to how long the people in the Borough have been
exD8TEq to th:rs contaminaticn. Initial sampling highllghting the
‘ contamination was done during the period April 1986 to March

1987. This sampling was done by the United States Environmental
Protection Agency (USEPA] to help determine the nature and extent
¢f contamination at nearbv superfund sites. Considering the

geclogy and the groundwater flow, these wells were not expectec to
be impacted by the contamination at the, superfund site because of
th@i¥ upstream leccation. Since the contamination found at the
wells is unlikely to be coming from the superfund site ZIor the
above geologic reasons, the investigation as te the source of the
contamination was referred to the Division of Water Rescurce's

(Division Metro Region Enforcement Office, which 1is currently
working on this case.

Although previously characterized as a probable human carcinegen
(USEPA 1986), PCE is currently undergoing reevaluation and as 2
result may be reclassified as a possible human carcinogen (USEPRA
1987) . Assuming consumption of 2 liters of water per day by &
70Kg adult over a 70 year lifetime, the WNational Academy ofF
Science originally figured that a concentration of 3.5 ppb
consumed over a person's lifetime would increase the risk of one
excess cancer case for every million people exposed. In view of
he potential change in <classification ¢o a possible human
arcinogen, the allowable concentration to produce this one excess
cancer would have to be much higher. New Jersey's conservative
approach tc regulating this chemical in drinking water will result

Newr Jersey is an Eaual Qpoartunity Employer 02 3
’ Recyclea Paper "

3R



in a proposed maximum contaminant level of 1 ppb in the near
future to protect the public against any effects of this chemical,
assuming a 70-vear exposure.

As vou can see £Irom the above informatiorn, considerable scientific
controversy surrounds the possible health effects from ingesting
guantities of PCE. However, in ocur letters sent to the residents
in February and May 1987, homeowners were advised not to use their
water for drinking and to seek alternate sources of water or

treatment wWitiiW a vear in order to reduce their exposure to the
contaminants present. \
kY

We respect and appreciate vour interest in this issue. Should ycu
need more information concerning this matter, you mav contact
Barker Hamill, Chief of the Bureau OJf .Safe Drinking Water within
the Division, who can be reached at (609) 292-5550. :

Very truly vours,

4

s //(... o ﬂ; ’ /// //'..; ' W‘C} [ GRS
George G. McCann, P.E.
Director

\

. ¢: Deputy Commissioner Michael F. Catania

Assistant Commissioner Donald A. Deieso
Assistant Commissiconer Donald T. Graham
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Honorable Paul 5. Contille
Senator, 38th Discrict
90 Main Screet )
Hackensack, New Jersey 07601

L
Desr Sena rov/Ccnt‘llo:

Tals is in response to your letter dated March 23, 5§85
Tequesting an update on the private well contamination situa-ics
in Mavwood.

in late March 1987, the local healzh department ordered
severgl private wells locazed on Wesc Magnoiiaz Avenue c¢losed
due to cenisminaticn of the water wich volazile ocganic chemicals
pe:f&cularly Ce:f‘chloroe:hylene {PCE,. Snortly thereafcer,
all alfected DNomes were provided wiCh connection ro che pubiic
communicy water supply of the Hackensack Water Cempany aliev:oz
gny Immediate cthreat to pudblic healch. The New Jersey Denarim
cf Eaviroamental Proteccion's (NJDEP) Environmental Zlaimse
Adminiscration has partially reimbursed all nomeowanscs who
Iiled 2 cisim for che costs incurred in ¢ : Zo The »nuizlicz
communlicy water supply

Zuring 198 NIDEP's Division of Water Resources' (DWR)
Merre Burézf_g?dReg ional Enforcemen: (MBRE) conduczed ap faduszroi
survey 'of the avea to locate possible sources of this conrtaminat’
One facility idencified dering this survay, Farm PRoad Reaizies -
Inc. iocztfed at ili West CencraL'Ave?ue inmﬁayuooa, is g%;%;gg-y
toncutiing & grvound water iavestligation. The puroose of this
avestigat:ion 1s o determine LnE possiblie impact on the
water from four gzbandoned undergrayund storage tanks which ¢
crganic chemicals other than PLE. Moai-or wells have been
installed af thi5 §iTeé ancd samples colieccted. DUR
the resulis of that samplinag AT least twe octhax

n_che srez have been found to ucitize PCE, however
¢f spiiis or discharges te the grcund water nave b
a2z these giCes.

Czhner sites currenciy under inwvesrt:
iaziude Srepan {Maywood) Chemicz: Compan
ve.l fonrtamizaiion which are berth United
Protecction Ajgency (USEPA) Superfund invest:

L]
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in Lodi which is the subject of an Epnvironmental Cleanup Respcnsi-
lity Acc (ECRA) investigation supervised by NJDEP's Division

.

b

of Hazardous Waste Management. All of these sites are
\-1

s O

om the West Magnolia Aveaue wells.

believed,

wever, CO be downgradient in the ground water flow dirg&ZEion

In supmary and most imporcantly, all affected residents
now nave a safe drinking water supply and therefore can rest

assured that they are no longer exposed o any tnreac:
health from this ground water contamination incidence.

you require any further information, please contact Io
w

Berkowitz, Ph.D., Acting Direcror of the Division of
Resources at (609} 292-1637.

.

Chris:opherfi. Daggerc:

Commissioner

 F, Carania, Deputry Commissioner

c! Michae
Archur Kondrup, Assistanr Commissioner
Donald A. Deieso, Assistant Commissioner

Karen Alexander, Deputy Assistant Commissioner
Jazames ¥. Hamilton, Assistant Director
Peter T. Lynch, Chief

to public
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23 Toxic Chemical and Radicactive Materials
Comment:
Duvier Pl In Maywood is not listed in any of the State “Known Contaminated Sights” lists
The adjacent street, Magnolia Ave. Is [isted in the most recent copies. The issue on
Magnolia Ave. is isolated occurrences of groundwater contamination, and the source has nor
~ been idenufied. Ina 12/22/97 phone conversation with MI-Rocky Richards, Assistant
—— Director of NJDEP Bureau of Site Management, I discussed the possible effects that 1he
Magnolia Ave Site could have on the proposed project. Mr. Richards is of the opinion that
“low level contamination” Of grouRd Waler o Magtolia Ave. Will have no effect at all on
the planned Senior Center due to the fact that construction will be slab-on-grade, and that
water for the facility will be supplied by United-Water Company. Unless a well were to be
wocated on the siie or in the near vicinity, to supply drinking water for the Senior

Center, there is no reason to believe that Wolia Ave. will be an issue.
B g
Stepan Chemical Company

I have referred to three studies conducted by the U.S. Department of Energy, and conferred
with an environmental prolessional at the Bergen County Department of Health Services
regarding this issue. There appears to little concern of radio aciive contamination from the
Stepan Chemical site. Duvier Place is more than % mile up-stream of Stepan Chemical and
. contaminatior: from that site was for the most part in the opposite direction. Extensive iesting

was unceriaken by the D.O.E. on the two adjacent streets and no evidence of radio active :
. . . —_—
conlamnalion was discovered, (% *

/
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CANCER CLUSTER STUDY FOR WE£ST CENTRAL AVENUE AND ECCLESTONE PLACE, MAYWOOD
NEW JERSEY, 8/86, UPDATED 10/90. ’ A John Tamburro

._._.._-_....._..-..-_---—---—-———--——----—-.--_..._-_...__..-.._.....—..—-....--.———-.-......_____-..

The figures following show the amount of alpha, beta and gamma radation
residents of West Central Avenue and Ecclestone Place were exposed to since
1950 (when most of these homes were built). The radiation lines were drawn
from the document, "An Aerial Radiclogic Survey of the Stepan Chemical Company
and surrounding area. Maywood, New Jersey. 'Date of survey: 26 January 1981",
This survey was performed by the Energy Measurements Group (EE&G) for the
United States Nuclear Regulatory Commission in response to an accident on

Rt. 17, involving radioactive material., The radiation detected is from
thorium and other radicactive materials buried in the soil on Stepan
property—an rrounging pr . s no € accident. This
radioactivé*ﬁEfEFTET'W§§’%?E§Eﬁt in the area since the 1900's, when the
Maywood Thorium Works, later becoming Maywood Chemical Company, processed

the radioactive materials to make gas lanterns.

The figure atsg showg the fload zone in that.area. The ground water contains
many "Carcinogenic chemicals - among them, benzene, trichlororethane, ethy]
acetate, 1,2 - dichloroethane, choloroform and tetrachloroethylene.

There are other 'g*ﬁgggn‘ chemicals present, as well as dangerous levels

of heavy metals. 1s information was obtained from well testing done on
Tower West Ma?no1ia g¥éﬁue, on Sfepan=fﬁﬁﬁTca| property and Soil testing
done ohn iamourro’'s property.  The tlood zone and qround water
encompammrﬁes and al dﬂs_ﬂmﬁm&nwd in
the canCér_ciUSter study. The water testing and soil tesﬁing were

performed by the NJDEP. It is not known how long tHese chemicals existed.
A1l of Eﬁiséﬁn?ormation can be found in the Maywood Borough fiTes under '

\\their "NRC" files - their term.
—_’-—"N"b—‘

—y -

In figures 1, 2 and 3, the_red squares vepresent homes where residents
developed cancer, and they all fall within the higher radiation lines

and within The area of the contaminated ground water. The following facts
were taken into consideration: .

1. MNone of these cancers were related to cigarette smoking.
2. A1l involved residents who lived in the area at least 10 years.

3. The residents afflicted were exposed to higher doses of gamma, alpha,
and beta radiation between 1950 and 1980, than the amounts of
radiation being detected ir the NRC study, because thorium and it's
related radioactive elements constantly decay (haif-l1ife). The radia-
tion was higher in the 1950s, than it is now. However, the radiation
is greater than the amount of radiation detected in the NRC study,
because the MISS site was not present at the time of the study. The
material in the MISS came from proparties in Lodi, Rochelle Park and
Maywood and did not involve any soil from the Stepan/DOE properties.
The radiation emitted from the MISS ranges from 5000 counts per minute
to 4,300,333 counts per minute. The DOE guide is 11,000 counts per

S
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' minute. Counts per minute measure gamma radiation. So, the MISS

radiation is in addition to the radiation detectedin the NRC study.
. The more radioactive materials added to the MISS, the higher the
radiation emitted from the site will be.

Qy/%la. Some homes had several owners and those residents living there more
: then 15 years have had incidences of cancer in their families.

5. The afflicted residents had safe jobs (with respects to exposure to
carcinogens) and many were house wives wha stayed at home.
s 7. Pets also died from cancer (my dog was one of the victims - bone cancer). Z”)‘
8. I obtained cancer statistics from death certificates between 1978 and

1983 and the amount of cancer drops off as you move away from the
afflicted site. Also obtained cancer information from the residents on
West Central Ave. and Ecclestone Place, directly, since I knew most of
them all my Yife. The statistics also show other *hot spots" such as
the south end of Maywood Avenue, near Essex Street and the side
streets on the south end of town.

9. The natural isotope, thorium-232, has a half-life of 100,000,000,000
years, which means it takes that many years for it to lose 1/2 of its
radiation. It is Che sSOUrcé of radon gas, which is also very toxic
and highly radioactive, and has a very fast half-1ife”life. The natural
isotope, thorium-234, has a half-life of 24.1 days, also breaking
down quickly. Thorium also produces other "daughters" such as
radium-228, thorium-228, radium-224, polonium-216 (the element in

. cigarette tobacco beleived to cause lung caner) and others. Al}

these radiocacitve elements are present in the afflicted area and all
have different ages, so at any one time, different amounts of radiation,
some deadly, are being emitted. Just because thorium-232 has a long
haif-1life, does not mean it is safe. Any particle of it could be
100,000,000,000 years old and break down. Also, processed radioactive
materials break down much quicker. When any radioactive material

breaks down it emits radiation in the form of alpha, beta, and gamma

particles. The radioactive survey shows that high amounts of radiation

are in the area (January 1981}.

10, As the amount of thorium and other radicactive materials is increased,
more radioactive particles are emitted. This is why I a osed to
the MISS site. They put it in an area where“FEETHE%EE—E%;§§§§_H§E—é lot
of EXposure to radiaf%on and carcinogenic chemicals. Row they are
being éxposeéd to that muc 7ation from the MISS.
11. Thorium and its disintegration products c¢an _cause internal
irradiation due to penetration of gas and aerosols by way of the =;; ,

resgtratory system, the digestive system and through the skin.
\b////’ Carcinogenic chemicals can Ravé detrimental effects on the body

via ingestiom,—ditect contact with contaminated water and inhalation
va [es (Benzene, Terrachibroetny lene, etce..)

trapped Tw ba

Ements or emanating from g ound water under homes.
L e T Nt e ]
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The study of the West Central Avenue area and its control group, was
done as fallows: '

a). Read through all death certificates of Maywood residents between
1978 and 1983. It was found that out of 485 residents, 120 died

from cancer, or had cancer as a secondary, or tertiary disease when
they died. Their names and addresses are listed in the report. 365
did not have any form of cancer when they died. 24.7% of these
Maywood residents, excluding those on W. Central Ave. and Ecclestone
Place, developed cancer. This is very (lose to the cancer risk for
all of Bergen County, 24.4%, which shows my statistics to be quite
accurate.

b). On West Central Avenue and Ecclestone Place, west of Ramapo Ave.,
south of W. Magnol ve., east of the PIERG substation and ngrth of
the  dusquehanna Railrodd, there are 2/ residences.  0Out of these 27,
11 were not inciuded in this study because information could not be
gathered on these homes. Out of the remaining 16 homes, the following
was taken into consideration:

1). A total of 36 residents 1ived in these homes for at least a 15
year span and they were between the ages of 20 and 40 when first
moving in. (Children were not considered since they were all born
at different times and are now relatively young, with longterm
radiation effects not yet showing up, or just starting to. for
example, my two sisters lived there from 1950 to 1970 and I
from 1956 to present. Recently, all three of us began_develgping GEE-"’
tumors and cysts, which could lead to Cancer in the future,
I also developed polycythemia vera, too many red blood cells,
~and sti1T have this disorder, as well as a chemical imbalance
causeing depression), , = b

Peopie exposed to carcinogenic chemicals, and low-level radiation,

in théTf:yEEﬁger years, do not develop adverse health affects
until their Iif;:%}ﬁars, HEpenﬁ?%g’Eﬁgfﬂ!'!fFEngEﬁ of the carcinogen,
or raalaiﬂon. ake note of the age span of the pecple that contracted

caficar, when they were exposed, and the age span when they caontracted
cancer. (Numbers 1 and 3 on this page).

\v///// 2). Other radiologically induced diseases, such_as anemia, were

not included. Neither were birth defects due™to Tack of that
information. - i }

3). Out of the 36 homeowners, 17 developed cancer while living in
the area. 11 died and 6 are in remission or cured. {The control
group included secondary and tertiary cancers for this reason).
A1l were in their late 5Q's or early 60's when the cancer was
detected and the ones that died were in the same age span, well
below the average age of death.

4). Nine of the afflicted were housewives with_non-hazardous, or
no, occupations. The men did not have cancer exposure from their

occupations.
gt

5). All were healthy people until the cancer developed.
R




.\)
' E)’/// 7). It is known_th {lroad embankment, bordering the homes
. on the "sou st Central Avenue, 1S radioactive,
"”""‘,;fa;’ This 1s Shown in 7rhm;Tcai~studﬁes—pe??3§ﬁ§%=ﬁi:nmr1nmne:~
Ve

13.

L

6)}. A1l developed cancers which can be caused by internal or

externdl irradiation through the air, ingestion oF ﬁome—-rownli,/
fruits Indvegetables and water (flooded basdmerts—and Eddh’ng /

5t g?ound waler gutside).” These cafhcers also can be caused by
the carcinogenic chemicals in the ground water.

(see page 9), and other radiological studies performed around
Stepan and the MISS site (in the Maywood Borough files under "NRC".

8). In the two skin cancer cases, both men, my father and my
neighbor, worked outdoors in their back yards for long periods of
time, but were not exposed to a lot of sun since the back yards are
heavily shaded by large trees.

9). The levels of radiation emitted from the thorium on Stepan
property and the surrounding area, were higher between 1950 and
1980, than it was when the radiological survey was performed

in 1981. However, the MISS site, added after the NRC study,
increases the amount of radiation coming from that area.

\_/

et ]

10). Out of the 36 residents, 47% developed cancer. This is much "’f

higher than the 24.7% rate for the rest of Maywood.

