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•	 FOX POINT PARK SITE 

PROPOSED PLAN OF REMEDIAL ACTION 

1. PURPOSE OF THE MODIFIED PROPOSED PLAN 

On September 10, 1992, DNREC issued the original Proposed Plan for the 
remediation of the Fox Point Park Site. Subsequent to the public comment period, 
several important issues were raised about the scope and cost of the project. 
DNREC has addressed these issues in this modified Proposed Plan. The changes 
from the original Proposed Plan are significant enough to warrant re-opening the 
public comment period for twenty days. 

2. CONTENTS OF THE MODIFIED PROPOSED PLAN 

• 
This modified proposed plan is issued under the Delaware Hazardous Waste Cleanup 
Act (HSCA). Its purpose is to present to the public additional information on the 
technical approach to reducing risk levels associated with use of the Fox Point site 
as a park. It will examine the proposed approach and explain why it was selected. 
It will also discuss other approaches which were rejected. Section Five will 
summarize the differences between this modified Proposed Plan and the original 
Proposed Plan issued in September 1992. 

The contents of a proposed plan of remedial action are discussed in the draft HSCA 
regulations, section 8.7. A proposed plan may include: 

(a)	 General description of the proposed remedial action 
including compliance monitoring. 

(b)	 Brief summary of other alternative remedial actions 
evaluated in the remedial investigation/feasibility study. 

(c)	 Cleanup levels for each media of concern and the point 
of compliance where the levels will be met. 

(d)	 Schedule for implementation of the plan of remedial 
action including the restoration time frame if known. 

• 
(e) Institutional controls required for facility use restriction, 

if any, for the proposed remedial action. 



• In addition to the above, this plan contains a brief description of the site and the 
results of the remedial investigation. It concludes with instructions for directing 
comments or questions about the plan to DNREC. 

3. SITE DESCRIPTION 

The Fox Point Park Site is a linear tract of about 15 acres on the Delaware River in 
Wilmington. It is located just north of the Du Pont Edgemoor plant. It is between 
I-495 and the Amtrack tracks on the west and the Delaware River on the east. 

The site consists of fill material comprised of industrial waste (including slag, bricks, 
timbers, waste ingots and castings) which was placed in the 1960's to a depth of 
about 16-20 feet throughout the area. Subsequently, the site was used as a trash 
dump and, in the 1970's, for digested sewage sludge drying and disposal. Two 
drainage ditches cross the site and flow into the Delaware River. 

• 
The Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control owns the property 
and intends to develop it as a river front park. Investigations of the site in 1991 
indicated the presence of a wide variety of chemical contaminants. The site was then 
closed to the public. Consequently, a remedial investigation, risk assessment and 
feasibility study were authorized by the Division of Air and Waste Management 
under the Delaware Hazardous Substance Cleanup Act of 1991. The specific 
purpose of the investigation was to assess the human health risk to visitors, park 
employees and construction workers on the site in its present condition. 

The results of the assessment indicate that levels of arsenic, antimony and PCBs in 
surface soils would present an unacceptable risk of chronic health effects to park 
visitors and employees due to dermal contact and inadvertent ingestion. A feasibility 
study was then undertaken to evaluate means to reduce these risks to acceptable 
levels. 

4. THE MODIFIED PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION 

• 

The proposed remedy for the site (identified as Alternative Five in the feasibility 
study) isolates the contaminated material from park visitors and employees by placing 
a layer of impermeable plastic fabric over the 15 acre surface of the site. Layers of 
sand, clean fill and topsoil will be placed below and above the liner to provide for 
drainage and support vegetation. The impermeable cap will extend from the new 
park road on the western side of the site to a walkway which will be constructed 
along the river bank as one of the park's amenities. Under the proposed remedy, 
one of the two drainage ditches will be enclosed in a culvert. Placing the culvert will 
simplify liner installation, improve liner integrity and increase park area available for 
recreation. 
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The implementation of this remedy requires: 

•	 (1) . Clearing, grubbing and grading the site. 

(2)	 Excavating and culverting the southern drainage ditch 
(Ditch AB), filling around the culvert. 

(3)	 Excavating utility chases and foundations for park 
buildings in the existing fill material. 

(4)	 Laying down a six inch sand layer over the site. 

(5)	 Installing a 60 millimeter low density polyethylene cap in 
the area from the new park road to the Delaware River 
(except under the proposed parking lot). 

(6)	 Layingdown a sand-and-fill drainage layer approximately 
one foot thick with perforated drainage pipes installed. 

(7)	 Adding a four inch layer of top soil and seeding. 

(8)	 Constructing a retaining feature on the eastern 
perimeter of the lined area. 

• Park development also includes a new road in the approximate location of the 
existing unpaved road. 

Although the use of the impermeable liner adds to the capital cost of the project, it 
is expected to have greater long term effectiveness and lower overall maintenance 
costs than remedies employing fill alone. Any upward migration of contaminants will 
be intercepted by the plastic. This remedy is, therefore, the most effective in 
preventing contact with or ingestion of contaminated material. This alternative also 
provides some environmental protection by preventing the leaching of contaminants 
due to rain water infiltration through the fill material. 

5. SUMMARY	 OF DIFFERENCES BETWEEN THE ORIGINAL 
AND MODIFIED PROPOSED PLANS 

The principle changes to the original Proposed Plan are as follows: 

Culverting The Ditches: 

The original plan anticipated placing both ditches in culverts. The 
estimated cost of culverting and filling the northern ditch is about 

• 
$200,000. In the modified plan, this ditch will be outside the park 
boundary and will remain open. This modification is not expected to 
impact the risk of using the park since the area in question will be 
outside the park. Access will be controlled with a fence. 
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Extent Of The Cap: 

• In the original plan the cap extended to the western fence line of the 
park. It would have therefore covered an existing natural gas pipeline 
and interfered with the pipeline owner's leak detection system. The 
modified plan will terminate the cap at the eastern edge of the park 
road leaving a strip about 50 feet wide between the road and fence 
line which will be covered only with clean soil. This modification is 
still protective of human health since there will be no contact of 
contaminated soil by park visitors. 

The modified plan moves the northern park boundary by about 100 
feet to the south, just south of Ditch Be. The extent of the cap will 
therefore be reduced at a savings of about $100,000. 

Under the modified plan, the impermeable cap may not extend 
beneath the parking lot. This change is not expected to have any 
human health or environmental impact and will be made on a cost 
basis when material bids are received. 

6. OTHER ALTERNATIVE REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

• 
The feasibility study screened a variety of remedial approaches and technologies. 
The following methods were screened out due to lack of feasibility, high costs, 
problems with implementation in the given time frame or failure to meet the goals 
of the project: 

• Removal and offsite treatment, disposal or recycling. 

• Placement of a concrete, asphalt or clay cap. 

• In situ bioremediation, vapor extraction or vitrification. 

• Fixation of surface soils. 

Five alternatives were evaluated in more detail in the feasibility study. A brief 
summary of the four rejected alternatives follows: 

Alterative 1 - No Action: This alternative was rejected because it 
does not meet the goal of providing safe park space to the public. 

Alternative 2 - limited Access Park: This alternative would leave 
only a limited area of the park space for active recreation. A small 
playground and walkways would be covered with clean soil and fenced. 

• 
There would be no access to the majority of the area. This alternative 
does not meet the goal of providing a safe, general use of the park. 
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Alternative 3 - Clean Fill: This alternative would cover contaminated • surface soils with a one-foot layer of clean fill. The remedy would be 
protective in the short term, but over time the potential exists for 
mingling of the contaminated material with the clean fill resulting in 
exposure to visitors and employees. Consequently, the surface soils 
would have to be sampled and monitored, driving up the costs of 
operating the park. 

