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7:30 P.M . 

MS. HEANEY: I'd like to call this to order. This 

is an informal public hearing on the -- to hear your comments 

on a draft feasibility study for the Baird-McGuire Superfund 

site here in Holbrook, Massachusetts. I am Patricia Heaney, 

I am Deputy Director of the Waste Management Division in the 

Envil'Onmental Protection Agency in Boston. I • d like to take 

and introduce to you the people that are here from the state 

and EPA today . Bob Shatten , who is ProjeCt Manager, many of 

you I think already know on this Baird- McGuir e site; Richard 

Cava gne ro, who i s t he Superfund, Massa chusetts Supe rfund 

Section Chie f. Sitting her e in the second r ow is Me l Hohman 1 

who put his h and ·Up, he ' s the Di rector of the Waste Managemen 

Division at EPA , Region 1. Behi nd him i s Kate Connolly , f rom 

our cotr.munity re l a t ion s offi ce, that's EPA, and J i m Coleman, 

who is Director of the i ncident response division here in 

Massachusetts , and Dorothy Brownlee who is t he Project Han

ger for the state at Baird-McGuire and Pat Mullan, who has 

been distributing some sign-up sheets also from the state. 

I ' d like to take a few minutes first of all to 

make some comments to you on how we will proCeed with the 

public hearing. Right behind me you'll see that there is a 

stenographer who is preparing a record. The transcript of 

this record for this public hearing is available in our 
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offices in the JFK Building and also in the libraries in 

Holbrook, Randolph and Braintree. Now if you want a copy 

for your own purposes, you should contact the stenographer 

directly and his name is Steve Kallock and you can come and 

talk to him during the course of the evening. I am going to 

call people to read into the record in order. If you have 

any problems, need any special help, or if you have not as 

yet signed up to be able to read into the record tonight, 

it's Kate Connolly in the wh.ite dress in the third row who 

put her hand up once again 1 that you should see about being 

able to read into the record. 

When you come to read into the record which you 

will do at the podium over here, I'm going to ask you to. give 

your name and giVe your affiliation. I am also going to ask 

you to limit your comments to ten minutes only. Now that 

means you may have to summarize if necessary and you may 

need to submit other details in writing . And what Sob Shatte 

has asked me to announce here is that the full EPA address to 

which you should send your comments is in care of Robert 

Shatteh, HAA, 1903, United States Environmental Protection 

Agency, Kennedy Building, Boston, 02203. Now there will be 

no questions and answer period during the course of the 

public hearing itself . Once the record is closed and pro

vidins: there is time 1 we will all stay here in order to be 

able to answer your questions after the forr:tal part of the 
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public hearing. 

Now the public comment period lasts until close of 

business on September the 8th, That means that comments 

posted on or before that date will be considered a part of 

the public record. Once again, I 1 d like you to come to the 

front of the room and to speak up. I 1 m going to start this 

evening with representatives of the town and the task force. 

Together because there are two people, we will be giving them 

twenty minutes in total. So first of all, Frank McGaughey, 

who is Chairman of the Board of Selectmen, 

MR. MCGAUGHEY: My name is Frank McGaughey, Chairma 

of the Holbrook Board of Selectmen. As we know this is a 

public hearing to accept comments on the safest and most 

permanent methods· available for the clean- up at the Baird-

McGuire hazardous waste site at 775 South Street in Holbrook. 

Since 1982 Holbrook town officials and those of surroul)ding 

communities have been acutely aware of the conditions existin 

at the Baird-McGuire site and on february 16th, 1982 so 

advised elected state and federal officials , as well as, 

state and federal agencies of the conditions. The Selectmen 

established a citizen 's task force consisting of officials 

of the communities of Randolph, Holbrook and ·Braintree, and 

concerned citizens from throughout the district. This dedi

cated group has been meeting on a regular basis for more than 

a year monitoring the site and working closely in conjunction 
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with the United States Environmental Protection Agency, the 

( EPA ) and the Massachusetts Department of Environmental 

Quality Engineering, (DEQE), other state agencies and 

officials from the three communities. The task force has 

been under the leadership of State Representative, Emmet 

Hayes in his capacity as Chairman. He has received the 

support and assistance of all the task force members 1 includ

ing, but not limited to, Assistant Chairman Dr . Conrad 

Jankowski of Holbrook, who also serves as Hazardous Waste 

Coordinator for the town; by Holbrook Fire Chief, William D. 

Marbel; State Senator Paul D. Harold; Holbrook Public Work 

Superintendent, Thomas Cummings, and Selectman Robert Andya. 

The Selectmen commend and thank the task force members for 

their extraordinary efforts and interest, with special thanks 

to Chairman Hayes and Assistant Chairman Jankowski. 

The Selectmen have met frequently in recent days 

with Representative Hayes, Senator Harold, and Dr. Jankowski 

to discuss the position of the task force and the town of 

Holbrook on evaluating the options effectiveness and costs 

for cleaning up the site. The Selectmen insist that there be 

a continuing future role for the task force as long as clean

up work and monitoring is necessary at the Baird-McGuire site 

We commend and thank the DEQE and the EPA personnel for their 

assistance during the past 48 months. We endorse strongly 

the remarks. suggestions, and requests that will be expressed 
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this evening by Representative Hayes , Senator Harold, Dr . 

Jankowski and Superintendent Cummings. Dr. Jankowski of 

Holbrook has been designated as spokesman for the Holbrook 

Board of Selectmen and will also offer testimony this evening 

In addition, comments will be made by Superintendent Cummings 

and Selectman Robert Powilatis, who also serves as a member 

and Chairman of the Randolph-Holbrook, Joint Water Board. Th 

t own of Holbrook, its residents and its neighbors must be at 

all times protected from any dangers on or off the Baird-

McGuire property, and the Selectmen will Continue to insist 

that this be guaranteed by the United States Environmental 

Protection Agancy and the Commonwealth of Massachusetts. 

The Selectmen at this time defer 'the remainin& time allotted 

for our presentation to Chairman Hayes so that he may have 

additional time to testify . 

MS. MEANEY : Representative Hayes? 

MR. HAYES: Thank you. On behalf of the Baird-

McGuire advisory task force, I would offer this evening the 

following comments and recommendations on the feasibility 

study presented to us a short while ago. The record of :, 

decision we believe should stress the use of technologies for 

the permanent destruction of contaminents ove·r other alterna

tives which will cap or store the waste . Use of such destruc 

tive technologies must be accompanied by strict public safe

guards. it must attain all appropriate, applicable and 
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relevant standards. The preferred alternative should, at a 

minimum, be characterized as a GHI category 3, which is 

referred to and described on pages If 3 and 44 of the feasibili 

study which says that alternatives that attain or exceed 

applicable or relevant and appropriate federal and public 

health and e~vironmental requirements. 

The feasibility study identified several category 

3 alternatives. We believe any modifications of the alterna

tives presented in the feasibility study should also reach 

that level of clean-up. Category 4 alterriatives that do not 

attain applicable or relevant ap~ropriate federal help and 

environmental requirements are clearly unacceptable for the 

residents of the affected co~unity. Permanent destruction 

technology selected at the site must be given adequate testin 

in advance of the long design phase to demonstrate effective

ness 1 applicability 1 and the public health safeguard. 