I should also note that the State Health Department also dig_a_capcer
study an_todi, Saddle Brook, Maywood and Rochelle park. They.did it
on _cancer incidences. HOWEVER, RECORDING OF CANCER INCIDENCES DID NOT
START UNTIL AFTER MOST OF THE RESIDENTS IN THE WEST CENTRAL AVENUE
AREA CONTRACTED, OR DIED, FROM CANCER. ALSO, THEY COMPARED ALL OF
LODI, MAYWOOD, SADDLEBROOK AND ROCHELLE PARK TO THE REST OF BERGEN
COUNTY. THEY QLQ_EQIU%Q_QQQB_IQ_DOOR, AS T DID, DID NOT ASK ANYONE

IN SOUTHWESTERN MAYWOOUD ABOUT CANCER, OR OTHER RADIOLOGICALLY INDUCED
DISEASES AND DID NOT COMPARE THE WEST CENTRAL/ECCLESTONE PLACE CANCER
INCIDENCES TO THE REST OF MAYWOOD. FOR THIS REASON, THEIR STUDY DOES

NOT PROVE MY STUOY TO BE INACCURATE. 1IT IS LIKE COMPARING APPLES TO
ORANGES. THE STATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT DID NOT SURVEY SOUTHWESTERN

« MAYWOOD AND DI

D_NOT_COMPARE THIS AREA 00D, THEY
COMPARED MAYWQOD/SADDL ELLE PARK/LODI TO_THE REST gQF ~

BERGEN COUNTY. IF YOU SEE MY STATISTICS, I FOUND AN QVERALL CANCER
INCID OF 24.7% FOR ALL OF MAYWOOD (EXCLUDING SOUTHWESTERN MAYWOOD)
WHICH IS VERY CLOSE TO THE STATE HEALTH DEPARTMENT'S FIGURE OF 24.4%
FOR ALL OF BERGEN COUNTY.

v



SOUTHEAST MAYWOOD

John Donlan
Ralph Grain
Loibel

Jack Walsh
Dorthea Laslo
Bennie Lesker
Pasquale Mela
Louise Sullivan
Anne Scranella
Raftafian Zarouhy
Rose Speigel
Frank Ramsey
Derothy Mousin
William Pischer
«) Albert Santella
16.) Orin vogt

17.) Dunham

18.) Rarold Miller
19.) Vincenza Vivena
20.) Walter Xrausse
21.) Robert Lynch

. L] - L] . L] L § . » [ - L] L]
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22.) Kenneth Hertz

23.) Arthuc Poehler
24.) Mary Carl

24.) Prances Baker

NORTHERR MAYWOOD AVENUE

26.) Jennie Porrino
27.) Michael Messina
28.) Lillian Bazard
29.) Nunnaro

30.) Clara smith

59
66
177
165

43
11
48
55
21
122
10
59
18
54
24

360

18
134

44
178

847
728
777

728,

792

Becech

Beech
Clinton
Clinton
Demarest
Demarest
Demarest
Demarest
Fssex

Essex Ct.
Hammel
Hammel
Hammel
Hampton Ct.
Howcroft
Marlboro Ct.
Marlboro Ct.

‘Marlbore Ct.

Orchard
Orchard
Orchard
Orchard
Orchard
Orchard
van Cleve

Maywood
Maywood
Maywood
Maywood
Maywood

Areast
Celon
Matastasia

Breast
Lymphoma

tung
Duodenal
Brain
Mptastasis

Breast
Metastasias
tung

Liver
Prostate
Bladdar
Reactal
Metastasis
Leukemia
Lung
Pancreas
Uterine
Lung

Liver
Lung
Ceolon
Colon
Lung

53
62
69

62
87
&1
65
60
B4
83
78
&7
75
60
€5
93
ax
76
72
29

76
94
4

86
53

84
78



NORTHWEST MAYWOOD

31‘
- 32.
33.
4.
3s.
36.
a7.
8.
39.
40.
41.
42.
43,
a4.
a5,
46,
a7,

55.

K
o,
P

i
O
L]

61l.

63.
64.
65.
66.
67.
68.

N
~N

)
)
)

)
)

)
)
)
)
)
)
)
)

)

)

Romania

Ed Guenther

Helen Eckel

Ruth Owens
Richard Barther
M. Tagliahue

Edna ®Trainor
William Prykberg
Joseph Jabolonski
Mary Caruso
Silvano Marini
Dorothy McWalters
Bergman

Gaorge Boos
Caroline Troeger
Albert Blum

C. Queller

Ernest Mock

Grace Ross
Jennifer Criscone
Ingeborg Wells

M. Zulling

Thomal O*Neil
Dorothea Thomas
Dora Guido
Caroclyn Gleason
Flovence Heridge
Arthur Merker

Margaret Baresi
Olga Bronsky
Runzio Ciriello
John Paglinco
Helen McGrath
Fred Heini

t

Anthony Scianimanico -

Sarah Vvitty

680
619
854
742
64
734
538

159
661
458
484
854
742
523
A65
459
650
837
816
605
475
462
614
B23
819
209
100
111

429
160
206
214

95

€S
632
656

Edel
Edel
£del
Edel
Edal
Edel
Elm

Elizabeth Ct.

Fairmount
Grant
Hill

Hill
Lincoln
Linceln
Lincoln
Oak

Qak

Oak

dak

Oak

Oak

Oak

Dak
Palmer
Palmer
Palmer
Parkway
Parkway
Parkway
Park
Poplar
Proapect
Stone
Stone

¥W. Passaic
W. Pleasant
dyoming
Wyoming

Metastasis
Pancreas
Bladder
Lung

Ovarian

Bladder
Breast
Lung
Breast
Lung
Brain
Breast
Lung
Pancreas

Breast
Breast

Colon

Kidney
Pancreas
Brain
Leukemia
Pharynx

Brain
Ovarian
Colon
Brain
Liver
Prostate
Prostate
Pancreas



" NORTHEAST MAYWOOD

93.)
94.)
95.)
96.)
97.)
98.)
99.)
100.)
101.)
102.)
103.}
104.)
105.)
106.)
107.)

LeRoz

M. King

John Schiller
Beatrice Signa
Nina Pregler
Joseph Corioe

H. Madden

Henry Schmidt
Clemente D*Amico
Braun

Harry Robert

L. Deguintal
Sara Strenkert
Oscar Garder
Robert Rudy
William wWeber
Elizabeth Dicks

BEdward Neilly
Josephine Lacchia
Robert Hall

Alma Tynms

Bertha Palmara
Frank Lichtenberger
Paul 0*Connell
Josaphine Bruno

MAYWOOD

118,)

13

Angelina Palumbeo
Pasquale Mela
Prank Burns

315

74
141
150
122
150
100

Sl
1013

48
163
661
137

170
106
89

173
200
143
144
39
7
24
46

R49

Byron

E. Fajirmount:

E. Fairmount
E. Passairn

E. Pleasant
E. Pleasant
E. Pleasant
£, Pleasant
E. Pleasant
E. Pleasant

E. Spring Vallaey

Jersey
Lafayetts
Lafayette
Stelling
Stelling

Stelling

Brookdale
Brookdale
Lennox
Thoma

W. Central
W. Magnolia
W. Magnolia
Woodland .

Adele

Liver
Breast
Lung
Mycoma
Lymph
Proatate
Breast

Liver
Lymph
Lzukemia
Colen

8ladder
Prostate
Lung
Lung

Lung
Bladder

Breast
Prostate
Lung
Colon

Cervix
Pancreas
Lung

63
43
72
72
63
73
78
73
as
35
a4
70
83
75
76
84
67

71

83
84
48
75

. 49
54

56
66
74



WEST
1).

3).
4y,

6)
7}

8).
9).
10).

11)
12)
13)

14)
15)

16)
17)

CENTRAL AVENUE AND ECCLESTONE PLACE.

Clara Bertie
Mr. Baird

Mrs. BGarranbone
Mrs. Kansen

. Mrs. Krausse

Harold Bunn
Mr. Artegis

Florence Tamburro
John Tamburro
Mildred Kocher
Ralph Kocher

Mrs. Feltz

Mrs. Capaldo

Mrs. Busch
Mr. Bonnet

Mrs. G. Berman
Mr. G. Bertie

283 Ecclestone Place

280 ? Ecclestone Place

290 Ecclestone Place

270 Ecclestone Place

287 Ecclestone Place

146 W. Central Avenue

146 W. Central Avenue (previous

. owner)

142 W, Central Avenue

142 W. Central Avenue

136 W. Central Avenue

136 W. Central Avenue

122 W. Central Avenue

137 W. Central Avenue (previous
owner)

137 W. Central Avenue (previous
owner)

133 W. Central Avenue

130 W, Central Avenue

110 W. Central Avenue

Stomach
Throat
Bladder
Stomach
Brain
Biladder
Total meta-
stasis
Ovaria, Liver
Skin

Colon

Skin

Breast
Breast

Breast
intestinal

Breast
Brain



EXPLANATION OF FIGURES 1 and 2

These numbers represent the amount of radiation people living in areas B,

Fommbom oo m e Fommememo oo +C, D, £, and F were being

i | Microroentgens | Millirems per | exposed to in 1981. MNumbers

!} | per hour, | year | would be praogressively higher
[ | | dating back to 1950 when these
{ B ] 7.5 - 11 I 65.7 - 96.4 | residents first moved in, since
[ PR Fommme e ————e + thorium constantly decays. The
| ¢| 11.0 - 17.0 | 96.4 - 148.9 | numbers would alsc be progres-
P S e + sively higher now than in 1981
o] 17.0 - 25.0 | 148.9 - 219.0 | because the MISS site was con-
[ O, Fommm—am e + structed in 1984 and this

| E{ 25.0 - 40.0 | 219.0 - 350.4 | radiological study was perfored
[ B Fom oo + in 198l. These numbers exclude
| F{ 40.0 - 70.0 I 350.4 - 613.2 | any background radiation - it is
Foaetom e c e —————————— Fermmermmecnca—— + all due only to the thorfum and

other radionuclides from thorium processing. These numbers do not take into
consideration if persons in these areas had X-rays. It is estimated that
the average person in the U.S. is exposed to about 150 millirems of radia-
tion from X-rays, background radiation, etc... If these factors were
included, the numbers would appear as follows:

I e L L + The 1imit set by the NRC, now defunct, of
Miltirems per | radiation that any one person should be
year. | exposed to during any year is 170 millirems

| per year! )
. B| 215.7 - 246.4 |
U B —— + As you can see, residents living near Stepan
C 246.4 - 298.9 | were exposed to far greater amounts of
) B et + radiation because of the thorium, and other
5@8’ 298.9 -~ 369.0 | radioactive elements.
B |
Bg] 369.0 - 500.4 | These residents are also being exposed to
B B ettt + carcinogenic chemicals present in the ground
B 500.4 - 763.2 ! water. This is the same ground water where
el SO I + well contamination, in Maywcod, occurred.
The residents are being exposed to chemicals in the following ways:
-—':EEF 1). Most of the basements in the area get water when the water table rises.

Many have sump pumps, and the holes in which the pumps are placed contain

the Confaminateg ground water. The chemiEg1§_gxggggg;g_nnd_n;g_;ngnpgd

in the basement. Some have simple drain holes through which chemical
evaporation into the basement occurs.

__ﬁs> 2). When water table rises high enough, it creates small ponds in yards,
which contain the chemicals, and floods some basements if the rain is heavy.|

E’ The same residents are still being exposed to high levels of radiation and
carcinogenic chemicals.

It is only logical that the cancer rate in this area is double the average.

. The letters in the chart above correspond to the letters in figures 1 and

9
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2 which follow. Figure 2 is a blow-up of figure 1. Figure 3 shows the
location of the various contaminated areas, contaminated wells, ground water
and the location of residences on West Central Avenue, Ecclestone place and é

Magnolig lane where contaminated wells are. Magnolia Lane is an extension
of West MagnoTia Avenue. o - '

e P Y
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JOHN TAMBURRO
142 WEST CENTRAL AVENUE
MAYWOOD, NEW JERSEY 07607

Mr. Jay Davis, of Eberline Analytical Corporation, came to my house in
»" December of 1985 to do gamma readings (radiation measurement)., The cutside
readings exceeded the fe 1de. _ - ——

a). The federal guide to determine the maximun radiation any one person
can be exposed to in one year, takes into consideration other sources of
radiation, such as chest x-rays, dental x-rays, and natural radiation.

b). Anyone stepping out of m gets exposed to radiation exceeding
the federal guvde. is is too hazardous. )

I Tive in a valley, as opposed to Stepan and the MISS. The grading
between my property and the MISS is the railroad embankmer®= Tn my

section of West Central Avenue, the embiankment rises about 8 feet.
Half way up the embankment, the gamma readings ciimbed to almost 3 X

the federal guide.

Also, the readings done by Mr, Davis indicated that the radiation levels

were higher ABOVE my property (in-1ine with Stépan and the MISS), than
at ground Tevel (beTow Stepan and the MISS). ) '

Also, as Mr. Davis moved closer to the pile with his monitor 8 feet
above grolnd, the gamma readings increased.

# My soil was tested for radionuclides by the state, and negligible
l//ff amounts were found. This shows that the excess radiation is comimg from

the raTTF6ad embankment, the MISS, and Stepan property. The TolTowing

is the result of the gamma testing:

Frmm e ———————— ot S, U +
| Microroentgens | Millirems per |
per hour. } year

OUTSIDE 8' ABOVE GROUND 26 ] 227.8
| i Eatt S e . +
OUTSIDE GROUND LEVEL 20 | 175.2 |
------------------------------------------------- S TS ¥

OUTSIDE HALF-WAY UP RR 28 | 508.1

EMBANKMENT | I

----------------------------- | e e et
INSIDE 18 | 157.7 I
B e D T +
FEDERAL GUIDE 19.4 } 170.0 |
—-—— e o e g e | e ot e e b | e e e e e e +
MAYWOOD BACKGROUND 8.0 | 70.1 ]
: cHemmrm——————————————— o ——————— +

have been taken, but never were.

11
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JOHN TAMBURRO
. 142 WEST CENTRAL AVENUE
MAYWOOD, N.J. 07607

My property was tested for chemical contamination in November 1985. This

temgfiwas soil_gas testing, to see if_the soil was contaminated with

carcinogenic chemicals. e ground water was NOT tested, only the soil.
—, M

Benzene, Stepan's most-used chemical today, and Ethyl Acetate were
TENTATIVELY identified. Large amounts of several "UNKNOWNS" were found
also.

Their results:

"Two compounds TENTATIVELY identified: Benzene and Ethyl Acetate. Since
organics were only found-in low levels in the soil.,." (this does not
include the UNKNOWNS found) "...it is unlikely" (But not positively)

"that any human exposure is taking place.” Note is_says low layels IN ‘5559/"
f-":igi THE SOIL. No one knows what is in the groundwater under my property -

(abGut 2' under the yard and about™I' under my house, judging by the

L/ Tevel of Water T My Sump pump tank)<

12



Radioactive Waste

Management Associates

Memo

To:  Mike Nolan, Concemed Citizens of Maywood
From: Michelie Medina, RWMA

Date: February 19, 1897
Re  Chemical contaminants detected at the Maywood Chemical site

introduction

The purpose of this memo is te compare the available data on chemical contamination
to applicable standards and criteria. To do this we investigated the 1996 Baseline
Environmental Management Report and the Stepan Remedial Investigation. [n addition,
an Intemet search was performed to locate data and information regarding the Maywood
Chemical Company site. On-line databases for the EPA, DOE and the HazDat Datahase
at ATSDR were utlized. Several documents were retfrieved including site contaminant
lists for the Maywood site (EPA ID#NJDO80529762) as well as the Lodi Municipal
Wellfield (EPA ID#NJD980789301). A list of Internet addresses where the documents
were located is included in the reference list. The chemical contaminant levels detected in
groundwater and reported in the Site Contaminant List were compared to drinking water
standards and groundwater protection standards devised by the EPA.

Chemical Contaminants Detected in Groundwater at the Maywood and Lodi
Sites

The “Site Contaminant List" for Maywood included 110 contaminant records for €3
different contaminants detected at the Maywood site'. In groundwater, 17 contaminants
were detected, | 54 contaminants in the scil were reported on the lis?.

Site Contaminant List at ATSDR HazDat Database

- fbid.

