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Dear Commissioner Fetten:

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) is in receipt of
the December 2024 Draft Emerging Contaminant Plume Investigation Report (Report).
The Report summarizes the findings of investigatory activities completed under the
Plume Characterization Investigation Work Plan and concludes that the town of
Brookhaven’s (Town) responsibility to further investigate the emerging contaminant
plume is fulfilled. At this time, DEC does not support this conclusion and is requiring that
the below analysis and comments be addressed.

A. DEC’s Report Comments

The Report does not accomplish the intended objective of 6 NYCRR Part 363-
4.6(f)(9)(iii)(b)(6)(ii)(a) which is to characterize the nature and extent of the release from
the Brookhaven Landfill (landfill).

6 NYCRR Part 363-4.6(f)(9)(iii)(b)(6)(i) states that if one or more expanded parameters
are detected above the groundwater protection standard, the owner or operator of a
landfill may demonstrate that a source other than the facility caused the contamination.
This report would be submitted for approval by DEC prior to initiating the assessment of
corrective measures. The Town may still elect to submit this as a separate report, but it
must provide the reason emerging contaminants would not be present in the known
landfill leachate plume as these contaminants are in the landfill leachate.

In addition to this general comment, DEC has the following comments that are specific
to the Report subsections:
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1.0 Introduction

The Report states that DEC requested the Town to complete an investigation
of emerging contaminants in the vicinity of the landfill without the context of
this request. The Town was required by 6 NYCRR Part 363-
4.6(f)(9)(iii)(b)(6)(ii)(a) to characterize the nature and extent of the release by
installing additional monitoring wells. In 2021, the Town updated the landfill
permit during the renewal process to comply with the newly revised Part 360
solid waste regulations, which required the landfill to collect emerging
contaminant samples to establish groundwater quality. The downgradient
samples for 1,4-dioxane and perfluorinated compounds, in comparison to the
statistical trigger values developed with the upgradient on-site well data,
indicated that there was a significant increase of these contaminants
downgradient of the landfill.

1.1 Project Objectives

The Report states that the determination of nature and extent of
perfluorinated compounds in the vicinity of the landfill is an objective. The
objective of the Report as required by DEC was to determine the nature and
extent of perfluorinated compounds from the landfill as an objective.

The Report states that the presence of 1,4-dioxane was also assessed. The
objective of the Report as required by DEC was to determine the nature and
extent of 1,4-dioxane from the landfill as an objective.

The paragraph discussing the history of emerging contaminant usage must
be relocated from this section, as this is not a project objective as defined by
the requirements from DEC.

1.2 Site Description and History

The Town should provide to DEC the documentation of the site history
pertaining to historical ownership of the landfill by New York State Economic
Facilities Corporation. DEC does not have these historical records, and this
information has not been included in prior submissions from the Town.

1.3 Previous Investigations and Ongoing Environmental Monitoring
Programs

The Report mentions that the Town cooperated with the United States
Geological Survey (USGS) to study groundwater quality around the landfill
and maintains a plume monitoring program associated with contamination
from Cells 1-3. It is recommended that the Report also provide background on
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why the Town is monitoring a plume, the current state of the plume from the
most current leachate plume monitoring reports (dated 2010, 2011 and 2022),
historical extent, and the contaminants associated with this plume (presently
and historically). This information is important because while some historical
contaminants may no longer be discernable in groundwater due to natural
degradation and dispersion, emerging contaminants are environmentally
persistent and could remain as a contaminant within the footprint of the
historical plume. It is the DEC’s contention that the identified emerging
contaminant levels downgradient of the landfill are associated with the
currently monitored leachate plume.

All cited references, including the USGS reports, must be listed in a
bibliography.

1.3.3 Emerging Contaminant Sampling in 2022 and 2023

The Report states that the Town sampled for emerging contaminants at the
request of DEC. It must be clarified that in 2021, the Town updated the landfill
permit during the renewal process to comply with newly revised solid waste
regulations, which required the landfill to collect emerging contaminant
samples for four quarters to establish operational groundwater quality
parameters for these contaminants. Due to the presence of these
contaminants, DEC requested that quarterly sampling for emerging
contaminants continue until updates to the Town’s Environmental Monitoring
Program were finalized and the Town had started the corrective measures
assessment program.

1.4.1 Contaminant Source Review Introduction

The contaminant source review section must be eliminated from the Report,
as this analysis is more appropriate for the Town to include in a report
intended to demonstrate that the facility is not the source of contamination.
The contaminant source review is not a project objective as defined by DEC
for the plume investigation.