Incineration, as an example 1 should be shown to work at the 

site before a multi-year design process begins. The selected 

technology at the site should be reviewed periodically to 

insure its effectiveness. Flexibility must be included in 

the record of decision to allow such a review. Given the 

rapid pace of technological advancement in th~ field of 

hazardous waste clean-up, the remedial action technology 

selected for Baird-McGuire must be reviewed periodically. 

We 1 re suggesting· every three years. To insure it as 
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effective and to guide against the implementation of an out

dated and less viable alternative when better alternatives 

become available. As technologies improve, the EPA needs to 

be able to take advantage of such technolof;ical improvements. 

The record of decision must provide the flexibility for such 

a review. A mechanism must be established to provide for 

this review and must be one which avoids the need for a 

lengthy, exhaustive feasibility type study. The review 

should be prepared by EPA and distributed to the DEQE, the 

Department of Environmental Quality Engineering and the state 

as well task force members for review and comment. 

The task force is not adverse or opposed to innova

tive technologies . For instance, biodegradation to be used 

at the site, provided that adequate public input and proper 

public health safeguards are considered. Recognizing the 

rapid changes in technology, the task force cautions t~e EPA 

against placing all of their eggs in one technological basket 

While we understand that one major technology must be 

selected and implemented, we also recommend that the site 

should serve as a vehicle for the exploration of other 

emerging innovative technologies such as biodegradation. 

The suggested clean-up schedules of all of th'e alternatives 

presented in the feasihili ty study suggest that portions of 

the site could be used for innovative projects. Before this 

can occur, it is essential that the public be given ample 
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notice and that strict public health issues are identified 

and addressed . We support the use of innovative t echnol ogies 

at th i s site if they offer a faster and safer clean-up, but 

only if the public is informed and that they meet strict 

public health guidelines . 

The task force believes that the record of decision 

must address and insure a process of public participation, 

not just the process of public notification. This should 

include an active, not a passive public role in the decision 

makinp; process. The record of decision must include a 

formalized process for continued public participation at the 

site . The role of the cur rent Baird-McGuire advisory task 

force should be clearly established, allowing for review of 

site decisions, including design documents, public health 

issues, work. progress and worker safety. Adequate resources 

to guarantee technical review by the Baird-McGuire task force 

should be provided. We formally request that the sum of 

$50,000 per year be made available to the task force for 

consultants and support personnel. Such appropriation sh ould 

continue at a minimum throughout the design construction and 

initial implementation phases of the project . The EPA s h ould 

also establish and maintain a memorandum of understanding 

with the public schools in Holbrook 1 Braintree and Randolph 

to educate school children as to the dangers of the site and 

as to the progress of the clean-up efforts. The site must 
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ne t be used for the destruction, treatment, storage of any 

off-site waste. With two- thirds of the area occupied by a 

flood plain the sit e is simply too small for such use . We 

strongly request that the record of decision must explicitly 

forbid additional waste from coming onto the site and compli

eating the problems that we already have there . The record 

of decision must contain language to insure the constant 

state-of-the-art monitoring of air quality, ground water and 

surface water contaminants . Since the contamination of this 

site was discovered, the quality and safety of drinking water 

has been the paramount concern of the citizens of the area. 

As clean- up activity increases at the site, questions will 

undoubtedly arise concerning the quality of surface and 

ground water, as well as ambient air purity. It is essential 

that the record of decision include a comprehensive testing 

program to monitor air quality, water quality, and ground 

water contaminants . The record of decision should define the 

roles and a l l ocate responsibilities between the federal and 

state agencies. 

The al ternatives involving incineration raise 

significant air quality and public health concerns. Documen

tation must be provided by the EPA to conclusively demonstrat 

that no adverse public health impacts will occur due to stack 

gas emissions. Monitoring systems must be state-of-the-art 

and continuous. Here importantly, these decisions involving 
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the public 1 s health should not be compromised by future 

financial constraints within the agency . Given the necessity 

of such rigorous monitoring, it is suggested that it may be 

cost effective for the EPA to de sign and construct an on-site 

acute toxics t esting facility to detect the presence of low 

levels of toxics chemicals. It must be noted that this site 

has all but 27 of EPA's 1 29 prior ity pollutants. It will be 

necessary to monitor and test for these pollutants well into 

the next century. Such a facility should include the capa

bility to test for dioxin and for air emiSsions, as well as 

extremely low levels of other toxics. It is recommended 

that state authorities be given the responsibility of staffin 

and maintaining such a facility upon completion of the con

struC:tion phase. Water supply issues. Duri ng the remedial 

investigation and feasibility studies , there were uncovered 

numerous related water supply issues which we believe pequire 

further investigation . It is requested that the EPA conduct 

a comprehensive study to investigate those issues. Such 

issues should include but are not limited to the restoration 

of the South Street wells. The possibility of restoring the 

Donna Road well fie ld , and the monitoring and improving the 

water quality in Laki! Holbrook, Sylvan Lake and the Richardi 

Reservoir. The advisability and practicality of diverting or 

relocating the Cochato River must be reviewed by the EPA. 

Finally we believe that it is imperative that if alternative 
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lfH is the final clean-up alternative selected in the record 

of decision, or of any of the other alternatives, that they 

must be given a thorough risk assessment. Since it appears 

that the alternative selected may include many seoarate 

components selected from other alternatives, we believe it's 

necessary to completely review the overall public health 

issues surrounding the selected alternative. A DTL public 

health assessment must be conducted prior to the implementa

tion of any alternatives . Finally in closing, I wish to 

thank EPA for working so closely with our 'organization. We 

ask that you look very closely at our recommendations, We 

believe they're absolutely necessary for a safe and speedy 

clean- up at the Baird- McGuire site. Thank you . 

MS. HEANEY : Thank you ve ry muc h . The next speaker 

is Louise Schofie l d. 

MS. SCHOFIELD: I thought I was going to follow -

it's pretty hard to follow -

HS. MEANEY: Excuse me, Louise, could I just ask 

you to come down and speak here so that we can get your 

colJIJI'I.ents recorded. Sorry, but -- Go ahead, thank you. \<~ould 

you identify yourself? The center one . 

MS. SCHOFIELD: The center one? 

MS. MEANEY: Could you wait just once, Louise, we'r 

just having a -- okay, it ' s fine. 

MS. SCHOFIELD: I'm Louise Schofield, I'm a 
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Braintr ee resident who has been a member of Pure, the People 

United to Restore the Environment. I really thought I was 

going to speak after everybody else was heard who had some 

authority here, and after hearing Representative Hayes, I 

rather think we 1 re in pretty good shape, because they cer

tainly are to. be commended by the task force for what they 

have prepared as far as protecting our interest. Two things 

come to my mind which he touched on. One is the protection 

of the Richardi Reservoir. Now my feeling, and again, I ' m 

just a resident who has no scientific or environmental know

ledge, but my feeling is that we should have some provision 

in there that the Cochato River would never be tied in again 

to our drin~lng water, the Richardi Reservoir . And as I 

understood in some of the earlier studies that were done, 

they had indicated that the contaminants from the Cochato 

River had just r e ached the border of where they would have 

contaminated Richardi Reservoir, so if we open that river 

again, the Cochato River again, I can't see that we have much 

guarantee that we're not going to be i nvolved in polluting 

our drinking water. This brings up another topic that no one 

ever seems to want to address, and that is, we talk about thi 

whole area being a flood plain, and that the multiple con

taminants that we know are already in this area i we, for 

whatever reason, never consider the feasibility which is a 

possibility of joining the MDC. Now we know that statewide 
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practically 50\ of our drinking water is contaminated. Now 

Braintree and Holbrook and Randolph are among the communi tie:s 

that were in the initial group that formed the HOC group, and 

back as early as 1971 the state put out a proposal for us to 

join the MDC and, for whatever reason, I guess maybe they 

weren 1 t as aware then of the hazardous wastes that were 

coming into our drinking water, they turned down a proposal 

from the HOC. Now I understand from Senator Harold and some 

of the other political figures, that that option could still 

be open, and I see other towns that aren't even contingent to 

Boston, which is the original group, are joining MDC. Now if 

our Great Pond is an adequate source of some water, then why 

not use that without pumping out this w.ater from Richardi 

Reservoir that h as been fed by the Cochato Brook or River, 

whatever you call it 1 for the last 7 2 years. SO that would 

be my concern and I don't know why no one will ever consider 

that feasibility, we keep talking about what we're going to 

do about the contaminants when we have an alternative . So 

that was one of the things. 