® Page 1



M Médina Page 2
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site 02/19/97

. Chemical contaminant levels reported for groundwater on the Maywood and Lodi Site
Contaminant Lists were compared to federal and state drinking water standards even
though groundwater in these areas is no longer used for potable purposes. Eight volatile
organic compounds (Table 1) detected in groundwater wells in the Lodi Wellfield site
exceeded drinking water standards set by the EPA and/or the State of New Jersey. Note
that carbon tetrachloride, tetrachloroethylene and trichloroethyiene levels are far ahove
regulatory standards. Groundwater samples collected in monitcring wells in Maywood in
1985 were compared to New Jersey State standards for drinking water, and the NJDEPE
Groundwater Cleanup Criteria>*  Eight volatile organic com pounds (VOCs), benzene,
carbon tetrachloride, chiorobenzene, trans-1,2-Dichioroethene, methylene chioride,
tetrachloroethylene, trichioroethyiene and viny! chloride, were detected at the Maywood
site at levels which greatly exceed NJDEPE-Groundwater Quality Standards (Table 2a).°
Six inorganic contaminants, arsenic, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury and zinc, were
reported on the site contaminant list at levels exceeding NJDEPE Groundwater Cleanup

Criteria (Table 2b).

in the 1986 Baseline Environmental Managen:=~t Report for the Maywood site, the

DOE reported that the most frequently detected metals in soils at levels above
background were arsenic, barium, chromium, copper, lead. fithium and selenium. Five
metals, arsenic, cadmium, chremium, lead and mercury, were reported on the site
contaminant list at levels which exceeded the NJDEPE-Residential Direct Contact Soil
Cleanup Criteria (Table 3b). Two VOCs detected in soils , beirzene and xylene, exceeded
NJDEPE standards (Table 3a). Benzene exceeded both the NJDEPE Residential Direct

. Contact Soil Cleanup Criteria and the Impact to Groundwater Soil Cleanup Criteria.”
Xylene laeveis in soils exceeded the NJDEPE Impact to Groundwater Soil Cleanup
Criteria.

¢ NJ State Primary Crinking Water Standards 2s of January 1994-NJDEP: N.JAC. 7:10-1

= New Jersey Groundwater Cieanup Criteria for Class li-A Groundwater, News Jersey Register. February 1. 1993
b,

i,

" NJOEPE Resigential Direct Contact Sail Cleanup Criteria and Impact to Groundwater Scil Cleanup Criteria. News Jersey Register.
February 2. 1692, as revised March 8, 1993 '

¥ NJDEPE Impactto Groundwater Soll Clearup Criteria. New Jersey Register. February 2. 1692, as revised March 8. 1993

. ® Page 2



M Medina Pace 3
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site 0218/87

Types of Chemical Contaminants detected at the Maywood Site

Five chemical contaminants, Aldrin, Dieldrin, DDD, DDE and DDT. which were detected
in subsurface soil samples appear on the EPA- Toxic Poliutants List:® Five chemic
contaminants present on the Site Contaminant List for the Maywood site, Aldrin, Cresol-¢
Hexachlorocyclohexane-y, Phenol, and Pyrene, appear on the EPA-Extremely
Hazardous Substances List.'® Four more contaminants which appear on the EPA-
Extremely Hazardous Substances List, carbon disulfide, chloroform, bromomethane and
nitrobenzene, were detected and reported in the Remedial Investigation Report’'.  Table
4 lists the chemical contaminants detected at Maywood which appear on the Community
Right-to-Know List which was developed by the EPA as required by the Supe und
Amendments and Reauthorization Act of 1886 (SARA) which requires manufacturing
faciities to notify local authorities of the presence of listed chemicals'>"®. Chemical
contaminants which appear in the EPA-Genetic Toxicology Program are listed in Table &
These chemicals have genetic effects reported in the literature during the period 196¢-
1979'*. Chemicals detected and reported which are confirmed carcinogens are listed in
Table 6, those which are poisons via skin contact, ingestion or inhalation are listed in
Table 7. The most common health effects associated with the various contaminants
detected at the Mayweod site include: gastrointestinal effects, nausea andfor vomiting.
convulsions, and conjunctiva imitation.'®

Even though the groundwater in the vicinity of the Maywood site is no ionger used for
drinking purposes, according to the EPA, the groundwater in this area should not be used
for watering lawns, washing cars, etc. The EPA addressed this concern in their
Superfund site summary for Maywood in which the EPA states that “drinking gr ctherwise

coming_into_coptact with contaminated groundwater, inhaling contaminated dusts, or
ingesting contaminated soils may adversely affect the heafth of nearby residents”."®
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood which are poisons via skin contact,
ingestion or inhalation are listed in Table 7.

Conclusion
* 4O CFR§1294
i Lewis. Richard J.. Sr. Hazardous chemicals desk reference 3° Ed.. Van Nostrand Reinhold. New York 1742 pp.

' Final Remedial Investigation Report for Stepan Comparty Property & Sears and Adjacent Propertes- prepared by CH2M Hif -
1994

> Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act Tite I, Sections 311-312

' Lewis. Richard J.. Sr. Hazardous chermicals desk reference 3° Ed.. Van Nostrand Reinboid. New York 1742 pp.
b,
b

s £PA National Priority List Surnmary for Maywood Chemical Comoany & Lodi Municipal Wetfieid
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M Medina Page 4
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site Q2/19/57

The wells have been closed in the Borough of Lodi for drinking purposes due to
radienuclide contamination’’. According to the EPA, groundwater at Maywood and Lodi
should not be used for any purpose in which humans (and/cr pets) will come into contact
with the various contaminants present such as lawn watering and washing cars. Since
contaminants are well above regulatory limits, in our opinion the groundwater should be
cleaned up. However, since other poliution sources are possible, Stepan Company may
nMﬁEly responsible for alf of the chemical contaminants detected. Further,
measurements of the chemical contaminants reported here were taken at different
jocations and different times. A map was not available to identify all locations. One
cannot state categorically that remediation of radioactive contamination at specific
locations will aiso reduce the chemical contamination. Generally, each chemical
compound will move within groundwater at different speeds.

7 Public Meeting for the Lod Municipal Wel Superfund Site-Transeript of Proceedings July 20. 1993 Lod. NJ
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M Medina Page 6
Chernical contarminants detected at Maywood site 02/19/57

Table 2

A. Volatile organic compounds detected in groundwater monitoring wells in the Maywood
vicinity during 1985 which exceed New Jersey Maximum Contaminant Levels and
NJDEPE -Groundwater Cleanup Criteria. %'

VOCs NJ-MCL NJDEPE Level
Groundwater Detected
Cleanup Criteria
Benzene 1 ppb 1240 ppb
Carbon Tetrachloride 0.4 ppb 48.0 ppb
Chlorobenzene 4 ppb 200 ppb
trans-1,2- 100 ppb 2964 ppb
Dichloroethene . .
Methylene Chioride 2 ppb 2ppb 1087 ppb
Tetrachloroethylene 1 ppb 0.4 ppb 170 ppb
Trichioroethylene 1 ppb 1 ppb €6 ppb
Vinyi Chioride 2 ppb ) 0.08 ppb 220 ppb

I NJ State Primary Drinking Water Standards as of January 1994-NJDEP: NJAC. 7:10-1

 New Jersey Groundwater Clearup Criteria for Class I--A Groundwater. New Jersey Register. February 1. 1883
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M Medina Page 5
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site . Q219197

Table 1

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) detected in public groundwater wells in 1981 at the
Lodi Wellfield (EPA ID#NJDS80769301) site which exceed EPA-Nationat Drinking Water
Standards and/or New Jersey State Drinking Water Standards for Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCL).."®*

VOCs EPA-MCL NJ-MCL NJDEPE- Level
Ground Water Detected

Cleanup

Criteria |
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 ppb 2ppb 0.4 ppb 49.0 ppb
Chlorobenzene 100 ppb 4 ppb. 200.0 ppb
1,2-Dichioroethane Sppb 2 ppb 334ppb
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 100 ppb 100 ppb 220 ppb
Methylene Chloride 2ppb 2ppb 4.7 ppb
Tetrachloroethylene 5 ppb 1 ppb 0.4 ppb 324.0 ppb
Trichiororethylene 1 ppb 1 ppb 324.0 ppb
Trihalomethanes 100 ppb 115.8 ppb

* JOCFR §141.61

% NJ State Primary Crinking Water Standards as of January 1994-NJDEP: NJAC. 7:10-1
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M Medina Fage 7
Chemical contarminants detected at Maywood site 02/18/57

Table 2

B. inorganic contaminants detected in Maywood monitoring wells in 1985 which exceed
Federal Primary Drinking Water Standards. and/or NJDEPE- Groundwater Quality

Criteria. %22
inorganic Federal Standard NJDEPE- Level Detected
Contaminants Groundwater
Quality Criteria
Arsenic S0 ppb 0.02 ppb 381 ppb
Cadmium Sppb 4 ppb 47.1 ppb
Chromium 100 ppb 100 ppb 372 ppb
Lead Sppb 325 ppb
Mercury 2ppb 2ppb 229 ppb
Zinc 5000 12900 ppb

* 40 CFR §141,142.143

“ New Jersey Groundwater Cleanwp Criteria for Class I-A Groundwater, New Jersey Register, February 1. 1993

®Page7




Page 8
o2118/97

M Medina
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site
Table 3
A VOC contaminants detected in scils at Maywcod site which exceed NJDEPE
Residential Direct Contact Soil Cleanup Soil Cleanup Criteria and/or NJDEPE Impact to

Groundwater Soil Cleanup Criteria.”*
Level Detected

|
l

NJDEPE-Resident. NJDEPE-mpactto

| VoC
Direct Contact Soil Groundwater Soil
Cleanup Criteria Cleanup Criteria
Benzene 3,000 ppb 1,000 ppb 81,000 ppb
Xylenes (Total) 410,000 ppb - 10,000 ppb 120,000 ppb

inants detected in soils at Maywood which exceed

B. Incrganic chemical contam
ial Direct Contact Soil Cleanup Criteria.?®

NJDEPE-Resident
Metal NJDEPE-Residential Direct Level Detected
Contact Soil Cleanup Criteria
Arsenic 20 ppm 51-80.1 ppm
Cadmium 1 ppm 20 ppm
Chromium 500 ppm 3820 ppm
Lead 100 ppm 5420 ppm
Mercury 14 ppm 93 ppm

- NJDEPE Residertial Diract Contact Soil Clearup Criteria and Impact to Groundwater Soil Cleanup Critetia. News Jersey Register.

February 2. 1992, as revisad March 8, 1993

4 NJDEPE Residental Oirect Contact Soil Clearnp Criteria. Nevs Jersey Register. Feoruary 2. 1992. as revised March 8, 1993
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M Medina Page 9

Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site Q2/19/57
Table 4
~
A. Chemical contaminants from _Site Contaminant List for Maywood which appear on the EPA-
Community Right to Know List?®

Aldrin Cadmium * Ethyl Benzene Selenium
Anthracene Chromium * Héxachlorocyclohexane-;y  Toluene ™
Arsenic * Cresol-0 Mercury * Vinyi Chioride*
Benzene * Cresol-p Methyiene Chioride Xylene *
Beryllium Dibutylphthalate Napthalene
Bromodichioromethane  1,2-Dichioroethylene Nickel
2-Butanone Di(2-ethylhexiy)phthalate Phenal

* Contaminant level at Maywood exceeds a NJ Regulatory Standard

B. Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood Site as reported in Final Remediaf
investigation Report in addition to those reported on the Site Contaminant List which appear
on the EPA-Community Right to Know List.*’

Antimony Cobalt Pentachiorophencl
Barium 1,3-Dichlorobenzene Silver
Benzylbutylphthaiate 3,3-Dichlorobenzidine Styrene
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate  1,1-Dichloroethene 1,1,2,2-Tetrachioroethane
Bromoform 1,2-Dichloropropane Tetrachloroethene
Bromomethane 1,2-Diphenylhydrazine Thallium
Carbon Disulfide Manganese 1,1.1-Trichloroethane
4.Chioro-3-methylphencl Nitrobenzene 1,1,2-Trichlcroethane
Chloroethane 4-Nitrophenol Trichloroethene
Chiloroform n-Nitrosodiphenylamine

Table §
£ Lewis. Richard J.. St. Hazardous chemicals desk reference 3% Ed., Van Nostrand Reiriold. New York 1742 pp.

=" Final Remedial investigation Report for Stepar Company Property & Sears and Adacent Properties- prepared by CH2M Hil -
1994
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M Medina

Chernical contaminants detected at Maywood site

Page 10
02/19/97

A. List of contaminants from Site Contaminant List for Mamoéd which appear in the

EPA-Genetic Toxicolegy Program.®

Benzene * DDE Methylene Chloride *
Benzo(b)fluoranthene DDT Napthalene

Benzoic Acid 1.2-Dichloreethane * Phenanthracene
Bromadichioromethane Dibenz(a,h)anthracene FPhenol

2-Butanone Dibutylphthalate Pyrene

Cadmium * Di(2-ethyphthalate Toluene

Chrysene Ethyl Benzene Vinyl Chioride *
Cresolo Fiuoranthene Xylene * |

Cresol-p Hexachlorocyclohexane-«.  Zinc*

DDD Hexachlororcyclohexane-;

* Contaminant level at Maywood exceeds a NJ Regulatory Standard

B. Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood Site as reported in Final Remedial

Investigation Report in addition to those reported on the Site Contaminant List which
appear in the EPA-Genetic Toxicology Program.”

Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate Styrene

cis-1,2-Dichlcroproene

Carbon Disulfide trans-1,2-Dichloropropene  Tetrachloroethane

Chloroform Heptachlor Epoxide 1,1,2.2-Tetrachicroethene
3,3.Dichiorobenzidine 4-Nitrophenal 1,1,1-Trichloroethane
1,1-Dichleroethene n-Nitrosodiphenylamine Trichlorcethene
1,2-Dichlcropropane Pentachlorophenol

# {.ewis, Richard J., Sr. Hazardous chernicals desk referance 37 Ed.. Van Nostrand Reinhold. New Yeek 1742 pp

-3 Final Remedial Investigation Report for Stepan Company Property & Sears and Adacent Propertiss- prepared by CH2M Hil -
1894
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M Medina Page 11

Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site 02/19/57
. Tabie & |
A. Chemical contaminants listed on Site Contaminant List for Maywood which are
cenfirmed ¢arcinogens *°
Arsenic * Chromium * Hexachlororcyclohexane-
Benzene * Chrysene " indeno(1,2.3-CD)pyrene
Benzo(a)anthracene poD Methylene Chloride *
Benzo(bjfluaranthene DDT Nickel
Benzo(a)pyrene Dibenz(a,h)anthracene Tetrachloroethylene *
Beryllium Di(2-Ethylhexylyphthalate Vinyl Chioride *
Cadmium * 1,2-Dichloroethane *
Carbon Tetrachloride ™ Hexachlcrocyclohexane-c

* Contaminant level at Maywood exceeds a NJ Regulatory Standard

B. Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood Site as reporied in Final Remedial

. Investigation R_enon‘ in gdd'rtion to those reported on the Site Contaminant List which are
confirmed carcinogens.”
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 1.4-Dichlorobenzene Lindane
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate ~ 3.3'-Dichiorobenzidine Tetrachloroethene
Chioroform cis-1.3-Dichlcropropene
Cobalt | 1,2-Diphenylhydrazine
5 Lews. Richard J.. Sr. Hazardous chemicals desk reference 3° Ed.. Van Nostrand Reinhold. New York 1742 pp

I Final Remedial Investigation Report for Stepan Company Property & Sears and Adjacert Properties- prepared by CH2M Hif -
1894
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M Medina Page 12
Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood site 02/16/57

. Table 7

Chemical contaminants detected at Maywood which are Poisons via Skin Contact,
Ingestion or Inhalation™,

Skin Contact Ingestion Inhalation
Aldrin Aldrin . Benzene *
Benzene ” Carbon Tetrachloride * Cadmium *
Cresol-p Chromium * Cresol-o
DDT Cresol-o 1,2-Dichloroethylene
Dieldrin Cresol-p Mercury *
Hexachlorocyclohexane-y, DDD Pyrene
Napthalene DDE : : Selenium

DT

Dieldrin

. 1,2-Dichloroethane *

Hexachlorocyclohexane-c.,

Napthalene

Nickel

Phenol

* Contaminant level at Maywood exceeds a NJ Regulatory Standard

i | ewis. Richard J.. 8. Hasardous chemicals desk reference 3~ €d.. Van Nostrand Reirhokd, New Yok 1742 pp
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M Medina Page 13
Chemical contaminants detected at Maswood site 02/1S/ST

References
EPA National Pricrity List Surnmary for Maywood Chemical Company & Lodi Municipal VWellfield at:
hitp:/Awww. epa.govisuperfund/oerrimpry/products/npisites/AtmI/0200665n.htm <= for Maywvood
s .. 002008250, Rt <=for Ledi
DOE-1996 Baseline Envirenmental Management Report-Maywoed Site Summary at :
hittp:/Asww.em.doe.govibernrS6/macw. htmi

Final Remedial Investigation Repert for Stepan Company Property & Sears and Adjacent Froperties-
prepared by CH2M Hill -1894

FUSRAP- 10 year Plan-Maywood Interim Storage Site summary at:
hitp:/Awwaw.em.doe govitenyearfomar3i. himl
FUSRAP-Maywood Site at: hitp:/fem40prod.applem.doe. goviMAP/Maywood

Lewis. Richard J.. Sr. Hazardous chemicals_desk reference 3™ Ed.. Van Nostrand Reinhold, New York
1742 pp

New Jersey Groundwater Cleanup Criteria for Class I1-A Groundwater. New Jersey Register. February 1
1993

NJDEPE Residential Direct Contact Soil Cleanup Criteria and impact te Groundwater Soil Clernup Criteria.
New Jersey Register. February 2, 1992. as revised March 8. 1993

NJ State Primary Drinking Water Standards as of January 1984-NJDEP: N.JA.C. 7:10-1

Site Cortaminant List for Maywood & Lodi: in HazDat Database at: hitp:/atsdri.atsdr.cde.gov:{-080
then enter Sensitive Map- Site Activity Query

Superfund Amendments and Reauthcrization Act Title 11l Sections 311-312

40 Code of Federal Regulations § 129.4,141.61,142.143, 264.94
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Mr, Michael I. Nolan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood. New Jersey 07607

Dear Mr. Nolan:

SUBJECT: Citizen Complaint
Bergen County Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
Borough of Maywood
Maywood Sentor Citizen Recreation Center (new construction)

This acknowledges the receipt of your fax messages that were transmitted on March 31
and April 21, 1998. [n your correspondence you raise questions regarding the release of
CDBG funds as requested by the County of Bergen for the above-captioned activity.

