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Executi ve Summary

This report docunments the Second Five-Year Review for the Conrail Rail Yard Site in

El khart, Indiana (the Site). In June 2004, the remedial action for the Site was conpl et ed.
Portions of the Site renedy have been in place for several years; however, construction of
the ground water contai nnent systemon the Rail Yard and the ground water extraction and

treatnment systemat the Gsceola Drag Strip was recently conpleted and is in the "startup

and shakedown" phase. The findings of this Five-Year Review indicate that the Conrail Rail
Yard Site renedy continues to be protective of hunman health and the environment. The next
Fi ve- Year Review is due in Septenber 2009.

Fi ve- Year Revi ew Summary Form

SITE IDENTIFICATION
Site name (from WasteLAN):Conrail Rail Yard

EPA ID (from WasteLAN): IND0O00715490

Region: 5 State: IN City/County: Elkhart/Elkhart

NPL status: x Final O Deleted [1 Qther (specify).

Remediation status (choose all that apply): DUnder Construction x Operating (1 Complete

Muitiple OUs?* X YES O NO Construction completion date: PCOR 07/12/04

Has site been put into reuse? [ YES x NO Note: This is an operating rail yard.

Lead agency: x EPA [ State [J Tribe [J Other FederalAgency

Author name: Brad Bradley

Author title: Remedial Project Manager Author affiliation: U.S. EPA Region 5

Review period: 06/2004 to 09/23/2004

Date(s) of site inspections: June 7, 2004; June 28, 2004; and September 16, 2004

Type of review:
X Post-SARA [ Pre-SARA O NPL-Removal only

O Non-NPL Remedial Action Site [0 NPL State/Tribe-lead
O Regional Discretion

Review number: [J 1 (first) X 2 (second) [ 3 (third) [J Other (specify)

Triggering action:
[ Actual RA Onsite Construction at QU #1 (J Actual RA Start at QU#
d Construction Completion X Previous Five-Year Review Report

COOther (specify)

Triggering action date (from WasteLAN): 09/23/1999

Due date (five years after triggering action date): 09/23/2004

* ['OU” refers to operable unit.]



| ssues:

There are no current contamination issues related to the Site; however, the ground water
contai nnent systemat the Rail Yard and the ground water extraction and treatnent system
at the Gsceola Drag Strip have just recently been conpleted and are in the "startup and
shakedown" phase. The United States (U S.) Environnental Protection Agency (EPA) will
continue to nonitor these systems, in ternms of effectiveness of contai nnent of ground
wat er contam nation and the extent to which natural attenuation of the dissolved portion
of the contam nant plunmes achi eves the Renedial Action Chjectives (RAGs) (for the rail
yard), and the extent to which the extraction and treatnment system achi eves RAGs (for the
Csceola Drag Strip) for the Site. Institutional Controls for the Site have not yet been
put into place; however, it is anticipated that these neasures will be in place by the
summer of 2005. EPA will work with the PRPs to ensure that this happens.

Reconmrendat i ons and Fol | ow up Acti ons:

EPA will continue to review the nonitoring data for the contai nnent system the dissolved
portion of the contam nant plunes, and the extraction and treatnent system

Protectiveness Statenent(s):

The remedy at the Conrail Rail Yard Site is protective of human health and the environnent
because the final renedy has been inplenented and all relevant nonitoring data indicate
that the renedy continues to be protective. EPA will need to continue to nonitor the
ground water contai nment systemat the rail yard and the extraction and treatnent system
at the Osceola Drag Strip to ensure that the ground water source areas on the rail yard
are being effectively contained, and that nonitored natural attenuation in the dissolved
portion of the contam nant plunes and the extraction and treatnent systemare effectively
reduci ng contam nant concentrati ons such that the RAGs for the Site will be achieved in a
reasonabl e tine frane.

Q her Comrents:

None.