As noted above, it is the DEC’s contention that the emerging contaminants in
groundwater downgradient of the landfill is part of the contaminant plume
from Cells 1-3. However, DEC still provided comments on the analysis in the
Contaminant Source Review in case the Town intends to submit a separate
report under the objectives of 6 NYCRR Part 363-4.6(f)(9)(iii)(b)(6)(i).

The Report states many of the properties located north of the landfill could
potentially be sources of emerging contaminants due to industrial activity. It
must be clarified in the Report that the existence of these sites does not
create a potential for emerging contaminant pollution in groundwater but that
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there must also be environmental release. Documentation for this release and
related impacts on the landfil's downgradient water quality would need to be
demonstrated.

The Report cannot classify any site as a potential source of emerging
contaminants to the landfill if the site is not upgradient, does not have a
documented release and/or documented history of environmental
incompliance.

The Report states that the emerging contaminant 1,4-dioxane is commonly
associated with chlorinated solvents. The Report must mention that some co-
contaminants associated with 1,4-dioxane such as trichloroethylene (TCE)
were originally identified as part of the historical landfill plume studied by
USGS. While TCE undergoes microbial degradation in the environment, 1,4-
dioxane is persistent and could remain in the historical landfill footprint. The
Report should include a discussion of co-contaminants associated with the
historical plume, as it will give context to the spatial distribution of the 1,4-
dioxane downgradient of the landfill.

The Report Introduction must include some narrative about the liner failure of
Cells 1-3, a discussion of the emerging contaminants levels in leachate, and
that there is likely potential for the landfill to be or have been a point source
for emerging contaminants in groundwater due to the combination of these
circumstances.

1.4.2 Environmental Records Search

The Study Area boundary provided in Figure 1-5 is irregularly shaped. An
explanation on how the perimeter of the Study Area was determined must be
provided in the Report. Generally, a study area used to establish groundwater
influences is limited to the contributory zone upgradient within a defined
radius. This radius would be established based on the rates and direction of
regional groundwater flow. For the case of Brookhaven Landfill, it would also
be appropriate to expand the Study Area to zones upgradient of any
tributaries to Beaver Dam Creek and Little Neck Run.

The Report states that D&B conducted a search of the USEPA database
referred to as the PFAS Analytic Tools which is a component of the USEPA
Enforcement and Compliance History database but does not discuss the
specific findings of this review. The Report must state the findings of this
review in the narrative and their significance. The PFAS Analytic Tools does
not seem to have data sample points for the Study Area, which is relevant to
include in the Report as it would suggest that there are no prominent sources
of PFAS in the Study Area. For the properties listed within the Interpreted
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Contributory Zone, the USEPA Enforcement and Compliance History
database has records of two discharge violations within the last three years,
which were for the exceedance of either pH or nitrogen limitations. The only
site within the Study Area with an outstanding EPA violation in the ECHO
database is the landfill itself, but this was omitted from the Report.

The Report states that the maijority of the spills in the Study Area were never
tested for emerging contaminants. The Town should demonstrate the impacts
of any spills on upgradient water quality, and/or which spills may warrant
further investigation. The Study Area does not have any documented
hazardous waste spills, which would require material characterization testing
for emerging contaminants. There are three known historical petroleum spills
within the Interpreted Contributory Area, but this is irrelevant as perfluorinated
compounds and 1,4-dioxane are not associated with petroleum releases. The
only historical spill in the Study Area that required groundwater monitoring
and remedial action was the 1995 Town’s landfill fuel depot spill (NYSDEC
Spill #95-00039), which had an air sparging system.

1.4.3 Potential Contamination Sources

The Report must clarify that the sites identified would only be potential
sources if there were a release or spill at one of these facilities. All other sites
must not be individually identified. Storage of chlorinated solvents may be
presented as anecdotal information but cannot be used to define a potential
source.

The Report states that it is difficult to conclusively identify specific sources of
PFAS contamination due to their widespread historical use. The Report
should provide sources for this statement, and if this is applicable to the area
downgradient of the landfill.

The Report should include a comment that the only conclusively identified
source of emerging contaminants downgradient of the landfill, as confirmed
by the leachate plume and leachate analysis, is the landfill itself.