We received the County’s Request for Release of Funds and Certitfication on March 31.
1998, The permissibie bases tor objections to a Request for Release of Funds and Certification
are set forth at 24 CFR 58.75 (see enclosure). HUD is limited in dealing with complaints based
on 24 CFR 38.75. Since your complaint does not deal with points in 24 CFR 58.73. we have no
grounds tor not releasing CDBG funds for the construction of the Maywood Senior Recreation
Citizen Center.

If vou have any questions pertaining to this letter, please contact Mrs. Marcene Anderson
of my staft at (973) 622-7900 or e-mail her at Marcene_Anderson Zhud.gov.

Sincerely,
M i
Kathleen \‘tgy moﬁ o
Director
Community Planning and Development
Division

Enclosure
cc: Mr. Joseph Rutch, Director
Bergen County Commuaity
Director
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Mr. Willtam P. Schuber

County Executive, Bergen County
Court Plaza South- Room 300E

21 Main Street

Hackensack, New Jersey 07601-7000

Dear Mr. Schuber:

SUBJECT Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program
Complaint Regarding Construction of Maywood Senior Center
Mr. Michael I. Nolan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607

Enclosed is a copy of a complaint letter and various documents which we received from
Mr. Michael Nolan concerning the construction of a senior center in the Borough of Maywood.
The facility will utilize $340,000 in CDBG funds.

As a participant in the CDBG Program, the County has the responsibility of answering
complaints in a timely and responsive manner. Therefore, we are requesting that you prepare and
forward a response to the complaint and send a copy of your reply to this office no later than
May 22, 1998.

Should you have any questions concerning this matter, please contact Mrs. Marcene
Anderson of my staff at (973) 622-7900 extension 3307 or e-mail her at
Marcene_Anderson@hud.gov.

D1rector
Community Planning and
Development Division

cc: Mr. Joseph Rutch
Community Development Director
Mr. Michael Nolan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07647
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Mr. Michael J. Nolan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607

Dear iVr. Nolan:

This is to acknowledge receipt of your complaint concerning Bergen County’s
Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) Program. Your correspondence pertains to the
use of CDBG funds to finance the construction of a senior center in the Borough of Maywood.

[t is our practice to have CDBG recipients respond to such concemns as are expressed in
your letter. All recipients under the CDBG Program have the responsibility of answering

. complaints in a timely and responsive manner.

Therefore, we have requested that the County respond to you directly by May 22. 1998.

We hope that this matter will be satisfactorily resolved.

athleen Naymola
Director

Community Planning and
Development Division

cc: Mr. Joseph Rutch
Community Development Director



CONCERNED
CITIZENS
OF MAYWOOD FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

CONCERNED CITIZENS WELCOMES YOU

IF YOU HAVE SOME CONCERN - TAKE THIS FLYER HOME TO READ
AFTER THE SIDEWALK SALE.
ENJOY THE DAY

As you read the following paragraphs you may become a concerned citizen:

1. U.A.O. - UP AND OUT! In 1993 The Department of Energy (DOE) was fully -
aware of Maywood’s concems, including a 1991 referendum vote of 2447 to 231 for
clean up and removal of ALL thorium soil from Maywood - excavate - UP AND OUT!

Mavwood spoke for itself!

In 1996 DOE formed a steering committee to select a Cooperative Guidance Group
(CGC) and contracted for a public relations expert hoping to sell the (CGG) as speaking
for all of Maywood. (CGG) spoke for DOE and now the U. 8. Corps of Engineers.

Maywood deserves the same clean up as Lodi - UP AND OUT to a level for unrestricted
residential use! And why is there no (CGG) committee at the Wayne site?

2. Did you know chemicals were found in Lodi’s soil but they brought it into Maywood
without testing as required by Maywood’s ordinance? Have you noticed driving on
Route 17 North how many piles of Lodi’s untested contamination have been sitting on
the Maywood storage site? And did you read this week about a hotline call to the state
that a pile was uncovered and windblown? Is it not time for Lodi’s contamination to go
directly to the Utah disposal site?

3. Did you hear that the U. 8. Corps made a report to a Congressional Committee on the
Maywood site that included:

a. Retention ponds and burial pits on MISS and Stepan have not been fully
characterized.

b. The site has not been adequately characterized. Mixed waste is likely in some
areas of the site. Estimating mixed waste volumes and costs are difficult to quantify at
this point.

c. Groundwater characterization has not been completed. A potential exists for

major groundwater contamination and unforeseen site conditions which could affect the
schedule.



4. Are you aware that the property intended for building a Senior Citizens Center on
West Magnolia Avenue is an area listed on the N. J. Known Contaminated Sites report as
a site with on site source of contamination - “Magnolia Avenue ground water
contamination™? The State says this information is not intended to be either a complete
survey of area sites nor is it a warranty that a particular property is fit for any purpose.
“Only an extensive environmental assessment can identify the risks, if any, involved with
the development and use of the property.” Are occupants of buildings on land under
which contaminated ground water flows in danger from chemical vapors volatizing
through the soil or during times of flooding when the water table rises and creates small
ponds in back yards?

The surface and sub-surface soils have not been.tested on the Senior Center Property nor
has any tests for current level of groundwater contamination been determined. Are the
seniors not entitled to at least an environmental impact statement? Especially in view of
the Corps of Engineers Report in Paragraph 3 above.

S. Why are the West Magnolia homes, the Municipal Pool and pool parking grounds not
a part of the Maywood Superfund Site activities, but all kinds of properties in Lodi are?
The pool parking lot still has not been tested!

6. Have you been told that the secondary source of contamination at the MISS is the
sanitary sewers that received discharges of wastes during former plant operations at the
Maywood Chemical Works and the storm sewers receiving contaminated surface run off,
It is not clear, however, if the contamination resulted from ongoing releases or from past
disposal practices? Why are these sewers not included in any clean up plan? Instead the
Mayor and Council tatk about huge sums of money that Maywood Taxpayers would have
to pay to repair the sewers. Should they not discuss the sewers with the Corps of
Engineers?

And why did our elected Federal Officials insist that W. R. Grace should pay for the
clean up in Wayne but are silent as to why they do not insist on Stepan paying for
Maywood clean up?

IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS OR COMMENTS YOU CAN CALL:

Mike Nolan Chuck Parodi
845.5992 843-6966
Insist on UAO!
UP AND OUT!
MAYWOOD DESERVES IT!

Distributed by: Concemned Citizens - May 16, 1998
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AG 1 4 1997

Dr. M. Reshnikoff

Radioactive Waste Management Associates
526 West 26th Street, Rm. 517

New York, NY 10001

Dear Dr, Reshnikoff:

This is in response to your letter of July 2, 1997 concerning a request from the Department of
Energy (“DOE”) to the Environmental Protection Agency (“EPA”) to delete twenty-five
previously remediated residential vicinity properties from the National Priorities List (“NPL”). In
December 1988, the DOE issued the Certification Docket for response actions at these properties.
Certification of the radiological condition of these properties was published in the Federal
Register on January 25, 1989 (54 FR 3653). :

The DOE is not requesting that the Maywood Site in its entirety be deleted from the NPL but
rather that a small portion of it which has already been released from the Formerly Utilized Sites
Remedial Action Program (“FUSRAP”) be removed from the NPL.. This partial deletion request
pertains only to the aforementioned twenty-five residential properties and does not include other
still unremediated parts of the site such as the Maywood Interim Storage Site, the Stepan
Property, the Commercial/Governmental Vicinity Properties, groundwater, or the remaining
residential properties. These still unremediated properties will remain on the NPL, and response
activities will continue at those properties. :

On November 1, 1995, EPA published (60 FR 55466) a Notice of Policy Change “Partial
Deletion of Sites Listed on the NPL.” This policy change recognized that white a total site
cleanup may take many years, some portions of the site may be cleaned up and deleted from the
NPL (via removal or remedial action) socner. Pursuant to this change in policy DOE made its
request to EPA to delete the twenty-five remediated properties. '

It is important to understand that the primary purpose of the NPL is to serve as an informational
and management tool. The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan
(“NCP”) establishes the criteria that EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with
40 CFR 300.425(e), sites may be deleted from the NPL where no further response is necessary to
protect public health or the environment. This determination is made in consultation with the
State. EPA. is currently evaluating DOE’s request for partial deletion. Should EPA decide that
these portions of the site are potentially eligible for deletion EPA will request concurrence from
the State of New Jersey. There will be an opportunity for formal public comment during the
required thirty-day comment period for partial site deletion.

Recyclsd/Recyciable » Printad with Vogoubl't Oli Based Inks on Recydad Pager (40% Postconsumar)



The soil sampling data for the twenty-five remediated properties you requested is ava.ilable in the
Administrative Record maintained at the Maywood Public Library as well as from the DOE.

Please let me know if you have any difficulties in obtaining the data.
Sincerely,

g iben o

Angela Carpenter, Project Manager
Federal Facilities Section

cc: T Japp, DOE’\/

D. Gaffigan, NJDEP
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Oak Ridge Operations Office
P.O. Box 2001 m &?/
Oak Ridge, Tennessee 37831— 8723

August 22, 1987

Ms. Angela Carpenter

Project Manager, Federal Facilities Section

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Region I1

290 Broadway, 18th Floor

New York, NY 10017-1866

Dear Ms. Carpenter:
MAYWOOD SITE - FFA PERMIT NOTIFICATION

Pursuant to Section 18 entitled “Permits” of the Federal Facility Agreement (FFA) between the
Department of Energy (DOE) and the federal EPA, this letter is to inform you of any local,
state, or federal permits that are applicable to upcoming onsite soil excavation and garage
demolition and reconstruction activities at 200 Brookdale, in Maywood, New Jersey, that will
not be obtained, as allowed for by Section 121(e) of CERCLA.

Negotiations with the owner of the property are in progress and it is expected that cleanup
activities on this residential property will begin in the near future. These activities are expected
to entail demolition and reconstruction of the property owner’s garage, which is located on
radiologically contaminated subsurface fill, and the removal of adjacent contaminated fill on
the property. Because of property boundary constraints, demolition of the garage is necessary
to fully access the subsurface contamination. The garage and contaminated fill are in the
floodplain of Coles Brook, a watercourse which runs along the southeasterly edge of 200
Brookdale.

Local building code permits will be obtained for any work that is the responsibility of DOE to
perform; however, no stream encroachment permit for these activities will be obtained from the
New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection (NJDEP). Representatives of this agency
have been apprised of the CERCLA 121(¢) permitting exemption and have been consulted
regarding regulatory requirements.

Applicable technical requirements of New Jersey stream encroachment regulations (NJAC
7:13) will be complied with to the extent practicable during the performance of activities
required by this CERCLA removal action.

2

000gR



Ms. Angela Carpenter -2- August 22, 1997

Please feel free to contact me at (423) 241-6344 if there is anything further that you need.

Sincerely,

cc:
Donna Gaffigan, NJDEP Case Manager
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~f MAYWOOD FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

Tel: 201-845-5992
Fax: 201-845-3771 .

May 3, 1998

HUD Newark Area Office
Region IT
One Newark Center

Aluention: Ms. Kathleen Naymola, Acting Director,
CPD Division

Dept. of Housing & Urban Development

One Newark Center,

Newark, New Jersey 07102

Dear Ms. Nayvmola:

As per our telephone conversation, we are enclosing more than sufficient information/documentation 10
warrant a serious examination of the actions surrounding the Maywood Senior Center Project.

. We do so. despite your advice that HUD has no procedure to question the papenwork submitted by a
county CD sceking HUD funds for a project. You stated HUD just accepts what is submitted? Even if
evidence is furnished HUD by residents of serious discrepancies and untruths in the paperwork such as
the environmental review. required ordinance and regulations, etc.

You advised that you had just sent me a letter indicating HUD had no choice but to approve tie Senior
Center Project?

We then reviewed for you some samples of the omissions and commissions and said we cannot believe
such actions were CD and HUD approved procedure. You finally said if we wanted 1o send the
information that vou would review it.

Much of our first letter (3/30/98) to you was not addressed in Joseph Rutch, CD director’'s memorandum
of April 15, 1998 10 Gerald Biennia. Chicf of Staff. In {pp.1) it looks like CD wants the Center at 237
Duvier Place and that Mavwoeod officials want it at the intersection of West Magnolia and Duvier Place.
But Duvier Place was vacated and does not exist at either location so the public notices differ.

(pp.2} We will address at the end of the memo.

(pp.3) Most of these are promoting the Project without any interest in the onsite contamination
(KCS-NJDEP).

(pp-4) Mr. Ruich refuses to admit that Duvier Place Section was vacated and would become part of
Magnolia Avenue address for proposed Center and Magnolia groundwater. The discovery of
contamination in privatcly owned wells was not made on a routine check.



Ms. Naymola
{pp.4) cont.

Mr. Rutch quoted from a 12/16/1987 letter of Steven Byrnes (NJDEP)
who calculated the potential carcinogenic effect as 8:1,000,000 for those
ingesting and showering in water from the contaminated wells and that it
is highly unlikely that any adverse carcenogenic effects would result from
past exposures".

We have long heard in Maywood that the State criteris is one in a
million excess cancer occurrences within an exposed population, See (EXH-A)
enclosed with comments of Karl Delaney, NJDEP.

~ Mr. Rutch also mentioned a Barker Hamil (NJDEP) to Allen Overbrogh,
Lodi Health Dept. But Mr. Hamil wrote that "Qur approach is based on
potential health effects that may result from léfetime exposure to water
containing such contamination. The higher the levels, the greater the
health risk to susceptible individuals and the greater the need to seek
water of better quality."

Mr, Hamil also said, "by copy of this letter the Whitaker residence
is being warned that the levels of contaminants as shown in Table A are
unacceptable and that water from the well should not be used for drinking
notr should it be used indefinitely for cooking, bathing, or other purposes."”

(pp.6) Mr. Rutch says the slab-op-grade construction decreases the risk

and the review quoted Mr. R. Richards (NJDEP) as saying "'that low level
contamination of ground water on Magnolia Avenue will have no effect at

all on the planned Senior Center due to the fact that construction will be
slab-on-grade and water for the facility will be supplied by United Water
Company. But on Monday of this week Mr. Joseph Mellone, Maywood Cocde official
strongly insisted that slab-on-grade had nothing to do with ground water
contanination? ‘

By the way, in quoting Mr. Byrnes (NJDEP) in pp.4 Mr. Rutch did not include -
"the carcinogens detected in the wells were tetrachloroethylene, trichloro-
ethylene and chloroform. Since carcinogen effects are currently considered
to not have a threshold, any exposure to a carcinogen would increase the
carcinogen risk."

(pp.7) Mr. Rutch, as he did in pp.3, refers to the "opinions" of hig list of
professionals. In my March 30, 1998 letter I quoted Mr. Thomas Harrington(NJDEP)
regarding EPA saying they will conduct further investigations of the West Magnolia
wells 1f contaminants similar to those found in private wells were found at

the Maywood Chemical site. I enclosed copy of Arnold Schiffman's (NJDEP) letter
of June 10, 1987 in which he confirmed the same chemicals in West Magneclia

wells and well for Maywood municipal pool had also been detected in wells

around the Maywood Chemical site. Yet there has been no further investigation.

But Mr. Rutch does not seek the opinion of EPA? Are copies of these opinions
available?