Fi ve- Year Revi ew Report

| . Introduction

The Conrail Rail Yard Site in El khart, Indiana (the Site) is an operating rail yard that
began operations in 1956. The renmedy for the Site was inplenmented from Septenber 1994

t hrough June 2004 pursuant to a June 1991 Interim Record of Decision (ROD), a Septenber 9,
1994 Final ROD, and a Septenber 27, 2000 RCD Anendmrent issued by the United States

Envi ronnental Protection Agency (EPA).

Since the remedy for the Site was conpleted in June 2004, the Operati on and Mai ntenance
(XM Programfor the entire remedy has not yet been inplemented. Mnitoring of ground

wat er and performance nonitoring of vapor abatenent units has been ongoi ng.

The Purpose of the Review

The purpose of five-year reviews is to determ ne whether the remedy at a site continues to
be protective of human health and the environnent. The nethods, findings, and concl usions
of reviews are documented in Five-Year Reviewreports. In addition, Five-Year Review
reports identify issues found during the review, if any, and recommendations to address

t hem

Authority for Conducting the Five-Year Review

EPA is preparing this five-year review pursuant to the Conprehensive Environnent al
Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) Section 121 and the Nati onal
Contingency Plan (NCP). CERCLA Section 121 states:

If the President selects a renedial action that results in any hazardous substances,
pol lutants, or contaminants remaining at the site, the President shall review such
remedi al action no |less often than each five years after the initiation of such
remedi al action to assure that hunan health and the environnment are bei ng protected
by the remedial action being inplenented. In addition, if upon such reviewit is the
judgenent of the President that action is appropriate at such site in accordance
with section 104 or 106, the President shall take or require such action. The
President shall report to the Congress a list of facilities for which such reviewis
required, the results of all such reviews, and any actions taken as a result of such
revi ews.

EPA interpreted this requirenent further in the NCP, 40 Code of Federal Regul ations
Section 300.430(f)(4)(ii) states:

If a renedial action is selected that results in hazardous substances, pollutants,
or contaminants remaining at the site above levels that allow for the unlimted use
and unrestricted exposure, the | ead agency shall review such action no |ess often
than every five years after the initiation of the selected renedial action.

Who Conduct ed the Fi ve-Year Revi ew

EPA conducted this five-year review. The Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs), through
their contractor, URS Corporation, conducted all of the vapor sanpling and ground water
nmonitoring that is discussed in this five-year review The EPA Renedi al Project Manager
and I ndi ana Departnent of Environnental Managenent (IDEM) Site Manager visited the site to
ensure that the ground water extraction and treatnent systens were operating properly. EPA
conpl eted the review based on this infornmation.

O her Review Characteristics




This is the second five-year review for the Conrail Site. The triggering action for this
reviewis the previous five-year review. This reviewis being conducted 1) because the
ground water renedy all owed hazardous substances to be left on site above levels that
allow for unlimted use and unrestricted exposure and 2) to ensure that the operating
ground water systens, the vapor abatenent units and the alternate water supply, continue
to be effective in elimnating hunman exposure to the contam nants at the Site.

I1. Site Chronol ogy

The site chronology is tabularized bel ow

Event Date
National Priorities List Listing 8/ 30/ 89
InterimRenedi al Investigation/Feasibility Study conplete 6/ 28/ 91
InterimRecord of Decision signature 6/ 28/ 91
EPA issued Unilateral Oder to PRPs for InterimAction 717192
InterimRenedi al Design (RD) Start 8/ 16/ 92
InterimRD Conpl ete 6/ 2/ 94
InterimRenedial Action (RA) Start 8/ 29/ 94
Final Renedi al Investigation/Feasibility Study conplete 9/ 9/ 94
Fi nal Record of Decision signature 9/ 9/ 94
EPA issued Unilateral Oder to PRPs for portion of Final RA 5/ 15/ 95
Final RD Start 6/ 14/ 95
InterimRA Conpl ete 6/ 16/ 97
First Five-Year Review 9/ 23/ 99
ROD Arendnent si gnature 9/ 27/ 00
Final RD Conpl ete 5/ 29/ 03
Final RA Start 5/ 29/ 03
Fi nal RA Conpl ete 6/ 28/ 04
Prelimnary C ose-out Report 7/ 12/ 04