Alternative 4 - Clean Fill and Permeable Fabric: This alternative 
would isolate people from the material and reduce upward migration 
of contamination. However, sampling and monitoring would be 
required as for Alternative 3. 

7. CLEANUP LEVELS 

The proposed plan of remedial action will prevent human contact with the surface 
soils thereby preventing exposure to all contaminants of concern. For the 
contaminants causing unacceptable risks, the surface soil concentration of PCBs will 
be reduced to below 400 ug/kg and arsenic to below 6 rug/kg, No cleanup level was 
established for antimony because 70% of the risk is due to arsenic levels. 

• 8. IMPLEMENTATION AND SCHEDULE 

The first step in implementing the proposed plan of remedial action is the detailed 
design. The design contractor will also prepare bid specificationsfor the construction 
work. The Department will solicit bids for clearing, lining, spreading fill and 
excavation of the ditch. Park building foundations will be constructed concurrently 
with liner installation as necessary. The schedule calls for the park opening in May 
1993. 

9. INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS 

In addition to the construction work, the Division of Parks and Recreation will 
develop operating procedures to prevent damage to the liner or exposure of workers 
during park maintenance. Rodents and digging animals will have to be controlled. 
Means of restricting access to the river bank are still being evaluated. These 
procedures will be in written form and will be incorporated into park employee 
training and orientation. The effectiveness of the procedures in protection of the 
remedy will be reviewed annually. 
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• 
10. PUBLIC PARTICIPATION 

The notice of the Modified Proposed Plan of remedial action appeared in The 
WiJm.in&ton News-Joumal on NovEmber 13, 1992. The public comment period is 
open until Decm1J:x>r 4, 1992. Commenfs received by the Deparfment dming this 
period wiD be considered for incorporation in the final plan which will be ~ 

shortly thereafter. PImse directqmmoos or comments to: 

DNREC DivSon of Air and Waste Management 
Attention: Stephen F. Johmon 
715 Grantham lane 
New CastJe, DE 19720 
Phone number (302) 323-4540 

Compkte copies of the Remedial InvestigationlFmsibility Report may be examined 
at the address above dming regular office hours or at: 

• 
Claymont Public library Wilmington In~titlJte library 
3303 Green Stmt Tenth and :Markft Stre8s 
Claymont, Delaware Wilmington, Delaware 
Phone: (302) 7984164 Phone: (302) 571-7416 

Please contact the library for infonnation regarding the days and hours they are open 
for business, 

SFJ/mIb 
SFJ2266 
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• FOX POINT PARK SITE 

FINAL PLAN OF REMEDIAL ACTION 

1. ORGANIZATION AND CONTENTS OF THE FINAL PLAN 

This Final Plan is issued under the Delaware Hazardous Waste Cleanup Act of 1991 
(HSCA). The purpose of this Final Plan is to present the public with DNREC's 
chosen technical approach to reducing risk levels associated with the use of Fox Point 
site as a park. The plan incorporates public comments made during the comment 
periods. 

2. SITE DESCRIPTION 

The Fox Point Park Site is a linear tract of about 15 acres on the Delaware River in 
Wilmington. It is located just north of the DuPont Edgemoor plant. It is between 
1-495 and the Amtrak tracks on the west and the Delaware River on the east. 

• The site consists of fill material comprised of industrial waste (including slag, bricks, 
timbers, waste ingots and castings) which was placed in the 1960's to a depth of 
about 16-20 feet throughout the area. Subsequently, the site was used as a trash 
dump and, in the 1970's, for digested sewage sludge drying and disposal. Two 
drainage ditches cross the site and flow into the Delaware River. 

The Department of Natural Resources and Environmental Control owns the property 
and intends to develop it as a river front park. Investigations of the site in 1991 
indicated the presence on the site of a wide variety of chemical contaminants. The 

.site was then closed to the public. Consequently, a Remedial Investigation, Risk 
Assessment and Feasibility Study were authorized by the Division of Air and Waste 
Management under HSCA The specific purpose of the investigation was to assess 
the human health risk to visitors, park employees and construction workers of using 
the site as a park in its present condition. 

The results of the assessment indicate that levels of arsenic, antimony and PCBs in 
surface soils would present an unacceptable risk of chronic health effects to park 
visitors and employees due to dermal contact and inadvertent ingestion. A 
Feasibility Study was then undertaken to evaluate means to reduce these risks to 
acceptable levels. 
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3. THE PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION 

The proposed remedy for the site (identified as Alternative 5 in the Feasibility Study) 
isolates the contaminated material from park visitors and employees by placing a 
layer of impermeable plastic fabric over the 15 acre surface of the site. Layers of 
textiles, sand, clean fill and topsoil will be placed below and above the liner to 
provide for drainage and support vegetation. The impermeable cap will extend from 
the eastern edge of the new park road to a low berm which will be constructed along 
the river bank. Under the proposed remedy, a drainage ditch which traverses the site 
will be enclosed in a culvert. Placing the culvert will simplify liner installation, 
improve liner integrity and increase park area available for recreation. 

Park development also includes a new road in the approximate location of the 
existing unpaved road and a paved parking lot. 

Although the use of the impermeable liner adds to the capital cost of the project, it 
is expected to have greater long term effectiveness and lower overall maintenance 
costs than remedies employing fill alone. Any upward migration of contaminants will 
be intercepted by the plastic. This remedy is therefore the most effective in 
preventing contact with or ingestion of contaminated material. This alternative also 
provides some environmental protection by preventing the leaching of contaminants 
due to rain water infiltration through the fill material. 

4. OTHER ALTERNATIVE REMEDIAL ACTIONS 

The Feasibility Study screened a variety of remedial approaches and technologies. 
The following methods were screened out due to lack of feasibility, high costs, 
problems with implementation in the given time frame or failure to meet the goals 
of the project: 

• Removal and offsite treatment, disposal or recycling. 

• Placement of a concrete, asphalt or clay cap. 

• In situ bioremediation, vapor extraction or vitrification. 

• Fixation of surface soils. 

Five alternatives were evaluated in more detail in the Feasibility Study. A brief 
summary of the four rejected alternatives follows: 
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• Alterative I--No Action 

This alternative was rejected because it does not meet the goal of 
providing safe park space to the public. 

Alternative 2--Limited Access Park 

This alternative would leave only a limited area of the park space for 
active recreation. A small playground and walkways would be covered 
with clean soil and fenced. There would be no access to the majority 
of the area. This alternative does not meet the goal of providing a 
safe general use of the park. 

Alternative 3--Clean Fill 

This alternative would cover contaminated surface soils with a one-foot 
layer of clean fill. The remedy would be protective in the short term, 
but over a period of time the potential exists for mingling of the 
contaminated material with the clean fill resulting in exposure to 
visitors and employees. Consequently, the surface soils would have to 
be sampled and monitored, driving up the costs of operating the park. 

• Alternative 4--Clean Fill and Permeable Fabric 

This alternative would isolate people from the material and reduce 
upward migration of contamination. However, sampling and 
monitoring would be required as in Alternative 3. 