1.4.4 Groundwater Flow

The Report states that the groundwater divide is located six miles north of the
landfill and properties north of the divide could not impact the landfill. This
statement implies that properties south of the groundwater divide could
impact the landfill. However, the Report fails to note that any releases near
the divide take several decades to reach the shore and would be in the
deeper aquifers. The Report should define a contributory zone and not imply
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that there is an unlimited or unknown swath able to contribute to the on-site
upgradient landfill wells.

1.4.5 Mapped Properties

e The Report lists individual businesses as potential sources of emerging
contaminants, but many of the sites are not located upgradient of the landfill.
Superfluous data should be excluded if it is only intended to demonstrate a
high pollution burden.

e The Report must mention that the Brookhaven Waste Management facility
(Map ID #662) is listed in the EDR records, and the reasons for the facility’s
inclusion in the records.

1.4.6 NYSDEC PFOS/PFOA Facility Identification Survey

e The Report identifies four sites as potential sources of perfluorinated
compounds; however, two of those sites either did not respond to the survey
or responded that PFOA/PFOS-containing materials were not currently or
historically used. The Report must provide clarification as to why these two
sites were included or remove them from the inventory.

1.4.7 Interpreted Contributory Area

e The Report must include a figure mapping the Interpreted Contributory Area
and a supporting explanation for the drawing of the boundaries. The size and
shape of the area should be based on knowledge of the direction and flow
rates of regional groundwater.

1.4.8 Conclusions

e The Report lists specific businesses as potential emerging contaminants to
the landfill, but individual businesses should not be mentioned unless there is
a proven history of emerging contaminant release. If the Report includes a
site that is currently involved in a remedial or monitoring program with DEC, it
should be disclosed.

e The Report lists Liere Farm as Map ID #124 (a site associated with solid
waste activities and potential PFAS activities) as at 100 Long Island Avenue.
Map ID #124 is listed in the ECHO database as a site with an unknown
address, and the record for this map ID is largely incomplete and states there
was no known violation. The Liere Farm at 100 Long Island Avenue is
associated with Map ID #s 120, 121 and 122. The Report must discuss if
additional information was collected and used to summarize the EDR
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database. If an EDR record for a site is incomplete, without an address, or
indicates no violation, it should be mentioned in the narrative.

The Report must include an explanation as to why the three downgradient
sites are included in the conclusion and their significance within the larger
data review should be provided. The Report should disclose if there is
evidence that groundwater contamination from the landfill is impacting water
quality at these sites. Additionally, Cruz Well and VID Industries are not
located downgradient but to the southwest of the landfill.

1.5 Suffolk County Emergent Contaminant Groundwater Data
Near Brookhaven Landfill

Figure 1-7 does not include wells NB-5 and NB-6. The narrative should
mention that additional data was received and the reasons these wells were
not put on the figure.

The Report identifies the perfluorinated compound plume around the National
Boulevard, Medford area that is still under active investigation by SCDHS with
support from DEC. The Report also identifies two properties as potential
sources in the industrial park to the north of the SCDHS groundwater study. It
would be appropriate to refer to the plume itself as a source to potentially
impact water quality upgradient of the landfill, but not specific sites of
business, as this has yet to be determined by the investigation.

The Report fails to show hydraulic connectivity between the National
Boulevard plume and the landfill. Regional groundwater flow maps for the
different aquifers should be provided to explain if this plume is able to impact
landfill water quality given National Boulevard’s position to the west.

Figures 1-7 and -8 include perfluorinated compound data north of the landfill.
It is recommended that the perfluorinated compound data be contoured to
show the shape and extent of upgradient plumes.

The Report must provide a scientific explanation for the reason Figure 1-9
and the associated data is included. All the data points are northeast of the
landfill and do not have a hydraulic connection to the landfill.

2.1 Introduction

The figure demonstrating completed off-site sample locations for the
emerging contaminant plume investigation should be put on a site map with a
white background. It is difficult to see the sampling locations on top of an
aerial image. This figure also includes well locations that were not sampled as
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part of the plume investigation. These locations must be removed as the
visualization does not match the scope of work or the figure description. This
figure also needs to have a figure number and be listed in the Table of
Contents. It also appears that this figure is intended to be included in “Section
2.0 — Introduction” but is at the end of “Section 1.5 — Suffolk County Emergent
Contaminant Groundwater Data Near Brookhaven Landfill”.

2.2 Task 1 — Existing Monitoring Well Sampling

The last paragraph of this section states that sixteen additional monitoring
wells were sampled. However, the section earlier states that only thirteen
could be sampled because three wells were not located.

