
WESTON Ref. No 

Bryan Olson 
EPA Project Coordinator 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
EPA New England 
One Congress Street, Suite 1 I00 
Boston, Massachusetts 02 1 14-2023 

Re: GE-PittsfreldM(ousatonic River Site 
Newell Street Area I (GECD440) 
Supplemental Pre-Design Investigation Proposal for Parcel 59-23-26 (Hibbard Playground) 

Dear Mr. Olson: i 
As follow-up to our recent discussions, this letter provides General Electric's (GE's) proposal for 
certain additional soil investigations within the Newel1 Street Area I Removal Action Area (RAA) 
located in Pittsfield, Massachusetts. This proposal is being submitted in response to the results of 
recent pre-design soil investigations performed by GE at one property within that RAA -- specifically, 
the Hibbard Playground (Parcel 59-23-26). The pre-design investigations were conducted in accordance 
with GE's Addendum to Pre-Design Investigation FF'ork Plan for the XewelI Street Area I Removal 
Action, which was submitted to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) on December 1, 2000 
and conditionally approved by EPA on January I 1,200 1. 

RECENT SOIL INVESTIGATIONS 

As part of these pre-design investigations, CE coIlected surface and subsurface soil samples at various 
pareels within Newell Street Area I. For the Hibbard Playground, the pre-design investigation consisted 
of the collection of I 1  surface soil samples (0- to 1-foot depth increment) from 11 locations within a 50- 
foot grid, and the collection of 14 subsurface soil samples ( 1  - to 3-foot, 3- to 6-foot, 6- to 10-foot, and 10- 
to 15-foot depth increments) from 3 locations on a 100-foot grid. All samples were analyzed for PCBs 
except at locations near where previous PCB data exist. In addition, approximately one-third of these soil 
samples were also analyzed for the non-PCB constituents listed in Appendix IX of 40 CFR Part 264, 
plus three additional constituents -- benzidine, 2-chloroethylvinyl ether, and 1,2-diphenylhydrazine 
(Appendix IX t 3) (excIuding pesticides and herbicides in all but two samples from this parcel). The 
pre-design investigation soil sampling locations, as well as previous sample locations, on Parcel J9-23- 
26 are illustrated on Figure I .  

The prelhinarq- pre-design investigation results and historical soil data for Parcel f9-23-26 are 
sumarized in Table 1 for PCBs and in Table 2 for Appendix I X I 3  constitrtents. The preliminary pre- 
design investigation results indicate the detection of arsenic in two surface soil samples at 
concentrations that exceed the threshold set forth in the Massachusetts Contingency Pian (.MGP) for 
reporling a potential I m m e n t  Hazard for arsenic (40 ppm) (310 CMR 40.0321(2)ib)j. Those samples 
consisted of su&aee soil samples from iocations 59-23-26-6-24 (41.8 ppm) and 59-23-26-E-23 (85.6 
ppm). Upon teaming of these results. GE notified the Massachuse~s Department of Environmental 
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Protection (MDEP) on March 13, 2001, of a potential Imminent Hazard (as defined in the MCP) at these 
locations. As shown in Tables 1 and 2, no other constituents have been detected (during either the prior 
investigations or more recent pre-design e&rls) at concentrations that \%arrant further investigation. 

PROPOSED SUPPLEBZENTAL SOIL NZSTIGATION 

Based on the initial sampling results described above, GE proposes to collect additional soil samples to 
further evaluate the presence of arsenic ~ i t h i n  Parcel 59-23-26. Specifically, GE proposes to collect 14 
additional soil samples from 12 locations on this parcel. The locations and depths for these samples are 
shown on Figure 1 .  These additional soil samples will include: samples from the I-  to 3-foot depth 
increment at the two prior sample locations (C-24 and E-23) where arsenic was detected in surface soils at 
levels exceeding 40 ppm; samples &om the 0- to I-foot and 1- to 3-foot depth increments at proposed 
sample locations D-24 and F-24: and samples %om a 0- to I-foot depth increment at existing pre-design 
sample locations B-24. PK-3, E-22, and D-23 and at proposed sample locations B-25, C-25, E-24, and F- 
23 (as shown on Figure I). Each of these samples will be submitted for analysis of arsenic. 

PROPOSED SCHEDmE 

GE will initiate this supplemental sampling at Parcel 59-23-26 upon EPA approval of this proposal. GE 
will notify EPA of its timetable for this sampling at least seven days in advance of the initiation of the 
sampling. 
GE anticipates that it should be able to collect the proposed supplemental samples and receive the 
analytical results from the laboratory within approximately 30 days from EPA approval of this 
proposaI. Following receipt of the results from the laboratory, GE will report them in the next monthly 
progress report for the CE-PittsfieldiI-Iousatonic River Site. If possible, these results will be included in 
the Pre-Design Investigation Report for the Newell Street Area I Removal Action, which is due to be 
submitted to EPA by May 16, 2001. If the results are not available within this time frame, GE will 
provide them promptly after receipt (i.e., in the next monthly progress report) and will incorporate them 
into its response action evaluations for this property. In either case, GE will also evaluate, based on the 
results from this supplemental sampling, the need for further sampling at Parcel 59-23-26 and, if 
appropriate, will submit a proposal for such further sampling. 

Please call Richard Gates or me if you have any questions regarding this proposal. 