5. DESCRIPTION OF THE FINAL PLAN 

The Final Plan of Remedial Action differs from the original Proposed Plan in the 
extent of the impermeable cap. These changes were made and discussed in the 
modified Proposed Plan issued on November 12, 1992. During the first comment 
period, the Delmarva Power Company, which owns a 24-inch natural gas line crossing 
the site, raised a concern about the cap. The impermeable cap would interfere with 
the leak detection system which the company carries out on a monthly basis. The 
detection system relies on gas from a leak in the pipe rising to the ground surface. 
The impermeable cap would prevent leaking gas from reaching the surface in the 
shortest distance. The gas could form a bubble under the cap leading to a potentially 
explosive condition or escape the cap at some distance from the pipeline where it 
would not be detected. 
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• The Final Plan, therefore, terminates the western edge of the impermeable cap at 
the east side of the new park road. The strip between the road and the western 
fence (varying in width up to about fifty feet) will receive a soil cover, but no fabric 
cover. 

This design will maintain the protectiveness of the remedy but will allow Delmarva 
and other pipeline owners to perform leak detection activities. It will also permit 
easier maintenance of the pipelines. The change does not present any disadvantages 
from the human health standpoint. Park visitors and personnel will be separated 
from the contaminated material. The risk assessment performed as part of the 
Remedial Investigation evaluated health risk to park construction workers. Because 
of more limited exposure frequency and duration, and because sub-surface soils are 
somewhat less contaminated than surface soils, the health risk to construction 
workers is less than that to visitors and is in the acceptable range. The absence of 
the impermeable cover over the pipeline will not pose any unacceptable risks to 
park visitors or to workers maintaining or checking the pipelines. 

The absence of the cap from this area of the site does diminish the mitigation of 
potential impacts on Delaware River water quality. However, the Department 
regards maintaining viable gas leak detection as the overriding concern. The area 
in question is small compared to the area that will be covered with the impermeable 

• 
cap. 

Another change to the extent of the cap was made in the modified Proposed Plan. 
The park boundaries were adjusted to exclude the northern drainage ditch and about 
one acre of surface area. This adjustment was made as a cost saving measure. 

To implement the design, the following construction activities are expected to occur: 

•	 Clearing vegetation and grading the existing surface. 

•	 Cleaning the two drainage ditches traversing the site; culverting 
the southern ditch (AB). 

•	 Excavating a shallow liner retaining trench around the 
perimeter of the area to be lined and providing for 
foundations/footings/bed for park structures and plantings; 
excavating utility chases. 

•	 Preparing the surface under all areas of the site which will be 
covered by the liner. 

•	 Installing the polyethylene liner material and associated fabric 

• 
covers over the area between the new park road and river. 
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• • Topping the liner with covering material including sub-base for 
the road and paths; setting footings and foundations as needed. 

• Adding approximately one foot of soil cover to the narrow 
unlined portion of the site between the road and the western 
fence (over the pipelines). 

• Seeding the cover. 

• Erecting fencing and signs as needed. 

The project will make a transition from remedial construction to park development. 
The latter will include constructing the park facilities, parking lot, roads, paths, etc. 
The remedial project will include developing a manual of operations for monitoring 
the performance of the cover and procedures to use if the cover is penetrated or 
needs repair. 

6. CLEANUP LEVELS 

• 
The Final Plan of Remedial Action willprevent human contact with the surface soils 
thereby preventing exposure to all contaminants of concern. For the contaminants 
causing unacceptable risks, the surface soil concentration of PCBs will be reduced to 
below 400 ug/kg and arsenic to below 6 mg/kg, 

7. IMPLEMENTATION AND SCHEDULE 

The first step in implementing the Final Plan of Remedial Action is the detailed 
design. The design contractor will also prepare bid specifications for the construction 
work. The Department will solicit a single bid for clearing, grading, lining, and road 
construction and all park development. The project requires close coordination 
between the designers of the remedial work and the designers of the park. The 
current schedule anticipates the park opening in late 1993. 

8. INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS 

• 

In addition to the construction work, the Division of Parks and Recreation will 
develop operations procedures to prevent damage to the liner or exposure of workers 
during park maintenance. This will include a prohibition on driving stakes for 
horseshoes, volleyball, etc. Additional building plans will have to be carefully 
reviewed for impacts on the liner and surface drainage. Rodents and digginganimals 
will have to be controlled. Means of restricting access to the river bank are still 
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• being evaluated. These procedures will be in written form and will be incorporated 
into park employee training and orientation. The effectiveness of the procedures in 
protection of the remedy will be reviewed annually. 

SFJ/mlb 
SFJ2272 
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ByJIM PARKS 
Special to CrossroadS 

FOX POINT - Two women 
who. as volunteers. spearheaded 
establishment of the Delaware 
nrt~el1\\'l\Y~ project hnvo turned 
pro. 

Gail Van Gilder and Edith M. 
Carlson recentlv formed Answers 
Inc .. a private consulting firm in
tended to help community organi
zations and other groups foster 
publ ic-interest activities. 

TI",y were hired last month by 
the Fox Point Association to pro
mote dcve lopmen t of the Fox 
Point State Park. which is 
planned to stretch a long the 
banks of the Delaware River be
tween Edgemoor and Claymont. 
The park site is now closed for an 
environmental cleanup. Develop
ment of a small first phase is 
scheduled for completion by next 
summer. 

"Fox Point is our first client, 
From here we intend to make our
selves available to others we can 
help," said Van Gilder. 

Before the association approved 
spending $25.000 to hire Van 
Gilder and Carlson part-time for a 
year. its members heard ringing 
endorsements from several corn
munity representatives, including 
state Rep. David Ennis and New 
Castle County Councilman Rich
ard C. Cecil. 

One participant at the meeting, 
however, objected to paying some
one to continue work done thus 
far on d. volunteer basis. He in
voked the memory of the late 
Marston Fox, a resident and civic 
leader in the Penny Hill area. Fox 
took on the former Pennsylvania 
Railroad more than a quarter-can
tury ago to block efforts to fill the 
land between its right-of-way and 
the river for industrial develop
ment. 

Carlson - who wasn't at the 
meeting - hristled during an in
terview at a suggestion that some 
people might consider hiring l\ 
paid stulT us "cheapening" a civic 
crusade. "If there's a feeling that 
bringing professionsI expertise to 
a worthwhile project is bad, that's 
just illogical thinking," she said. 

She compared such linkage to 
the well-established role of non
profit organizations. They rou
tinely parlay efforts by paid staff 
and volunteers to enhance their 
effectiveness, she said. 

Van Gilder said changed life
styles have seriously crimped vel
unteer actively. 

"Our role is to be a catalyst to 
channel the energy - to provide 

SYSTEM 4 

SYSTEM 6 

SYSTEM 9 

SERIES 330 

suS
pA
EL
RE 

need places where we can go to 
relax or to think or to just take a 
walk. All parks shouldn't be the 
same." she said. 

The women said thev have not 
formulated specific plans for what 
tnev wi II be dOiilg for the Fox 
I'"i'm Association. 'Their contract 
calls for them to provide fund
wising. public relations and liai
son wi th government agencies. 

"We need to get the message 
out about how unique that park 
is. \Vp hnvi to ~;\n\l'r supporr . 
l'rom t l« bll;{illl'~:-: cuuuuu n u v 
hom Illl' n':-:Hl~'l1t i.il l"l1l111lHU1l1 \, 

trom hevon.i lhl...' iml111'l!i;l(l' an'a"." 
l'arlz'on" sa id. 

764-9223 
211 BEESON AVE., WILMINGTON. DEl. 

Double & Triple Shredded 
Hardwood Bark Mulch Available 

COPELAND'S ~~~~I~~~ LANDSCAPE 

are the Compally that Recycles. 
~ 5ign Up Now .... 

