Minutes of the EMC General Meeting

November 10, 1999

Present:
Barbara Ebert (arrived 8:00), Jean Foley, Joyce Gerbasi, Walter Groman, Roxi Bahar Hewertson, Lynn Leopold (departed 9:00), Carolyn Long, Susan Kerns Robinson, Bob Roe, Kristin Rowles, Larry Sharpsteen (departed 7:15), Roger Yonkin

Absent:
Ed Cope, Donna Jean Darling, Herb Engman, Bruce Johnson, David Weinstein, Bob Wesley, 

Associates:
Susan Brock, Dooley Kiefer

Ex-officio:
Steve Maybee, Michael Lane

Guests:
Ron Anderson, Rachel Clark, Kate Hackett, Peter Newell, Michael Sandritter, Tony Zarachowicz (term begi-ns in Jan. 2000)

I.
Call to Order – The meeting was called to order by Vice-Chair Lynn Leopold at 7:04 p.m. Lynn announced that Larry Sharpsteen would be giving his municipal report during privilege of the floor.

II. Privilege of the Floor – 

Town of Lansing- Larry Sharpsteen began by summarizing the recent election and the new members on the Town’s Planning Board. He said the Town is considering the expansion of two main water lines to provide a reliable water supply for residents. One extension is on the northern edge of the primary benefit area of the proposed sewer district. The proposed sewer district is on hold waiting for endorsement from municipal partners. Failed systems are a continued problem, especially near Myers and South Lansing due to the depth of caprock and unsuitable soils. This makes it difficult for the Planning Board to concentrate growth patterns (prevent sprawl) and encourage development away from arable land. Many of the lots in this area are also less than half an acre and pre-date zoning. Larry said the Planning Board would continue to use planned development areas to provide for open space and the 1995 Comprehensive Plan is currently under review. They will attempt to concentrate commercial and residential development in the south end of the Town. He felt the next 14 months were important due to possible constraints on the grant money for the sewer and water projects.   

Carolyn Long thanked the EMC and announced that she would be stepping down from the EMC to focus on her career. Tony Zarachowicz introduced himself as a new member from the Village of Groton. He said he looked forward to working with the EMC. [Tony was appointed by the BOR for a term starting in January 2000 at the BOR’s October 19, 1999 meeting.]

III. Coordinator’s Report –  Mikel passed around documents for the Chair’s folder and a separate folder containing various items for distribution. Mikel said she recently attended two meetings to talk about the EMC and our recruitment efforts. She spoke at the Kendal Facility in Cayuga Heights and summarized what the EMC is, what we do, how to become a member, what the duties are and the EMC’s different projects. She heard that the EMC would receive an application from Kendal for the Cayuga Heights position. She also went to the Town of Groton and was told an appointment was made after she left. Mikel also said Ed attended the Village of Trumansburg meeting for the same purpose and Barbara Ebert was at the Town of Enfield’s meeting tonight and would be arriving late to the EMC meeting.  

IV.
Board of Representatives Liaison Report –  Mike said he was interested to hear about the proposed resolution on Cornell’s radiation disposal site. He said the restructuring resolution is still being discussed. Dooley Kiefer suggested format changes which were adopted. Mike said the main issue is the total number of members. 

V. Approval of the October 1999 Minutes – The October 13, 1999, minutes were approved with the following changes: (1.) section VII, Town of Lansing, sentence 9, remove “that will function similar to a CAC” and replace with “concerned with the development of greenways, trails and open space.”  (2.) section VII, Town of Lansing, paragraph 1, sentence 3 change “on”the Town, and replace with “in.” One abstention, Carolyn Long.

