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PREAMBLE

It is agreed to by the Parties hereto as follows:

I. JURISDICTION

1. These Director’s Final Findings and Orders ("Orders") are issued to The Goodyear
Tire & Rubber Company ("Goodyear”) pursuant to the authority vested in the Director of
Ohio EPA under Ohio Revised Code ("ORC") §§ 3734.13, 3734.20, 6111.03. and
3745,01.

Il. PARTIES BOUND

2. These Orders shall apply to and be binding upon Goodyear (“Respondent”) and their
successors in interest liable under Ohio law.

3. No change in ownership or legal status of the Respondent including, but not limited
to, any transfer of assets or real or personal property shall in any way alter
Respondent's obligations under these Orders.

4. Respondent shall provide a copy of these Orders to all contractors, subcontractors,
laboratories and consultants retained to conduct any portion of the Work performed
pursuant to these Orders, within fourteen (14) days of the effective date of these Orders
or upon date of retention. Respondent shall ensure that all contractors, subcontractors,
laboratories and consultants retained to perform the Work pursuant to these Orders also
comply with the applicable provisions of these Orders.

lll. DEFINITIONS

5. Unless otherwise expressly provided herein. all terms used in these Orders or in any
appendices shall have the same meaning as defined in ORC Chapters 3734 and 6111,
the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
(CERCLA), and the rules promulgated thereunder. Whenever the terms listed below
are used in these Orders or in any appendices, attached hereto and incorporated
herein, the following definitions shall apply:

a. "CERCLA" means the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act of 1980, as amended 42 U.S C. 9601 et seq.



“Contaminant” and “Contamination” means (1) any "hazardous waste" under
ORC § 3734.01(J); (2) any "industrial waste" under ORC § 6111.01(C); and/or
(3) any "other wastes" under ORC § 6111.01(D), including any release of one or
more of the same.

"Day" means a calendar day unless expressly stated to be a business day.
"Business day" shall mean a day other than a Saturday, Sunday, or state holiday.
in computing any period of fime under these Orders, where the last day would
fall on a Saturday, Sunday, or state holiday, the period shall run until the close of
the next business day.

“Decision Document” means the document, including amendments thereto,
detailing the remedial action selected by Ohio EPA for the Site as set forth in the
Amended Decision Document attached to these Orders as Attachment A.

*Environmental Covenant” means a servitude arising under an envirenmental
response project that imposes activity and use limitations and that meets the
requirements established in ORC § 5301.82.

"Feasibility Study” ("*FS") means a study undertaken o develop and evaluate
options for remedial action. The FS is generally performed concurrently and in
an interactive fashion with the remedial investigation ("RI°). The term also refers
to a report that describes the results of the study.

“NCP" means the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan, codified at 40 C.F.R. Part 300 (1990), as amended.

"Ohic EPA" means the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency and its designated
representatives.

“Orders" means these Director's Final Findings and Orders and all attachments
hereto.

"Paragraph" means a portion of these Orders identified by an Arabic numeral or
an uppercase or lowercase letter.

"Parties" means Respondent and Ohic EPA.

"Respondent” means Goodyear.

"Remedial Action” ("RA") means those activities to be undertaken by Respondent
to implement and maintain the effectiveness of the final plans and specifications

submitted by Respondent pursuant to the Remedial Design and Remedial Action
Work Plan.



"Remedial Design" ("RD") means those activities to be undertaken by
Respondent to develop the final plans and specifications for the Remedial Action
pursuant to the Remedial Design and Remedial Action Work Plan.

"Remedial Design and Remedial Action Work Plan” ("RD/RA Work Plan") means
the document submitted by Respondent and approved by Ohio EPA pursuant to
the Performancs of Work Section of these Orders.

"Response Costs" means all costs incurred by Ohio EPA consistent with these
Orders and/or the RD/RA Work Plan, including, but not limited to, payroll costs,
contractor costs, travel costs, direct costs, overhead costs, legal and
enforcement related costs, oversight costs, laboratory costs, and the costs of
reviewing or developing plans, reporis, and other items pursuant to these Orders,
verifying the Work, or otherwise implementing or enforcing these Orders.

"Section" means a portion of these Orders identified by a Roman numeral.