I11. Background
Physi cal Characteristics

The Conrail Rail Yard Site is |ocated adjacent to and within the southwestern city limts

of Elkhart, Indiana (See Figure 1). The Site occupies 675 acres, and the study area, which
includes the rail yard, enconpasses roughly 2500 acres. The rail yard is an electronically
controll ed hunp yard which serves as a classification distribution yard for freight cars.

The rail yard began operations in 1956 as part of the New York Central Railroad, and



continued operations as a subsidiary of the Penn Central Transportati on Conpany until
1976. From 1976 to 1999, Conrail operated the rail yard. In 1999, Norfol k Southern
Corporation took over operation of the rail yard.

Land and Resource Use

The St. Joseph River flows westward and is located a little over a mile north of the Site.
Baugo Bay flows north into the St. Joseph River, and is located imediately to the west of
the study area. Crawford Ditch originates at the Site and flows intermttently to the St.
Joseph River.

There are several light industries surrounding the study area to the north and nort hwest
of the rail yard, as well as the nunerous light industries surrounding the study area to
the east and south. Approximately 3500 people live within the study area, w thin about a
mle and a half of the Site. Prior to renedial activities, about 3000 people used private
residential wells for their water supply.

H story of Contamination

From 1961 to 1968, there were a nunber of citizen conplaints with regard to oil discharges
fromlocal authorities. Between 1966 and 1969 a tank car containing carbon tetrachl oride
collided with another car during hunping operations at the rail yard causing the rel ease
of approxi mately 16,000 gallons of carbon tetrachloride. In 1976, operations at the rail
yard were transferred to the Consolidated Rail Corporation (Conrail). From 1976 to the
present, spills and rel eases of oil, diesel fuel, hydrochloric acid, caustic soda, and
various petrol eumrel ated substances have occurred there. Reports also indicate that a
track cl eani ng substance and engi ne degreasers were used and di sposed of at the rail yard.

Site activities resulted in contanmination of the Site and surroundi ng areas in four ways:
the ground water was contami nated with carbon tetrachl oride and trichl oroethyl ene (TCE)
fromthe tank car spill, other spills, and degreasing operations, resulting in two

di stinct contamnmi nant plunes, one of which contained carbon tetrachloride and TCE | evel s
over 5000 parts per million each; the St. Joseph R ver was contam nated by the ground
water flowing into it; some residential basenents were contam nated with vapors emanating
fromthe contam nated ground water; and rail yard soils were contaninated by the various
spills that occurred on the rail yard.

Initial Response, InterimResponse, and Final Response

In 1986, after testing of a private well indicated |levels of TCE and carbon tetrachl oride
up to 1000 times their respective Maxi mum Cont am nant Level s, EPA provided bottl ed water
to residents in this area. Shortly thereafter, |DEM provided area residents with whole
house and point-of-use filters.

Due to Conrail's unwillingness to performa conplete investigation, EPA conducted the
Remedi al Investigations and the Feasibility Studies (RI/FSs) for the Site. EPA issued an
InterimRecord of Decision in June 1991 and a final Record of Decision for the Site on
Sept enber 9, 1994. After negotiations for the Interi mRemedi al Desi gn(RD)/Remedi al Action
(RA) Consent Decree broke down, EPA issued a Unilateral Administrative Order (UAO to
Conrail and Penn Central (the PRPs) on July 7, 1992 to perform hookups of residences and
busi nesses to an alternate water supply within the boundaries of the two contam nant
plumes (See Figure 1). EPA issued a second UAO on May 15, 1995 to Conrail and Penn Central
to hook up the remai nder of hones and businesses within the study area to the alternate
wat er supply (this was only a portion of the Final ROD). On August 2, 1996, the United
States | odged a Partial Consent Decree for recovery of funds expended on the RI/FS, and on
Novenber 10, 1997, an RD/ RA Consent Decree (CD) with Conrail and Perm Central was entered,
enconpassi ng the remai nder of work to be performed under the final Record of Decision.

