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AGENDA 

•Call to order 

•Introductions 

•Discussion of wildlife/habitat assessment process and results (Tom 

Keough, AECOM) 

•Project updates and future work 

I.March field work and additional sampling 

II.Progress report for Shore Road (OU5) sampling 

III.576/600 East Broadway cleanup and redevelopment 

IV.Stormwater management  

•Presentation of plan to provide more frequent communication from EPA 

•Questions/concerns/other points of discussion 

•Next meeting will be held in early May 2018  

I.Possible topics 

a.Hydrogeology 

b.Air monitoring 

•Adjournment  



Discussion of wildlife/habitat 
assessment process & results 



Threatened and Endangered Species 

Two federally listed Threatened species have been identified 

as being potentially present within the areas of remediation 

for OUs 3 and 4: 

• Rufa red knot (Calidris canutus rufa) 

• Northern long-eared bat (Myotis septentrionalis) (NLEB)  

One federally listed Endangered species has been 

documented in the action area: 

• Atlantic sturgeon (Acipenser oxyrinchus oxyrinchus) 

 

 

 

 

 



Habitat Assessment 

Onsite habitat assessment of both the terrestrial and aquatic 

environments were conducted within OU3 and the terrestrial 

environment of OU4 to determine the presence of listed 

threatened or endangered species. 

Habitat Assessments included: 

• Desk top review prior to field work 

• Terrestrial and aquatic field investigations conducted by a 

team of AECOM biologists 

• Potential habitat features located via Global Positioning 

System (GPS) 



OU3 - Lower Ferry Creek 



OU4 – Former Raybestos Ballfield 



Threatened Species 

Rufa Red Knot 

Commonly found along sandy, 

gravel, or cobble beaches, tidal 

mudflats, salt marshes, shallow 

coastal impoundments and 

lagoons, and peat banks. 

 

 

Coastal habitats used during migration and wintering areas are generally  

coastal marine and estuarine: 

• Partially enclosed tidal area where fresh and salt water mixes 

• Large areas of exposed intertidal sediments 

No critical habitat has been identified for rufa red knot within OUs 3 and 4 

No rufa red knots were observed during the Habitat Assessment 

 



Threatened Species 

Northern long-eared bat 

Spend winter hibernating in caves and 

mines, called hibernacula 

During the summer, northern long-eared 

bats roost singly or in colonies underneath 

bark, in cavities or in crevices of both live 

trees and snags (dead trees) 

OUs 3 and 4 are mapped by USFWS within a county that contains White Nose 

Syndrome (Pseudogymnoascus destructans) Infected Hibernacula 

No known NLEB hibernacula located within 25 miles of OUs 3 and 4 

No known maternity roost trees in the state. A total of  28 potential NLEB maternity 

roost trees were observed within OUs 3 and 4 

No NLEB were observed during the Habitat Assessment 

 
– Photo by New York Department of Environmental Conservation; Al Hicks 

 



Endangered Species 

Atlantic Sturgeon 

During the summer, juvenile Atlantic sturgeon can 

occasionally be found in the lower portions of the 

three major rivers in Connecticut. However, these 

are sexually immature fish from the Hudson River 

that only stay a few months before heading back 

out to sea. 

NOAA has recently designated the New York Bight as critical habitat for the 

Atlantic sturgeon (Final Rule published August 17, 2017). The Site is 

located within the New York Bight. 

Known spawning populations exist in two rivers (the Hudson and Delaware 

Rivers) within the distinct population segment  

No Atlantic sturgeon were observed during the Habitat Assessment 

– photos courtesy of Robert Michelson.   



Tree Removal Impacts on Threatened and Endangered 

Species 

Tree removal within OUs 3 and 4 will not: 

• Occur within White Nose Syndrome Zone 

• Occur within 0.25 miles of a known NLEB hibernaculum 

• Occur within 150 feet of a known NLEB maternity roost 

tree 

• Result in an prohibited “Incidental Take” as described by 

the USFWS Final 4(d) rule 



Construction Impacts Urban Mammals and Birds 

It is anticipated that small mammals and birds using OU3 

and OU4 would be displaced during construction 

• Impacted species will likely be displaced to adjacent habitats 

• Impacted species are anticipated to return upon completion of 

construction 

• Post construction, OU3 will provide an equal amount of forested 

wildlife habitat, while OU4 will provide less forested wildlife habitat 

• No significant adverse effects on small mammals and birds currently 

using the OUs is anticipated  

 



James M. DiLorenzo 

USEPA Region 1 

dilorenzo.jim@epa.gov 

617-918-1247     

 

Thomas J. Keough 

Technical Leader, Habitat Assessment 

thomas.keough@aecom.com 

978-905-2270 

 

 

Contacts: 

 



EPA Project Updates and Future Work 



 

March 2018 

Field Work and Additional 

Sampling 

 

• Notice of field work to be 

distributed 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



 