January & February 
Winter Pruning Special 

"A 

a consensus resolution. 
"There you have the ultimate 

example of 'NIMBY' [not in my 
backyard] in action. They just op
posed everything. The result is 
that companies are laying off and 
taxes have gone ~ky high. They 
wanted exclusivity. They got ex· 
clusivity and. now that it's time 
to pay for it. they find they can't 
afford it." she said. 

The same principles, Carlson 
said. apply to park develnprnent. 
"E\'"r\'blllly has their concept of" 
park but ir's not the surnv c-urt
Ct'pl. :\ p.uk ,'an ln- .u-tiv». ;t 

place for rccrcuuon. but t IH~n;~ 

abo other purposes for parks. We 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE, 
Spent about 10 years as a member 
of botanicalexpeditionsinsoulheast 
Asia and South America, including 
one of the earliest expeditions to 
classily species in Amazonrain for
ests, Real estate sales representa
tive;research analyst and personnel 
manager wilh a chemical market 
research firm in New York stale; 
vice president 01 a residential de
velopment firm In New York; lnde
pendent property tille agent. 

COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT, Presi
denl of the Weldin Communilles 
(civic) Associalion; co-toimder with 
Carlson of Northern Delaware 
Greenway CouncilInc.;executivedl
rector of the Coastal Herllage 
GreenwayCouncil. Recipientin 1991 
of the Delaware Distinguished Ser
vice Award. 

sit around und wait for it until we 
can get tax money - or we can 
go out and raise the funds our
selves and then use them to lever
age what is available from gov. 
ernment, foundations and other 
sources," she said. 

While most of their civic work 
until now has been on a volunteer 
basis, both women have long 
since coated their amateur status 
with professional veneer. Van 
Gilder worked a year for the state 
Department of Natural Resources 
and Environmental Control as ex
ecutive director of the Coastal 
Hei'i(:IW~ Greenway Council. Carl

ilh

. PROFILES· ., , 

NAME: Gall Van Glider 
AGE:49 
RESIDENCE: Greenville 
EDUCATION, Cornell University, 

ica, N.Y. 

NAME: Edith M. Carlson 
AGE:44 
RESIDENCE: Weldin Park 
EDUCATION, University of California 

at San Diego. B.A. with honors, 
chemistry wilha minor in lIleralure. 

PROFESSIONAL EXPERIENCE: 
Chemical marketing research wilh 
Stanford Research Instilute, FMC 

. Corp. and ICI Americas. 
COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT, ce

lounder 01 Northern Delaware 
Greenway Council Inc. The council 
is the successor \0 RockManorPark 
Preservallon Council Inc., formedto 
providean alternativeto a proposed 
shopping center at Rock Manorgolf 
COurse. 

Special to Crossroads/ROBERT CRAIG 

the support system that makes 
them [the volunteers) more effec
tive. Without that kind of help 
they can bum out quickly," Carl
son added. 

Carlson said present-day reality 
demands that public projects such 
as Fox Point Park require not 
only time but also money from the 
public. 

"There are some, but not nearly 
enough, state and federal funds 
available. With all the budget 
cuts, that [situation] doesn't look 
like it's going to change very 
soon. If we want the park, we can 

PROVIDING ANSWERS: Gail Van Gilder (left) and Edilh M. Carlson stand on the grounds of the Cauffiel Estale, which 
may be purchased to link Bellevue and the ,Fox Point State Park. The two make up Answers Inc., a consulting firm. 

i I way Council Inc. 
Carlson and Van Gilder met as 

neighbors for a common cause. 
Carlson lives in Weldin Park and 
Van Gilder used to live in adj a
cent Forest Hills Park and was 
president of the Weldin Communi
ties Association when those and 
other Brandywine Hundred COm· 

munities opposed plans a few 
years ago to build a major shop
ping complex on the Rock Manor 
golf course. 

Both admit to having been nov
ices when it. came, literally, to 
fighting city hall. Wilmington 
Mayor Daniel S. Frawley and his 
administration were pushing the 
project. But they learned quickly 
and meshed well as 'a team. 

Frawley and developer Blue 
Ball Associates eventually gave 
up the plan. The golf course was 
designated as keystone of a north
ern greenway envisioned to link 
Fox Point Park on the Delaware 
with Alapocas Park on the Bran
dywine. 

That, said Van Gilder, was the 
reason for their success. "Rather 
than being against the mall.. we 
were for the park," she said. 

Carlson said their approach 
should not be considered anti-de
velopment. "Development is going 
to come. We want to shape it in a 
way that is positive," she said. 

Having spent last year in her 
native New York state before re
turning to Delaware and taking 
up residence in Greenville, Van 
Gilder said Long Island provides 
a vivid demoustrut.ion of what 
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Notices
 500 
DNREC announces com
ment period on modified 
erceosec plan and availabil
ity of administrative record 
for Fox Point Park, Dela
Nare Superfund Site, Fox
Point, Delaware 
fhe Delaware Department 
Jf Natural Resources and 
::nvironmental Control 
:DNREC) seeks comment 
In the modified proposed
'emedial action plan to ad
:Iress contaminated soil as
;ociated"witn me Fox Point 
State Park located off Inter
state 495 in New Castle 
County, Delaware,
The modified orocosedplan,
which is based on the re
centlv completed remedial
investigation and feasibility 
sruov report, describes air 
alternatives for remediating
the soil at thesite. Themodi
fied proposed plan is avail 
able at the following loca
tions: 
DNREC Offices 
715 Grantham Lane 
New castle, DE
Oavmont Public Library
3303 Green Street 
Oavmont,DE
Wilmington InstiMe LIbrary
10th and Market Streets 
Wilmington, DE
Fox Point Association Of
fices . 
Mount Pleasant High SChool 
Washington Street Elden
sian and Marsh Road 
Wilmington, DE
The public is encouraged to
review the modified pro
POSed plan and submit com
ments, DNREC will not fi 
nalize the plan until the dose
of public comment period
which begins on November 
13.1929 and endsonDecem
ber 4, 1992
A public meeting on the
 
modified proposed plan will
 
not be held unless thesecre

tary receives a request for
 
such a hearing before the
 
close of the comment period.


, A request for a hearing must
 
i be made in writing stating

the reasons and purposes
for making the request.
Comments regarding the 
modified proposedplan may:
be directed to StephenJohn
son-ar (302) 323-4540 or by
writing·
Stephen Johnson 
D~EC· 
715·. Grantham Lane _ 

.New/castle, DE 19720 
1l1.13NJ A/18242 
0/763(;7 
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DNREC makes changes to 
Fox Point remediation plan 

Responding to public comment and further 
departmental study, DNREC modifiedthe plan 
for the remedial design at Fox Point Park. 

The changes were important enough to 

warrant reissuingthe remedial plan for another 
commentperiod, which was announced in the all 
editions ofthe Wilmington News Journal on 
November 12. No remarks were receivedduring 
the second period, which ended December 4. 

Examining differences in remedy 
One area of difference is the extent of the imper
meable cap. Delmarva Power has a 24-inch 
natural gas line which crosses the western edgeof 
the site. The pipeline is checked monthly for 
leaks with a gas "sniffing" device. An imperme
able cap over the pipeline would interfere with 
leak detection and could cause a buildup of gas if 
a leak occurred. 

The solution is to use a permeable soil 
cover over the pipeline right-of-way. This 
satisfies Delmarva and is still protective because 
there will be no contact with contaminated 
material by park visitors. 

The modifiedplan also alters the scopeof 
the park remediation. In the original plan, 
DNREC anticipated culverting and filling two 
drainage ditches which cross the site. 