The InterimRenedial Action started on August 29, 1994 and was conpl eted on June 16, 1997.



The hookup of the remaining residences to the alternate water supply, perforned under the
May 15, 1995 UAO, was al so conpleted on June 16, 1997 1. During the Renedial Design (RD)
for the renmai nder of the renedy required under the Final ROD, the PRPs submtted a
petition for a technical inpracticability (Tl) waiver to EPA for consideration. The TI

wai ver petition requested that Applicable and Rel evant or Appropriate Requirenents (ARARs)
be wai ved for the two Dense Non- Aqueous Phase Liquid (DNAPL) ground water source areas on
the rail yard and that the dissolved portions of the ground water contam nant plumes be
addressed via natural gradient flushing. The Novenber 10, 1997 CD contained a provision
that, if EPA were to grant a TI Waiver to the PRPs, that the PRPs nust address any ot her
sources of ground water contam nation in the site area that would extend the period of
tine required for RAGs to be achieved via natural gradient flushing. The CD al so indicated
that if EPA grants a TI Waiver, it nmust do so via a ROD Arendnent. During RD, the PRPs
identified another source of ground water contami nation within the County Road 1 pl une
(See Figure 1) that would likely extend the time needed for RAGs to be achieved via
natural gradient flushing. This source is located on the Gsceola Drag Strip property, and
contri butes substantial anounts of carbon tetrachloride to the County Road 1 plune. EPA

1 Two residences with contam nated ground water exceeding applicable standards, 56675
Spring Ave and 56803 Sout hgate, were not hooked up to the alternate water supply due to
refusal of access. These two residences utilize whole house carbon filtration systens and
are nonitored annual ly.

granted the TI Waiver via the execution of a ROD Arendnent on Septenber 27, 2000, and the
PRPs were required to address the carbon tetrachl ori de contam nation on the Gsceola Drag
Strip

Al so during RD, carbon tetrachloride vapor intrusion was identified in nine residences at
l evel s that exceeded the site-specific health-based concentration. These residences were
all located directly downgradi ent fromthe Osceola Drag Strip. The RA for the remai nder of
the Final ROD was conpl eted on June 28, 2004.

Basi s for Taking Action

The prinmary exposure pathway for humans identified during the Renedial |nvestigations/
Feasibility Studies for the Site was ingestion of ground water contam nated by

TCE and carbon tetrachloride. A secondary exposure pathway identified was inhal ation of
vapors fromindoor uses of contam nated ground water, such as showering and cooki ng.
During RD, a third exposure pathway was identified, inhalation of carbon tetrachloride
vapors in indoor air in a small area of the Site bounded by Vistula Road, Ash Road, and
Lehman Street (See Figure 1). Potential ecological risks were identified in the R/ FSs by
solvents entering the St. Joseph River via the Site ground water contam nant pl unes;
however, several years of data from post-R/FS benthic nmacroi nvertebrate studies indicate
that the site contam nation does not pose any neasurabl e ecol ogi cal risks.

| V. Renedi al Actions
Renedy Sel ection

The InterimRenedial Action selected for the Site in the June 28, 1991 ROD i ncl uded
hooki ng up approxi mately 450 residences to an alternate water supply and extraction and
treatnment of the County Road 1 contam nant plunme. The Final Remedial Action, described in
the Septenber 9, 1994 ROD, included hooking up the remai nder of residences in the study
area (approximately 650) to the alternate water supply; extraction, treatnent, and

di scharge of contam nated ground water, focusing on "hot spots"; investigation, and if
necessary, renediation of solvent vapors in residences resulting fromsite contam nation
air sparging of the deeper, DNAPL contanination areas on the rail yard; excavation of
contam nated soils froma small area on the rail yard; and deed restrictions to protect



the operating ground water extraction and treatnent system The Septenber 27, 2000 RCD
Anendnent replaced the extraction and treatnent renedy and the air sparging renedy with a
hydraul i ¢ contai nnent system for the DNAPL source areas on the rail yard, natural gradient
flushing of the dissolved portions of the contam nant plunes, and active renediation of
the carbon tetrachloride contami nation on the Gsceola Drag Strip, with the extraction and
treatnent renedy retained as a contingency renedy.