The other, again as I say I speak not from any 

knowledge or scientific knowle~ge or any kind of knowledge 

except just off the top of my head, this business of burning 

some of these pollutants I think I agree with Representative 

Hayes, this should never be done unless we have some kind of 

an experimental testing place, preferably not in Holbrook. 
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I mean, they ought to take it out to some desert to test it, 

because after all, this is a pretty densely populated area, 

and if these contaminants get into the air, no telling where 

the wind is going to carry them. So I appreciate what our 

task force has done, but it said that the apathy of people in 

general is so great that if it weren't for these dedicated 

people there would be nothing really concrete done to protect 

our interests. So I thank them, and hopefully we'll pursue 

the right line. Thank you. 

MS. MEANEY: The next speaker iS Conrad Jankowski. 

DR. JANKOWSKI: I am Or. Conrad Jankowski, I am the 

Holbrook Hazardous Waste Coordinator. I am also the liaison 

person for the Holbrook Board of Selectmen, and Vice Chairman 

of the Baird-McGuire task force. And Representative Hayes 

has covered most of the area that the Selectmen and I agree 

with. The only thing I can do is echo his statements and 

strongly reinforce his statements that we want a permanent 

clean-up, not a temporary capping, not a temporary storage. 

We want the most rigorous safety tests to be made that can 

possibly be made, and we want the best technology that 
1 
s 

available not only in 1985, but 1988, 1990, 1992, because 

we're still going to be cleaning up, as was said before, well 

into the next century . And to echo Mrs. Schofield, who just 

spoke here a moment ago, we want to be sure that any techniqu 

that we use out on the hazardous waste site is thoroughly 
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tested before it goes into operation on that hazardous waste 

site. Thank you. 

HS. MEANEY: Thank you very much. Henry Cole 1 

DR. COLE: My name is Dr. Henry Cole. I am the 

Senior Scientist for the Clean Water Action Project, and 

before I start my statement, I would like to say that the 

task force that's been established as a result of, I think 

the tremendous citizen response at a hearing more than a year 

ago, is something very unique around this country. I ha'Je, 

in my job, I get to visit many communitieS dealing with 

Superfund sites, and I would have to say that the task force 

that we have here seems to have promoted the best information 

flow and the best process that I ' ve seen around the country. 

And I've heard other people wi thin the agency say the same 

thing. Now having said that, I want to say that it's essen

tial that the process continue. And this is particularly 

important right now because I understand that the EPA wants 

to come out with a record of decision prior to the close of 

the fiscal year, September 30th, and frankly the information 

that's been presented so far in the feasibility study and 

several other addendums is not really sufficient to make a 

detailed decision about which technology or which approach to 

take . And I think it would be absolutely wrong to come out 

with a record of decision which chose a particular approach 

in great detail ·and did not remain open and flexible so that 
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the task force could continue to play an active role and the 

community as well. Now let me get to some specific comment s 

on the fea s ibility study. 

First of all we bE!lieve that the p;oals set forth 

for remedial ac tion in the fea s ibility study are too narrow. 

We would lik e to s e e some additional goals. And l e t me jus t 

read what we think at Clean Water Action Project * the goal s 

of clean-up should be. Number one, the clean-up must protect 

public health and the environment on a permanent basis. We 

think this echoes the statement that's been heard over and 

over again in the community. And by protecting public health 

and the environment, we mean that standards have to be met. 

The clean- up must be conducted in a way that does not impose 

new a:nd substantial risks to the communit y, and should mini

mize disruption of natural resources. Three, contaminated 

ground water in the area must be restored as a potential 

drinking water source in a reasonable period of time. This 

goal is not addressed nor even given in the feasibility study 

And the clean-up should allow the site to be used once again 

in the future as a normal and productive part of the commu

nity . Tha t means, that pre cludes certain types of out of 

s i ght , out of mind c lean-ups . To meet these goal s , the 

contaminat ed zones a t t he s ite must be tre ated us ing technolo 

gies which permanently destroy or de t oxi fy toxic chemicals. 

Hethods that rely primarily on containment, such as clay caps 

EXECUTIVE COURT REPORTERS 
(JOl) ~".... 

10 

11 

" 
13 

14 

16 

11 

17 

t8 

111 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 



10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

10 

17 

18 

18 

,. 
21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

19 

hydrodynamic barriers, slurry walls are not acceptable. We 

similarly reject on-site landfilling or long term storage of 

hazardous wastes and contaminated debris and soils, 

Let me comment on alternative 4M. We are pleased 

that this was added at the last moment. It is certainly a 

step in the right direction in that it does consider a method 

to permanently destroy much of the waste at the site. And it 

has an advantage over previous alternatives such as 38 and II 

that would use a landfill to temporarily store hazardous 

waste. So that 4H would eliminate some of the risks and cost 

associated with temporary landfilling. 

However, we cannot at this time endorse 4M because 

we have a number of serious concerns that have not been 

addressed in the record. \~e note that ~H is not actually 

presented in the feasibility study. It was released in an 

ad hoe manner by EPA and lacks the detailed assessment ·t hat 

citizens, the task force and the agency itself will need to 

fully understand the alternative and its implications. We 

also think that the agency should examine some other permanen 

treatment methods, methods other than incineration. For 

example, perhaps at part of th~ site, c:hemic:al destruction 

methods and biodegradation c:an be used. We believe that the 

rod should be flexible with regard to the c:hoic:e of permanent 

treatment and EPA should maximize opportunities for citizens 

to weigh the advantages and disadvantages of the alternatives 
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Some more comments on incineration. Incineration offers the 

benefit of permanently destroying organic substances at the 

site . However, the feasibility study and the addendum to it 

presents very little information on the risks of incineration 

We note that there are a variety of thermal destruction pro

cesses, infr,ared destruction, pyrolysis, fluidized bed combus 

tion, circulating bed combustion, rotary kilns, et cetera. 

Each of those technologies is different with regard to public 

health risks, availability, side effects 1 such as noise leve l 

pre-treatment requirements 1 demonstrated 'destruction effi

ciencies 1 the length of time that the treatment will have to 

last and on and on. Now 1 EPA needs to evaluate all of those 

questions, and needs to involve the citizens of the community 

and 'the task force in that kind of assessment. 