The estimated cost of this work turned 
out to be muchhigher than expected because of 
the large quantity of fill material needed. 

The alternative approach would end the 
park on what is known as Parcel B, just south of 
the seconddrainage ditch. The park area will be 
smaller by about one acre, but the savings will be 
significant. 

The existing vegetationline along the 

ditchwill be preserved so that the northern park 
boundaryfence will not seemso bare. The 
southernditch will be culvertedas described in 
the original plan. 

Remediation, development coordinated 
The remedial design has required considerable 

coordination withthepark development plan. 
Features ofthe remedial design include 

grubbing and grading the site, using an imper
meable liner in conjuncton with other textile 
coversfor drainage and protection, installing a 
perimeter drain and a dispersion field, and 
building a wing wall for the culvert. 

An attractive three-and-a-half-foot
high, decorative fence will run along the river 
bank. Park structures and plantings will be 
contained in mounds preventing penetrationof 
the cap. Water, sewer, and electrial servicewill 
run above the cap and adjacentto the park road. 

Park features will include a new paved 
road and parking lot, two picnic pavilions,a 
restroom/maintenance structure, and play 
equipment. The memorialarea will be sepa
rated from the recreationalarea by trees. A 
pathway running along the river will connect 
severalvistas and the memorial area. 

Project bidding to open next month 
Work will be done under a singlecontract for 
allconstruction. The bid documentsare 
expected to be ready by the end of January. 

Construction is now anticipated to take 
245 days, which means the park will not be 
readyfor the 1993 season. 
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Residents speak out 011 Fox 'Point 
FOX POINT -- I~djth Carillon 

Hays a full generntiou missed lite 
chance to use Fox Point State 
1'111'1(, nnd the people who contain
iuntud the site should pny to 
rlunn lip the mess IIl1d to compen
sutu for the loss, 

Meantime, she and other COIII

muuj ty leaders urged state offi
cin ls 'I'uesduy night to look nt 
coutnminution of the entire Hi8 
ncres aud 1I0t just the 15 acres at 
the south end of the property. 

N.V. Raman, head of the state 
Superfund Program, said there 

. are no immediate plans to study' 
the north end of the property, 

Snell, Cadson and about II 

dozen other local leaders attended 
II public meeting Tuesday on the 
state's plans for the park, 

The park closed a year ago tlt~ 
tel' atate environmental officials' 

found that dirt tainted with arse
nic lind nutimony could JlOS~ 11 
heulth risk. The stnte has spent 
$400.000 to determine tile extent 
of contumination on the Iii acres 
at the south end. Cleuuup, expec
ted to cost another $2 million, 
will he paid for by the atate SII' 
perfund Program. 

Officials will take public COIll 

ments on the cl eun up pll1118 
through Oct, 2. 
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Fox Point
 
a 10"" r'isk
 

By MOLLY MURRAY 
Staff reporter 

~EW CASTLE - Widespread 
soil contamination at Fox Point 
State Park could pose cancer and 
other health threats for frequent 
park users, although the risk is 
remote, state environmental offi
cials said Thursday. 

Cleaning up the problem would 
cost $1.6 million to $2.2 million 
the state estimated. The contami: 
nation and cleanup are outlined 
in a consultant's report, which 
confirmed earlier test results that 
led the state to close the park a 
year ago. 

"There's a very wide range of 
contamination, it's at low levels 
and it's spread evenly across the 
area," said Stephen Johnson. a 
~tate environmental engineer who 
~,s serving as project officer. 
There IS some health risk to very 

long-term exposure at the site." 
State environmental officials 

believe problems at the IS· acre 
park along the Delaware River 
could be corrected 'by covering 
the contaminated soil with a 
thick layer of plastic similar to 
the material used to line landfills, 
The plastic would seal the tainted 
soil .in place and keep rain from 
passing through. 

. ~A" layer of sand. earth and top
SOIl above the plastic would com
plete the treatment. 

The c?ntaz,nination and cleanup 
are detailed In a $400.000 studv bv 
New Jersey consultants Camp. 
Dresser & McKee Inc. The public 
WIll be asked to comment on the 

. cleanup proposal at a meeting at 
7 p.m. Sept. 22 in Mount Pleasant 
High School.' 

Two factors shaped the state's 
cleanup plan: ' 
• Contamination at the park is 
so WIdespread that traditional 
cleanup methods such as excavat
ing soil aren't practical. 
• State and local leaders want to 
reopen Fox Point State Park for 
public use, hopefully by Memorial 
Da\' 1993. 

"We want to go out of our wav . 
to make sure it is safe for the 
public," said N.V. Raman, head of 
the state Superfund program, The 
cleanup will be the first handled 
under the state program. 

Gary Foggin, president of the 
Fox Point Association, said the 
cleanup proposal seems to make 
sense. 

"~'e're pleased that they're 
moving along at a pretty good 
pace," Foggin said. "If we're go

ing to make it into a-;ark, people 
are going to be going there regu
larly. '" You can't take a 
chance." 

Most of the contamination 
proba~~y ~ame from sludge from 
the Wilmington Sewage Treat
ment Plant that was spread on 
th~ property in the 1970s, Johnson 
said. Some of the toxins mav also 
be c~ming from fill brought to the 
site In the 1960s to stabilize the 
Delaware River shoreline, he said. 

In all. close to 40 soil and water 
samples were collected in Mav 
and -Iune. 

The problem contaminants were 
antimony (a chemical used in 
electrop lating) and arsenic (a 
c~emlcal used in pesticides, medi
CInes. the manufacture of semi
conductors and glass). 

People would most likely be ex

posed to the arsenic and anti 

mony if they swallow the soil bv
 
accident. State officials believe i"t
 

would take years of frequent ex
.posure before people would suffer 
any health impacts. 

Arsenic, a known carcinogen, 
can cause lung, skin, liver and 
bladder problems. Antimony can 
cause liver damage. 

Lead and polychlorinated bi
phenyls were also found in levels 
that exceeded the standards. but 
they are not believed to pose a 
heal th risk, according to the 
state's findings. 

Traces of the pesticide dieldrin 
were found in surface water sam
pies. Water in the area drains 
into the Delaware River. Johnson 
said. 

State officials believe the water 
contamination poses no health 

.risk for people but plan additional 
study of the environmental im
pact to the river, said Stephen N. 
Williams, a state program man
ager who is working on the 
cleanup plan. 

•
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Fox Point soil found to be toxic 
NEW CASTLE - State environmental officials are warning 

that soil contamination at the Fox Point State Park poses can
cer and other health risks. 

While emphastzing the health risk ts low. state offtcials said 
Thursday contamination at the IS-acre site along the Delaware 
River near New Castle 15widespread. 

Officials have estimated 1tW1ll cost up to $2.2 million to 
clean up the problem. 

The area 15currently closed to the public, but offic1alshope 
to complete the cleanup 1n time for a Memorial Day opening 
next year. The cleanup effort W1ll be the first handled under the 
state's Superfund program. 

Most of the contamination probably came from sludge from 
the W1lmington Sewage Treatment Plant that was spread on 
the property in the 1970s. 

• 

THE WHALE. SAnJRDAY. SEPTEMBER 12,1992

Dolphin Holding Its Own
 
At Jersey Rehab Center
 

The beached striped dolphin
 
rescued by rangers Sept. 5 at
 
Delaware Seashores State Park
 
is "holding its own" at the Martne
 
Mammal Stranding Center in
 

Brigantine, N.J., Delaware
 
stranding coordinator Lisa
 
GelVin-Innvaer said yesterday.
 