Renedy | npl ement ati on

After negotiations for the Interi mRenedial Design/Renedial Action Consent Decree broke
down, EPA issued a UAOto Conrail and Penn Central (the PRPs) on July 7, 1992 to perform
hookups of residences and businesses to an alternate water supply within the boundaries of
the two contam nant plunes (See Figure 1). EPA issued a second UAO on May 15, 1995 to
Conrail and Penn Central to hook up the remai nder of hones and busi nesses within the study
area to the alternate water supply. On Novenber 10, 1997, an RDORA CD with Conrail and
Penn Central was entered, enconpassing the renminder of work to be performed under the
final ROD

The InterimRenedial Action started on August 29, 1994 and was conpl eted on June 16, 1997.
The hookup of the remaining residences to the alternate water supply, perforned under the
May 15, 1995 UAO, was al so conpl eted on June 16, 1997. During the RD for the renai nder of
the remedy required under the Final ROD, the PRPs submtted a petition for a Tl waiver to
EPA for consideration. EPA granted the TI Wiver via the execution of a RCD Anendnent on
Sept enber 27, 2000, and, as required by the CD, the PRPs were required to address the
carbon tetrachloride contam nation on the Gsceola Drag Strip.

Al so during RD, carbon tetrachloride vapor intrusion was identified in nine residences at
|l evel s that exceeded the site- specific health- based concentration. Between 2000 and
2002, these nine residences were provided with vapor abatenent units. Despite the

coll ection of nunerous sanples, the area on the rail yard targeted for soil renoval could
not be relocated; thus, no soil renediation was required on the rail yard. The RA for the
remai nder of the Final ROD was conpl eted on June 28, 2004. A prelimnary close out report
for the Site was issued on July 12, 2004.

The institutional controls required by the Final ROD and ROD Anendnent have not yet been
put into place. A schedule will be developed with the PRPs to ensure that the
institutional controls are put into place by sunmer 2005. These institutional controls
will ensure that the operating ground water containment system and ground water extraction
and treatnment systemon the rail yard and Osceola Drag Strip, respectively, are protected
fromdamage until the ground water RAGs have been net for the Site. Since the Site is
currently an operating rail yard, reuse is not applicable. Due to the fact that ground

wat er contamination was left in place, ground water nonitoring nust be conducted. G ven
that the nmonitoring prograns will continue for a mninmumof 30 years, the Conrail Site
will not be deleted fromthe National Priorities List (NPL) for a nunber of years.

V. Progress Since the Last Review

The first five-year review for the Site was conducted during the design and construction
of the Final Renedy. Since that tine, vapor abatenent units were installed to address
carbon tetrachl oride vapor intrusion in nine homes, and the ground water contai nnent
systemon the rail yard and the ground water extraction and treatnent systemon the
GCsceola Drag Strip have been designed and constructed and are currently operational, as
per the 2000 ROD Anendrent .

VI. Five-Year Review Process
Adm ni strative Conponents

IDEM was notified of the five-year review and notice was published in the | ocal newspaper



in July 2004. The conpleted five-year reviewreport will be placed in the site infornmation
repository, and notice of conpletion of the five-year review will be published in the
| ocal newspaper.

Communi ty | nvol verrent/ | nt ervi ews

EPA publ i shed notice of the five-year reviewin the | ocal newspaper in July 2004, and EPA
attended a public meeting on August 3, 2004 and solicited input fromthe attendees
regarding the five-year review. No one has raised any concerns, either verbally or in
witing, regarding the five-year review for the Site. No interviews were conducted.