Let me give some specifics. First of all, if 

incineration or othe:t' type of treatment is used at the site 1 

I want to echo what Hr. Hayes said 1 that the EPA and the 

state must sign an agreement or institute some type of legal 

procedure that insures that no material from off the site 1 

such as currently generated hazardous wastes 1 comes onto this 

site. That would be an absolute travesty of justice in this 

community where citizens have faced, without their choice 1 

the risks of hazardous wastes that have been illegally dumped 

all over this site for 70 years. EPA must assure that 

adequate demonstrations are conducted using samples from 
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Baird and McGuire before commitment is made to specific 

technology. EPA must require comprehensive test burns once 

the facility is installed at the site. The test burns must 

assure near zero discharges of dangerous substances 1 includin 

organic and inorganic substances and a destruction of organic 

compounds with a state-of-the-art efficiency. We're talking 

six, seven, eight or nine nines. And another concern is the 

metals. Some of the metals that are in the soil may have 

volatilized and perhaps formed submicron particles in this 

incineration unit, or in any incineration. It's imperative 

that the type of testing that can capture those particles 

and gases be done. Otherwise , you may give the facility a 

clean bill of health when, in fact, you haven't had the prope 

instrumentation or methods to see what 's really there in 

terms of the metals o We 1 re going to be giving ·more detail 

about that question in the future o 

Now let me t a lk about excavation of the soils. We 

concerned that 4M as it stands may leave substantial 

quantities of contaminated soil in place. EPA's memo of 

August 20th describing alternative 4M, states that the 

excavation of hot spots only, 190,000 cubic yards, will 

remove 95\ of the total mass of contaminants from the soil. 

However, there is little evidence to back this claim. The 

95\ figure is apparently based on the unsubstantiated assump

tion that average contaminant levels in soils to be excavated 
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have a concentration that is a hundred times higher than soil 

that would not he excavated. We don't feel that there's been 

much documentation for t hat assumption . 

The effectiveness of the clean - up, the time neces

sary for ground water treatment, depends on the portion of 

contaminant mass that is actually removed. Unless the 95\ 

contaminant mass removal can be objectively and quanti 

tatively related to the 190,000 cubic yard figure , we believe 

that :EPA must err on the sid.e of safety. Now one a l ternative 

woul d be to do extensive soil sampling duJ:.ing the excavation. 

So that if you find as you remove material that there is 

more contamination than you thought, higher concentrat ions 

that you would have a contingency to remove additional 

materials . 


HS . HEANEY : Excuse me, Dr. Cole, your ten minute 


period is 	up . If you would summarize. 


DR. COLE: Summarize? 


HS. MEANEY: Summarize and come to conclusion, 


thank you. 

DR. COLE: And the final point that I'd like to 

make is that the feasibility study really doesn't do justice 

to the whole subject of the ground water circulation system 

and in closing I'd like to say that you have to assure that 

an adequate portion of the ground water that's moving throui:.h 

the site is recovered. We have not seen much documentation 
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for a 95\ figure or a 90\ figure . It is crit ical that the 

system be designed with much greater knowledge of what's 

really going on at the site. And we hope that that will be 

part of the studies to come. So thank you very much for the 

opportunity to speak and let 1 s hope we get an excellent clean 

up of this site. Thank you. 

MS. HEANEY: Thank you, Dr. Cole. The next speaker 

will be Robert Powilatis . 

.MR. POWILATIS: Thank you . That ' s all it was, was 

a switch , huh? My name is Bob Powilatis, and I'm a Selectman 

in Holbrook, and l'c also Chairman of the Joint, Randolph-

Holbrook Water District. The remarks I '11 make tonight 

represent the position in the judgment collectively of the 

Randolph-Holbrook Joint Water Board and relate specifically 

to the effect Baird-McGuire has had on the loss of water due 

to the shutdown of the South Street wells and also in re latio 

to the diversion of the Cochato River. The Baird-McGuire 

Chemical Facility has placed a severe burden on the joint 

water works of t he Randolph-Holbrook Water Treatment Plant 

and its distribution system . Baird-McGuire caused the 

shutting off of the three South Street wells in Holbrook whic 

were an excellent water source providintt up to 2. 3 million 

gallons of water a day. The South Street wells served both 

Southern Holbrook and backfed into Randolph and thus created 

less demand on the joint water treatment plant at Pond Street 
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in Randolph which services t he r emaining PO'PUlation of the 

three communities of Braintree, Randolph and Holbrook. Since 

19 8 3 , the water treatment system has been overtaxed to provid 

all the water that serves the three towns. As a result of 

the effect Baird-McGuire has had on the South Street wells, 

we require a supplemental water supply to replace that which 

was lost from the South Street wells. We want the EPA to 

treat the ground waters of the South Street wells so t hat 

some day , whenever that might be, the ground water will be 

again a usable water source to the system. We also want the 

EPA to study a nd place back into service the t>onna Road well 

field to provide an immediate re.placement of our lost South 

Street wells. To initial testings conducted so far at Donna 

Road, there appears to be ample and excellent water quality 

supplied free of any pollutants other than iron and manganese 

which can be simply removed by current state- of-the-art 

t r eatment methods at the well head. We also want EPA to 

divert the Cochato River as it passes through the Baird-

McGuire site. The Cochato River is a viable water source for 

the Richardi River, which is the back-up of the towns water 

supply for the towns of Randolph, Braintree and Holbrook. 

Since 1983 ,the Cochato has been diverted to drain directly 

into the ocean . We cannot tolerate this waste of the Cochato 

' to continue. No known technology is available or reliable 

enough to assure no haz.ardous pollutants will flow into our 
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water supply i f the Cochato River is ut il ized a p:ain. The 

Cochato, therefore 1 must be diverted around t he Baird-McGuire 

site. In conclusion, the members of t he Braintree, I mean 

the Randolph-Holbrook water district request that EPA take 

the necessary steps to supplement our water supply by placing 

the Donna Road well field back into service and to divert the 

Cochato River around the Baird-McGuire site and to include 

these combined actions under the r ecommended a lternative for 

remedial action for the Baird-McGuire si t e. Thank you . 

HS . HEANEY: Thank yo u ver y much , Is Senator Paul 

Howard here? Haro l d , excuse me. Art hur Bleakney? 

HR. BLEAKNEY : I'm Ar thur Bleakney , I' m r epresent i n , 

nobody but myself , I' m just a reside nt . I have a l ot of 

concer ns about this whole t h ing, I' ve l ooked through the 

proposals and I reall y don ' t like any of them . I think it's 

just a shame that i t can ' t just be taken out of here, e very 

th i ng i s on site , and it jus t goe s to s how what a terribl e 

pr oblem pollution i s once it • s i n t he ground. And I would 

l ike to see the EPA broaden its goa l s and not just t ake care 

of this one site, but I'd like to see them prevent this sort 

of thing from happening again, look at every business in this 

town and the surrounding towns, see if anything is going on. 

Your goal is supposed to be to protect the environment and 

thereby protect our health. I think they should do every

thing to accomplish that goal. This -- there 1 s a lot of 
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t h ings about this Holbrook, this Baird and McGuire site that 

disturbs me , the fact that these wells were drilled so close 

to that site. I think one of them is within 700 feet, after 

a while they found some pollution, but I think they continued 

to use the others. It took them a long time before they 

finally checked the water for all the different chemicals, 

and e ven after they discovered this site, they told us that 

our water is being checked every week, and everything . What 

they didn ' t tell us is our water was being checked every week 

fer things like bacteria count and stuff like that, and it 

was not being checked for all these contaminants, and if you 

don 't check directly, specifically for arsenic or whatever, 

you're not going to find it. I think I'd like to see a l ot 

more being done to prosecute the people that made the big 

profits out of this, I don't know how they just get away. 