Ms. Naymola

Geltting back to (pp.2) Mr. Rutch included a list of docwmentation that was consulted, which we have
numbered ! to 15 for following comments:

(1) Yes, Magnolia Avenue ground water is on known contaminated list as a site with an onsite source of
contamination. This site has not been included in the Maywood Superfund site but most of Mr. Rutch’s
list deals with USDOE activities.

(3 and 6) Our March 30, 1998 letter included Dr. Marvin Resnikoff’s challenging comments on the DOE
EE/CA and DOE’s measurements at 19 commercial sites. EE/CA deals with Ledi sites and only
radiological not chemical contamination.

(9) Dr. Van Pelt’s comments were mostly radiological like 85% of Sears property should be remediated.

(10) Is this not the Health Assessment done by NJDOH with ATSDR funding? By all means, read it and
report to the public.

(11) ~This Health consultation is based on daia and information made available io ATSDR. The
conclusions and recommendations are based on current levels of contamination in the surface and
subsurface soils of characterized properties and surface water and sediments in Lodi Brook headwaters
and Westerly Brook. [ additional information is received, ATSDR scientists will evaluate it. The
analyscs of additional data could alter the conclusions and recommmendation prescnted here.” (From page 4
of the Health Assessment).

Should not the current levels in the soils and surface and subsurface waters be determined at the site for
the proposed senior Center?

“Known contaminated sites (KCS) in New Jersev includes sites under the purview of the Site Remediation
program which have contamination present at levels greater than the applicable clean up criteria for soil
and/or ground water standards.” Also, the KCS includes “known sites in the state where contamination of
soil on ground water is confirmed.

Cenainly. an environmental impact statement should be part of the Mayvwood Senior Center project!

" (13) Did not this testing by General Testing Corp. confirm presence of contamination?

(14) Did this memo refer 10 a contaminant plume? If so, has the plume problem been addressed?

{15) Last. but not least, did not this cancer study alent the public to high incidence of brain ¢ancer in
women near Maywood, Lodi, Rochelle Park Superfund sile?

On that last health risk note please read enclosed newsarticle, “Mayvor Thwartis CCM’s Attempt 1o Stop
Senior Center.” (Qur Town 4/23/98) - EXH.B.

We did not attempt to stop construction of the proposed Center and as our March 30, 1998 leuter stated,
that an examination should be made (which we repeat here) and it could be that an environmental clean
up should or must 1ake place before construction of any project.

Plcase red enclosed former councilman Napoli's letter 12/21/88 to me in which he recalled my
mentioning that the property was unsuited for a recycling Center because of possible chemical or
radiological contaminants. He asked if I could research this to verify the aforementioned facts. That



Ms. Naymola

“This question would have to be resolved before any future discussions pertaining to this property could
take place.”

This is the same property now proposed for the senior Center. And we agree with Mr. Napali or he agrees
with us. '

Now note Mavor Murphy’s statement in the news article - “Murphy replied that the nccessary tests on the
site had already been completed and there was no contamination of any kind.” - “lts a figment of their
imagination,” Murpby said.

Ms. Naymola - is that not a bold faced li¢? But if he teils HUD that, HUD will just accept it? Even now
after you read it? This is HUD approved procedure? Something has to be changed!
With that big lie in mind I am enclosing the yes/no response sheet part of The Review marked

EXH-C. I have indicated thereon where no box { ) was checked to some important questions such as has
site been used as a dump? Is there any evidence of high water 1able? Also where some boxes checked are
untrue like, are there visual indications of filled ground? The propeny is filled in swamp land. Arc there
pools of Tiquid? Yes, most of the time, but it is checked no. The FEMA map (EXH-D) shows flood zone
line like a house or so from project property. Is there a power generating plant nearby? Tt is checked no
but P.S.E.&G. sub-station is one block over on West Central Avenue. So please review the sketches of
that area on EXH-D.

Sketches were sent with our fax of April 27. 1998 EXH-E along with listing sheet of KCS, and a list of
six other sites within 0.5 miles of Magnolia Avenue and Eccleston Place, news article. The Shopper News.
January 22, 1992 - DCE concludes: MISS site safe (?) Also letter to the editor, Our Town 3/28/91 and
Sept. 11, 1997, which should be of interest.

Regarding P.S.E.&G. plant. please read EXH-F Summary of meeting Maywood Sanitary Inspector.
Council President Police Commissioner and Councilman, local health and govt. oficials with Ms.
Connell, ATSDR. The third paragraph states: “The officials at the meeting were concerned about the
status of several pieces of property that are either being renovated or used by the towns for recreation.
They also expressed concern over an electrical substation in the area, which they believe may be linked to
breast cancer in Maywood. Finally, the officials wanted to receive a copy of the New Jersey Department
of Health (NJDOH;) cancer incidence study for the area. They discussed the problems and delays
surrounding the clean up of the site and citizens continuing concern over the health effects of past
chemical exposure. They asked #Does the ATSDR have any information linking EMF from an electrical
substation to the occurrence of breast cancer ? Also, “Has the grassy area near the baby
municipal pool been characterized by the DOE?.

In the Project description VII EXH-G it states that “the proposed building is adjacent to the imunicipal
pool parking lot. This lot can be used temporarily until the site improvements are completed.” But this
lot also has not been tested and like the lot for proposed Center, is filled in swampland!

Across the street on Magnolia Avenue is Zechmeister Bros. (the area is zoned limited light industrial).
Enclosed is copy of Aqua Associates, Inc test results showing 88 ppb for tetrachlorocthylene {EXH-H).
Also copy of Bergen County BOH incident report of Mr. Zechmeister saying he smelled formaldehyde in
Westerly Brook which is only a few houses down West Magnolia Ave. from the proposed Center lot
(EXH-D



Ms. Naymola

The April 30, 1998 edition of Qur Town newspaper included public notice of final adoption of ordinance
#6-98 Bond ordinance for Senior Center. It was adopted April 28, 1998 and includes a twenty day period
within which the validity of the ordinance can be questioned.

Something scems radically wrong when the bond ordinance is ddopted 4/28/98 plus 20 day limitation but
the Maywood Council has already awarded bids (Ord.63-98) April 14, 1998 and the Bergen County
Executive has already signed March 23, 1998 for release of funds and centification and consenting to
assuming the responsibilities for the conduct of the environmental review, decision making and actions as
to environmental issues (EXH-I).

We believe we have included herein a strong case for close examination of the serious and questionable
actions involved. Certainly, an environmental impact statement is 2 must. Certainly HUD s blind
acceptance procedure no matter what, has to be questioned, as well as the omussions and commissions
cited in this letter.

We look forward to your prompt attention to these concerns. We will furnish copy of our March 30th
1998 letter 1o those receiving copies of this letter that did not reccive the 3/30/98 letter. Also Joseph Ruich

memo. /-r - -
by, !
W)
/VMic ael(.{ola / L// I~

¢c: Andrew Cuomo, Difector HUD
Pat Schuber, County Executive
Joseph Rutch, Director CD
M. Guarino. Bergen County BOH
Maywood Mavor and Council
Maywood Planning Board
Angela Carpenter USEPA Reg 1
D. Gaffigan. NJDEP
The Record. Shopper News, Our Town, Herald News
B. Wood. USCOE
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. MAYWOOD - ROCHELLE PARK, NJ

50th Year, No. 28 (2548-298) Thursday, April 23, 1958 35 cents
Mayor Thwarts CCM Attempt
- To Stop Senior Center
Mayor Tom Murphy is matter was investigated, the
working this week to thwart jgotice said. — ~
an attempt by the Concerned The project will be hel
Citizens of Maywood jup now, because of this
(CCM) to stop the construc- [ grou ?"yS iz pl;l:z asked. | . .
i d Senior £ } ﬂ .
té?gzgis zlé:cc lE:ru:orl.mse necessary tests on the site L / E !
~Fhe—issut §ed at | bad vlready been completed
Tuesday night's -work ses- | and there was no contamina-
sion of the Mayor and Coun- | tian of any kin —
cil when Councilman Robert s a figment of their
Stigliano questioned a no- [ Unagnation, Murphy said.
tice “Teceived from HUD | However, he added, Hgg
{(Housing and Urban Devel- would have.to be satisfie
opment) thar generates [ that the claims made by the
ity ment .
&?:nuln'é?nog:: ?ﬁgmd "Most officials know what \
. the borough that HUD nad | they'ié deaiing wim when it
recejved a lener from Mike | comes to the Concerned Cit- N
Nolad and the Concerned |izens,” Muiphy said. “They )
Citizens .group siating the |are,_imesponsible people ‘ / .77
land ¢n which the center is wh8 go around making L &
to be built'i§ ¢ontaminated. ~ bascless - This is a oL /

{.arassg:cnt acton with no
bredence. They have Zero
credibility.” . .

‘ 7 said that he did
not understand the Con-
cerned Citizens’ actions or |
motives.
w.lhey.wani everyone to
believe that they are a com-
munity group, but they’re ,
not. They are a radical ele-
ment that is determined to
destroy the property values
in this town. And I don't
know why, because every
one of them is a property
owner and every day they
devalue the homes that they
own.”

Murphy noted that he had
made several phone calls to
straighten out the matter,
He would continue working
to resolve the matter so as to
avoid any delays in the pro-
ject.

The' comsfiiction would
have to be delayed until the

4

(equ. =5 )
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MAYOR
CLERK
PATRICIA ALLISON. RMC JOHN A. STEUERT, JAR.
. 845-6855 COUNCIL PRESIDENT
WILLIAM B. GRUNSTRA, JR.
. . COUNCIL MEMBERS
JOSEPH S. PREZIOSI
ANNE 8. SCHMIDT
. JAMES SMITH
BoroUuGcH oF MaywcoD MARGARET EARLEY
: . ANTHINY NAPGLUI
BERGEN COUNTY, NEW JERSEY
Jecember 21, 1988
————
My. Michae! YNelan, Chairman
Mayor's Advisory Committee
6¢ Lenox Avenue
Mavwood, N.J. 07607

Dear Mr. Xolan:

At the last sessicn of the Mavor and Courncil, XMrs. Marie
Moran, 121 Wesr Magneclia Avenue, askeé if projects_like a parveing
../ laf or a hacci gourt couvlid ha pul ot the Duvier lots {propesed
— - . . : BAY ——
recroling center sitel.

‘_‘_.-—--——"""
T seem to recall that at an earlier meeting you mentionec
that this property was unsuicted for a recycling center because
N - - S ———— —
of possible chemical or radiological contaminants. However,
: L s Bl A —
you didn't ralse it at the last meeting.

Could you research this to verify the aforementioned facts,
{This question would have to be resolved before any future dis-

LEUSSions pertaining to this property could take place. -
[
4
Antho
Coungdiman
cc

Mavor Steuert

. Wnioi -Le TTER)



e AR (S JLE NI VS See Eaclirey,
X# — /gff, e . 17007 o) k.ARCwrnQueftone) 15 74
Feovd 2008 wu) hesten/y Troske CRUTES MR 2T FooT o ; o
20. ou USTRIAL OPERATIONS CF 5 of Handbook 1390.2 ABC A/ cAv
.: g,w?eo?— iy 7 In Pﬁ%ﬂ&ﬁ@? ) s 74 -
’ Are industrial facilities handling ex——plosive or fire-prone materials such as liql}id’pmpane, gasoline or R
other storage tanks adjacent to or visible from the project site? ( ) Yes (¥) No -

See’
Te fors If your answer is YES, use HUD Hazards Guide and comply with 24 CFR Part 51, Subpart C.
Comments:
Source documentation: (atiach ASD worksheet) /—W Oé&?méréz- s IR/ fos
X 7 7

21. AIRPORT BAZARDS (see CF 5 of Handbook 1390.2)

Is the project within 3,000 feet from the end of a runway at a civil airpert? ( )} Yes (¢ No

Is the project within 2-1/2 miles from the end of & runway at a military sirfield? ( } Yes No
if your answer is YES to cither of the above questions, comply with 24 CFR Part 51, Subparnt D.

Comments:

Source docummentation: 4//2/2:-,4/ 5‘:’4@5‘5‘ N 7;5;;&4’0 /%;cc}/-?{ /éa/ 77
SReer/ 2o/, /g/;/?o ]

22. PROTECTION OF WETLANDS (E.O. 11990) (see CF 3 and 4 of Handbook 1390.2)

9
. 2 / —— T
* * Are there drainage ways, streams, rivers, or coastlines on or near the site? ( ) Yes (*) No .

Ar—

v S
*_ x Are there ponds, marshes, bogs, swamps or other wetlands on or near the site? ( ) Yes (¥} No
———— —
N e ——
see

# 4 » e: For projects proposing new construction and/or fllling, the following applies:
Is the project located within a wetiand designated on« National Wetlands Inventory map of the 2
Department of the Interior (DOI)? ( ) Yes () No i -

, 1 your answer is YES, E.O. 11990, Protection of Wetlands, discourages Federal funding of new
construction or flling in wetiands and compliance is required with the wetlands decisionmaking process
(§ 55.20 of 24 CFR Part 55. Use proposcd Part 55 published in the Federal Repister on January 1, 1990
for wetland procedures).

. . A ¥ 8 J _ "
Comments: wOéMM 41 j/{/#? X il G
S el pusitive pliebones o ronled hydodls s by ity vieraldsc
. Source documentation:_(attach § 55.20 analvsis for new construction and/or fiilin /
M Sa T#mBnno STl coc FouvTK Sidr OF W Ce e;mf-

- tockl Jowp/ [Cers LI 1P (4. 1) 176 4% 7)
%&/UGapf/anr, Nieerontd ¢ fr{://;u Co UIIg)e Powiso. ecleStor Flpee

e




. Commentis:

' Source documentation: M Oét"m’ff{’; . /aj- / Aj / 77

27. SOIL STABILITY, EROSICN, AND DWAGE (see EF 1.2 of Handbook 1390.2)

2
Slopes: ( ) Not Applicable ( ) Steep ( ) Moderate ("{S-llght _—

1s there evidence of slope erosion or unstable slope conditions on or near the site? ( ) Yes (e/}/No
A ——————lle,

Is there evidence of ground subsidence, high water table, or other unususl conditions on the site? J
( ) Yes () No — ARG .

Is there any visibie evidence of soil problems (foundations cracking or settling, basement I’J/J {ﬂ;ye Jo ng
flooding, etc.) in the neighborhood of the site? Yes 0 ™ A

loodigg, etc) in the nefghborhoog of the site? () ¥es Fiwd 20, o2 sl

’ . /
p " _wHave soil studies or borings been made for the project site or the area? ( ) Yes ( ) No ( ) Unimown A
(Do the soil studies or borings indicate marginal or unsatisfactory soil conditions? w

Is there indication of cross-lot runofl, swales, drainage flows on the property? ( ) Yes (*jﬁ) — 7

Q Are there visuaj indications of filled ground? (v) No ( ) Yes -— Z
A
If your answer is YES, was a 79(g) report/analysis submitted? ()} Yes ( ) No
Are there active rills and guliles on site? () Yes (Vﬁo —_— Jee /;Vd %’0

If the site is not to be served by a municipal waste water disposal system, has & report gfthe soil .
conditions suitable for on-site septic systems been submitted? ( ) Yes ( ) No (W NA. M 15 g[{u’ “

2. /‘;ﬂ' (//9) ﬂttﬁﬂf‘é’-

Are structural borings or a dynamic soil analysis/geoiogical study needed? ( jYes ( ) No
N ———————

Is a soils report (other than structural) needed? { ) Yes (Y4 No

1o /;
y.l& Comments:

p/?’?fof-"& /JR{J;._Q..)Z 27 Sledf ~04) ;—'. Lane” O!?c;;‘/o(n Ar Tera 227 /'; M?FCJM/.;_,
4""-‘5# 64?_ Al 46]9 \»LZ'? I/)ff/)r-':é!%;w:-ze/{ w C'cu/';fmw&ﬁ W#&ct;wé/é-'u%’/v
Source documentatios: A o0 CMororafon, _; /;7//;’/7 Z

28. NUISANCES AND HAZARDS (sec EF 1.3 and 1.4 of Handbook 1390.2)

Will the project be affected by naturzl hazards:

+ e fro e 2 Lilled s Stimrp /

, ' cxH—C



Is the site n
( }Yes (M No

Are other naturai resources visible on site ar in vici

natural features (i.e., bluffs or cliffs) or near public or private scenic areas?