The 120-pound dolphin is not
 
swimming well and may have a
 
touch of pneumonia, she said
 
she had been told. adding that
 
because of its weakened
 
condition there Is a strong
 
posslhtlity it will never be
 
returned to the ocean.
 

•
 



\~~IRE': announces com
menr ;:),=rIOd an ::roposed 
Clan and 3vailaoiiirY of 
aCf!"'llnisrrative ~gc:lrd 
f!'Jr Fox Palnr ,::; ,3r1(, 
C~\awar~ Suoer:'tJnd Site. 
t='Jx P-:inr, Delaware. 
The Ceiaware ::epartmenf 
or ;"Jarurai ~esour::;s and 
~"'/ironmen:al Control 
(DNRE'':1 saexs comment 
on ,ne erocosec remedial 
acion ~lan to seeress con
~arr'.ir.ar~d sen 35soc:ated 
'N; 'n ,,~e Fox "oinr State 
?ar~ .ocarec ;;; .nrerstare 
~95 in ~·~ew ~3Si;a County, 
C-=!dWar-:.
 
'C" erccosec c.an. whicl1 is
 
"'a;:.'S' en ~l"'!e "'~-:e:.rIY com

;li!~~ :"'-:~eCial :i.vestiga

rtcn anc reas;ol,ir{ SiUOV re

e o r r , aesc~ioes all
 
a~te!"!'1ariveS fer :-amedianng
 
the sen at the sire. The RifFS
 
and the proacsa-c! Olan are
 
a'lailaCie ar me :-;,ilcwing 10

carions:
 
Suoerfund 8rancn
 
Civision of ,.l,.ir 3nd 
'NaSie ,'IIana<;e:r.er:r
7'; Grantham ,-ane 
!'lew Castle. CE . 
Caymcnr f'volic ~it:rarv 
JJC3 Gr~n S~~~! 
Caymanr. DE '9703 
QNREC "as ~va'tJared the 
fc!lowing accricaore alt.er
natiyes for accressms 
grounCwaler C:lnfaminanon 
ar ~he si~e: 
1 - no action 
2 .. timired access park.
3 - clean fill oyer 
c~r.Tam;nated soil 
~ _ permeacle faerie cap 
aver c~nramlnar~ soil with . 
a Clean fill cover 
; • im~rmeaole fabriC cap 
over c:;ntaminared soil with 
a Clean fill cover 
CNRECs preferre-;l alterna
tive is alternative =5. This 
alrernative crevices long
Term etfecriven!ss, incurs 
lower maintenance costs, 
anc seeresses :cssible eco
logical concerns. 
,he ouolic is ancouresec to 
review the RifFS reports 
ano the proposed plan enore 
suomit comments on a(lY or 
ail of the aiternatlves. 
CNREC will not make the 
final alternative selection 
unril the close of me public 
comment periQQ wnicl1 be
gins on Sepremoer 12, 1992 
ana ends on occeer 2, 1m. 
A euouc rneenns to ciscuss 
the erccosec cian will be 
held on TuesoaY. September 
22 at 7 c.rn. at .\M. ?!ea~nt 
Hign scncc: CafeterIa, 
Washington Street Exten
sion ano MarS" Road. Wil
mingtOn. DE. 
Comments or qvestions re
garoing rne oroposed plan 
may ee direCeo to Stephen 
johnson al (JCll 323-4540 
or cv writing 1\ 
Stepne<::. Johnson \ \ J.. 
DNREl.- '~ 
71S Grantha~!:..~n ~ 
New Castle. ~: ,9720 
0·11 NJ AI16083 
C .l5366 

~NR EC announces com
men r cer.oc on proposed
pian ana availaoilitv of 
adminisrrarive record 
for F=Clx ::l':lnr ParI<, 
Delaware Super.'und Site. 
FClX P'llm, ;)eiaware. 
The Oe!8Ware Department 
of ,'\JaTural Resources and 
E.'1vironmental Control 
(D,'JREC) seexs comment 
on rne croccsed remedial 
acion Dian ~o address con
Ta,-"inareC soil associated 
with ~he ;::ClX Point State 
.=3r,< rccarec eff Interstate 
J95 in :--Ie.... Casne County, 
Ce'a'Nare. 
Tr:e proposed plan, which is 
casec on :~e recently com
cterec rerneciat investiga
tion ana 'easibiiitv study re
oor r . describes all 
errernenves fer remediating
ir,e soii ar the site. The RIfFS 
ana :he crocosec plan are 
avaiiaoie er the following lo
cations: 
SUPerfund Branc;,
Division of ~ir and
 
wasre 1~.J\ar.a<;ement
 
z: 5 Grantham Lane 
Ne'N Casi:e. DE 
Ciaymcnr Public Library 
3303 Green Street 
Ciaymenr, DE 19703 
DNREC has evaluated the 
follo'Nine; apPlicable alter
narives for addressing
groundwater contamination 
at ~he site: 
1 - no action 
2 - limited access park 
3 - clean fill over 
contaminated soil 
J - permeable fabric cap
over contaminated soil with 
a clean fill cover 
5 - impermeable fabric cap 
over contaminated soil with 
a clean fiil cover 
DNREC's preferred alterna
tive is alternative :;5. This 
alternative provides long
term effectiveness, incurs 
lower maintenance costs, 
and addresses possibleeco
logical concerns. 
The public is encouraged to
review the RIfFS reports
and the proposed plan and to 
submit comments on any or 
all of the alternatives. 
DNREC will not make the 
final alternative selection 
until the close of the Public 
comment period which be
gins on September 12. 1992 
and ends on october 2, 1992. 
A public meeting to discuss
the proposed plan will be 
held on Tuesday, September
22 at 7 c.rn, at Mt. Pleasant 
High School Cafeteria, 
Washington Street Exten
sion and ,\i'arsh Road, Wil 
mington, DE. 
Comments or questions re
garding the proposed plan 
may be direGed to Stephen
Johnsen at (302l 323-4540 
or by writing 
Stephen Johnson
DNREC 
715 Grantham Lane 
New Casne, DE 19720 
911NJ .:.116083 
O/~5a66 
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Iraq says 
OKt~ search 
lraqaqraes to permit .r" 
weaccns tnscectors.tc 
search the Agriculture Mih
istryin, Baghdad, ending a 
three-week standoff ~.', Na

,.lonlWorld" page~.;:.:.. ' 

~tudents;~:',>,". 

.have a;hand~ .. ,.,~ 

··~~1:'~::::0g·~
 
., tnatparsnts wcrryabout,;';;:';: 
, 'tnstead; this is afunct rals- "-'! 
,- ,errorband':sttldents.:',···'·'f 
.' Workp'lace~. Pa9.E!-~(~ 

,Pettyjohn,~<','}'
 

. ~31iott win' ",' .'
eair features ,-

I Ricky Elliott and Kenny 
Pettviohn win f~::ln !!"~ racas 

State Superfund: 
Clean-up process 
is slow going 
By Mike Yaple two decades. . 