Progress Report for                   

Shore Road Sampling 
 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 



Morgan Francis Property 
576/600 East Broadway 

• 2011 Record of Decision: 
• Capping was selected as the remedy  
• Low permeability Cap (prevent Direct Contact/reduce 

leaching) 
• Remedy to be designed with considerations for future 

redevelopment 

• 2013 Remedial Design (Corps of Engineers) 
• 2015 Redevelopment (self storage) and 

developer identified 
• 2016 – 2018 Negotiating a “BFPP” 
• BFPP = Bona-fide Prospective Purchaser (next 

slide) 
 

 

 

 



Bona-fide Prospective Purchaser 
576/600 East Broadway 

• Provisions Enacted in 2002 as part of the 
Brownfields Superfund Amendments 

• Provides liability relief for “Innocent Landowners” 
• Must not have contributed to the contamination; 
• Agree to provide access; 
• Comply with future Land Use Restrictions. 

• BFPP Agreement(s) are a legally-binding contracts 

• EPA Remedies, when performed by a third party, must 
provide the same level of protection (or higher) 

• Must adhere to standard work protocols and monitoring 
requirements 

• In some cases, allowing third parties to construct EPA’s 
remedy (with oversight) can allow certain redevelopment 
features to be “designed into” the remedy more seamlessly 
• E.g., Utility corridors, Light pole bases, Vapor mitigation systems 

 

 

 

 

 



576/600 East Broadway 



Raymark Industries Inc., Stratford, Conn. 

  

For decades, until the late 1980s, Raymark Industries, Inc. operated in Stratford, CT as a manufacturer of 

friction automobile parts including brakes, brake linings, and clutches.  The manufacturing process utilized 

many hazardous substances including asbestos, heavy metals (for example, lead), and polychlorinated 

biphenyls (PCBs). Waste materials from the facility were offered and distributed to residents as free “fill” 

and were also placed in many (dozens) of low-lying municipal and commercial locations.  The remedy for 

the former Raymark facility was completed in 1999 and that property has since been redeveloped; 

however, many other locations are still in need of cleanup. 

  

In 2016, EPA -working closely with the State (CT DEEP), the Town of Stratford, and residents — made a 

remedy decision that, once implemented, will address many of the remaining potential human exposures to 

Raymark waste in soil.  This significant milestone moves the cleanup forward at many of the long-

contaminated commercial properties and allows the material to be consolidated at the location of the 

abandoned ballfield associated with the former facility (a.k.a., the “Consolidation Remedy”).  The reuse 

opportunities at the Raymark site include: 1) incorporating a developer’s plans to construct a self-storage 

facility (or similar) on a parcel that is intended to be capped in place, and 2) future reuse of the ballfield at 

the conclusion of the Consolidation Remedy.  Both parcels are presently municipally owned.  

  

EPA has and continues to work closely with the State (CT DEEP), the Town of Stratford, and residents to 

solicit their input on the least disruptive way to implement the Consolidation Remedy as well as to identify 

potential redevelopment opportunities to incorporate reuse planning into our remedies. 

  

In July 2017, the Superfund Task Force released its recommendations to streamline and improve the 

Superfund program including a focus on redevelopment training, tools and resources towards sites on the 

NPL. EPA will work diligently with developers interested in reusing these and other Superfund sites; will 

identify potentially interested businesses and industries to keep them apprised of redevelopment 

opportunities; and will continue to engage with community groups in cleanup and redevelopment activities 

to ensure the successful redevelopment and revitalization of their communities.  

  

Administrator Pruitt has set the expectation that there will be a renewed focus on accelerating work and 

progress at all Superfund sites across the country. The Superfund program remains dedicated to 

addressing risk and accelerating progress at all of its sites, not just those on the list. 

  

This is not a complete list of sites in the Superfund program with redevelopment potential. The list is 

intended to be dynamic. Sites will move on and off the list as appropriate. 

For more information, visit: https://www.epa.gov/superfund-redevelopment-initiative/superfund-

redevelopment-focus-list  
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Sites in Reuse Fact Sheet 



Morgan Francis Summary 

• Still reviewing Developer’s 60% Design Drawings and 
Cost Estimate 

• EPA cannot reimburse for cost associated with 
redevelopment 

• Reviewing recent (2017) analytical results from Ferry 
Creek 

• Evaluate quantity of bank soil and sediment requiring 
excavation 

• Preliminary estimate of the volume needing 
remediation (from Upper Upper Ferry Creek) could be 
placed on Morgan Francis and capped 

• This would potentially eliminating hundreds (200 - 400) of 
truck trips to the ballfield (OU4) 

• Be less disruptive to adjacent (on-going) redevelopment  
 



“Upper” Upper Ferry Creek 



Stormwater Management 



Questions? 

• Next meeting will be held in early May 2018. 

 

• Email acoleman@townofstratford.com with topics of interest. 

mailto:acoleman@townofstratford.com