Will any such resources be adversely affected or

will they adversely affect the project? ({ ) Yes (
Comments:
el Ob. 1 Nia)57
FAEY]
/ 26. 8 SUITABILITY, ACCESS, AND COMPATIBILITY WITH SURROUNDING DEVELOPMENT
[ol:j/ (see EF 1.1 and 1.3 of Handbook 1390.2)
s

_z);’i/f",

Is there paved access to the site? ) Yes () No

of

ol€
'7 6° ML 7d15(r%scd vegetation

)
0 , I waste material/containers J {)
\{(S — soil staining, pools of ols of liquid ()
-z loase/empry drums barrels ()

Yes No

a5 oil/chemical spills
abandoned machinery, cars

g refrigerators, ctc

Xy transformers, fillivent pipes,

rAL T Cpnf .4}-&4—4 <t piplg..lin&c, drainage suuctures

. Cc‘:—/,v A
/n Is the project compatible with surrcunding area In terms of;
‘¥ —Lo"" : ,#D ’Pv}'_c_s No
W et
f Land use -~ U ,,Jb (j/ () Buiiding type (low/high rise)
Height, bulk, mass =~ () Building density

Will the project be unduly {nfluenced by:
——— T ——————

Yes

&

Transition of land uses
Incompatibie land uses
Inadequate off-street parking

Building detericration (
Postponed maintenance (
Obsolete public facilities (

L W N

Are there air poliution generators nearby which would adverselv affect the site:
gt ____.‘-h-..._

———

Yes  No

Heavy industry
Incinerators

¢
()
Power generating plants ()
/ refineries ()
()

Cement pianss

Large parking facilities
(1000 or more cars)
Heavy travelled highway
(6 or more lanes)

Other,

33338

. Are there other unusua! conditions on site? ( ) Yes ( ‘4 Is there indication of:

/"twf e ove Biock v Ay.
Ser Tnt7A0An g Hteld .

ﬂ{ ’9 Has the site has been.used as e dump, sanitary landfill or mine waste disposal area? ( J Yes ( )} No
——— X

Yes Na

()Y ()

() ()

() )
A0
C/.@Ck‘

Yes  No

Oy 5

(>~ )

Exl - ¢



. Yes N Yes No

Fauls, fracture () (/1 Fire hazard materials () 7
Clifss, bluffs, crevices {) (%) Windisand siorm concerns () -y
Slope-faitures from rains {) ("5 Poisonous plants, insects, animals {) (7
Unprotected water bodies () (V{ Hazardous terrain features () { v)/
Will the project be affected by built hazards and nuisances:

Yes No Yes No
Hazardous sireet () ("f Railroad crossing () (y”
Dangerous intersection {3 ( v)/ Inadequate screened
Through traffic () (W~ drainage catchments () ¢y~ thees
Inadequate separation Hazards in vacant lots () { ) = Lb
of pedestrian/vehicle raffic () (v)’ Ch&mical tank-car lerminals () e i
Children’s play areas iocated Other hazardous chemical storage () () - A/ 0 C/
next 1o freeway or other High-pressure gas or liquid
high traffic way () ( "{ petroleum (ransmission
tratfic way () (¥ lines on site ()
Inadequate streer lighting (! { v}/ Overhead 1ransmission lines () { '-/
Quarries Hazardous cargo
or other excavations () { °)/ " transportation routes {) (Y
Dumps/sanitary landfills or Oil or gas wells () { 7/
mining () ( ’{ Industrial operations () Cy Ao %{
Will the project be affected by nuisances:

\.,..__,_____—_'__‘.—-'

Yes No Yes Mo
Gas, smoke, fumes ! )2 (\5/ Unsightly land uses £ f-—}/’
Odors R vf Froni-lawn parking () {7
Vibration () (¥ Abandoned vehicie ) (3
Glare from parking zrea () (&  Vermin invesiation {) (>
Vacanioarded-up () (.4)’/ Industrial nuisances ) (/
buildings ¢ ) (Y Other () )
Comments:

Pl R

Source Documentation: r~a, Oéﬁafp/ﬁe-féfm.. /iﬁiﬁ?

WATER SUPPLY, SANTTARY SEWERS, AND SOLID WASTE DISPOSAL
‘ (see EF 2. }LZ and 24 of Handbook 13%0.2)

o——— A b —
ppm— R

P ]

Is the site served by an adequate and acceptable:

ey -C



23. TOXIC CEHEMICALS AND RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS (see CF 5 of Handbook 1390.2)

qu— d

. Has a Phase I (ASTM) Report been submitted and reviewed? () Yes p() No

If your answer is NO, is a Phase I (ASTM} report needed? ( ) Yes §) No

Are there issues that require a special/specific Phase II report before completing the environmental
assessment? ( ) Yes 9(5 No " .

Is the project site near an industry disposing of chemicals or hazardous wastes? () Yes &) Ne

Is the site listed on an EPA Superfund National Prierities or CERCLA, or equivalent State lisf? 7
O Yes (N Lhps Aot S Kieaw Cord®rsiaonted Crd - ¢
Is the site located within 3,000 feet of a toxic or solid waste Jandfill site? ( ) Yes é/ ) No

Does the site have an underground storage tank? ( ) Yes Q() No

If your answer is YES to any of the above questions, use current techniques by qualiﬁcd'prufmsio){ais ps!
undertake investigations determined necessary and comply with § S0.3(i).

Are there any unresolved concerns that conid lead (0 HUD being determined to be 2 Potential
Responsible Party (PRP)? ( ) Yes () No

‘g' ('Z’ouunems: Ss< /4’6/.4/.&'54 ‘
Uree qu-//.f oF Baslis 5 o Lnibdiinn Aenreuernt et 19 Cmmirced '/_,'ZM%’C,/JJV'WZEJ 67’

v-.ﬂ "?’J?W'ﬁ' S:'{/jr, %q ((F'C‘-ﬂs:'é:ﬂ;{)’ ML' 24;.2“&”—2}‘#5&,&#4& m/#—l‘/“c;u S—'C'ﬂ ” i

4y

. ! f—-ﬁ'/}g’méj S./Afud-r[n‘zf-/éf:‘ /.LV"ff 107 -’g" "Lﬁ’ CG-LA.;o o E’WW el fﬂ*jz/“‘“"‘é’ fe7:.,—;4:,~r ““’-/!575;5’

Mipice) Sibe, Gorgen C}s.m.lf ; Ry frpe 7 7/9‘5"'
% / ,5‘2,0 J?ﬂllfm/ ’&WN &4-«'»«/4:4-7\ &J/i-‘TJM/ -2y x;{_&: *
Id

24. OTHER
a. ENDANGERED SPECIES (se¢ EF 3.4 of Handbook 1390.2)

Has the Depgrtment of Interior list of Endangered Species and Critical Habitats been reviewed?
() Yes No

Is the project likely to affect any listed or propesed endangered or threatened species or critical habitats?
( ) Yes 9() No

If your answer is YES, compliance is required with Section 7 of the Endangered Species Act, which
mandates consultation with the Fish and Wiidlife Service in order to preserve the species.

Comments:

o e

Source docurmentation: /:—CM f)ngﬂ};ﬂA—\. b} A’a}/ ¢7

— A , S AR
, /L//%wg//'i %// Cipeo o W8 9/0/;'/72'/{ L ATTRID K /3/-«'7170?"/

/5 o (P57 Krewn Cond W70 3728 Sy¥eg
| : ExH-C
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RE:

Qur letter of March 30, 1998
VI/F

Please advise by return fax if you plan to take action on
this matter or allow it to be bull-dozed through?

NCERNED CITIZENS of MAYWOOD

PvatlosnIvemar

¥

TRANSM'TT'AL

To: Mé. Kathleen Naymola, Acting Director, CPD Division

N

Firm: Dept. of Housing & Urban Development

City: Newark, N.J.

Fax: 1-973-645-4461

From: Michael J. Nolan
FAX Number: 1-201-845-3271

Ve

L{-——/X /J -

Date: April 21, 1998

Total Pages: -  / 2

{including cover)

Additional Comments:  ya have had no response from you,
CD - Hackensack, Bergen County Board of Health, County Executive,
USEPA, Maywood Planaing Beard.

But the Mayor and Council introduced an Ordinance #6-98 (April 9, 1998)
with public hearing to be held April 28, 1998 amending Ordinance 17-97
(7/29/97). Despite scheduled public hearing the Mayor & Council adopted
Resolution 63-98 (April 14, 1998 awarding bids for building costs and
sitework. But again for the record the Maznolia Avenue GW contamination
site is on NJDEP's known contaminated list and so is Zechmeister's green
house which is already bulldozed and had a large underground tank removad.
50 gallon drums remain.

f{ . . .
, , [ PR E P .7 " ; ) L.
¥ Lofe fdPeygey Coiy eF A ThE1- Kpciwa (g PVt in 11 ey L1
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A
CONCERNED 2. . /7
O NS L ﬁ
of MAYWOOD FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE

TO: KATHLEEN Naymola Acting Director (HUD)

FROM: MICHAEL J. Nolan

Please Note:
Zechmeister's now appears as a pond area.
The Mayor and Council has suddenly cleaned the area
intended for the recreation.center but photos are

available to show you a "BEFORE" condition.

If we do not have a fax response by Friday this week, we will
refer the issue elsewhere for an inquiry.

Copies of this will be sent to those who received copies
. of our March 30, 1998 letter.

FxH-€



SENT BY:SITE REMEDIATION © 4-22-98 ¢ 3:27PY ¢ FAX 2 609 633 2360-

VII. MUNICIPAL LISTING QF SITES
BERGEN COUNTY

SITE NAME STREET ADDRESS IDENTIFIER

— ey

HAYWOOD BOROUGH

I4
A.SITES UITH ON-SITE SQUREE(S) OF CONTAMINATTON >
~

—

9 BROUK AVENUE ¢ BROCK AVE NJLEOQ 190045
STATUS: ACTIVE - 0S5/09/1994 . CONTACT: BUST = NJLA00190045-001
HUNTER DOUGLAS INCORPQRATED 87 RTE 17 K NJD982186306
STATUS: ACTIVE - 02/28/19%1 CONTACT: BEECRA -~ EB7838
MAGNOLIA AVENUE GROUND MATER CONTAM MAGNOLIA AVE NJD982273583
STATUS: ACTIVE -« 0470171992 CONTACT: BSM - NJD9B2273583
MAYWOOD CHEMICAL HEST HUNTER AVE NJDOB05297562
STATUS: ACTIVE - 09/24/198% CONTACT: BFCM - NJDY80529762
SEARS REPAIR CENTER #8154 200 RTE 17 § . NJL8G0266249
STATUS: ACTIVE - 02/13/1997 CONTACT: BUST - 0027056
STEPAN COMPANY {00 WEST HUNTER AVE NJD002011294
STATUS: ACTIVE - 1271271994 CONTACT: BFCM - WJDO02011294
SUNOCO SERAVICE STATION MAYWGOD SOROUGH 147 J PASSAIC ST NJDPBASE8350
STATUS: ACTIVE - 07/22/1992 CONTACT: BUST - 0015400
7 site(s) With On-Site Contamination in MAYWOOD 3ORQUGH
B,.SITES WITH UNKNOWH SOURCE(S) OF CONTAMINATION
9 BROOK AVENUE @ BROCK AVE NJLED019GG4S
1 Unknown Source Contaminated Site(s) in MAYWOOD BORGUGH
C.SITES WITH CASE(S) THAT WERE CLOSED BETWEEN 07/01,1996 - 06,30/1997
150 LENOX AVENUE 150 LENOX AVE HJ1 800190027
STATUS: MFA - 0972071996 CONTALT: BFO-H - 951204160102
2ECHMEISTER GREENHCUSE 100 MAGNOL[A AVE N1 BDG26BF63
STATUS: NFA-A - 02/18/1997 CONTACT: BFO-IH - 0133797

2 Sitets) with Cases that were Closed Between 07/01/1996 ard 06/30/1997 in MAYWOCD BORCUGH
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"Numbe r","S;tc*id","Case-id",“Kame" "Addross”, "Cilty",
asus”, "Status~dr", "lead", "¥yorigin®
1,HJD0020D2850, 9307184, BIXO CCMPANY TNCORPORATEL, |2 CENTRAL .\-.r';:,m:;‘.:ﬁ:.
-5 DPARK TOWNSH-F,BERGEN, 07662, PEXDING, 19330003, BFJ—“,D[\W
2,NJ0B6C20112%4, NIDO02012234, STEPAN COMPANY, 130 WZsT ﬂ;x??a é‘ﬁ IAYWIOD
EOROUGH, BERGEN, , ACTIVE, 15541212, BFCM, ACDMATCH
,,NJD‘JSO"EI“’G; NINGBO0S29762, MAYWOCD CHEMIZAL SITES, WEET HUONTER Avz, SMEUH
t:> COD BORQUSH, BERGEN, 07607, ACBIVE,, FCM, AIJLMATCH
q,KJIN8822% *de,I\.JD%(273J83 MAGNOLIA AVENUE GRCUND vﬂ" PER O CONTAY, MSENOL”
A AVE, MAY®WOOD BORCUGH, BERGEN, , AlT v, 19820401, BSM, LATI QNG
,NCD9E6562147, 0051996, BERGEN PZESATC TQANJPCRT SERVICLE, R3 CLANTRAL AVE,
ROV.TLLL PARK TOWNSIlIP, BLRGEN, 07662, ACTIVE, 13300405, BUAT, G2
6, NJLECC190045, NJLASC19CC45-00% ,'THE ESTATE O ANDREW TURLICK,® BROLK
£, MAYWOOD BORQUGH, BERGEN, 27657, ASTiVE, 295405009, BUST, aLDMATCH
7, NJLEQOOE2.36, 0266684, MAYHWOOD AUTG, L4 PLEASANT AVI E,MAYHCOR ZQFCUGH, I

fRGEN, 07607, ACTIVE, 13950208, BUST, ADDMA LCH
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By CHRISNEIDERBERG
OIThe Shopper News '

(™ MAYWOOD - Residents living
Maywood Interim Storage Site
(MISS) are not being exposed to
dangerous radiation levels from
the site, a U.S. Department of
Energy (DOE)report concludes.
The report, sent to the Board
of Health Jan. 13, contends that
measurements taken showed
most of the street readings
stayed close to what the depart-
ment considers “background”
.levels (radiation already in the
environment) and were not add-
ing dangerous levels. Readings
were taken last November
along West Central, West
Magnolia, Lenox, Thoma and
Taphn avend®s, ~— *
“None of the measurements
oblained in- this survey were
significantlﬁ abgye back-
gromnd,” wnies Susan Cange,

MISS project manager, based in

this data indicates that there is
no significant contribution to
hackground radiation {rom the
MISS.” T

;" F.iThe SioppeNews 1 Jinuary 22, 1992

DOE concl

,/'

along five streets north of-the.

Oak Ridge Tenn. “Review of

[EPZEEEEE TRAY

Y
oD
o

S

According to Cange, the “av-
erage background value” for
aywood is 9 microreentgens
and hour (uR/h). She states that
data collected during the
surveys showed gamma radia-
tion exposure measurements
renging from 7.0 to 15.9 micro-
reentgens per hour (uR/h). She
says the MISS cannot be con- |
tributing high radiation levels,
since “one would anticipate”
that levels would decrease the
farther away onc goes away
from the site. Cange tells of-
ficials such a scenario does not
exist, since most readings range
from roughly 7.5 uR/h to 9.5 uR
/h on all streets regardless of
distance, o -
She points out that the high-
est readings on West Magnolia
Avenue (15.9) are emanating
from an “offsite background
gsource” not associated with the
MISS. Even that reading,
Cange cxplains, falls’ under
DOE'g “level of of concern” (20
ulPh or about twice above back-

round). : —
‘;Dcmocralic council members
womas Murphy and Joan Win-

.......

a3l o~

DL ORI 34 S AR
+ b "2.-i-::‘;‘~.‘f:.‘}"i,- RN ME
. 'l_ . y . X .

rd
' nie, DOE supporters, said the
findings prove the site is not

we HOMETOWN

angerous.
“The whole town is safe”

Murphy said, “The report
shows Maywood is nowhere
near danger.” ~"

" Both have harshly criticized
Concerned Citizens of May-
wood, which has blasted DOE's

actions. But Dr. Peter Mon-
tague, rescalftirdireetwr for the

Washington—bnseg En-
vironffientalHescarch Foun-

dation, s31d the grou ha qevery
| right 018 angry. Imontagu

studied Maywood in_the early
8s. — .

“He charged the DOE has
consistently downplayed
serious raamilon hazards at
sites nalionwide, and said any

radiation readings above back-
E.ground are unsafe. -
~ “DOE expresses this whole

situation in terms of their stan-

dards, which allows a doubling
of background radiation,” he
said. "But the fact is that there’s
good evidence to show that any
increase in radiation carries an

birth defects.” V

Alter Sersogg}lx reviewing
the peporf, Montague advised
that authorities investigate the
intersections ol Ramapo_and

Agency for Toxic Subst:
and Disease Registry, sai
“educnted guess” is that pi
should start worrying
radiation levels are four &

West Magnolia_avenues and f times above backgound.
West Magnolia and Eccleston Ch ‘dhi stand
Place. The streels leaturei the arp said hus own stan

are based on recommendal
from the International (
mission on Radiological Pr.
tion Standards. He said s
tists are divided on the que:
of safe standards.