They seem to get away with just walking away from it. It 

seems like the EPA can ' t even get a list from them of former 

employees . They can 't get a list of what chemicals they 

used. They just seem to thumb their nose at the whole thing. 

A lot of people don't believe there's a real proble 

in Massachusetts, but there is. They'll tell you that 

Holbrook's cancer rate is no greater than the rest of 

Massachusetts, and a lot of people relax, but what people 

don't realize is that Massachusetts has a cancer rate that's 

15\ above the national average . This is a state that is a 

EXECUTIVE COURT REPORTERS 
{lOI)S&)-0064 

•~-
8.. 



I 

10 

" 
" 
13 

14 

16 

" 
18 

,. 
20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

27 

state that is a leader in medical and educational areas, 

these figures should be the opposite. It would be a wonderfu 

thing if you could walk into a cancer ward and let one-third 

of the patients just go home. 

There's so much, things I think are wrong in this 

state. I think there's an awful lot of corruption in this 

state, a lot of incompetence. I think wherever you get a 

high amount of corruption, you will have a high cancer rate. 

think the corruption stretches all the way from the meat 

inspector in Braintree that was found a tew years ago taking 

bribes, all the way to these people that are throwing this 

pollution right in the ground, getting away with it and 

officials that seem to look the other way, and I think it 

goes all the way to a medical system that the Board of 

Registration that won't even police themselves and get rid 

of some of these doctors tha't are doing so many unnecessary 

operations and no doubt probably telling some people they 

have cancer when they really don't even have it. I'm dis

turbed about all these sort of things. would like to see 

an investigation, I would lilce to see the EPA really do their 

job, I lcnow it ' s tough under this, especially under the 

Reagan administration. I lcnow you've got big business really 

fighting you, but I'd lilce to see the people support the EPA 

rnore, insist that they do their job more, and then back them 

up. I think: any poli'tician that's on our side, that will 
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stand up to business and not let them come out with all the 

phony public relations schemes , it seems like they'll spend 

mor e mone y on that than they will c l eaning up the mess and 

protecting people's health . Sometimes I even think the EPA 

ought to change their name to Industrial Public Relations. 

In conclusion, we have a constitutional right t o 

life in this country and no business has the right to take 

it away from us. Thank you. 

HS. MEANEY: Than~ you, Mr. Bleakney. The nex t 

speaker will be George l<rim. 

HR. KRI M: Good evening, everybody. I ' d like t o 

make a statement for the record, please. 

MS. KEANEY: Would you give your name and 

affiliation, please? 

MR. KRIH : Yes . My name is George Krim and I am a 

resident of Holbrook, having resided here for over twenty-

three years. I am also President of Adolf Bauer, Inc., which 

occupies the property adjacent to Baird and McGuire . Our 

company employs about fifty-five people. On behalf of Adol f 

Bauer~ it ' s employees and local residents, I would like to 

extend my concern about the method of disposal of industrial 

waste at the site. I would like assurances that the meth ods 

employed to dispose of the industrial waste will not be harm

ful or injurious to the health of our employees and local 

residents. I am skeptical of alternate 14M because it says, 
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"It is designed to minimize present or future threa t s ." 

want to be sure that it e l iminates any threat, present or in 

the future. We are afraid that the methods employed have not 

been tested as to their effect on human beings. Basically, 

we do not want our employees and local neighbors t o be guinea 

pigs. I strongly recommend and advocate that all decisions 

relevant to proposed methods of removal are duly cleared 

through the Holbrook task force, and that the task force 

provide ongoing input to our company and local residents 

about these decisions. Hay I also take this opportunity to 

thank this committee for allowing me time to make this state

ment. 

MS. HEANEY: Thank you very much. The next speaker 

will be Thomas Cummings. 

MR. CUMMINGS: Thomas R. Cummings , Superintendent 

of Public Works in the town of Holbrook . Some of the comment 

I '11 make tonight were spoken of previously by Representative 

Hayes and members of the Board of Selectmen. It concerns my 

official address, a total commitment by Federal and State 

agencies to implement a total clean- up program that will 

insure the protection of health in the environment for the 

citizens of the town of Holbrook and the surrounding 

communities. This commitment, not only shall serve on a 

basis of the ongoing work, but will extend to the future 

years with the necessary funds, personnel and expertise to 
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monitor, and continue whatever long range plan may be 

necessary for a final closure. 

I have a concern of the Lake Holbrook ' s sewer 

interceptor, which flows directly alongside the Cochato 

River and Sylvan Lake. The interceptor should be considered 

at all times to be a leeching program with the contamination 

which it may have infiltrated it, and which has a direct 

bearing on the Cochato River and the downstream waterways. 

In the relationship to our water supply, the towns of Randolp 

and Holbrook have lost a water source cap~ble of producing 

over two million gallons per day. Resources and monies to 

obtain other supplies for reopening of the Donna Road well 

field, with a new state-of-the-art treatment facility shall 

be necessary for the future demands of both the towns of 

Randolph and Holbrook. Thank you, 

MS. MEANEY: Thank you, Mr. Cummings. Anne Gordon? 

MS. GORDON: I didn't think I'd have to get up here 

at first, but I've been very concerned about the chemical 

content and have asked about it at least ten years ago. And 

I think in order to prevent another Baird-McGuire 1 the EPA 

should require at least monthly tests of the chemicals in 

the waters and what parts per million or whatever chemicals 

are dangerous to the population, and I think that would 

prevent future Baird-McGuires. 

MS . HEANEY: Thank you very much. The next speake 
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will be Walter Fogg. 

MR. FOGG: Good evening . My coJMlents, I am Walter 

Fogg, a resident of Braintree. My comments tonight are 

really about participation. And, first of all, let me say 

all of us appreciate, I think most of us anyhow, your efforts 

the EPA's effor'ts, the task force efforts, to clean up the 

environment and to minimize the health risks of this toxic 

site. 

But I find it very difficult as a citizen to have 

something in form and concrete to say about the alternatives 

for cleaning up the site . I appreciate being asked tonight, 

but at this stage in our deliberations, the alternatives are 

j ust abstract design possibilities, some of which are based 

upon theories and data that are themselves subject to some 

contr oversy. I t hink we would perhaps get more public parti 

cipation and more informed debate if we would allow public 

review meetings after the decision of alternative modes of 

cleaning up the site was made. Then we could possibly find 

too, whatever decision was made by the EPA if need be and do 

this before the decision is etched in stone and is difficult 

to backtrack. This way, it seems to me, to allow public 

participation after the decision would make the process much 

more rational and certainly make citizens like myself more 

comfortable with making comments. It would also make the 

EPA and the government more accountable to the public. 
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As I understand it, the implementation of the clean 

up of Love Canal i nvolved very inadequate coordination and 

cooperation between government agencies, and it took much 

longer than what they expected with a great deal of confusion 

and people stepping over each other. And I just want to make 

sure that does not happen in this particular case and the onl 

way to prevent that, it seems to me, is to not simply have a 

task force, but make sure the task force holds open meetins;s 

and everybody stays well informed. 

Please allow me t o remind people of something which 

I think might get lost . Namely, that the judgment of the 

extent of the risks involved in each clean- up plan we have 

before us, the judgment of the risks involved is a technical 

judgrrient, made by competent engineers and decision theorists . 