VI. Communication Guidelines –  The second draft of the communication guidelines, with recent changes to points 4b and 8, was distributed. Members discussed point 3b, and confirmed that a committee spokesperson can be someone other than the chair. Members also discussed how effective the new policy would be if the intent was to ensure the BOR is aware of EMC correspondence. Members decided to modify point 6 to address this concern, as follows “Copies will be distributed in advance of the original whenever possible.” Members also discussed the status of the second spokesperson and if the second spokesperson should serve as a Vice-Chair. Point 2 was modified to read “The second spokesperson will be a Vice-Chair.” Chair Lynn Leopold asked for a motion to adopt the guidelines with the changes as discussed. Motion was moved, seconded and the final communication guidelines were adopted, one opposed (Roger Yonkin).  

VII. Municipal Reports –  

Village of Freeville- [Bruce Johnson was unexpectedly called out of town and Lynn Leopold read his municipal report submitted to the Coordinator via email.] 1.) Freeville is very supportive of the EMC and it's activities. They want a concerned voice planning for the environmental quality of Tompkins County, and thus have strongly supported municipal representation on the EMC. 2.) The board schedules time at every trustee meeting for an EMC report. The time is spent in active discussion of direct concerns, for example their own participation in the Cayuga Watershed I/O, and broader issues of the County, like the airport dump site, and most recently active discussion of the EMC forest resolution. They are constructively critical of all environmental ideas and plans presented to them. The EMC representative always comes away from the village meeting with the Board’s questions, to find answers for the next meeting. 3.) They point out that smaller municipalities should naturally be concerned about land issues. There is often the most open and unique natural space around such communities. 4.) Their foremost environmental concern is a proposed plan by the County to hook up the drainage from the closed local dump to their sewer plant. They are asking good critical questions about this proposition and will have questions for the EMC in the future. 5.) They would like us to consider an official proxy representative to the EMC from their board, if the EMC representative can not attend a meeting. Ideally, this proxy could vote, but if not, at least present the views of Freeville in discussion.

Members discussed the idea of a “proxy” representative, which would require modification to the Bylaws. Members felt the main issue was attendance, rather than voting. Members suggested changes to allow alternates, rather than proxy representatives and a suggestion was made to form a committee next year to discuss possible changes to the Bylaws to address this and similar issues.  

Town of Ulysses- Jean Foley said that the Town of Ulysses is very supportive of the EMC. The Town requested help with the Jacksonville water issue. Jean read from a draft letter written to Elliot Spitzer that provided the history of the contamination problem and requested, by resolution of the Town Board, the liability case against Mobil Oil be re-opened. The letter summarized the size of the spill, recovery efforts and actions taken by Mobil Oil and the buyout of eight affected homes in 1988. Since the mid-1990’s data indicate more wells are contaminated, outside of the original buyout area. The Department of Health is investigating the problem and is encouraging people to use bottled water and install carbon filters until municipal water supplies are available. Mobil has not been able to place the buyout homes on the market because the water source is still contaminated and the homes are now boarded up. The Town feels this creates blight on the main street of the hamlet. They are requesting funding from Mobil Oil to help create a water district to solve both problems.

Steve Maybee requested that he or John Andersson, at the County Health Department be copied on the letter. Jean stated that State Guidelines limit the cost to $524 annually for users of municipal water and the lowest estimate the Town has received is $950. The estimates will cover the entire hamlet and can allow others to hook into the system along its route from either Trumansburg or Ithaca. Jean passed around a map of the plume from a 1989 article in the Ithaca Journal. The current location of the plume and its concentration is unknown. Steve Maybee said they have picked up MTBE in low levels and it is unclear where the contamination is coming from, the Mobil spill or another source. He said the DOH is testing more homes. Susan Brock suggested that the Town examine the settlement document for language that provides the State with a legal handle to re-open the liability case. 