Docunent and Data Revi ew

The list of documents and data reviewed in preparing for this Five-Year Review Report is
listed in the attachrment entitled "List of Documents Reviewed".

Site Inspection

EPA perfornmed a site inspection on June 7, 2004, and EPA and | DEM representatives
physically inspected the Site and the operating systens on June 28, 2004, as part or the
Pre-Final Inspection for the Site. EPA inspected the site on an additional occasion in
conjunction with the five-year review, on Septenber 16, 2004. The inspection invol ved
observations of the operating systens, which were acceptable. Annual performance

nmoni toring data coll ected by URS Corporation indicates that the vapor abatenent systens
are operating properly.

VI1. Techni cal Assessnent
Question A |Is the renmedy functioning as intended by the decision docunments? Yes.

Renedi al _Action Perfornance

The prinmary hunman exposure pathway at the Site was ingestion of contam nated drinking
water fromprivate wells, and the secondary exposure pathway was inhal ati on of sol vent
vapors fromindoor uses of contam nated water. The provision of an alternate water supply
has elimnated both of these exposure pathways. The third hunan exposure pathway was the

i nhal ati on of indoor carbon tetrachloride vapors that migrate into honmes from contam nated
ground water. The provision of vapor abatenent units in the nine hones where the
site-specific action | evel was exceeded has addressed this exposure pathway. The vapor
abatenent units are all perform ng as designed, and annual nonitoring of additional hones
in the vicinity of the nine hones has indicated that no additi onal hones require vapor
abatenent units at this tinme.

In summary, the data gathered during routine nonitoring at the Site indicate that the
remedy continues to function as designed, is performng as expected, and that the

contai nnent of contamnants is effective

System Qperation _and Mai nt enance

The remedy for the Site includes nine vapor abatenent units, a ground water containnment
systemat the rail yard, and a ground water extraction and treatnment systemat the Gsceol a
Drag Strip. Per the annual performance nonitoring data, the vapor abatenment units are
operating as designed and reducing the carbon tetrachloride vapor levels in the nine hones
to below the I evel of concern, and in nost cases, below the analytical nethod detection
limts. The ground water systens were just finished in late June 2004 and are still in the
"startup and shakedown" phase; however, prelimnary data indicate the both systens are
provi di ng adequat e drawdown and are perform ng as expected with respect to reduci ng ground
wat er contam nant |evels and ninimzing solvent air enmissions fromthe air stripping
processes.



Qoportunities for Optimization

Since the operating ground water systens at the Site were just recently conpleted and
becane operational, opportunities for optimzation of O&M have not yet been anal yzed. The
vapor abatenent systens are operating effectively, and the annual perfornmance nonitoring
has been used for troubl eshooting and optim zing the vapor abatement units.

Early Indicators of Potential |ssues

Since the construction of the ground water systens was recently conpleted, there are no
early indicators of potential issues at this time. No issues have arisen with respect to
the performance of the vapor abatement units. EPA will continue to nonitor the performance
of the ground water systens and vapor abatenent units until the RAGCs for the Site have
been net.

Inplenentation of Institutional Controls and & her Measures

Institutional Controls for the Site have not yet been put into place; however, it is
anticipated that these neasures will be in place by the summer of 2005. EPA will work with
the PRPs to ensure that this happens.

Question B: Are the exposure assunptions, toxicity data, cleanup |evels, and renedia
action objectives used at the tine of the renedy still valid? Yes.

Changes in Standards and To Be Considered Oiteria

There have been no changes in standards or To Be Considered criteria since the start of
renmedi al construction at the Site

Changes in Exposure Pat hways

There have been no changes in the potential exposure pathways at the Site since the

inpl enentation of the renedy for the Site. There have been no | and use changes at the
Site. Since the Site is an operating rail yard, no plans have been di scussed for reuse of
the Site.