Charp did not totally r
Montaguc’s contentions on
level radiation, but suggc
the evidence is still unclea

“I'm not saying that he (I
tague) is wrong or that
right,” he said. “I'm saying
it's too close to call.”

While he said he agrees
the DOE has a less-t
oustanding record in hane
radiation problems, Ci
claimed the depariinent
done a good job in “stabiliz
contamination at certain s
such us Wayne. He could

rovide a detailed Ppiniot

highest readings (15 ;é:Bﬂl) not
attribufed to the .

“Those locations should be
looked at,” he said, “I can't say
the MISS is the source. Yet the
readings are two-thirds ghove
background, so the citizens
there should be asking what is
the source? When the DOE says
the acceptable level is 9 (uR/h),

residents should ask why must
I even be exposed to 107"

Montague called the DOE
record is “abysmal” and claimed
its policy for Lransporting soilto

the MISS is “a reason for con-
cern,” since it could- expose
kitizens to more radiation. The
DOE maintains the site is safe-
ly secured.’ :

Dr, Paul Charp, a U.S. gov-
ernment scientist who studies

3 2, '. ) [ "
llnc.rcabul_rmk. of cancer ‘miLﬂ

aywood.

N Ve

~
3

radiation for the Atlanla-based
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John Tamburro Lists Studie-

About Chemicals in Maywood

Dear Mrs. Pangs --

“When Tem Richards in-
ferred” that the Concerned
. Cilizens circulaied misinfor-
. mation with regard to the
possibility that  hazardous
chemicals were responsible
for deaths, illnesses, and
birth defects. he apparenily
y.either did not review or un-
.derstand the folldwing re-
. ports;
i Bechtel Nutional's “*11zalth
.vand“'Safety Plan~ for the
-[RI/FS .Study = - .Environ-
‘LAental, Impact Statement for
.thez:, ~Maywood- Site,”’
‘prepared for the DOE, June
£1990;: Bechiel's “'Field
wSampling Plan fer the RIVFS
Environmen:a! Impact Stars-
‘ment for :he  MISS,”
- prepared for DOE. June
+ 1990; Ebasco Services **Final

, Report for Maywood
-Chemical  Site, Sears and
cinity Properties,”"

.-cbruary - 1987, * Ebasco's
“Draft Report for the May-
" wood- Chemical Silte, Stepan
Company Property,” [%88:
. NJ. DEP and Environmental
i Health Service, NJ Depart-
| ment. of Health, “'Health
vAssessment, - Maywood
:Chemical. " Sites,** prepared
ifor. Agency for Toxic Sub-
-stances and Disease Registry,
L July 1950.
*“These reports clearly in-
1 dicate that properties, such as
.Stepan, the MISS,  the
. Susquenanna Railroad
L property, and Sears and
Svicinity properties are heavily,
;contaminated with dangerous -
ichemicals, heavy metals and
rfadioactive - elements... The
Jirst three are withinseverab
undred feet "6f homes on.
“vest! Central Avéfue and.,
IECeTesion Place. “=~. =
{77 Ther® 75 a serious health
dbreay to Hthese residents. .
-Millions- o 0f  pounds s of,
“thoriim-are buried i pils on

{Stepan and the MISS.proper- 7
ities. Chemical contamination,,.

1of the ground water-has been .,

found by the analysis of wells:

> on West Magnolia . Avenus,
anAlysis ol sOIl gas on 142
est Central Avenue, and

-~

humanely

weil analysis of 2 rewm
living on Maywooa Aver e
near Essex Street. These

evident in the Ebasco Re- M
ports, in the Heaith Siudy,

and in the DOE reports. Such MAYWOOD
chemica.l and radiological CONCERNED
contamination is a serious CITIZENS

health threat. Waier levels
are near basement Noors and
the chemicals can evaporare
into cellars, become trappett,
and  accumulate, o©r be

DARE

deposited inside if warer
comes in and carries solids, | '"MISINFOR-
such as arsénic and mércury, MATION "

in addition to bringing in the
‘dangerous valatile chemicals

Residents on West Ceniral
Avenue and Eccleston Place
have been exposed 1o highe:
levels of radiation than ans

DEBATE HIM

BEFORE

where else in the entire
Maywood site, which in. MAYWOOD
cludes Lodi, and are also ex- ORGANIZATIONS

posed to the dangerous
chemicals in  the ground
waler. On top of that, these 9_3_
residents are also being ex-

posed (o dangerous eleciro-
magnetic radiation from the |

PSE&G plant in the same RATHER
area, +* APOLOGIZE

The health of many
Maywood residents is indesg
in jeopardy. It reaily is a
shame that the residents of
Eccleston Place and Weg
Central Avenue, the res.
derts who have been expaseo
to more radicactivity ung
chemicals :han any other rey..
dent in what is called *The
Maywood  Site,"’ including
Lodi contamiznaied nroper-
tes, is -the place where ali
these dangerous chemicals
and dangerous radioactive
elements are being deposited. -
and where no clean-up of the
deadly ‘chemicals and radio-

_Activity” on’ Stepan ‘and' the
-MISS properties, has yet 1o

occur. How can  anvone
r ! subject  these
residents 10 cven more danger
by adding more radioactivity

and.chemical 1o a dump site

‘that will add 5o much more
"danger to the health of these

residents..
John Tamburro
142 West Central

\ - Maywood-Rochelle Park, N.J. Ps‘gei 3.

[
TYe TLGES

ifR. RICHARDS
0 IDENTIFY

AND WE WILL

ANY AND ALL

WOULD HE

Still Believes
That Chemicals
Aréin Ground

Dear Editor -+
The EPA compiled 2 vt of
about 1000 toxiz sites in the

: requirs

emergency Hets and
calledthis list **Superfune.’”
The town of Maywood is ap-
proximately Number 86 on
the list;” and approximaieis
Number 6 in New Jarsey,

To date, no ccmprehensive
health. study for Maywood
has been prenared (o confirm
that _residents have not
become il because of this
toxic dump site. Yet, Coun-
cilman | Richards states that
*'the news (that the soil is not
o mixed waste) would come
25,.3; great relief "to: many

~residents who fiad beended 1o
.. believe#~by.- the Concerned
. Citizzns,, group that.. hazar-

dous chemicals were respon.
sible for deaths, illnesses arnd
birth defects. Hopefully, the
test results would brizg an
end. lo: the, misinformation
that had been circulated,’
{Our Town 3/31/90). This
stalement is irresponsible, a
partial truth and an over-
simplification, .
~David- Tykulsker, an en-
vironmental law _specialist,
successfelly represented the
widow of a Stepan worker
who died of lung. cancer,
alleged!y caused by on-site
fonizing - radiation.’,. Mr.
Tyxlusker, made .-.-the
following . statement, *'Doss
Maywood: -have a..problem -
meriting. further study? I say
yeah and I'll go even. further.
I really’ think there’s this
bizarre idea thal you. need
dead ‘bodies to study. When
will this (thinking) stop. We
know carcirogenic chemicals
and jonizing radiation have
existed on this site. We know
the site.hds been handled in a
less thzn exemplary manner,

no boundaries. and.hasqkilled

. ~that lonizing:radiation knows

“df.léast “oric worker,.Tqg say

thare's no reasonable ‘chance

that area residents have been

cxposed puts hepe..above

iogic, the alarm - if any —is
notundue,” - ...

When. is  Councilman

Richards going to cease put-

ting hope above logic?

Sincerely,

Louise Ponce

S84 E!m

EXH -
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Dear Kathy -

I am writing this letter to
you in response to the front
page article, entitled,
‘*Cancer Rates Cited in 3
Towns in Bergen,” in the
September 6 issue of The
Record.

The article speaks about
the increase of brain and cen-
tral nervous system cancers
that have affected women liv-
ing in Maywcod, Rochelle
Park and Lodi, My response
to the article is two-fold, both
professicnal and personal.,
Several vears ago, [ wrote
to this very column. after the
diagnosis of cancers in Ryan
Freemever and Caitlin Spend-
ley, urging the Mayor and
Council to *‘keep a waichful
eye'’ on this situation. Since
writing that letter, Katie Cor-
des was diagnosed with can-
cer. and has since passed
away. ~-

Now comes news of the
fact that our town has twice
the national norm of the
levels of these types of
cancers. What concerns me
greatly is Mayor Tom Mur-
phy’s *"lack of alarm.”” Mr.
Mavor, “with the statistical
figures that were posed in this
article, now is the time r'orJ
alarm.

The Cancer Registry has
had 11 strains of cancer re-
ported to it for neighbor-
hoods near the Maywood
Superfund site between 1979
and 1988, and | am sure that
numbers reported for the
following 10 vear period will
show an increase,

We should seriausly loock
into what is going on in our
own backyards that is causing
such alarming statistics, and,
Mr. Mayor, not blame the
problem om *older adults
moving from out of town in-
o two senior ctizen com-
plexes built in Maywood and
Rocheile Park,” as was
stated in the article,

On a personal level, [ am
also writing of my concerns.
In October 1996, I, too, was
diagnosed with cancer, from
which my oncologist cannot
find me liable for any of the
risk factors associated with it.
I am 32 years old, and have
lived in Maywood for 26
years. | centainly do not fit in-
to the population that the
Mayor speaks of. More
recently, we lost our 50 year
old neighbor t0 a malignant
brain tumor after a valiant
five month battle.

Come on Mr. Mayor, it's
time to wake up and begin an
aggressive campaign in this
and surrounding towns to
find out what’s going on, and
to 'bn'ng an end to more
residents of our town having
te hear the most dreaded
words known today, *‘You
have cancer,” Thank you.

Sincerely yours,
John Fajvan, RN
57 Stelling

/0/12

OUR TOWN — Maywood-Rochelle Park, N.J. Thursday, September 11, 1997 P.:B
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Mary Anne Rampolla, RMC

BOROUGH ADMINISTRATOR

MAYOR
CLERK }/// V// p Thomas B. Murphy
(201) 345-2900
Fax: (201) 909.0673 Thomas F. Gaffney
Joan T. Winnie
Frank Beatrice
Wayne Kuss

BOROUGH OF MAYWOOD RobertG. Sighon
ne C. Kinback”
459 Maywood Avenue, Maywood, NJ 07607

William Sheridan
(201):845-2908

RESOLUTION No.. 83-98

RESCLUTION AWARDING CONTRACT FCOR THE
CONSTRUCTION OF THE MAYWOOD SENIOR RECREATION CENTER TO
WALTER H, POPPE GENERAT, CONTRACTORS, INC. AND
M. J. D'ARMINTO, INC.

WHEREAS, the Mayor and Council of the Borough advertised for
the receipt of bids for the construction of the Maywood Senior
Recreation Center, pursuant to specifications prepared by Daniel J.
Barteluce Architects, P.C.; and

WHEREAS, on March. 16, 1998, Walter H. Poppe General
Contractors, Inc., submitted the lowest bid for the building cost;
and

WHEREAS, on March 16, 1998, M. J. D’Arminio, Inc. submitted
the lowest bid for the site work; and

WHEREAS, sufficient funds are available in Rond Ordinznce Hc.
19-17 as modified by Bond Crdinance No. 6-98 for this purpose and
the Chief Financial Officer‘s certification is attached;

NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, by the Mayor and Council of
the Borough that:

1. The Contract for the construction of the building is
awarded to Walter H. Poppe General Contractors, Inc., 188 E.
Franklin Turnpike, Ho-Ho-Kus, New Jersey for the contract amount of
$380,324, being the building base bid of $423,324, 1less the
following alternates: $35,000 is deducted for the roof framing and
$8,000 is deducted for the ceramic tile in the bathrcoms.

2. The Contract for the site work is awarded to M.J.
D’Arminio, Inc., 130 West Franklin Street, Hackensack, New Jersey,
for the contract amount of §57,272.00.

3. The Mayor and Clerk are authorized and directed to
execute a contract in the form prepared by the Borough Attorney.

4. The bid security of the bidders Walter H. Poppe, M.J.
D‘Arminio and Heritage Construction Services are to be returned by
the clerk only after the execution of the contracts and the

COUNCIL PRESIDENT

COUNCIL MEMBERS

11112

Eri



ATSIN
SUMMARY OF MEETINGS

IN MAYWOOD, RCCHELLE PARK, & LOD], NEW JERSEY
March 5-9, 1995
Mavwood, New Jersey

Maywood Sanitary Inspector, Councll President - Pelice Commissioner,
and Councliman - local health and gov't officials

The health inspectors were very knowledgeable about the ATSDR and
the Health Consultation process. They were mainly concemed with
specific issues regarding the site. They also had information on where @
Public Availabllity Session can be held, and what were the best
newspapers for advertising. '

The officials at the meeting were concerned about the status of several

pieces of property that are either being renovated or used by the towns

people for recreation. They qiso expressed concern over an electrical :
substation in the area, which they believe may be linked to breast cancer (
in Mcywood Finally, the officials wanted to receive a copy of the New

Jersey Depcr‘tmen’r of Health (NJDOH) Cancer Inmdence Study for the

areaq.

Other Issues discussed were the probiems and delays surrounding the
clean - up of the site; citizen's continuing concem over the health effects
of past chemical exposure; and local pofitics involving the site. Specific
questions involving politics o DOE’s schedule will not be outlined in the
questions below.

These are some of the questions which were asked during the meeting.
Some of them will be addressed In the Health Consuitation.

Q : Does the ATSDR have any information inking EMF from an elecfriccl
stibstation to ma occurence of Breast Cancer?

&€ : Has the grassy area near the baby (municipal) pool been
- wocterized by the DOE ? |f so, will it be oddressed in the Health

".—— p—

1)



Consuttation?

Q : Has Grove Tree Park (currently undergoing renovations) been
characterized? Wil it be addressed In the Health Consultation?

@ : When will the NJDOH study be finished cpd finalized.




Project: Maywood Senior Citizen Community Center .
% /
VII.  Project Description

The Borough of Maywood has a growing Senior population. As of 1990, there were 2 O23
Seniors living in Maywood. That number is believed to have increased, substantially.
Recreational activities for all segments of the population in the Borough could be improved and
increased but non more so than for the elderly population in the Borough. There is a need for a
facility dedicated to the Seniors to allow for recreation, exercise, leamning, cordial socialization
and education, for all of the elder in the Borough, with individuals of their own age.

As a result, the Borough plans the development of a dedicated Senior Citizens Community
Center within which Seniors can actively participate in the recreational and other activities which

will keep them young and health.

This request for funding is for the first phase of this project. It includes a request to Fund: ) rr.“""ﬂ“"
iy Tt

"_,_.—— Jl

1. Survey of the existing Borough owned property ==

2. Preparation of Architectural plans and specifications «~

3. Engineering of the site and infrastructure improvements to the site o

4. Construction at the site to aliow vehicle access, water service, sewer and storm sewer

improvements and proper storm water surface and sub-surface drainage from the area.
g

If need be this project can be phased - Phase I, will be the construction of the building in its
entirety and Phase II, would entail the site improvements, parking, drainage, landscaping, etc.