That is rea lly a technical judgment. But, whether a certain 

risk level is acceptable, is the public's decision. It's 

my decision and your dec i sion, that should be made through 

the continuous political process and open meetings. 

Whether the engineers at General Motors can build 

car with these kinds of specifications with this kind of 

safety and so forth is, of cou:se, a technical engineering 

decision, but whether I buy the car is my decision, my value 

judgment . So, likewise, whether we buy this, whatever this 

is by way of alternative to clean up the site is really our 

decision and ought to be made through a continuous political 
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process. The decision that balances the risks to life and 

health against economic costs is really again, as I say, a 

value judgment not a technical one . Given the costs , only 

we, the people in this area, should decide how much safety 

we want. Thank you. 

MS. MEANEY: Thank you, Hr . Fogg. Leah Abbott? 

HS. ABBOTT: Good evening, my name is Leah Abbott. 

I am a resident of Holbrook , a member of the task force and 

a member of PURE. Tonight I am speaking to you on behalf of 

PURE . PURE would like to advocate the foilowing: 

1. A permanent, that permanent clean-up technologi 

that will eliminate the source of contamination and low risk 

to the public ' s health and safety. 

2. That innovative up to date and proven technolog 

should be used with public approval. 

3. That new testing and evaluations of the site 


should be done when new technologies are available. 


II . Treatment and temporary storage only for Baird-

McGuire waste. 

S. Public participation and decision making roles 

throughout the entire cleaning process. 

6. Flexibility in the final clean-up option, the 

record of decision in order to allow for better design and 

clean-up plans that become available and meet with community 

approval. 
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7. Constant monitoring of the contamination levels 

and clean-up with a citiz.en participation role to direct any 

chan ge deemed necessary during c le an-up . And number 

8. The importance of public education should be 

addressed in all our school systems. Our children need the 

education related to the dangers of this site . By educating 

our children perhaps we ' 11 render intelligent adults capable 

of taking charge of their future. Thank you . 

MS. MEANEY: Than~ you, Leah. Andy Prasnal? 

MR . PRASNAL: Good evening, my faame is Andy Prasnal 

I am a Holbrook delegate at large on the Baird-McGuire task 

force. And while I am in complete agreement with the task 

force recommendations 1 my t hree or four comments tonight rep

resent my own independent t houghts as a Hol br ook resident 

and i n representing my immediate families living in Holbrook 

and Randolph. First, I think that the R.O.D. should address 

pre-plan procedures concerned with the flexibility of chang

ing long- term clean-up directions based on either spending 

pre-test failures or proven innovative technology that comes 

down the way as we get into the actual implementation pr ocess 

The second thing 1 the R. 0. D. should look at 

developing some sort of financial control mechanism to make 

the monies awarded in this project intact 1 for the entire 

time of the implementation 1 excuse me 1 either the including 

I should say 1 the design and implementation of this process. 
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We don ' t want a considerat ion, or we don't want a situation 

happening. VJe ' re seven years into this process, there are no 

more monies for the project. 

Thirdly, in an effort to continue this communicatio 

process, I'd like to be able to have the R.O.D. address 

quarterly the updates given via cable TV or various news

papers on an ongoing basis. 

Fourth, the technologies that we're talking about 

in terms of alternatives, are talking at this point about 

neutralizing soils. If the alternative, if the R.O.D . should 

go with this type of a process, based on my readings and 

involvement, I would like to go for extra monies with respe ct 

to heat excavation as opposed to surface excavation in order 

to speed up the ground water purification process and also 

to prevent the long term migration of pollutants through the 

cracked bed rock. 

And finally, the environmental clean-up projects 

that are ongoing throughout the United States is becoming a 

very, very big business here in the United States. And, in 

light of that fact, I think t hat the R. 0 . D. should address 

the possibility at some point of delegating this project to 

big business in terms of a private enterprise managing the 

process if five or ten years from now, with the al(reement of 

Holbrook. Randolph, Braintree and the state it becomes more 

efficient to do so. Thank you very much. 
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MS . HEANEY: Thank you very n1uch. The next speaker 

will be Francis Condon . 

MR . CONDON: I am going to time myself. My comment 

are for myself, my wife and my children, including my son , 

Davi d, I have to admit to you that I am not a member of PURE 

the Holbrook task force, or any other group that I should be 

a membe r of because I don't believe I have the patience to 

control my temper when red tape is thrown at me when it con

cerns the safety of my children . 

My son, David, is two. The fact that he will see 

his third birthday is through the grace of God and the worlc 

of his doctors and nurses. He has a cancer called acute 

lymphositic leukemia. It may be debated for many years h ow 

he got that disease. I request that you consider it as a 

possibility that the hazardous waste dump up the street from 

my house is a contributing factor . It is a quirk Of fate 

that one of his t reatments occurred today. 

Today one of his treatments, excuse me, today his 

treatment consisted of two needles into his spine, to remove 

fluid and to inject poisons into his system . Another needle 1 

approximately an eighth of an inch wide was injected into his 

hip forcefully enough to break the bone and remove bone 

marrow. These items have .to be tested. As I said, one of 

the items injected into his spine is a poison. The only way 

that the doctors can assure me that my son will live is to 

EXEClJTIVE COURT REPORTERS 
(lDI).KI-0064 



10 

11 

" 
13 

14 

15 

18 

17 

18 

,. 
20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

37 

control, is for a controlled poisoning of his system. The 

side effect of that is that he is at home right now. One of 

his treatments have a side effect of increasing his hunger. 

Another drug causes him to vomit . am sorry that I have to 

bring these items to your attention, but my son has been robb 

of one month of his life while he stayed in a hospital. The 

pain, the suffereing that he endured as an innocent child, 

the swings of his mood as a result of his chemotherapy are 

something that I cannot adequately describe to you. I ask 

you to imagine them happening to your children . I think God 

that it has not happened to your children. I think God that 

he has given his doctors the intelligence to deal with it. 

Thankfully he has a type of cancer that if the per 

centages are with him he will live . The problem is that they 

don't know how long. His treatments are so radically new 

that no one has lived. don't mean to be misconstruing the 

situation, but fifteen years ago if my son had been a victim 

of this disease, he would not have lived. Through the 

American Cancer Society, the Leukemia Foundation and other 

charities, the doctors have been able to come up with these 

treatments, giving us hope as parents that our boy will live 

a normal and healthy life. In short, what I am asking you, 

after giving you my background as a parent, may be outrageous 

to some, I am simply asking that the clean-up of this site be 

thorough and conducted as safely as possible, regardless of 
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cost. I have trouble justifying costs in other areas when it 

comes to the life and safety of my children. Not to do th is 

would condemn adults and children of this community to the 

fate of my son and their possible death. 

I thank you, those members who have been able to 

bring these items to the consideration of the EPA and the 

Federal government. I do not have the intelligence to do so 

adequately. I have only my heart . Thank you veey much for 

your time and attention. 

MS. HEANEY: Thank you v ery much , Mr. Condon. 

Senator Harold, I believe is h ere. 