Changes in Toxicity and & her Contam nant Characteristics

Neither the toxicity factors for the contam nants of concern nor other contam nant
characteristics have changed in a way that could affect the protectiveness of the renedy.
EPA will continue to review the ground water nonitoring data to track the relative
percent ages of the breakdown products of TCE and carbon tetrachloride. Sone of the

br eakdown products of TCE, such as vinyl chloride, are nore toxic than TCE, however,
signi ficant breakdown of TCE has not been detected to date.

Changes in Ri sk Assessnent Met hods

St andardi zed ri sk assessnent nethods have not changed in a way that could affect the
protectiveness of the renedy.

Expected Progress Toward Meeting Renedial Action Qbjectives

The remedy for the Site is progressing as expected. Remedial Action (bjectives have either
been net (provision of alternate water supply to 1150 resi dences and vapor abatement units
in nine honmes) or are progressing in a nanner that is acceptable and is expected to result
in the Remedial Action bjectives being net within a reasonable tinme frane (ground water
systens), and the nonitoring prograns will continue to ensure that any changes in

contami nant |evels or the performance of the operating systenms will be detected and
addressed, if necessary.



Question C. Has any other information conme to light that could call into question the
protectiveness of the renedy? No.

There have been no newly identified ecol ogical risks, inpacts fromnatural disasters, or

any other information that has been identified that could affect the protectiveness of the
remedy for the Site.

VITl. |ssues

Affects Future

I ssue Currently Affects
Pr ot ecti veness Pr ot ecti veness
(YI'N) (YI'N)
Pl acenent of institutional controls N Y

Based on the Mnitoring Report and physical observations nade during the inspections of
the Site, there are no issues that currently affect the protectiveness of the renedy
outlined in the ROD, but the fact that the ground water systens are still in the "startup
and shakedown phase" does not allow EPA to accurately assess the perfornance of these
systens at this time. EPAwll continue to nonitor the performance of these systens, as
wel | as the vapor abatement units.

| X. Recommendati ons and Fol | ow-up Acti ons

I ssue Recommendat i ons/ Party Oversi ght M | est one Affects
Fol | ow up Responsi bl e Agency Dat e Protectiveness
actions (Y'N
Institutional Need to be PRPs EPA sunmer — current
Control s i mpl emrent ed 2005 Y- future

EPA will work with the PRPs to make sure that the required institutional controls are put
into place so that the ground water systems will be protected from potential danage.

X. Protectiveness Statenent

The remedy at the Conrail Site is protective of human health and the environment because
the final renedy has been fully inplenmented, and the annual sanpling and perfornance
nonitoring data indicate that the renmedy continues to be effective in addressing the
exposure pathways that were identified at the Site. EPAw Il continue to nonitor the
operating ground water systems, which were conpleted in June 2004 and are currently in the
"startup and shakedown" phase.

Xl. Next Review

The sanpling activities for the next five-year review for the Conrail Site will be
perforned in late 2008 to early 2009, with the Third Five-Year Revi ew Report due five
years fromthe date of signature of this Five-Year Review Report (Septenber 2009).

Attachnents

Li st of Docunments Reviewed Figure 1- Site Map



LI ST OF DOCUMENTS REVI EVED
(I'n Chronol ogical Order)

1.

InterimRecord of Decision for the Conrail Site - June 28,1991 (EPA)

Fi nal Record of Decision- Septenber 9,1994 (EPA)

Renedi al Desi gn/ Renedi al Action Consent Decree - Novenber 10,1997 (EPA and PRPs)
Record of Decision Anendnent - Septenber 27, 2000 (EPA)

Conpr ehensi ve Five-Year Revi ew Qui dance- June 2001 ( EPA)

Prelimnary dose-Qut Report - July 12, 2004 (EPA)

Annual Ground Water Mnitoring and Vapor Abatenent System Performance
Moni t ori ng-ongoi ng (URS Cor porati on)
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