






































Attachment to Section 3a 

Contaminant Information 

 

Table Summarizing Believed Present or Believed Absent Chemicals 

 

The influent and effluent of the groundwater treatment system is typically sampled on a monthly 

basis for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) using EPA Test Method 8260B.  The table has 

been prepared using the last six months of VOC sampling data to be representative of site 

groundwater.  It should be noted that due to high concentrations of some constituents detected in 

the influent (1,1-dichloroethane, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, toluene, chloroethane, 1,1-dichloroethene, 

trichloroethene and cis-1,2-dichlorothene), other VOCs are not detected due to elevated detection 

levels.  Therefore, for the other VOCs, we have summarized the effluent data on the table 

because the detection levels are much lower and therefore able to identify the presence of other 

VOCs.  Both the influent and effluent data are included in the attached analytical data.   

 

It should be noted that the system has not been discharging to the detention pond under the 

existing NPDES permit over the past six months due to periodic concentrations of methylene 

chloride above the existing NPDES permit discharge limit.  Rather, the effluent has been 

discharged to the subsurface upgradient of the treatment system in accordance with the 

Massachusetts Contingency Plan (MCP).   



Attachment to Section 5 

Receiving Surface Water(s) 

 

Narrative Description of Receiving Water(s) 

 

The groundwater treatment system discharges to manhole DMH-7 (on-site) which flows through 

12” RCP to manhole DMH-4 (on-site) through 12” RCP to manhole DMH-5 (on-site) through 

18” RCP to an outfall at a detention pond (off-site) as shown on Figure 2.  The outlet from the 

detention pond flows into a storm drain which discharges to a wetlands south of Veterans of 

Foreign Wars street (located approximately one-third mile south of the facility).  These wetlands 

ultimately drain into Cushing Brook (Figure 3).   

 

With respect to sensitive receptors, a wetland area is present to the south of the ITW facility 

(Figure 2).  As shown on Figure 3, the Abington Rockland Reservoir is located approximately 

one-half mile to the southeast of the ITW facility.  It should be noted that the outlet from the 

detention pond does not flow to the reservoir, rather it discharges into wetlands which flow to 

Cushing Brook.   
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Attachment to Section 6 

ESA and NHPA Eligibility 

 

Endangered Species Act Review 

 

In accordance with Appendix VII of the Remediation General Permit, potential impacts of the 

facility discharge and discharge-related activities were assessed to ensure that remediation 

activities do not adversely affect endangered and threatened species and critical habitat.  This 

assessment followed Section D, Steps to Determine if ESA Eligibility Criteria Can be Met, and 

determined that the facility discharge meets Criterion E:  “The discharges and discharge-related 

activities have already been addressed in another operator’s certification of eligibility, which 

included the facility’s activities covered by the RGP”.  The rationale for this determination is 

provided below.  

 

Step 1: Determine if You Can Meet Eligibility Criterion “A” (No endangered or threatened 

species or their designated habitat are likely to occur in proximity to the stormwater 

discharges or discharge-related activities) 
 

The proposed discharge does not meet Criterion A, because listed endangered species (as listed 

in Appendix II of the RGP) are known to occur in the Plymouth County, the county where the 

discharge is located.  Note that no federally listed species are located in proximity to the 

discharge (see attached Massachusetts Natural Heritage Endangered Species Program list of 

species by town). 

 

Because Criterion A could not be met, the assessment proceeded to Step 2. 

 

Step 2: Determine if You Can Meet Eligibility Criteria “B”, “C”, or “E” 
 

Criteria B and C are not applicable to the proposed discharge, because an ESA Section 7 

consultation has not been conducted, and an ESA Section 10 permit has not been issued for the 

discharge.  However, the facility discharge does meet eligibility Criterion E by answering “yes” 

to each of the following questions: 

 

• Did another site or facility operator previously certify ESA eligibility for your site or 

facility? Yes. 

 

The ITW TACC facility previously certified ESA eligibility related to the EPA Multi-

Sector General Permit (MSGP) that was filed in March 2009 for stormwater discharges 

from industrial activities.  A consultation letter (attached) was issued by the 

Massachusetts Natural Heritage Endangered Species Program (NHESP) to the facility on 

April 7, 1999 in support of the ESA eligibility.  The letter stated that, “at this time we are 

unaware of any rare plants and animals or exemplary natural communities that would be 

adversely affected by the proposed project”.  A review of the most up to date NHESP 

species information for the Town of Rockland (attached) indicates that no federally-listed 

threatened or endangered species are present in the Town. The stormwater outfall 



covered under the MSGP is the same outfall that discharges the proposed discharge 

related to remediation activities. 

 

• Did the other operator’s certification of eligibility consider all currently listed species and 

critical habitat and address your discharge and related activities? Yes 

 

As stated above, the most current list of endangered and threatened species by town, 

including species of concern was reviewed.  According to this list, no federally-listed 

species have been observed in Rockland, Massachusetts.  

 

• Has there been no substantial change, since that previous consultation, in: 

o The nature and amount of your discharge and discharge-related activities, No 

o The characteristics of the receiving water, No 

o The status of listed species and their critical habitat Not applicable 

 

• Do you agree to implement all measure, if any, upon which the other operator’s 

certification was based? Yes 

 

 

Historic Properties Review 

 

In accordance with Appendix VII of the Remediation General Permit, applicants must identify 

whether properties listed or eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places are 

within the path of their discharge or their discharge-related activities covered by the permit.   

 

A review of historic places listed on the National Register as well as state historic places (see 

attached National Register map and Massachusetts Cultural Resource Information System search 

results for Air Station Industrial park and Weymouth streets) indicate that no such places are in 

the path of the proposed discharge, in the vicinity of any construction of treatment systems, or in 

the vicinity of BMPs related to the discharge or discharge-related activities.  Therefore, the 

discharge meets eligibility criterion (1): “The project does not involve new construction or the 

demolition or rehabilitation of existing buildings or other structures or facilities and historic 

properties are not affected by the discharge or identified in the path of the discharges regulated 

by this permit”. 











MACRIS Search Results

Town(s): Rockland;  Street Name: Air Station Industrial Park;  Resource Type(s): Area, Building, Burial Ground, Object, Structure;  Search Criteria:

Inv. No. Property Name Street Town Year

Friday, November 19, 2010 1 1Page of



MACRIS Search Results

Town(s): Rockland;  Street Name: Weymouth St;  Resource Type(s): Area, Building, Burial Ground, Object, Structure;  Search Criteria:

Inv. No. Property Name Street Town Year

Friday, November 19, 2010 1 1Page of






























































