"Site" means the approximately 10.6 acre Green | Landfill located on property
owned by Respondent Goodyear (parcel numbers: 080005960200;
060008140000; 060009000000; 060005860201) where the treatment, storage,
and/or disposal of hazardous waste, and/or the discharge of industrial waste or
other wastes have occurred to waters of the State. Including any other area
where such hazardous wastes, industrial wastes, and/or other wastes have
migrated or threaten to migrate including, but not limited to, a small area of waste
located on parcel number 060005960300.

"Statement of Work" ("SOW") means the “Generic Statement of Work for
Conducting Remedial Designs and Remedial Actions,” as set forth in Attachment
B of these Orders. The SOW Is not specific to any Site.

“Supporting Documents” means the field sampling plan ("FSP"), quality
assurance project plan ("QAPP") and health and safety plan ("HASP") developed
concurrently with the RD/RA Wark Plan pursuant to these Orders and Section 4
of the SOW.,

“Transferee” means any future owner of any interest in the Site, including but not
limited to, owners of an interest in fee simple, mortgagors, easement holders,
and lessees.

"Work" means all activities Respondent is required to perform under the
Performance of the Work by Respondent and Additional Work Sections of these
Orders.



V. FINDINGS

6. The Director of Ohio EPA has determined the following findings:

a.

The Green | Landfill Site is located off of Hunters Woods Road (Township Road
358), Section 36 of Green Township, Hocking County, Ohio.

The Ohio Department of Health issued an approval to operate the Green | Landfill
to Richard Donahey (deceased) on July 1, 1970, Mr. Lee Notestine and Mr.
Donahey operated the landfill until July 1974.

Mr. Donahey's property was sold at a Sheriff's sale in August 1988 to Mr. Leslie
Johnson, who subsequently divided the property into lots and sold the majority
of the property contained in the Site to Mr. Bill Hamby in 1991.

Mr. Hamby and other lot owners with portions of the landfill on their lots
subsequently sold their property to Respondent Goodyear.

Ohio EPA files contain copies of notice of violation letters citing the former owner
and operator(s) of the Site for operational violations related to the acceptance of
drummed wastes that were not listed in the original operating permit, improper
disposal of liquid wastes to a sepfic lagoon and the ground surface, and
insufficient volume and thickness of cover material.

During its operation the Green | Landfill accepted municipal waste, furnace
refractories, drummed materials, including: polyols, isocyanates; alcohols, oils,
waxes, paints, hydrocarbon solvents, washer cleaner sludge, and paint booth
sludge which are “industrial waste” and/or "other waste" as defined in ORC §
6111.01(C) and (D), and/or “hazardous wastes" as defined in ORC § 3734.01(J),
and/or "hazardous substances” as defined in Section 101(14) of CERCLA/SARA.

On January 11, 1983, in a written response to a CERCLA § 104{e) inquiry,
Goodyear indicated that it disposed of an estimated 4,605 drums of liquid waste
and 84,268 cubic yards of miscellaneous solid waste at the Green | Landfill
between July 1, 1970 and June 1974.

in Novemnber 1883, Ohio EPA conducted a preliminary assessment at the Site.
Groundwater wells were installed and sampled. Laboratory analysis of
groundwater samples collected from these monitoring wells indicated levels of
Volatile Organic Compounds (WOCs) in excess of Maximum Contaminant Levels
(MCLs).

On October 25, 19890, in a written response to a CERCLA § 104{e) inquiry, the
General Electric Company indicated that It disposed of an estimated 3,488 tons
of solid waste, some of which contained arsenic, and approximately 800 tons of
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fumace refractories at the Green | Landfill from 1970 to 1974. Arsenic was
specifically identified by General Electric as a hazardous constituent in their
waste and has been identified in seeps and groundwater sampling at levels
above MClLs.

U.S. EPA completed a removal action in November 1991, after drums near the
surface of the ground were uncovered at a portion of the Site and a black
sludge-oil material containing PCBs was found seeping from the ground.

In August 1994, Ohic EPA prepared a Site inspection report for U.S. EPA
summarizing the groundwater sampling results. The results indicated the
presence of phenol, benzoic acid, 4-methylphencl, benzene, arsenic, barium,
beryllium, chromium, lead, nickel, and cyanide.

In April 2000, additional sampling conducted by Ohio EPA revealed VOC and
heavy metal Contamination in several seeps on the Site.

