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Dewey Loeffel Community Advisory Group (CAG) 
October 10, 2019 Meeting Minutes 

 
CAG Members in Attendance:     Liaisons: 
 
         Bob Loveridge, Renss Co Legislator 
Lani Richards, CAG Chair      Larisa Romanowski, EPA 
Kelly Travers-Main, Resident, Co-founder of UNCAGED Joe Battipaglia, EPA 
Steve Everett, KLC       Jeff Frederick, WPS, EPA consultant 
Brian Wilson, NLPIA President     Scarlett McLaughlin, NYSDOH 
Andy Kahnle, UNCAGED      Eamonn O’Neil, NYSDOH 
Amanda Keenan, Resident      Kyle Forster, NYSDEC 
Michelle Becker, Resident 
Michelle Baxter, Resident      Facilitator: 
Ann Shaughnessy, Rensselaer Co EMC    Elizabeth Murphy 
Rich Elder, Rensselaer Co DOH EHD 
Dan Spillman, UNCAGED 
 
Other Interested Parties/New Attendees: 
George Blair, resident 
Michael Thoma, resident 
Fran Gully, interested in area 
Barbara Raina, resident, independent filmmaker 
 
 
Facilitator Liz Murphy welcomed everyone and meeting participants introduced themselves.   
 
Minutes 
Lani Richards asked if anyone had comments on the September 3, 2019 draft meeting minutes. She 
requested a minor change and the amended minutes were approved.  
 
CAG Member & Participants Stories 
Five meeting participants shared the reason they were interested in the Dewey Loeffel Community 
Advisory Group (CAG).  
 
Michelle Baxter, a resident and CAG member, has lived on Nassau Lake for 20 years.  She stated 
that she thinks there is a lot of misinformation regarding the Dewey Loeffel Landfill, pollution from it, 
Nassau Lake and tributaries that frightens people.  She is concerned that people don’t understand the 
extent of contamination and possible health effects. She is attending to learn. 
 
Steve Everett, CAG member representing Kinderhook Lake Corporation (KLC), stated that 
Kinderhook Lake is downstream via the Valatie Creek and Little Thunder Brook.  The water then 
flows to the Hudson River via the Valatie Kill.  KLC wants to know what EPA will do with the 
remediation, and to be aware if PCBs will re-emerge in water outflow, along with other future 
problems. 
 
Andy Kahnle, resident and CAG member representing UNCAGED, moved to the east side of the lake 
near the dam at 3 years old.  He hunted and played at the landfill site as a kid. He ate fish from the 
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lake every Friday night until he was 18.  After that he left the area but came back 30 years later.  He 
was involved with an environmental committee with the Town and later UNCAGED.  He has been 
involved in site related fish collection for the Hudson River and Dewey Loeffel Landfill investigations. 
 
George Blair worked at the Dewey Loeffel landfill for 22 months and 8 days as a Maximillian 
employee in the 1980s.  He cleaned tanks while he was there. He reported that at one place, the 
slurry wall was installed as much as 73’ deep. 
 
Mike Thoma, resident, lived at the lake from 1971 until 1981.  He now lives in the Village of Nassau 
near the creek.  He is concerned about the contamination and about the length of time the activities 
related to the landfill have taken and wonders what the goal is and when it will end.  He also wants to 
know about the Dewey Loeffel residential property on Route 203 south of the Village of Nassau. He 
wants to push EPA. 
 
 
EPA overview of site contamination 
Joe Battipaglia from EPA gave an overview of the site, contamination in groundwater and tributaries 
(handouts attached). 
 
Joe gave a brief description of the history of the Site, the current status of work/studies taking place, 
and a general outline of the Superfund process/timeline. The bulk of his presentation related to the 
landfill and groundwater, though at the end, he spent a little time on the results of the remedial 
investigation of the drainageways. The notes below accompany Joe’s handout, titled “Dewey Loeffel 
Landfill Superfund Site, CAG Presentation, October 10, 2019.” 
 

• Page 7, removal action: The treatment plant came online in 2013 and allowed for year-round 
treatment of groundwater; wells 4-8 were added to the array of existing wells 1-3 to collect 
additional groundwater and are located closer to the landfill than wells 1-3; the plant was 
designed to treat specific chemicals present in the ground water; the collected water first goes 
to the bioreactor, where bacteria breakdown the chemicals and, as they grow, the  bacteria 
drops to the bottom; after going through the clarifier, the sludge is pumped out and bagged, 
while the water then goes on to the air stripper; here, as the water goes down, air bubbles up – 
some chemicals transfer from the water to the air; the air is then collected and treated. In 2014, 
the HiPOx unit was added to treat 1-4 dioxane. 
 