"The most frustrating part isStaff writer 
the agreement." said N.V. Ra

DOVER - Since it began two man. admmistrator of the Dela
years ago. the Delaware Super ware Superfund program. "Once 
fund collected $5.52 milllon.,but: you have that under your belt. 
only a half million dollars have things start moving,"
been spent so far. And no sites He added. "Once we start 
have been cleaned. ' cleaning up the sites. weU start 

That may seem like govern spending the money very 
. ' mem in slow motion. but such is quickly."

the nature of the Superfund There are 20 federal Super
~o~ . fund Sites in Delaware on the En

Before contaminated sites can vironmental Protection Agency's
be cleaned. state officials must prtority list 
go through the length'y process of The state Sunerfund, enacted 
mvesuganon, which takes a year by the General Assembly in June 
or two. of 1990. targets the lower priori

rt starts With finding the re ty sites not on the EPA list. There 
sponsible parties who contnbut are 76 state Superfund sites in 
ed or created the site. then nego Delaware. 
tiating an agreement of how The Delaware Superfund Is fi
much each pays. taking samples. nanced With a tax on petroleum
performing studies to determine at the wholesale level. Superfund
the risk the contaminants pose offlcials anticipated getting $5 
to the environment. and then million a year. but it was 
choostng the best alternative for trimmed back to $3.5 m1ll1onan
clean-up. nually when legislators said 

Onlv then does the clean-up crude could not be taxed as well 
process begin. USingsuch means as the products it is turned into. 
as pumping and filtenngground Even wtth the smaller revenue. 
water or excavating contarninat Mr. Raman hopes to be working 
ed dirt. That can take anywhere 
from one or two years to one or See Superfund - Page 2 



I • g~nt laws in those days." 
"Thirty years ago. all your . 

waste went to the municipal
.Superfund 
.~ontinued from Page 1 landfill." said Gary B. Patterson• 

director of tile Delaware Petro
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On about 10 sites at a time by 
next year. 
: Of the 76 state Superfund 
sites. officials are focusing on 23. 
: The leader of the pack ls the 
Fox Point Slate ParkIn Wilming
ton. a site contaminated when 
rail companies backfilled slag 
more than 50 years ago. Officials 
hope to use the park as a high, 
profile model of how the system 
works. 
: "We have completed investiga
tions at Fox POint and are at the 
point of preparing a report to 
Identify a remedy," said Mr. Ra
man. He hones the remedy will 
be announced by the end of Au
gust, and clean-up itself to be 
complete by Memorial Day of 
next year. 
. : While investigations into the 
other 22 sites throughout Dela
ware are in early stages. a few are 
'(urther along in the process. 
:Those include: 
:: • Castle Ford, a 1.5 acre deal
.~rship in New Castle County, 
found to have elevated levels of 
~trichloroethene. An agreement 
bas been struck with the owners. 
~d field work is expected to be
gin this fall. 
. • Motor Wheel in Newark. a 
'manufacturing plant of railroad 
wheels from 1858 to 1982. was 
found wtth contaminants in the 
groundwater, as well as solvents 
~d thinning agents In the soil. 
Field work Is expected to start 
:this summer. 
:: • Investigation work at the 
Lewes Coal Gas site in George. 
{own wtll start In September, 
~ald Mr. Raman. The former coal 
gasification plant was found With 
1:ar buried in the ground in the' 
:early 1900s. 
.: The Lewes Coal Gas site Is one 
pf the roughly 14 "orphan" Su
perfund sites where officials can 
not find a responsible party. 
: Few Superfund sites are creat
~d by midnit;lit haulers Illegally 
dumping hazardous waste in the 
woods. Most were former land
fills and dump sites, or old In
dustrial complexes disposing of 
waste the only way they knew 
how at the time. 
:: "Out of sight. out of mind used 
fo be the concept." said Mr. Ra
man. "But that's coming back to 
haunt us. There were no strtn

leum Council. "Thirty years lat
er. you're roped Into doing a 
clean-up." 

"If you're a little family cornpa- . 
ny, It would be catastrophic:' I 

said Jack E. Reinhard, vice pres
ident of natural gas operations 
for Chesapeake Utilities. 

The uuiity company and the 
state are both responsible par
ties of the Dover Gas Light site on 
Bank Street. a state Superfund 
site created when a predecessor 
of Chesapeake UWiUes created 
gas [rom coal, With the byprod
uct being coal tar. The company. 
With assistance from insurance 
funds. has been able to absorb 
most of the costs. . 

"The effect on our rate has 
been minimal.' said Mr. 
Reinhard. 

He said the state "has been 
pretty fair all along." Of the Ches
apeake Utilities' operations in 
Delaware. Maryland and Florida. 
he said "Delaware 15 the easiest 
people to work With. They seem 
to work within reason:' 

Even Kent Count'! officials
 
worked hard this year to get Its
 
Houston. Landfill off the EPA's
 
Superfund Ustand on to the
 
state's Superfund list. County of

ficials believed they would get
 
better treatment through the'
 
state's system. .
 

w. Roger Truitt. a Balt1more 
attorney. representing Kent 
County. said In May that EPA of
fiCials "pretty much assume ev- ,:-.. 

. erytning's a worst-case scenar
io," and that he expects to see "a. 
more reasonable. practical. real- . 
istlc approach" from the state. l 

But the slow process is some-. i 
thing business leaders notice..· \ 

"There doesn't seem to be a i 
tremendous amount of pro- ! 
gross..· said WilHam Wood. dlrec- ~ 

tor of the Chemical Industry 
Council. 

As for Industry's reaction to . 
being forced to clean up hazard- _ 
ous wastes, he said they take 
their lumps and do what they 
have to do. 

"The public will not blame gov

ernment for abandoned toxic
 
wastes. thev'll blame industry,"
 
said Mr. Wll11ams. "It's In our
 
own best Interests to clean up
 
abandoned toxic waste.'
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Serving the Brandy"tine 
andChnstiana regions 

I NGS
 

a year
 
,in 1965, 

Hulen Fox, a native of Milforo who 
now divides her time between the Meth
odist County House on Kennett Pil.e and 
the family home in Rehoboth Iieach, 
picked up some of her husband's fond
ness for the side slope of Penny Hill soon 
after their marriage, 

"He was always off to meetings and
 
worked very hard for the betterment of
 
the area and the benefit [of] the people
 
who lived there, That, and our family
 
and the outdoors, were his life," she said.
 
Ife died in 1982.
 

The battle for what is now Fox Point
 
Park began when the railroad moved to
 
create addi tiona I industria I lund along
 
its right-of-way by filling part of the
 

See REBIRTH - Page 4 
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Rebirths Park cleanup set'
 
FROM PAGE 1 "We think we know what's 
river, Fox reasoned that the river there, but we want to be sure 
belonged to the public and insti and we wunt to know if there is 
gated a suit to halt the expansion, anything else that we don't al

Fox did much' of the technical ready know about," Small said. 
research to support the case. 'I'he consultant will prepare a 

Although the suit was lost, the plan 1'01' removing the hazardous 
fill program was halted by bank material. 
ruptcy of the railroad - by then Helen Fox said one thing for 
known as Penn Central - and which her husband did not cru
passage of the landmark Coastal sade was to be memorialized by
Zone Act for which Fox had cam lending his name to a park anti 
paigned. Fox then lobbied for the the surrounding community,
state to acquire the 171 acres. It "'Fox Point' was a comprodid, for $500,000 (half federal mise," "he said.funds), and in 1981 turned the 

You have to look closely at theproperty over to New Castle 
County for development as a map to find it, but there is a small 

point jutting into the river wherepark. 
Stoney Creek flows into the DelaThe environmental problem, ob

,servers believe, is largely trace ware in the midsection of the 
park. A marina at that place isable to wetland tilling, a common 
penciled into the long-range deand largely unregulated practice 
velopment plan.until about 1!l70. The Johnson 

monograph says the land was "A,; fur us anybody could tell 
built up with silt dredged from that [point] didn't have a name so 
the river and hopper can; full of they said they'd name it after 
,;Iag from steel mi If,;, Murston urid name rhe park after 

Small at DNHEC said the first it," she su id. "That was 0« with 
step in the cleanup will be to him hecuuse he thought, utter a 
huve a contractor and consultant few years, people would say the 
obtain and analyze more samples point got its name because that 
of the ground. That is to begin was where foxes used to come 
this month. down to the river." 
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State acts on polluted park
 
By MOLLY MURRAY 

Sussex Bureau reporter 

• 
FOX POINT - State environ

mental officials took the first step 
Thursday toward cleaning up con
taminated soil at Fox Point State 
Park - the first site to be tackled 
under Delaware's new Superfund 
program. 