SENATOR HAROLD : I, first of all , want to thank the 

EPA and the State DEQE for the r e sources, both in personnel 

and time and otherwise, in helping to identify what for many 

of us has been an unknown hazard here in town, and now trying 

to find out indeed hew we can clean up that hazard. I , would 

like to reiterate the recommendations of the task force led 

by Representative Hayes and too, along with both the town 

officials and the residents, both of Holbrook, Braintree and 

Randolph; specifically as regards the continued public 

participation. I think this has certainly been highlighted, 

the need to continue this task force 1 both as an involved and 

fully participatory group, but also one that has the necessar 

funds to participate both with the technology and the personn : 

that may be required. 
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I might point out the necessity for public partici

pation is pointed out in two ways. First of all we want to 

benefit from the continuing technology that develops in this 

whole clean-up area, because as we know there 1 s no replicatio 

of the Baird-McGuire site in the country. I would think that 

some of the things that will be done here in Holbrook will 

indeed be innovative. And as this whole process continues 

there may be even further innovations. So as the clean-up 

alternative is evolved and modified there will be a necessity 

for continued public participation . But also, even as a 

result of the recommendations that were made to us, specifi 

cally option 4H . This was put together , I th i nk in some ways 

to meet a deadline, and as such did not have the necessary 

engineering back- up and indeed did not even address t he 

resolution of t he wetlands issue. So I think if we're going 

t o have an actual resolut ion, it should be one that has both 

the engineering and conc l usion on all issues involved. And, 

if not, it ' s going to necessitate a continued public partici

pat ion. 

On the issue of a realistic schedule, I think all 

of ·us when we saw schedules that would recommend as long as 

14 0 to 50 years, I think that anyone with any common sense 

would tell you this would surely not be of benefit to the 

town of Holbrook. Because right now we benefit fror.1 the fact 

that we are a national priority, and we have the national 

EXECUTIVE COURT REPORTERS 
()OS) UJ.G064 



10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

11 

17 

18 

,. 
20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

40 

attention and that any clean-up that would go on for an 

extended period of time would really force us to on a constan 

basis reiterate and to try to continue that priority 1 which 

we know in politics is not always that easy and particularly 

with the funding sources that sometimes are reallocated might 

not be possible. As was mentioned earlier, there is necessi t 

for continued monitoring because right now we do not know, I 

don 1 t think anyone here, either the consultants or the EPA or 

DEQE can tell with any certa~nty what the results will be for 

the neighbors at South Street 1 what will be the results for 

the neighbors of Cochato River, or the unnamed brook or even 

those people further downstream. I think that again points 

out the necessity of continued monitoring to let people know 

as we clean up various sites 1 what the impact will be for the 

neighbors and indeed for the town . As regards t he incinera

tion site, I know that Representative Hayes has already 

mentioned that this is an opt i on that we think is worth furth r 

consideration, but in any event, there should be no off-site 

waste disposed of at the South Street Baird-McGuire site. 

And finally, I think it 1 s been reiterated, that 

probably as the first priority that any clean- up has to be 

indeed a clean-up . A final destruction of the waste on the 

site and not just a storage. So we hope that while without 

recommending one of the named alternatives that these element 

will continue to be part of the resolution of the Baird-McGui e 
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clean- up. And again I want to thank the EPA for their 

cont inued attention t o the site and particularly to Winston 

who was down here just last week at the request of 

Representative Hayes and Congressman Donnelly to know first 

hand the issues i nvolved here and the struggle we have in 

trying to recommend a clean-up proposal. Thank you. 

HS. MEANY: Thank you very much. The next speaker 

will be Amy Goldsmith . 

HS . GOLDSMITH: Hy name is Arny Goldsmith. I 1 m the 

Boston Director o f Clean Water Action Proj ect and a member of 

the Citizen's Advisory Task Force and I'd like to make a 

couple of statements. Some of it reiterating what the task 

force has worked so hard on i n the past year and the goals 

that ·we want to achieve, but also to make some other points 

relative to the public participation. I think everybody's 

made a clear point that we want a permanent clean- up technol

ogy, but we don't want the slap-the- cat technologies here, if 

you want to call it that . We want something that's a 

permanent clean-up, but also doesn't transfer the problem fro 

one cor:ununity to another, or use a technology that, in fact, 

instead of putting it into our ground water, in fact puts it 

up into the air, which an incinerator or other options may 

pose that. And that's why we need, and it ' s very important 

that we have a public participation mechanism from the 

beginning to the very end. This task force, it's here for a 
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purpose. It wants to work together with the EPA and with the 

state, and it can 't do that if the EPA or the state shuts the 

door on us after Sept ember 8th. We realize on one level 

there's not a legal avenue for us to force you to open that 

door other than going to the courts, but it would be a very 

big mistake for the EPA to not include the task force and the 

community in the design phase of the construction phase and 

the monitoring, not just of whether there are emissions comin 

out as a result of the clean-ups being done , but also an 

ability to say, "stop", we've had enough of this kind of 

te chnology, it ' s not working here, we have to sit down, 

reevaluate and relook at what we're doing here at the site. 

It's unclear to me from the discussions that have happened 

between the task force and the EPA and the state where that 

door is opening. And I just want to make sure that when the 

record of decision comes out, there's not just a flexibility 

in the technology that's chosen, but a flexibility in terms 

of how the public participation mechanism works out. And we 

realize that we're all l earning at this stage, but I think 

that the Baird-McGuire task force is a model for us here, but 

also around the country. 

Something else that ' s really important in terms of 

the work that needs to be done here at the site 1 as I mention 

in terms of the monitoring in terms of the technologies, but 

also there 's been a lot of discussion about the water, and 
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it's sort of inherent in Clean Water Action Project's name, 

is to make sure that we protect the water, and whether it was 

this man's son who drank water that was still contaminated or 

whether there was something that as parents had picked up and 

transferred to their sons and daughters. There are a lot of 

people in this audience from the stories that I've been told, 

time and time again, about family or personal health problems 

you don't know where they come from. And it may not all be 

the Baird-McGuire site. But these are personal stories that 

everybody carries and really need to be tOld in order to make 

sure that we work for the permanent clean - up . And I think we 

all have not just in our heart, but in our minds, the ability 

to get the right kind of clean-up here at this site . And I 

think as reflected in the kinds of l ong term efforts that the 

task force has made, that PURE has made, that Clean Water 

Action Project has made through our canvass staff, thrqugh th 

fliers that have come out, on everybody. There have been lot 

of volunteers, lots Of people coming out, not just to hearing 

but involved in the day to day things that have been going on 

And that really reflects the long term commitment that we've 

made here toward getting a clean-up and we •re just hoping, in 

fact, we want guarantees that the EPA and the state will make 

that same long-term commitment for the clean-up that we want 

to have here, and it has to be the community's decision a.s 

to the clean-up technologies, not just the EPA behind the 
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door that is opened later, after the decision has been made. 

We need access all through the process, and that is really 

the most critical point, because as was stated before, if 

that dialogue and cooperation doesn't happen now, the clean-u 

will slow down and, in fact, be ineffective and may be the 

wrong choice~ and we don't want to have to backtrack on that . 

So that's the statement I'd like to make, and I 

really thank the opportUnity to speak, but also I very much 

appreciate Bob Shatten and all the other people at the EPA 

for all those endless meetings that we've · all had to bear 

through, and the task force has just been wonderful, and I 

really appreciate being able to serve on that task force and 

work together in a cooperative effort. Thank you. 

MS. MEANEY: Thank you, Amy. The next speaker is 

JoAnne O'Donnell. 