• Page 10, removal action, Little Thunder Brook: In the approximately 2500 foot stretch closest 
to the landfill, PCBs in concentrations of thousands of parts per million (ppm) were found in 
Little Thunder Brook; PCB sediment concentrations in the Valatie Kill and Nassau Lake 
averaged less than 1 ppm with a maximum of about 7 ppm; the PCB contaminated soils and 
sediments in Little Thunder Brook are being excavated and trucked offsite for disposal; the 
area will be back-filled with clean fill and restored similar to its original condition; positive 
benefits from this work are expected downstream; the work GE is doing will continue into next 
year. 
 

• Note: Jeff Frederick covered the groundwater presentation (starting at page 11 of the handout) 
Page 12: most of the soil boring samples were collected close to the landfill. In addition to 
drilling overburden, shallow and deep bedrock wells, rock cores were also sampled to see how 
much contamination exists in the pore space in the rock, so that if there is contamination in the 
rock, it can be dealt with. 
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• Page 14: in the diagram, the cut-off wall is the same as the slurry wall (referred to in the 
summary of previous actions on page 4). Also, in the List of Contaminants, PCB-1260 is not 
found in groundwater outside of the immediate vicinity of the landfill – rather, it is in sediments. 

 

• Page 15, top diagram: the darker the color and the bigger the dot, the higher the contamination 
is. The purple circles represent pure phase product, which is light oils with high concentrations 
of chemicals in them. 

 

• Page 15, bottom diagram and summary: a deep groundwater plume extends from the landfill 
for about ½ mile south to Central Nassau Road. The highest trichloroethene (TCE) 
concentration outside of the landfill is approximately 40 ppm.  The NYS maximum contaminant 
level for TCE in public water supplies is 5 parts per billion (ppb).  The rock that the plume flows 
through can slow down the movement of the volatile organic compounds (VOCs) because of 
its pore space and its carbon content. The graph does not show 1,4-dioxane – this chemical 
migrates more rapidly than many other chemicals because it is more soluble than the others, it 
often travels ahead of the other chemicals in groundwater (which is opposite of PCBs, which 
are less soluble and prefer to bind to particles rather than migrate in water). 

 
 Q & A – Landfill/Groundwater 

• Q: Can the treatment plant be bypassed depending on concentrations? 
A: No, all collected groundwater/leachate goes through the treatment train for water and for air. 
Comment: The filters need to be changed periodically in order to work properly; Joe agreed 
and said other maintenance also is done to keep the plant functioning well. 
 

• Q: Who does the maintenance on the water treatment facility? 
A: Contractors of GE & the SI Group, who are the responsible parties (RPs) conduct the 
maintenance with EPA oversight.  The RPs pay for EPA’s oversight as well. 
 

• Q: Do they confirm that the water being discharged is clean? 
A: Yes. In the beginning, for about the 1st year, the discharge went to tanks where samples 
were taken to confirm treatment was working before discharge. Over time, when sampling 
results showed treatment was working, they stopped collecting the discharge water in tanks 
and began directly discharging to the Valatie Kill, but even now, they still routinely monitor and 
sample the discharge to confirm the levels meet the discharge requirements set by NYSDEC. 
EPA periodically collects its own samples as well and sends them to a different lab. To date, 
the results of the sampling performed by EPA have been consistent with the results of the 
sampling performed by the RPs.   Results of all of these samples are on the EPA Dewey 
Loeffel Landfill web page. 
 

• Q: Is the discharge “clean” or at state levels? 
A: Most contaminants are not detected at all, or if detected, are at very low levels. Since the 
plant began operating in 2013, there have not been any exceedances of the discharge limits 
set by NYSDEC. At times, results show 1,4-dioxane at low levels (at levels similar to lifetime 
drinking water standards from other states). 
 

• Q: What do you know about vertical distribution of contaminants in groundwater? 
A: They drilled a lot of deep wells with open ports throughout the borehole. Samples have 
been collected, including some at deep depths, but these data have not yet been reviewed by 
EPA.  
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• Q: Are drums still buried onsite or have they been excavated? 
A: Many drums were removed, some were buried at the Site in the 1950s and 1960s. From 
investigations, EPA can see metallic debris in some areas; that information was important to 
understanding the nature and extent of contamination. 
 