VIII. Water Resources Council Liaison Report –  Kristin Rowles said she felt the Water Resources Council (WRC) is trying to decide where to focus and is mostly reviewing funding proposals for water programs. The Finger Lakes-Lake Ontario Watershed Protection Alliance (FL-LOWPA) provides approximately $50,000 to each County. She thinks the Council will formally endorse various proposals in the future. The WRC is also looking to coordinate water monitoring in the County. The new County budget includes money for a Water Resources Planner, which will help the WRC perform its duties. When the EMC commented on the Water Quality Strategy Plan, membership was mentioned as an issue. Kristin said Mike Lane and the PIRE Committee will be examining WRC membership. Data for the aquifer study will be available at the end of the year and the Cayuga Lake Watershed Network will be hiring a watershed coordinator, possibly in cooperation with the Intermunicipal Organization. 

IX. Committee Reports –  

Towers Committee-  Susan Brock said the consultant submitted a report looking at co-location possibilities for the County system. She had not seen the report but she understood that the consultant ran a number of propagation studies and it may be feasible for 3 or 4 existing sites to be used for co-location. To use some of the existing sites, the structures may need to be modified (i.e. taller or stronger). She would be attending a meeting on November 23rd and will learn more then.

Chair Nominating Committee- Lynn Leopold reported that they are still finalizing the slate for Chair. She said the potential Vice-Chairs are Kristin Rowles, Roxi Hewertson and Bruce Johnson. Lynn announced that she would no longer serve as a Vice-Chair, because she will be an associate member.  

Unique Natural Areas Committee- Lynn Leopold reported that the Committee received the first draft of the UNA document and will be editing for the next few weeks. She said there has been a lot of discussion over using a rating system to rank each UNA site. It was decided not to use the system, at least immediately, because not all the issues or concerns have been discussed. The Committee felt it was best to hold off and possibly provide the ratings as a companion document in the future. She said they hope to present the document to the EMC in December.  She said felt it was significantly improved and would be user-friendly document for municipalities. She said the UNA document is always a work in progress, as more data is gathered for each site.

Website Committee- Mikel Shakarjian said that she has been working with the EMC Intern to develop information for the EMC’s webpage. They have been putting together text and discussing layout. She said she will bring the text back to the EMC for review.  

X. Cornell Radiation Disposal Site Resolution Discussion –  Barbara Ebert began the discussion by reading an e-mail from Donna Connery, RDS Project Manager, that was submitted to Mikel. In the e-mail, Donna asks for another opportunity for discussion on the RDS Feasibility Study before formal action on the resolution. Barbara said the resolution for consideration drafted by the Committee is the result of examining the Feasibility study, the options presented and the lack of a long-term or permanent solution offered by Option 2, the preferred alternative. Each option was rated in the Feasibility Study according to its protection of human health and safety, compliance with standard guidelines, short-term effectiveness, long-term effectiveness, reduction of toxicity, toxicity mobility, implementability, cost and community acceptance. The highest rating for each category varied. The Committee felt that it was unclear how points were assigned and overall the Committee felt that Option 6 provided the best alternative because of the long-term effectiveness, among other factors.

Barbara said Option 6 would provide excavation of the radiation source and proper on-site disposal of the waste, along with groundwater recovery (part of every option). This contrasts with the Option 2, which does not provide for removing the source, and instead proposes constructing a slurry wall and grout curtain to capture the contaminants as they migrate off-site. The cost of the preferred alternative is $6,904,000. Option 6 will cost approximately $28,975,000, however Option 6 is not the most expensive option. A question was asked about the cost of transporting the material off-site and that the estimate seemed very high. Members asked about the option that was most protective of human health and safety, Barbara replied that all options were given the same rating (20 out of 20), including the no action alternative. Members further discussed the lack of rationale or criteria for the ratings. Some members felt there was not enough information to make a decision on the resolution. Committee members stated that the presentation of the resolution was delayed one month to allow Cornell to come before the EMC and answer questions in September. However, Committee members still felt they were missing information and many of the questions currently being raised by the EMC have been raised before, either by the Committee or at the September 1999 EMC meeting. Mike Lane said the Facilities and Infastructure Committee was interested in the RDS Site proposal and felt this was a good opportunity to work together on an issue of concern in the County, adding that he would like more information. Members decided to draft a letter requesting written answers to questions proposed by the members of the EMC, the Environmental Review Committee and the BOR Committee.  