On May 8, 2002, the Director of Ohio EPA issued an invitation to negotiate
Director's Final Findings and Orders to the Respondent and the General Electric
Company to complete a remedial investigation and feasibility study (RI/FS) at the
Site. Respondent signed these Orders which became effective on September
20, 2002, upon entry into the Director's Journal.

Ohio EPA approved the Rl Report in December 2005, and approved the FS
Report in December 2007. The RI identified public health and environmental
riske at the Site resulting from the disposal of industrial wastes. The Rl
characterized the nature and extent of the Contaminants released at the Site and
the potential risks to human health, safety and the environment. The Ri revealed
that the principal contaminants of concern are aluminum, antimony, arsenic,
beryllium, cadmium, cobalt, iron, lead, manganese, nickel, thallium, benzene,
chloroform, 1,4-dichlorobenzene, ethylbenzene, polychlorinated byphenyls
(PCBs), trichloroethene, and vinyl chioride. The threats at the Site include, but
are not limited to, direct contact with the waste materials in the landfill; direct
contact or ingestion of leachate emanating from the landfill; and ingestion of soil,
as detalled in the RI.

The Respondent is, or has been, a generator of Contaminants or Contamination
at the Site. The Respondent has directly, or indirectly, allowed Contamination,
and/or directed the placement and/or disposal of Contaminants, at the Site.

On March 18, 2010, Ohio EPA notified the public of its Preferred Plan for
remediation of the Site and solicited public comments. The Preferred Plan
summarizes the information presented in the Rl and FS, prepared by
Respondent, and identifies and explains Ohio EPA's preferred alternative for the



remedial action at the Site. The preferred remedial alternative in this Preferred
Plan includes the following elements:

i.  Construction of a multi-layer landfill cap that will include an impermeable
flexible membrane liner, a clay layer, a drainage layer, a protective layer
and a vegetative cover;

ii.  Collection and storage (or treatment) of leachate discharging from the nine
seeps at the perimeter of the landfill to prevent direct contact and discharge
to surface water;

iii. A one-fime removal and treatment of contaminated surface water from the
adjacent property pond;

v. Excavation of pond sediments on an adjacent property (contaminated by
activities at the Site), for disposal under the landfill cap, and reasonable
restoration of this ares;

v. Development of a long-term operation and maintenance plan that will
include perlodic sampling of ground water and inspection of the installed
landfill cap; and

vi. Activity and use limitations memorialized in an Environmental Covenant.

On March 4, 2010, Ohio EPA held a public meeting and hearing on the Preferred
Plan. The public comment period began February 9, 2010, and ended on April
18, 2010.

On November 22, 2010, Ohio EPA issued a Decision Document, which selected
the remedy for the Site. The Decision Document was appealed to the
Environmental Review Appeals Commission (ERAC) by Respondent on
December 21, 2010; the General Electric Company was subsequently included
in the appeal.

On September 12, 2011, Respondent submitted to Ohio EPA a request for an
exemption pursuant to ORC 3734.02(G) from certain landfill capping
requirements. Upon review of the request for an exemption, Ohio EPA found that
Respondent made a technical demonstration that certain modifications to the
capping requirements were technically equivalent and unlikely to adversely affect
public health, safety or the environment. Accordingly, the Director of Ohio EPA
approved Respondent’s exemption request, and Director's Final Findings and
Orders were issued July 2, 2012.

An Amended Preferred Plan was issued on December 31, 2013, detailing the
Ohio EPA’s revised plan for remediation of the Site. A public meeting was held
on February 12, 2014 and public comments were received.

On January 7, 2015, a Joint Stipulation and Settlement Agreement was filed with
the ERAC indicating that within thirty (30) days of Ohio EPA's issuance of the



ad.

bb.

agreed upon Amended Decision Document, Respondent and the General
Electric Company would dismiss the ERAC appeal.

On March 18, 2015, Ohio EPA issued an Amended Decision Document detailing
the selected remedial alternatives which included:

i.  Construction of a single layer landfill cap that will include an impermeable
flexible membrane liner, a clay layer, a drainage layer, a protective layer
and a vegetative cover;

ii. Collection and storage (or treatment) of leachate discharging from the nine
seeps at the perimeter of the landfill to prevent direct contact and discharge
to surface water;

ii. Development of a long-term operation and maintenance plan that will
include periodic sampling of groundwater and inspection of the installed
landfill cap;

iv. Recording an environmental covenant to prohibit the use of groundwater
- for potable or agricultural purpose, and prohibits building or placing any
permanently occupied structures on the landfill.