The park closed in September, 
several months after state tests 
revealed high levels of arsenic 
and lead in the soil. 

"We've got this program off and 
running," said Edwin H. "Toby" 
Clark II, secretary of the state 
Department of Natural Resources 
and Environmental Control. "To
day is a milestone for the protec
tion of Delaware's environment." 

Fox Point and 21 other sites 
have been targeted for cleanup 

•
 

under the first phase of the Dela
ware Superfund program. In all, 
about 75 sites are believed to need 
state attention because of contarn-: 
ination of soil or ground water. 

The 168-acre park, along the 
Delaware River at Edgemoor, is 
one of three sites getting irnmedi
ate attention. 

State officials also said Thurs
day they had signed cleanup 
agreements with property owners 
at the two-acre Motor Wheel 
Corp. site on Ogletown Road in 
Newark and the five-acre Castle 
Ford site on Wilmington Road in 
New Castle. 

Concerns at those two sites in
clude pollution from past manu
facturing processes. 

ln soil tests conducted at Fox 
Point in April 1991, environrnen
tal officials found high levels of 

toxic chemicals. Five months 
later, after The News Journal in
quired about the results, state of
ficials closed the park amid con
cern that chemicals could pose a 
health threat to small children. 

The plan now is to coordinate 
the cleanup with development of 
park recreation areas. The first 
step, begun Thursday, involves 
detailed sampling of the soil and 
ground water to determine the ex· 
tent of contamination. 

A detailed cleanup plan is ex· 
peered to completed in the next 
few months. Actual cleanup work 
should begin by year's end. No 
cost estimate has been made. 

Clark said he hopes the park 
will reopen a year from now. 

The state Superfund program 
was created in 1990 by the Gen
eral Assembly. 
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State begins
 
Superfund

• cleanup 
By Mike Yaple 
S(;:ff writer 

CU.YMONi - S tare offiCials 
klCk.:c·oir the state Su:e:-:und-) 
clean-up ?~Og:'a.."":t Or', T:'~sday . 
at Fox PClm seare ?ark. one er 
three sites where work ':'rJl start. 

Fox Point Scate Park was 
closed last year by c.."1e Depart
men: of ;'-Ja:u:-al ?.esou:c:s a.."'ld 
En1l1rOn::lcncal Cont:,ol ~e: 
lead. c~:o~lum. and heavy me:
ats 'JJ'~r~ round. 

"About 50 er 60 years ag". 
Conr:.1H t:a~~~-oort:c. l':"'4.:1t~rlal 
Ilk;: slag and' c,(lck:1lled tna; 
area." said N.v", R~~a.~. C~::::~ 

of the state Su;e~und decart
merit. The State now cw-ns ~he 
property, a...d 8367.00,0 will go 
toward an !.."'l·de-::t."l stu:;,- and re
med::tt1on plan, :-\t t."':e site :lOW is 
a c:.-m rIg C:::lJl~ct:ng sotl samples, 

• 
Thl~ other :WO sues where ~est

In.f.t \\<111 bCg!n are Cast!:: Ford 1:'1 
New' C.lstlc a::~d Motor W1:ee! 1..... 
Newark. These t"NO pro?t::~Jes 

.~ot an ecrty SUlrt In the p:-cgram 
because the owners "were MUing 
to go ahead" vr.~"l test:n~. accord
ln~ to DaV1d S. Smcll. spokes
man for the natural resource 
dcnur r.:nc:1 t. 

"These ate the first three of 22 
sues. ami thcre wtl1 be r::.ore co 

,..., ,.. 1"" • ""'. -:" .." ""'!;e~- r"• .. .. . - .c ~.~ ,,~ z: Ie•••.__ " . 
sctc ~'C1r. K~.:l..,. 

'rh" scat>;: Suoc:,fu::.c!. s~tes are 
ones tnat are not cons1cc:-:d se
VC:'C" cor-cu!!!': to r::::lke the fec.cr:Jl 
Supe:-:'und l~t. T:~c:"e are 20 red· 
eral Suee:"funa sites in Dela
war!". and 75 stare Supe:,!:.tnc!. 
sites, 

rox Point ?3.l'k ....ras sta:ted 
nl'$l because '''The pricrity :.....ere 
is to ~e, it reopened as seen as 
possiulc .'· said M:-. 5'-lcll. 

"We are on schedule co meet 
our ccrr:!":i!:"''':'te:1C oro have the tl:-sr 
phase r:f ~he proJe:: completed, 

The 22 state Superfund sites currently being 
targeted under the Hazardous 8:..:bstance Cleanup 
Act include: 

Sit~ name City-Metor Wheel Newark 
Newport City Landfill Ne',vport 
Eastern Disposal Rubble Pit Dover 
Sussex County Landfill NO.4 Lincoln 
Kenton Landfill Kenton 
Sussex Lumber Co. Lewes 
Sussex County Landfill Nc. 1 Srigeville 
Du Pent Haskell Labs. New2:-k 
Georgetown Coal Gas Gecrsetown 
Smyrna Coal Gas Sr:1yrna 
Lewes G:e.J Gas ~Q"'r"'''''''''''wn...... _ .... ~c~""'" 

Fox Point Park VYlimiDgt,on 
Clayton Twp. UF Clayton ,; 
Duck Creek Pend Dump Clayton 
Container Corp 'Wilmington 
Ca)yvi!i~ Dump Chr:stiana 
vViJmingion Coal Gas Co. Wiimington 
Emu!sion Products Seaford 
Holy Cross Landfill Dover 
Castle Ford New Castle 
First State Steel Drum Sear 
Krewatch Farms Seaford 

Starr report 

ana t.::.at par\.1on o( the p~k ra· 
ope:-:e::i for public l.:SC by May 
19~3." Ed'.'11n H. "Toby" Clark 11. 
secretarv of the natural re
sources -department, sa1d !n a 
\Vrt:~e:t a..-::':,ouncc::-:ent. 

Most Sllpc::und sues were rae
tcries or duma sites created ee
fort: ~'1cre we:e re~!at1ons go¥'· 
e:'ni::,~ how to handle hazardous 
waste. 

The state Suoe:'f\Jnd \lr.l3 cre
ated by the Gene:'a! Asse:::oly In 
1990. It 1~ iunded 'Nlti't a tax on 

?et:'oleu~ 1rrOc1lJ.c.:t~ at the 
wholesale level. 

Mr. Ra:-::a.." saidthe na.tura! re
seurces cepart....meat In1t1a11y ex
pected 55 r':'llll1on each year. but 
last yea:' le:gtslaton exe::"lpted 
c:'1Jde oil (.:)rn the: tax. 

'We have been getUng only 
53.5 mllIlc:-:. so there ts a snort
(all." he Said. "That would delay 
the clean-up ulUrnately." 

Mr. Raman added. "We're 
plan~ir.~ in the next 1a years to 
clean-up 40 sires or so." 
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