Sincerely, 

It.,J$Lbl 7 i,LqLL h*li 
Andrew T. Silfer, P.E. 
GE Project Coordinator 
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cc: M, Halipinski, EPA 
T. Conway, EPA 
M. Inglis, EPA 
K.C. Mitkevicius, USACE 
D. Veilleux, Weston 
A. Weinberg, MDEP 
R. Bell, MDEP 
S. Steenstmp. MDEP (2 copies) 
S. Keydel, IvfDEP 
T. Angus, MDEP 
C. Fredette, GDEP 
Mayor G. Doyle, City of Pittsfield 
Pittsfield Commissioner of Public Health 
Director, PEDA 
J. Bernstein, Bernstein, Cushner & Kimmel 
T. Bowers, Gradient 
N.E. Harper, MA AG 
D. Young, MA EOEA 
K. Finkelstein, NOAA 
Field Supervisor, USFWS, DO1 
A. Thomas, GE 
M. Garroll, GE 
R. Gates, GE 
R. McLaren, GE 
J. Nuss, BBL, 
J. Bieke, Shea & Gardner 
S. Gutter, Sidley & Austin 
Public Information Repositories 
GE Internal Repositories 



TABLE 1 
PRELIAiI~-IR\ -INALITICAI, DATA 

SC WFCT TO t ERIFIt.4TIOY 

GE?tER;tL ELECTRIC COlLIPANY 
PIPSFIELD, %WSS.ZC-NIISEm 

3Et3  ELL STREET AREA 1 
P-1RCEL 39-23-26 

SOIL SAhWLIhG RESULTS FOR PCBs 

(Results are preseoied in dw weight parts per million, ppm) 

l9Q.Pa. 
I Duplicate sample results are presented In brackets 
2 ND - Analyte was not detected The value in parentheses 1s the associated detectton ltm~t 
3 E - Analyte exceeded calibration range 
4 Sample J9-23-26-E-23 (0-1) IS being reanalyzed by the laboratow 
5 * - Arocior pattern %as tdentrfied anbor caIculated as Aroclor I242 
6 * *  - Sample exnibits alteration of standard Araclor partem 
7 ND + - Detectton lirnrt to he conrimed durrng sample verific3t~on 





TABLE 2 

GENERAL ELECTRIC CO%iPA\iY 
PIlTSFIELD, hMSS1CWI'SETTS 

hEM ELL STREET &REA f 
PARCEL 54-23-26 

SOIL S.thPLI?'C RESULTS FOR ilPPEND1X 1x73 CO*t-'STITZ'ENTS 

(Results are presented in dry neigbt parts per mitlion, ppm) 



TABLE 2 

XEU ELL STREET ZREA 1 
PARCEL 59-23-26 

SOIL SAAWLfNG RESULTS FOR APPEVDIX LXi.3 COhSTITI'ENTS 

(Results are presented in dry weight parts per milliom, ppm) 
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TABLE 2 
PRELl'tllh 4 R t  A t  \LtTIC 11 DATA 

St  WFCT TO \ FRIFICATIO% 

VEt\ ELL STREET ARE.% 1 
PARCEL 59-23-26 

SOIL SARWLING RESLLTS FOR APPENDIX LXc3 CONSTITEEWS 

(Results are pmented in dry weight parts per milfion, ppmt 



YEN ELL STREET iREA 1 
PARCEL 59-23-26 

SOIL SAMPLIhG RESC'LTS FOR APPEWIX LXi-3 COWTITI. E\TS 

(Results are presented in dry weight parts per million, ppm) 
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TABLE 2 
PRELI1IINARY ANALfTICAL DATA 

SI'BJECT T O  SERfFICAT1O"L 

GEXEILkL ELECTRIC CO?rlP..INY 
P I m F I E L D ,  hWSSACXL'SETTS 

NEWELL n R E E T  AREA 1 
PARCEL 59-23-26 

SOIL Sx%hWLL%G RESULTS FOR APPEhmGY LX+3 CONSTmENTS 

[Results are presented in dry weigbt parts per millioo, ppm) 

I%?&L 
I. Samples were collected by Biasland, Bouck & Lee, Inc., and were submitted to Columbia Analytical 

Services, Inc. for analysis of Appendix IX+3 constituents. 
2. ND - Analyte was not detected. The number in parentheses is the associated quantitation limit for 

volatiles and semivolatiles and the associated detection limit for other constituents. 
3. NS - Not Sampled - Parameter was not requested on sample chain of custody form. 
4. J - Indicates an estimated value less than the practical quantitation limit (PQL). 
5, J* - Indicates an estimated value between the instmment detection limit and practical quantitation limit (PQL) 
6,  J** - Indicates an estimated value between the lower calibration limit and the target detection limit 
7. Duplicate sample results are presented in brackets. 
8. g - 2,3,7,8-TCDF results have been confirmed on a DB-225 column. 
9. E* - Serial dilution results not within 10%. Applicable only if analyte concentration is at least SOX 

the IDL in original sample. 
10. w - Estimated maximum possible concentmtion. 
12. With the exception of dioxin/furans, only those constituents detected in at least one sample are summarized. 
13. Total dioxinsifurans determined as the sum of the total homolog concentrations; non-detect values 

constdered as zero 
14 Total 2,3,7,8-TCDD toxlctty equivalents (TEQs) were calculated usrng Toxtctty Equrvalencv Factors (TEFs) 

derived by the World Health Organtzatton ( W O )  and publrshed by Van den Berg et a1 in Env~ronmenntal 
Health Perspect~ves 106j2), December 1998, per technical Attachment F to the SOW 

I5 - fndrcates that all analytes for a parameter group (e g , Pestictdes) are not detected 
16 ND + - Detectton Iimft to be confirmed durrng sample ver~ficatron 
17 ** - Indtcates sample matrix dupltcate was outsrde control l ~ m ~ t s  
18 E - Indicates the reported salue is esttmated because of the presence of interference 
19 -- - Not analyzed for this constthlent 
20 A - Results repoired from single-point method-of-standmd add~tlon calculation 
21 N - Indicates sample matrix sptke anaIys~s was outside control I?mm 
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