The proposed building is ad;acent to the Municipal Pool Parki Parklno Lot. This lot can be used -
temporarily until the site improvements are completed, /
/.—-.- _——

crtd -4



AQUA ASSOCIATES INC

LNVUHIONMUNIAL CONSUL EANTS & TESTING LAQCRAICF

147% RIEQUMFIELO AVE. PP (3 AQX 12"
FAIRBIEYT O, NS OIC
1204) 227-Q4

M.J. DEF. CERTIFIED LABORATORY #0704

Toctmeister Uras. AMNALYSIS REPORT:
. FL. of W, PMaegnulias Ave.
' Mayvmnod MJ  0T7EDT Date ©3Z/25/87
3 Laberatory NMNo. &5
’ Date ' Sampled 0OI/23/87
Location Same -

Source Dr;lled Well

——r— ——— s — e LA S o S o ¥ et P D i Gl Sl AR T S S Sy o Sk

! MaX1e D CAMCER CAUSING COMPOUNDS (results in parts per billion)&

taraneter Results Units
t,1.1 - Trichliorcethanae * * /:> 1.1 ug/1
Larbon letrachloride # # * * -
L,1 ~ Yichlarcethane * ¥ * -
Flekhvlene Chloride ND ug/1l

. 1t tchiloroethylene ;> 2.3 ) ug/l
tUnloraftorm {THM) ND L >’ ug/l
ymtrachloroethylena 77 88 G ug/1
{.2 — Dichletroethane ND ug/1
Ciramsdichloromathane (THID ND ug/1
1,1,Z = Trichloroethane nND ug/1l
ibrunochloromethane (THED . ND ugs1l
L cmotrarm (THM) . ND ug/sl

COMMENTS: ND presence of this compound was not detected

e T e e

*'i'ﬂompounds insueparable measured as 1,l,1 - Trichlaorcethane

< Less Than

,) t—IHH (lotal Trihalumethanes) limit prescribed by EFA is 100 pp
REA ~
VoS
Lo Signature  _____ < K pia X - Lab Manager
(R
- o .
~
o,

FIGURE 4
e, #
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it —

; : . State ., - NS
.lathﬂ/TlLle (Da.lla?.\..t;zv.‘?,[;:' /—m} .z,mp . _,;. s ! .
JENT LOCATION: Transportation Fac:.lll:y & Otl“er
(site) MR-z =8 Fhoe o L

of Incident {~ { 8& Time: 2,
(Mo.) - (Day (Yr.) , o
£ OF INCIDENT: 5 Complaint Energency Notification
JENT DESCRIPTION: B AV
“ire Explosion Air Release g Water Pollution Illegal Dumping
Xlors ____Sewage Spill Noise llaz. tat. Dot
Jther (Specify) . B
sies (Y/N/U) 4 Bublic Exposure (Y/»¥rU) e
lity Evacuatien (Y/N/U) Police at Scene (Y/¥7U) e
ic Evacuation (Y/N/U) Firemen at Scene (YAU) 2
ynination of Air Land __;'i_water Assistance Requested (Y2%U) :
>le Water Source (YAZFT) Wind Direction/Speed
g Naterﬂ_g_m Precipitation (rain/snow)
Type: %, Residedtial Industrial Commercial Rural :
~ Sensitive Population (Hosp., School, Nursing Home) ERARY
JS AT DNCIDENT SCINE i R. 2 EicdeniaTER  STrrrn  ads  Sevm )Ly
0GL0w O 1ad ma’,\_ﬁé‘!%\‘
N\ .
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wy Name one S
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st Tt S
N1S .

3 CASE HANDLING
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COUNTY OF BERGEN
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT
Administration Building ¢ Court Plaza South - 21 Main St. « Hackensack. N.I. 07601-7000
(201 646-2559 « FAX (201) 487-0945

William P. Schuber
County Exccutive

N

March 26, 1998 /.-/

Ms. Kathleen Naymola, Acting Director

CPD Division

U.S. Department of Housing & Urban Development
One Newark Center

Newark, NJ 07102

. Re: Request for Release of Funds and Certifications:
Maywood Senior Citizen Recreation Center

Dear Ms. Naymola : -

-, o1z \ Attached for processing is a "Request for Release of Funds and Certification” form for
7~ . CDBG Funds.

If you should have any questions, please contact me at (201) 646-2559.

]
Slpcereﬁ',

JeSeph Rutch, Director
Community Development

JR:ed

Joseph Rutch
Direstor

. Enc. -

e - J.



T U.s. Depa Heousl N
Request for Release of -~ =~ b prmmmemsttoseins e o
Funds and Certification " Office of Community Planning and Development : —"-
{Pursuant to Section 104(g) of Titk |, Housing nnd Community Develop- S
ment Act of 1974, and Secton 17(c) ot the U.S, Housing Act of 1937} OMB No. 2566-0087 (8-31-£
[ MB N - y

%3%#35??3’%2v§f%%%§%t Block Grant 2;%?28;2??2““““"
OMB Catalogue No..14.218 3. Racpient Genticaton Namber

o B-97-UC-34-0100
4. Name and Address of Recipient 5. For informaton on tis Request, Contacs
County of Bergen ' ' Jeseph Rutch, Director
Administration Bldg., Court Plaza §S. . Das of Latest Assiawance Actan T
Hackensack, N.J. 07601 Application Submission  Prefiminary Appeoval GantAgeemant

7. Date of This Request

VA/25/98 517197 16/20/97 { 7/1/97

Part 1. Requeat for Aeiense of Funda

8, HUO or State Agency and Otfice Unit to Recwive Requant

U.S.Department of Housding & Urban Development
Newark Office, Region II

Community Planning & Development Division

The recipient(s) of assistance under the program(s) listed above requests the release of funds and removal of grant condiions goveming the use of the
assistance for the {oliowing: N

8. Program Actvity/Project Name T .
Construction of Maywood Senior
Recreation Center

10. Locaton (Sreet Address, City, Courmy, Sata)

Duvier Place, Maywood, Bergen County
New Jersey ‘ .

11. Program Acivity/Projec: Descripton

In the Borough of Maywood, located on Duvier Place, the following
project has been proposed: .

wConstruction of a Senior Citizen Recreation Center.

Construction - $298,930.00

Site Improvements -~ $20,000.00

Architectural Fees -°$18,219.78

Engineering Fees - 5,000.00 -

Contingency 6% - $17,935.80 -

‘.fhe proposed projectwill utilize 1997 CDBG funds in the amount of $340,086.00




I

I

Psrt 2, Environmental Cartiiloatlian '

Vit reference to the above Program Activity/Project, I, the undersigned offfcer of the reclpleat, certify that:

..: rzizient has fully carried out its responsivilites for environmental revicw, decsion-making and action peraining ta the project
named 2bev —

o

[

. Therezipicnt has complied with the Nadonal Envirommentai Policy Act of 1969, as amended. =d with the environmental Procedures, pc:r.;'-.‘:—.q-.:-'.:-c-
ments and searuiory obligatons of the laws cited in 24 CFR 53.5.

3. Thewszizicnt has taken or will take into azcount the environmental criteria, standesds, Pl requiremants end other obligaticns appiicabiz o the

Tojec R ETOgTAm acivisy under ather Federzl, Siate and local laws that the recipient has the direct rospensioiiity w comgly wig,
ey

3

t. For UDAG projetts only, the recipient has provided the Stats Historic Preservadon Officér and the Secretary of the Interior an oppormeisy o ect with
respect 3 oropenies which the reeipient belicves are affzcted by the project and ere eligivle for the Nationa Register of Historic Places ‘Seczion
119(m), HCD Actof 1974, as amended).

. Alzrconsidering the nvpe and degree of environmental effects identified by the environmental review completed for the proposed project deserites =t
2811 of inis reguest, ! have found that the proposal ! 1did FX) did notrequire tae preparation and disserunation of an environmental mzast
slzlsmeny, S——

ient Ras, prior o subrniming s request for the release of funds and certificadion, published in the menner prescribed by 24 CFR 5343 a
¢ pubiic in accordance with 2+ CFR 58.70 and as evidenced by the atached copy (Copies).

ne pon which ail stafutory and regulatory time periods for review, comment or ather action. {ollowing the compiction of the environmeneal
review for the prejectyrogram ectivicy, began and ended as indicated below in complimce with the procedures end reguirements of 24 CTFR I3,
item Cemmance Expite Item Commance Zrgue
! ! 3 Nogcs of Intant 'o . i ;
Pudiicasen Date: |} Prepare an i Pubticaton Date: ! ;
. ! B 1
Comment Perod: | ; Commen: Periad: | {
: I : H
ST oined Notice: . H Draft £iS .
az of No Sienificant | Pudlicagson Das: i ] Publtcazon Date: |
g ot Mo S L3/7 iR i
, i :
i CommentPendd. | ~ ;a raqgliaia = Comman: Panod:
$37379813/17/98 . H
H H T =i ~
Ent o Puslicaton Date: | Final 2i$ Pubhcazon Date: !
Rewasa : : }
Commant Fanze | Comment Farac: i
L spewiyy i : Othar {specily) . i
i . H :
i i ; |
| | |
H - ! ]
% : : ‘
| ; ! ]
raneslier Svsase o HUD or a3 ; Reques: tor Releasa ot HUQC o Stag i :
P ~ - H ot Cazieg Papre: ! H
et Secisian Fenca’ o - H runds wELBI0N Fanag, : }
a7rntasi s 8 theliurnen st tor i '
AT penod 1 FLS s eyl . : :
smaes tv Racoien! ooravay &= ? " ek i /9 aiiual by HUD or State aporTvan t ;

al eader the National Eavironmenal Policy Actof !
gotar as the provisions of tieze taws apply o the HU
the recipient,

ental review, decisionmaking and 2¢tions as 10 environmeny:
—

act seatements, :1_-.6"':‘::.5 ARERCY OF COOITILNG JLUNCy TEoTrann o

hen these agencies consent ta sush Assumpuons.

50 sonsenung, [ have asumed the responsibilities for

o tta 6 uepto B A4
iralon of such stalemenis on behall of federai
e jurisdicdon of the [ederal couns for the enforcement of all these szsonns:

——

¢ =1 Casitpng Cihicar of =0 F'u‘:c})jfn{ Address

L3 / )
7 . . > Community Developmant 2{’
M@J 21 Main St. “YH -

Court Plaza, 2m 202W
xecurive Hackensack, N.J. 07601

[

-
.v,. Sezvon 1021 if Tite 18 of the United States Code and the Criminal Procedure shall apply o this ceruficacen. Title 18 provides, among ot

™ o s - her
2 whoever knowingly makes or uses 3 document or wTting conlining any false. ficuuous. or fraudulent SLALEMENL OF CATY, 10 any manae? withn

ision of any department of agency of tre United Swites, shall be fined not more than S10LU0 or impnsoned rot more than five years or oo




. COUNTY OF BERGEN
OFFICE OF THE COUNTY EXECUTIVE

Administration Building * Court Plaza South » 21 Main 5t. » Hackensack, N.J. 07601-7000

' (201} 646-3685 » FAX (201) 646-3101
William P. Schuber lerrold B. Binney
Courtty Executive Chief of Staff

April 20, 1998

Mr. Michaei Nolan
69 Lenox Avenue
Maywood, New Jersey 07607

Re: Mayw._ood Sénior Center

Dcar/Mr/Né (KL

. ~ Pursuant to your April 9, 1998, note addressed to the County Executive attached
find April 15, 1998, memorandum prepared by Joseph Rutch, Director (Community
Development) relating to certain environmental concerns on the proposed construction
site.

After a review of all pertinent documentation and consultations with appropriate
professionals, our County Community Development Department has determined that the
anticipated action on the site “poses no significant adverse environmental impact.”

Yg_r\y truly yours,
/. Chief of Staff, / AN
Jd - F gl /!{.E' .,'\\J:- ) ! !//‘i
enc -
Ae



x 5'.'.. u(_,u,,
COMMUNITY DEVELOPMBNT 2Ty
MEMORANDUM Administration Building « Court Plaza SIch’th 7F~
646-25557% / f; 3
/.
\U 4 7( ‘.“-w
Date: April 15, 1998
_To: Jerrold Binney, Chief of Staff J

Jpseph Rutch, Director

Maywood Senior Citizen Center (Nolan)

The Borough of Maywood was awarded CDBG funding for its senior citizen center in the amount
of $340,086.00. The site is located at 347 Duvier Place. It is the Division’s responsibility to
conduct an environmental review under 24 CFR 58 for 2ll CDBG funded projects. The review
determines if an activity will have “significant adverse environmental impact and to encourage
modification of projects in order to enhance environmental quality and minimize environmental

harm.”

The Division undertook a review of all available documentation, including consultations with
environmental and construction professionals, regarding the utilization and proposed construction
activity on the site.

The list of professionals interviewed includes; Mr. Rocky Richards, N.J.D.E.P., Assistant
Director, Bureau of Site Management; Mr. Steven Tiffinger, Bergen County

Department of Health Services, Environmental Program Administrator; Mr. Anthony DeCandia,
Bergen County Department of Heaith Services, Environmental Program Coordinator; Ms. Mary
Carton, Borough of Maywood, Health Inspector/Clean Communities Enforcement Officer; Mr.
Joseph Thiel, P.E. Project Engineer; Mr. Joseph Mellone, Borough of Maywood, Code Official.
All of those interviewed expressed an opinicn that there would be no negative

environmental impact as a result of the proposed project.

Duvier Place is situated in a low area in the western portion of the Borough of Maywood and is in

close proximity to areas with known environmental issues. One such area is identified in the
N.JD.E.P. “Known Contaminated Sites in New Jersey” report as Magnolia Avenue Groundwater
Contamination. This area lies adjacent to the proposed project site, and was discovered in

1987 by Mr. Vince Greber, Maywood’s Sanitary Inspector at the time. The disgovery was made
on a routine check of well water quality in one of the 6 privately owned wells located in the
vicinity. When the wells tested positive for contaminants, they were taken out of service and the

effected homesteads were hooked up to the public water supply. In a letter dated December 16,
1987, from Mr. Steven Byrnes of the NJIDEP to Mr. Vince Greber of the Maywood Board of



/

Health, Byrnes stated that “ the risk assessment concluded that non-carcinogenic effects are not
expected from having ingested and or showered in the potable water. This was demonstrated by
using conservative estimates to calculate exposure doses and comparing them to acceptable daily
intake,” Byrnes then goes on to calculate the potential carcinogenic effect as 8 ; 1,000,000 for
those ingesting and showering in water from the contaminated welis. In the conclusion of his
letter, Bymes states that “it is highly unlikely that any adverse carcinogenic effects would result

from past exposures.” This was for individuals actually drinking and showering in the water every
day. —

The contarminated wells are no longer in service. Since the proposed project will utilize public
water, there will be no possibility that participants at the proposed facility would be
exposed to the contaminated well water.

The estimated risk to those drinking and showering in the contaminated well water is “low”, to
those not exposed to the water, the risk is negligible. Slab-on-grade construction decreages the
risk even greater. A facet of this project that will decrease the risk of exposure to an even greater
extent is the fact that the top 12-24 inches of soil will be removed from the site due to its
compressible nature, and in preparation for construction of the proposed type. The soil wiil be
replaced by a type that will allow for less compression, and which can withstand greater loads.
(Joe Mellone, Maywood & Johnson Soils Investigation)

The other known environmental issue is that of the Maywood Chemical Site. The Duvier Place
site lies approximately one-half mile down stream from the chemical site. Again, it was the
opinion of professionals that the chemical site would have no significant adverse impact on the
Duvier Place site.

Based on the aforementioned, it was determined that the activity and site pose no significant
adverse environmental impact.

If you should have any further quéstions regarding this matter, please contact me,
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The following is a list of the documentation that was consulted and is available in the
environmental review record for this project:

N.J.D.E.P., SRP Report, “Known Contaminated Sites in New Jersey”

U.S. Department of Energy (D.0.E.), 1996 Baseline Environment Management Report,
Maywood Site

D.0.E., Results of Radon and Gamma Radiation Measurements at 19 Commercial and
Governmental Properties of the Maywood Site Maywood, New Jersey, June 1994
N.J.D.E.P., SRP Report, Site Status Report, Fall 1991

DOE, Feasibility Study - Environmental Impact Statement for the Mavwood Site, Maywood,
New Jersey, October 1992

DOE, Engineering Evaluation/Cost Analysis for the Vicinity Proper Cleanup of Residential and
Municipalities at the Maywood Site, Bergen County, New Jersey, Public Draft, July 1995
NIDEP, December 16, 1987 Correspondence from Steven K. Bymes, Technical Coordinator,
BEERA to Mr. Vincent Greber, Maywood Sanitary Inspector

NIDEP, February 17, 1987 Cormrespondence from Barker Hamil, Acting Chief, Bureau of Safe
Drinking Water to Mr. Allen Overbrugh, Sanitarian, Lodi Heaith Department

Correspondence from Wesley R. Van Pelt, Ph.D., to Mrs. Patricia Allison, Maywood Borough'
Clerk, June 7, 1987

Agency for Toxic Substances and Disease Registry, U.S. Public Health Service, Maywood
Chemical Company, CERCLIS No. NJD980529762, Maywood, Bergen County, New Jersev,
July 30, 1990

U.S. Department of Health and Human Services, Health Consultation, Maywood Chemical
Company (Residential and Municipal Vicinity Properties) Mavwood/Rochelie Park, Bergen
County, New Jersey, CERCLIS No. NJD980529762, December 1995

Johnson Soils Engineering Company, Soils Investigation Report for the Maywood Senior
Recreation Center; Maywood and Duvier Place, Maywood, New Jersey

General Testing Corporation, Results of groundwater sampling coliected at residences on
Magnolia Avenue on March 20, 1987

D.O.E. Maywood Interim Storage Site - 1996 Environmental Surveillance Technical
Memorandum

New Jersey Dept. Of Health and Senior Services, Cancer Incidence in Three Communities Near
the Maywood Area Superfund Sites, Bergen Countv. New Jersey, Draft Final Report, Public
Comment Release, 9/8/97 - 10/8/97
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