2.4 Task 3 — Vertical Profile Groundwater Sampling

The report does not include perfluorinated compound results for VP-6
interval 75-80° and shallow aquifer sample results for VP-5 interval 45’. The
Report must include a section to explain if there were any deviations from
the work plan, and the reason for these deviations. This would include a
discussion of any data that was not collected or analyzed, and any sampling
results that had reporting limitations in exceedance of groundwater
standards.

2.5 Task 4 — Groundwater Sampling

The Report should include in this section a discussion of the monitoring well
D&B selected for quarterly groundwater monitoring and the reasoning for
selection.

2.7 Task 6 — Survey of Sample Locations

The survey results do not appear to be in the Report. The Report must
include a table with all well coordinates, elevations, total well depths, water
level data, sampling depths, and reflective aquifers.

3.4 Hydrogeology

The Report as written in the last paragraph seems to imply that there is no
downward movement of groundwater downgradient of the landfill. Water from
the Upper Glacial aquifer moves laterally to streams/shoreline or downward
to lower aquifer units (shallow to intermediate and intermediate to deep). The
Report must clarify where the Magothy aquifer begins to have upward flow
south of the landfill.



Town of Brookhaven Landfill

Corrective Measures — Draft Emerging Contaminant Plume Report Comments
February 13, 2025

Page 9 of 15

4.0 Investigation Findings

e All Figures should directly follow the subsection relevant to the data in the
figure, instead of placing all figures at the end of Section 4.0. This will make
the report easier to follow.

4.1.1 Analysis and Data Validation
e The original data packages must be included as an Appendix to the Report.

e Please double check the accuracy of the transposition of data to Appendix C.
Based on DEC’s spilt sampling efforts it appears that the Report’s data for
VP-8 at interval 110’ may be in the column for VP-8 for interval 90’, but DEC
is unable to verify if this is an error without the original data packages. DEC
split sampling results will be sent to the Town and posted on the DEC website.

4.2 On-Site Soil
e The Report must include a figure with the soil boring locations and results. It
would also be useful to include the soil boring locations with 1,4-dioxane

exceedances on a cross-section with the 1,4-dioxane groundwater results.

4.3.1 Emerging Contaminants

Figures and cross-sections demonstrating the 1,4-dioxane detections must be
included and discussed.

¢ In the subsection discussing Upgradient Groundwater Quality, there are
discrepancies in the description of data. The Report states that all samples
collected from vertical profile wells exhibited PFOS. However, VP-2 at 50 feet
was a non-detect. The Report also states that VP-2 at 80 feet is a deep
aquifer vertical profile boring, but it is referred to as an intermediate well
elsewhere in the Report.

¢ In the subsection discussing Upgradient Groundwater Quality, the Report
states that there was an exceedance of 1,4-dioxane in a deep aquifer well
(72812). However, this well was part of the monitoring network for the
Magothy aquifer.

e The Report must include a table of all the wells sampled and their monitoring
intention (upgradient, cross-gradient, downgradient for Cells 1-3 or Cells 5-6,
or downgradient of both). These designations should be based on known
groundwater direction, the landfill's approved Environmental Monitoring Plan,
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and the USGS studies. The current narrative of the results in the Report
redesignates some wells from their intended monitoring purpose.

e In the subsection discussing Side Gradient Groundwater Quality, the Report
must include its definition of a side gradient well, and the method for which
these wells were characterized. Generally, in geology, side gradient would be
used to reference lateral changes in surface water quality due to an
influencing factor. For groundwater, wells perpendicular to the groundwater
flow are referred to as cross-gradient.

e The Side Gradient Groundwater Quality section discusses wells that appear
to be downgradient of Cells 1-3 (MW-13S and MRF-4) based on the easterly
flow direction in the northern part of the site. The other wells listed are
considered downgradient of Cell 5. These wells, which all have elevated
contamination levels, were redesignated as “side gradient” and then were not
used to characterize the plume.

e In the subsection discussing Side Gradient Groundwater Quality, the
directions east and west are either inverted in this sentence: “These four
monitoring wells are located between Cells 1 and 2 to the east and Cell 5 to
the west and appear to be influenced...,” or the sentence is referencing
incorrect wells. Wells MW-3S, MW-4S, MW-10S, and MW-10I are
downgradient (southeast) of Cell 5 and southwest of Cells 1 and 2.