MS. O' DONNELL: My name is JoAnne O'Donnell, I'm 

a member of PURE and I am an alternate member of the task 

force. I have no prepared text -- as a public citizen. But 

as a public citizen, I have sat with the task force for over 

a year. I have listened to people who asked questions at the 

public meeting two weeks ago, questions about responsibilitie 

questions about whoever p;ave pe:hniSsiori to open wells -

already permeated with a filthy lake and chemical companies 

-- there are no answers to these questions -- the· fact that 

they are questions, I ' d still like to have the answer. 
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I've listened to people talk about the flow of the 

Cochato as it runs downstream. I've listened to the experts 

tell us that Mother Nature is taking care of impurit,ies as 

they go downstream, as it's collected in the till. I ' ve also 

listened, and in 1960 this river was dredged and there was no 

till collecting the impurities . So what I've heard is, 

anything that was running, any contamination in the water 

downstream, ran straight through to the Richardi. And people 

have asked questions, where are, why is there not levels of 

pollution in the Richardi? Perhaps, because we drink it. 

don't have the answers to this, but there are many answers 

that still remain unanswered. 

What I'd like to ask in concurring is that if the 

EPA do allot us money, to continue to allow us to have a 

private consultant, that they do consider enter'taining pro

posals relocating the Cochato River so in a flood condition 

you never have to worry about any of the impurities going 

downstream . Something else that I have heard is that there 

are more impurities going down the Cochato than from the 

Baird-McGuire site . -- There's more pollution after Baird-

McGuire coming approximately ~rom the land site. We have to 

assure that this never touches our water system again. 

And in concurrence I would like to ask that you 

insure us a flexible R. 0. D. -- in concrete. That we are 

allowed the new technologies as they are developed. Thank you. 

EXECUTIVE COURT REPORTERS 
(l0t).HM1064 

•..
-
8... 




" 
11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

11 

17 

,. 18 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

46 

MS . MEANEY : Thank you very much, JoAnne. Paul 

Connors? 

MR. CONNORS: Thank you very much. My name f or the 

record is Paul Connors. I am a member of the Randolph Board 

of Selectmen. I am a lso a member of the Randolph Board of 

Health. I am here to offer the town • s support of the task 

force recommendation as wel l as compliment the task force 

the work that t hey did in bringing the report forward. 

I have some coilcer,ns, and my concerns are based 

primarily on being a member of the Board of Health and know i n 

what has happened with the environment. The environment, 

and I would just like to make some comments that are going t o 

be directed to the APA, EPA and the DEQE. 

The problems that we're having now affect the 

quality of life, and the quality of life as it applies to 

you and I as citizens in the communities in which we reside , 

And we're finding some problems, and these problems have been 

caused by big business. Well, I can't be bothP.red ·with the 

problems of big business, that they're creating and ruining 

our lifestyle, while they reap the profits. I think that 

what we have to do is to fight . that and come up with some 

additional funding, and I am sympathetic to the EPA and 

DIQI in that on two occasions in Randolph when we've had 

areas that have been affected in Randolph that we ' ve had to 

call in the EPA and the DEQI, there's a shortage of help, it 
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takes a long time to get something done. It continually goes 

to study, to conunittee, to task force and the problem continu 

think the previous speaker got up and said something about 

nothing should be cast in concrete. I would suggest that any 

funding done should be open ended funding and something shoul 

be undertaken soon to start this project. Because to not 

move forward now and at least do somethinp; is to be in danger 

of falling back. 

If we open-end funding and get something started 

in the area, clean up the problem as techftology produces 

more problems in the area that we haven't uncovered yet , you 

can continually address it. It ' s too bad that it takes so 

l ong to clean something up and whatever is said now in the 

t ask ' committee report does not necessarily mean the problem 

is going to be cleaned up. You're going to clean up what i s 

addressed now, but if you don't open-end the f unds and some

thing else is uncovered later, and you're going to go throug 

a continual series of events as you are going through now . 

So I think the report is good. I think something 

should Q.e done, but I really would stress open-ended funding 

so ' that the project can be started now and not delayed any 

further. Thank you very much. 

MS. HEANEY: Thank you very much, Hr. Connors. 

Those are the people who have signed up to talk. 

However, is there anybody else right now who would 
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like to stand up to speak? 

Yes, please come on down . It's a long walk. 

MS. COLE: I'm JoAnne Cole, 74 South Street. I've 

watched Baird-McGuire since it guzzled up on that lot down 

there on SOuth Street. I watched the Selectmen as they moved 

and got us the Superfund money and I watched until I was 

restricted t o go down there because it was so bad. I agree 

with Mr. Connors, the Selectman from Randolph. I don't see 

any lawyers that are here t hat represent the legal aspects of 

where the liability comes down to . Certainly Baird-McGuire 

has been labeled as the villain in the plot, but they weren't 

alone in this. They had a partner, and the partners were 

those manufacturers of those deadly and those awful 

contiuninants that have left us to be financially and 

emotionally responsible for them. The Selectmen did go befor 

and get additional funding and that funding went for, you 

know, the quick. things that had to be done. But in the long 

range who was rP.ally liable? I would like to see EPA and 

DEQE begin to lobby, begin to go after either some kind of a 

lobbying effect that affect big business to the degree that 

they couldn't just sit back. and be smug with the profits. 

When they researched this material they knew that it couldn't 

break. down, they knew it Wasn't biodegradable. We just, 

may have bought the products, but we did not have that 

knowledge. I agree l-lith what Hr. Connors says. It's about 

EXECUTIVE COURT REPORTERS 
{)01))6}.(1064 



n 

10 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

11 

n 

18 

11 

20 

21 

22 

23 

24 

25 

09 

time that we begin to go financially to find out who is 

certainly liable and who was partners with Baird-McGuire in 

leaving this awful mess for Holbrook to pick up after. Thank 

you. 

MS. HEANEY: Is there anybody else that would like 

to make a comment now ? Or read something into the record? 

Well before closing this formal part of the hearing I want to 

tell all of you and thank all of you for the extremely 

thoughtful and careful comments that heve been made in this 

public hearing tonight. We have a great debt of gratitude t o 

Representative Hayes and the task force that people through

out the evening have talked about in working so very hard and 

long on this, as we 1 ve gone through the many public meetings 

that have come thus far. We also appreciate the members of 

the community that have taken the time to talk tonight, and 

other members of the town administration. So thank you 

enormously for that, and Jim Coleman you wanted to say some

thing on behalf of the state 1 

MR . COLEMAN: Yes, I just also want to thank 

Representative Hayes, the Holbrook and other town officials, 

the · task force members and all the citizens who came out 

tonight, who have spent apparently hundreds and hundreds of 

hours working and studying this problem. I am very pleased 

and DEQE is very pleased at the participation effort. We 

believe that the task force is a model, and we support it 
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and will continue to support it, and thank you all very much 

for your comments, 

MS. HEANEY: Did you want to have one more comment? 

DR. COLE : I have a question. 

HS . HEANEY: We're not answering questions now. 

Do you want t? read something into the record? 

DR . COLE: No thank you. I just have a procedural 

in that you made the statement that you were commenting on 

draft feasibilities. I'm wondering what your procedure is 

from here on in. I know you 're not answer:ing questi ons, but 

if its procedural, explain exactly how this, how the comments 

go into the decision making and what happens and whether 

you're still intending to have a record of decision by 

September 30, to clarify that woUld be very helpful to me. 

MS. MEANEY: would be very happy to, let me how

ever at this point, close t he public hearing part of this 

meeting and I will go on the answef! your questions. 

(Whereupon, the hearing was adjourned at 10:45 P.M . 
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