The Amended Decision Document Is attached hereto as Attachment A, and
incorporated by reference herein. Ohio EPA's responsiveness summary is
attached to the Amended Decision Document.

On April 14, 2015, Respondent and the General Electric Company dismissed the
ERAC appeal of the November 22, 2010 Decision Document.

The Site is a hazardous waste facility, solid waste facility or other location where
hazardous waste was treated, stored or disposad.

The ground and surface waters at or adjacent to the Site are "waters of the state”
as defined in ORC § 6111.01(H).

Ohio EPA has incurred Response Costs and continues to incur Response Costs
associated with this Site.

The Respondent is a “person” as defined under ORC §§ 3734.01(G) and
6111.01(1).

Conditions at the Site constitute a substantial threat to public health or safety or
are causing or contributing or threatening to cause or contribute to air or water
pollution or soil Contamination as provided in ORC § 3734.20(B).



dd. The migration and threatened migration of Contaminants to ground water, or
surface water at, or from, the Site constitutes a discharge to “waters of the state,”
as the term is defined in ORC § 6111.01(H).

ee. The Work required pursuant to these Orders will contribute to the prohibition or
abatement of the discharge of Contaminants to waters of the State.

ff. In issuing these Orders, the Director has given consideration to, and based his
determination on, evidence relating to technical feasibility and economic
reasonableness of complying with these Orders, and to evidence relating to
conditicns calculated to result from compliance with these Orders, and their
relation to the benefits fo the people of the state to be derived from such
compliance.

gg. The actions to be taken pursuant to these Orders are reasonable and necessary
to protect the public health or safety or the environment as provided in ORC §
3734.20.

V. GENERAL PROVISIONS

7. Objectives of the Parties

The objectives of the Parties in entering into these Orders are to protect public
health and safety and the environment from the disposal, discharge, or release of
Contaminants through design, construction, implementation, operation, and maintenance
of the remedy by Respondent as set forth in the Amended Decision Document and in
accordance with these Orders.

8. Commitment of Respondent

Respondent agrees to perform the Work in accordance with these Orders including
but not limited to the SOW, all relevant guidance documents, and all standards,
specifications, and schedules as approved by Ohio EPA pursuant to these Orders.
Respondent also agrees to reimburse Ohio EPA for all Response Costs as provided in
Section XVl where incurred in a manner not inconsistent with the NCP, 40 CFR Part 300,
and perform all other obligations of these Orders.

9. Compliance With Law
a. All activities undertaken by Respondent pursuant to these Orders shall be

performed in accordance with the requirements of all applicable federal, state and
local laws and regulations, and in a manner not inconsistent with the NCP.
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Ohio EPA expects that activities conducted pursuant fo these Orders, if approved
by Ohio EPA, would be considered necessary and consistent with the NCP.

Where any portion of the Work requires a permit, license or other authorization
from Ohio EPA or any other state, federal or local government agency,
Respondent shall submit applications in a timely manner and take all other actions
necessary to obtain such permit, license or other authorization. These Orders are
not, and shall not be construed to be a permit, license or other authorization issued
pursuant to any statute or regulation.

VI. PERFORMANCE OF THE WORK BY RESPONDENT

10. Supervising Contractor

All Work performed pursuant to these Orders shall be under the direction and

supervision of a contractor with expertise in hazardous waste site investigation and
remediation. Prior to the initiation of the Work, Respondent shall notify Ohio EPA in
writing of the name of the supervising contractor to be used in performing the Work under
these Orders.

11. Remedial Design and Remedial Action

a.

RD/RA project injtiation meeting. Within fourteen (14) days of the effective date
of these Orders, unless otherwise mutually agreed fo by the Parties, Respondent
shall meet with Ohio EPA to discuss the requirements of the RD/RA Work Plan.

Submission of RD/RA Work Plan. Within sixty (60) days after the effective date of
these Orders, unless otherwise specified in writing by Ohio EPA, Respondent shall

submit to Ohic EPA a RD/RA Work Plan and schedule for implementation of the
Work required under this Section of these Orders. The RD/RA Work Plan shall
provide for the design, construction, final operation and maintenance of the remedy
as set forth in the Amended Decision Document.