XI. Environmental Review Committee

The Committee has drafted a letter regarding the role of the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency in the Lake Source Cooling negotiations with the NYDEC and Cornell. New information indicates that EPA drafted several mitigation/evaluation options that were not released to the EMC or the public. The options included: 1.) development of specific criteria that would be used to determine if the LSC project is causing adverse impacts, 2.) completion of an outfall re-location study, and 3.) the development and implementation of projects to reduce diffuse loadings of phosphorus to the lake (nonpoint sources) as an offset mitigation project. The documents received by the Cayuga Lake Defense Fund through a FOI request, outlining EPA’s requests and their correspondence with DEC and Cornell indicate Cornell was amenable to two of the three ideas, however DEC rejected all three. All documents related to the negotiations are available on the CLDF website [www.cldf.org]. Barbara said that this information was upsetting because there were on-going, secret negotiations that no one in the community was a party to and these options could have influenced the action taken by the Council. As a result, the Committee drafted a letter for EMC consideration that does not include any language about stopping the project or its merit, but identifies EPA suggestions and questions why the DEC rejected the ideas when EPA’s options could have enhanced the project and its process. Moreover, the documents indicate EPA may have even covered some of the cost. The letter asks that negotiations be re-opened. 

It was moved, and seconded, that the letter be sent as written. Discussion began with a question about whether or not the correspondence was official. Barbara responded by saying that the letter outlining the options was drafted by EPA and sent to DEC and Cornell. More correspondence ensued, naming staff members involved from the different agencies/organizations and their opinions on each of EPA’s requests.  Finally, an email from EPA staff indicates that EPA chose not to pursue the options and remain silent on the project. Therefore, none of the options were ever explored or released to the public. Members asked questions about the different roles of EPA and the DEC, Barbara clarified that DEC administers the Clean Water Act for EPA and therefore, EPA has the final responsibility and decision-making authority on these matters and can re-open the discussions, if so desired. In the past, the EMC similar to the EPA, has requested that specific criteria be utilized to monitor any effects of the projects and a procedure to follow. Dooley Kiefer mentioned the Cornell-EMC agreement for the LSC Data Sharing Group and provide impetus for an initial meeting. [Lynn Leopold departed. With no other Vice-Chairs in attendance, she asked Mikel to close the meeting.]

Walter Groman questioned why the EMC would want to question EPA’s decision not to take part in the negotiations when this was their decision and the permit has already been issued. Kristin Rowles mentioned that two of the items would not effect the permit and could still be under discussion. Monitoring plans are usually completed after a permit is issued and the idea of offsets invokes a watershed-wide program. The study for re-locating the outfall may be too late, however these items were all brought up by the Committee previously and should be reiterated. Members discussed the three words used in the first part of the letter “dismayed/displeased/discouraged.”Roxi Hewertson said she did not have a problem with the intent of the letter, however she felt that the documents may have been produced as staff suggestions and she was unclear of the value of sending a letter. Barbara responded by saying that the EMC had sent a letter requesting EPA’s involvement in the LSC process. When they did become involved neither we, nor anyone else, were notified of their involvement and their suggestions directly coincide with the EMC’s recommendations. Kristin added that she did not believe it was too late to consider the monitoring or offsets ideas. After discussion closed, Mikel asked for a vote on the motion which carried, 8 in favor, 2 opposed (Roxi Hewertson, Walter Groman) and no abstentions. Barbara thanked the EMC for considering this request with little notice.

XII.
Adjournment - The meeting adjourned at approximately 9:10 p.m.  

Submitted by,

Mikel Shakarjian, EMC Coordinator

Approved by Council on December 8, 1999 _____
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