¢ In the subsection discussing Groundwater Quality Downgradient of Cells 5
and 6, the Report discusses wells with respect to downgradient water quality
of Cell 5, including MW-1S, VP-3 and to an extent VP-7. However, these wells
are too westerly to be indicative of downgradient water quality from Cell 5 and
are representative of the cross-gradient environment. In the DEC'’s letter to
the Town, dated March 14, 2024, which included comments for the plume
investigation work plan, DEC wrote: “The well network should cover the area
of the suspected plume between Sunrise and Montauk Highways. Wells VP-3
and VP-7 are too far to the west to provide meaningful data and may be
eliminated or relocated.” DEC then agreed to let the Town sample VP-3 and
VP-7 for emerging contaminants only instead of the full expanded parameter
list because it was mutually understood that these wells were not
downgradient of Cell 5, but that the Town wanted this cross-gradient data to
understand the influence of any off-site sources. The Report must include any
new available information that would redesignate the monitoring intention of
these wells, such as water level data demonstrating direction of groundwater
movement.

e The Report must include all sampling logs with field parameters in the
Appendix.
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In the subsection discussing Groundwater Quality Downgradient of Cells 5
and 6, the Report states that 1,4-dioxane was not detected above the
guidance value in the remaining wells downgradient of Cell 5. However, this
appears to be inaccurate as wells VP-4, MW-10S, MW-10l and MW-2S had
exceedances above the guidance value.

On Figures 4-5 and 4-6, the cross-sections’ relationships to the landfill
boundary are not drawn correctly.

4.3.2 Volatile Organic Compounds

A discussion of the spatial distribution and/or mapping of VOC detections
should be included.

4.3.4 Leachate Indicators

Phenolics and chloroform were not used as plume indicators but were
distributed throughout the plume area at levels above the Glass GA
Groundwater standards. The Report must include a discussion as to why
these were not included in the analysis or include them.

For the subsection on Upgradient Groundwater Quality, it states that in order
to identify potential leachate influences downgradient, D&B used the average
upgradient concentration of each leachate indicator parameter using the
second quarter 2024 environmental monitoring data. However, the same
methodology was not applied to the emerging contaminant data. If different
methodologies for analysis are used throughout the report, the scientific
reasoning should be discussed.

For the subsection on Upgradient Groundwater Quality, it states that in order
to identify potential leachate influences downgradient, D&B used the average
upgradient concentration of each leachate indicator parameter using the
second quarter 2024 environmental monitoring data. 6 NYCRR Part 363-
4.6(f)(9)(i)(b)(4) defines the statistical analysis regulatorily required to
determine existing water quality. For normally distributed upgradient data, the
mean plus three standard deviations should be used to assess downgradient
data. For non-normal data sets, the 90t percentile is to be used.

4.3.6 Radionuclides

The Report states that there were no radionuclide exceedances, but there
was one exceedance listed in Appendix C.
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4.4.1 Emerging Contaminants

The Report states that the emerging contaminant compounds detected in the
leachate do not appear to be consistent with the emerging contaminants
detected in groundwater downgradient of the landfill, so the leachate is
unlikely to be the source of perfluorinated compounds in groundwater.
However, the Report fails to mention and analyze that some perfluorinated
compounds detected in the leachate are precursors to perfluorooctane
sulfonic acid (PFOS) and perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA). Precursors break
down to the stabilized products, PFOS and PFOA, through soil microbial
processes. If the Town elects to submit a separate report under 6 NYCRR
Part 363-4.6(f)(9)(iii)(b)(6)(ii)(a), it should include a more in-depth discussion
of this topic. It might be useful to show flow diagrams describing breakdown
products and diagrams comparing the percentages of perfluorinated
compounds in leachate versus groundwater. An analysis of the spatial
distribution of the different perfluorinated compounds would also be
appropriate.

4.5 Surface Water Results

The Report states in the discussion of the Study Area that the Firematics site
migrates southeast to the Carmens River. The Report also discusses surface
water field parameters in Beaver Dam Creek to the combined range of
parameters detected for both Carmens River and Forge River (the control
sample). The Report should compare surface water results from Beaver Dam
Creek only to the Forge River control sample.

5.1.2 Qualitative Human Health Exposure and Assessment and Fish and
Wildlife Impact Assessment — Existing Site Conditions

The Report does not discuss 1,4-dioxane in groundwater in this Section.

The Report states that there is little difference between upgradient and
downgradient concentrations of perfluorinated compounds based on the
SCDHS well data, so an in-depth discussion of perfluorinated compounds in
the Qualitative Human Health Exposure and Assessment and Fish and
Wildlife Impact Assessment is not required. These assessments must be
done because of the elevated presence of these contaminants downgradient
of the landfill compared to upgradient wells.