Criteria for RD/RA Work Plan development. The RD/RA Work Plan, Supporting
Documents, and any other deliverables required under the approved RD/RA Work

Plan shall be developed in conformance with the RD/IRA SOW contained in
Attachment B of these Orders, and the guidance documents listed in Attachment
C of these Orders. The RD/RA Work Plan shall include a proposed schedule that
includes a completion date for each task. If Ohio EPA determines that any
additional or revised guidance documents affect the Work to be performed in
implementing the RD/RA, Ohio EPA will notify Respondent, and the RD/RA Work
Plan and other affected documents shall be modified accordingly.

11



12.

Handiing any inconsistencies. Should Respondent identify any inconsistency
between any of the laws and regulations and guidance documents that
Respandent is required to follow by these Orders, Respondent shall notify Ohio
EPA in writing of each inconsistency and the effect of the inconsistencies upon the
Work to be performed. Respondent shall also recommend, along with a
supportable rafionale justifying each recommendation, the requirement that
Respondent believes should be followed. Respondent shall implement the
affected Work as directed in writing by Ohio EPA subject to the provisions of the
Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders.

Review of RD/RA Work Plan.  Ohio EPA will review the RD/RA Work Plan and
Supporting Documents pursuant to the procedures set forth in the Review of
Submissions Section of these Orders.

Implementation of the RD/RA Work Plan. Upon Ohio EPA's approval of the RD/RA
Work Plan, Respondent shall implement the RD/RA Work Plan as approved.

Respondent shall submit all plans, reports, or other deliverables required under
the approved RD/RA Work Plan, in accordance with the approved schedule, for
Ohio EPA's review and approval pursuant to the Review of Submissions Section
of these Orders.

Operation and Maintenance Plan

The Operation and Maintenance ("O&M") Plan, including a schedule for

implementation, shall be submitted in accordance with the approved RD/RA Work Plan.
Chio EPA will review the O&M Plan pursuant to the procedures set forth in the Review of
Submissions Section of these Orders. Upon approval of the O&M Plan by Ohio EPA,
Respondent shall implement the O&M Plan. Respondent shall submit all plans, reporis,
or other deliverables required under the approved O&M Plan, in accordance with the
approved O&M schedule set forth therein, for Ohio EPA's review and approval pursuant
to the Review of Submissions Section of these Orders.

13.

Vil. ASSURANCE OF ABILITY TO COMPLETE WORK
Cost Estimates

Within sixty (60) days after Respondent's receipt of Ohio EPA's approval of the
Construction Completion Report required by the Statement of Work under Section
VI (PERFORMANCE OF WORK) of these Orders, Respondent shall submit to
Ohio EPA a final detailed written estimate of the cost of the work associated with
the long-term "O&M" and monitoring of the selected remedy identified in the
Amended Decision Document, in current dollars ("Initial Cost Estimate”) (estimated
in the Amended Decision Document to be $1,020,000), including any adjustments
for inflation based upon the Gross Domestic Product Implicit Price Deflator
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14.

("GDP/IPD") and any adjustments for discount rates based upon the Federal
Reserve Bank’s 30-year Treasury Bill rate for the most recent month for which data
is available.

Within thirty (30) days after notification of the initiation of the five-year review,
Respondent must submit to Ohio EPA an estimated cost of the remaining O&M
and monitaring Work to be performed ("Current Revised Cost Estimate”) based
upon the procedures described In the preceding paragraph, Information relied
upon in support of the Current Revised Cost Estimate must be provided with any
request for reduction. If an adjustment is made to any such Current Revised Cost
Estimate for inflation and/or discount rates, an explanation shall be provided.

The Current Revised Cost Estimate shall reflect any adjustments caused by the
Respondent's agreement to perform any additional O&M and maonitoring Work
requested by Ohio EPA pursuant to Section IX (ADDITIONAL WORK) or by any
other conditions that have increased the cost of the O&M and monitoring Work to
be performed under these Orders (e.g., change in contractor).

Respondent shall submit the Initial Cost Estimate and all Current Revised Cost
Estimates to Ohio EPA for review and approval, which approval shall not be
unreasonably withheld. Ohio EPA will review each cost estimate and notify
Respondent in writing of Ohio EPA's approval, disapproval, or combination thereof
in accordance with Section XIV (REVIEW OF SUBMISSIONS).