• Q: On page 6, regarding the Human Health & Ecological Risk Assessment, what is the range 
and what agency does that? 
A: The Human Health Risk Assessment evaluates cancer and noncancer risks; for cancer risk, 
a range of 1 person getting cancer in10,000 – 1 in1,000,000 is what EPA uses to evaluate 
unacceptable risk. For noncancer risks, which is the risk of a person getting a non-cancer 
illness, EPA uses a hazard index of 1. For example, if contamination presents a cancer risk to 
people near the site of 1 in 1,000, that would be an unacceptable risk requiring action to 
mitigate the risks. A risk assessment will be conducted to evaluate current and potential future 
risks associated with exposure to soils, groundwater, sediments, surface water and/or fish 
tissue. The risk assessment will be performed by the RPs, but it will be subject to thorough 
review and comment by EPA and State agencies. 
Note: Larisa pointed out that a risk assessment is not the same as a health survey. It is based 
on the scientific information that is available.  
 

• Q: Do you have a visual presentation of the groundwater contamination? 
A: Joe will get back to Lani, pointing out which figures in the SCSR Update are best depictions 
of this; the model is based on the data. 
 

• What is a reasonable expectation regarding how long it will be until we see a Proposed Plan 
for remediation? 
A: Late 2021/early 2022. 
 

• Q: How will you process the soils out of the landfill? 
A: We haven’t gotten far enough to know which options (such as in-situ treatment/ex-situ 
treatment/removal/etc.) will be included in the proposed/selected remedy. 

 
EPA Presentation – Drainageways 
The notes below accompany Joe’s handout titled “Summary of Remediation Investigation Results: 
Drainageways” 
For drainageways, the concern is primarily PCBs. 
 

• Page 5: Based on the NYSDOH Health Consultation, the risk associated with exposure to 
PCBs in water/sediment (i.e., swimming) of Nassau Lake and the Valatie Kill is expected to be 
very low.  There are no state swimming advisories for the lake or for Valatie Kill. Fish 
consumption advisories are in-place as noted below. 
 

• Page 6: Close to the landfill in Little Thunder Brook, PCB concentrations in water were roughly 
100-200 parts per trillion (ppt) prior to the ongoing work.  At the Valatie Kill, the concentrations 
of PCBs in water are in the single-low double digit range (7-10 ppt); 500 ppt is the federal 
drinking water standard for PCBs. While the PCB levels in water and sediments are very low, 
fish samples show a different story. NYS has fish advisories in place for the drainageways. 
The consumption of fish is likely to pose one of the greatest risks presented at the Site. The 
concentration of PCBs in fish is highest in Little Thunder Brook – concentrations generally 
decrease as they move downstream. 



5 
 

 
Q & A – Drainageways 

• Q: Did they test for 1,4-dioxane in the drainageways? 
A: Yes, sediment, soil and water of the drainageways have been sampled for VOCs, semi-
volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) including 1,4-dioxane, pesticides, PCBs and metals. 
Other than PCBs, the chemicals probably volatilized and went downstream. (Note: many 
chemicals were found in the groundwater, but PCBs were the only chemical of concern in the 
drainageways, specifically the sediments since PCBs prefer to bind to particles rather than 
water). 
 

• Note: residential wells are also tested routinely and recently, testing was done beyond where 
EPA believes the plume extends to be sure they are testing out far enough. As expected, both 
VOCs and 1,4-dioxane were not detected in any residential wells on Curtis Hill Road. 

 
 
Outreach update 
Larisa Romanowski from EPA stated that at the CAG’s request, EPA can include information about 
the Dewey Loeffel Landfill CAG on the EPA’s Dewey Loeffel Landfill site webpage that will include the 
CAG’s mission, members, contact information, and meeting announcements.  The CAG will discuss 
where other CAG documents, such as the operating procedures and meeting minutes will be located 
at a future meeting. 
 
Membership 
Lani noted that a few members have not attended for quite some time and suggested the CAG 
discuss potential next steps at a later meeting. 
 
Next Meeting 
The next meeting will be on November 6, 2019 at 6:30 pm, at Saint Mary’s Church Hall, behind the 
church, in the Village of Nassau.  The EPA Regional Administrator, Pete Lopez, and other EPA 
officials, as well as representatives from New York State Departments of Environmental Conservation 
and Health will be in attendance. 
 
Participants revisited ideas for the agenda and agreed on including the following: 

• EPA Presentation: Regional Administrator Lopez Opening Remarks and brief introductory 
presentation to the role of the Candidate Tech Memo in the Superfund process 

• a roughly 30 minute presentation from UNCAGED on the six remedial technologies discussed 
at the January 2019 Remedial Technologies Conference  

• EPA summary of how the six technologies presented at UNCAGED’s conference are 
addressed in the draft Candidate Technologies Memo  

• Q & A with EPA Regional Administrator Lopez. 
 
The meeting adjourned at around 9:00 PM. 
 
Attachments 