The Town seems to have a misunderstanding of the definition of upgradient
water quality. Upgradient water quality is defined through statistical analysis of
the on-site upgradient wells, as was done by the Report for the leachate
indicators.
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6.0 Conclusions

e This Section and the Executive Summary should be updated to be consistent
with findings after all DEC comments are addressed.

7.0 Recommendations

e This Section was not reviewed by DEC and should be excluded from the
Report. 6 NYCRR Part 363-10 requires that all corrective measures be
reviewed by DEC after the public involvement process.

Appendix C

e Some of the tables have qualifiers that are not in the footnotes, or footnotes
not relevant to qualifiers in the tables. All the footnotes and qualifiers should
match the associated tables.

e All results in the tables with a reporting limitation greater than the
groundwater standard must be flagged, and it cannot be assumed these
values are within groundwater limits or were non-detects.

e Please provide a brief narrative describing the qualifiers, and any significance
or limitations caused by flagged results. It should be mentioned if there were
impacts from turbidity on reporting limitations. This discussion should be
included in the main body of the Report.

B. Additional Analysis Required by DEC

The Town is required to do an analysis of the emerging contaminant data to determine
nature and extent of this contamination from the landfill. The analysis at minimum must
include:

1. The Report be submitted under the stamp and signature of a professional
engineer or geologist licensed and currently registered to practice in the State of
New York.

2. The Report must use statistical analysis to define upgradient water quality for
emerging contaminants. This should be done using well data from the DEC
approved upgradient monitoring network and as methodized by 6 NYCRR Part
363-4.6(f)(9)(i)(b)(4).
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3. The Report must acknowledge and model the emerging contaminant data
downgradient of the landfill, including 1,4-dioxane.

4. The Report must include a brief discussion of fate and transport behavior of
emerging contaminants in the environment.

5. Itis recommended that the Report include Environmental Monitoring Program
data from 2022-2024 with respect to emerging contaminants and the leachate
indicators defined as part of the plume. This will give an understanding to any
trends or stabilization of contamination levels.

6. The Report must provide an explanation of any data gaps and/or the reason that
additional field work is not required. This must include:

a. An explanation as to why additional field work to the east of the landfill is
not required. The Report and USGS reports indicate a strong eastward
flow of groundwater from the northeastern part of the landfill. Limited data
was collected to the east of the landfill.

b. An explanation as to why additional deep aquifer sampling is not required
south of Montauk Highway to determine the extent of the plume.

c. An explanation as to why surface water and sediment from Little Neck
Run should not be sampled as it appears it may be impacted by the
landfill.

The Town is required to submit a revised Report within 30 days, or by March 15,
2025. The revised Report is subject to another 30-day DEC review and approval
period.

C. Additional Guidance Concerning Public Notification of
Downgradient Residents

The Town is required by 6 NYCRR 363-10 to notify, within thirty days of submittal of the
Report to DEC, all persons who own land or reside on land that is directly over or within
500 feet downgradient of any part of the plume of contamination. DEC is requiring that
the Town wait to send this notification until the final Report is approved by DEC. The
Town must not at this time send out any notification to residents claiming that there are
no elevated levels of emerging contaminants downgradient of the landfill and/or that the
landfill is not a contributor.
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D. Additional Guidance Concerning the Corrective Measures Program
Deadline

In DEC’s August 2023 letter to the Town, DEC stated that a deadline for the Corrective
Measures Program would be provided upon DEC approval of the Plume Investigation
Report. At this time, DEC cannot provide this deadline but will do so once a revised
Report is approved.

If you have any questions, please contact me at (631) 444-0375.

Sincerely,

Francesca King, P.G.
Professional Geologist 1

cc: Syed H. Rahman, P.E., Regional Engineer, Division of Materials Management, Region 1
Jaime Lang, P.E., Bureau Director, Solid Waste Management, DMM, Central Office
Jim Wade, P.E., Regional Solid Waste and Recycling Supervisor, Region 1
Jignesh Shah, P.E., Deputy Regional Solid Waste and Recycling Supervisor, Region 1
Paola Munar Moreno, P.E., Section Supervisor, DMM, Central Office
Vincent Fay, P.G., DMM, Central Office
Chris K. Oommen, P.E., DMM, Region 1

Dan Johnson, Chief Deputy Commissioner, Town of Brookhaven