Performance Guarantee

In order to secure the full and final completion of the O&M and monitaring Work in
accordance with these Orders, within sixty (80) days following the effective date of
these Orders or within sixty (60) days following Ohic EPA’s approval of the Initial
Cost Estimate, whichever date is later, Respondent shall establish financial
security for the benefit of Ohio EPA in an amount at least equal to the Initial Cost
Estimate. Thereafter, Respondent shall maintain financial security in an amount at
least equal to the Current Revised Cost Estimate (“Financial Assurance”),
Respondent may use one or more of the Financial Assurance mechanisms
described in subparagraphs (i) through (vi) below.

Respondent shall submit draft Financial Assurance instruments and related
documents to Ohio EPA, concurrently with Respondent's submission of the Initial
Cost Estimate, for Ohio EPA’s review and approval in accordance with Section XIV
(REVIEW OF SUBMISSIONS).

I. A trust fund administered by a trustee which is an entity that has the
authority to act as a trustee and whose trust operations are regulated and
examined by a federal or state agency, that is acceptable to Ohio EPA. The
trust agreement shall provide that the trustee shall make payments from the
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ii.

il

fund, (1) as Respondent shall direct in writing to pay invoices submitted by
Respondent from the fund for Work expenditures made by approved
coniractors engaged by Respondent; Respondent must only direct payment
of invoices for which Respondent has submitted a notification to Ohio EPA’s
Site Coordinator, in accordance with Section XIV (REVIEW OF
SUBMISSIONS) of these Orders or (2) in the event of a failure of
performance as described in this Section, to pay any other person whom
Ohio EPA determines has performed or will perform the Work required by
these Orders at the direction of Ohio EPA.

One or more imevocable letter(s) of credit, payable at the direction of Ohio
EPA, into a standby trust fund that meets the requirements of the trust fund
described in subparagraph (i) above, The letter(s) of credit must be issued
by one or more financial institution(s) (1) that has the authority to issue
letters of credit and (2) whose letter-of-credit operations are regulated and
examined by a federal or state agency. The letter(s) of credit must be
imevocable and issued for a period of at least one (1) year. The letter(s) of
credit must provide that upon its expiration date, the letter(s) of credit will
be automatically extended for a period of at least one (1) year unless, at
least one hundred and twenty (120) days before the current expiration date,
the issuing institution notifies the Respondent and Ohio EPA by certified
mail of a decision not to extend the expiration date. Under the terms of the
Istter(s) of credit, the one hundred and twenty (120) days will begin on the
date when the Respondent and Ohio EPA have received the notice, as
evidenced by the return receipts.

A policy of insurance that (1) provides Ohio EPA with rights as a beneficiary,
which is acceptable to Ohio EPA and (2) is issued by an insurance carrier
that has the authority to issue insurance policies in Ohio and whose
insurance operations are regulated and examined by a federal or state
agency. The Insurance policy shall be issued for a face amount at least
equal fo the Initial Cost Estimate or Current Revised Cost Estimate,
whichever is the most current estimate, except for those costs covered by
another Financial Assurance instrument, as permitted in subparagraphs (i),
(if) and (iv) herein. The policy shall provide that the insurer shall make
payments as the Respondent shall direct in writing to (1) reimburse
Respondent for expenditures made by Respondent for Work performed in
accordance with these Orders or (2) pay any other person whom Ohio EPA
determines has performed or will perform the Work in accordance with
these Orders, up to an amount equal to the face amount of the policy. The
policy shall also provide that it may not be canceled, terminated or non-
renewed and that it shall remain in full force and effect in the event that (1)
Respondent is named as a debtor in a voluntary or involuntary proceeding
under Title 11 (Bankruptcy) of the U.S. Code or (2) Ohio EPA issues a
Performance Failure Notice under this Section of these Orders.
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iv. An escrow agreement administered by an escrow agent which is an entity
that has the authority to act as an escrow agent and whose escrow banking
operations are regulated and examined by a federal or state agency, that is
acceptable to Ohio EPA. The escrow account shall be an interest-bearing
account in an amount agreed upon by the Parties, and shall be dedicated
solely for the payment of costs associated with the long-term O&M and
monitoring work at the Site. The escrow agreement shall provide that the
escrow agent make payments from the escrow account at a rate of one
dollar ($1.00) per one dollar ($1 .00) spent, (1) as Respondent shall direct in
writing to pay invoices submitted by Respondent from the escrow account
for Work expenditures made by approved contractors engaged by
Respondent; Respondent must only direct payment of invoices for which
Respondent has submitted a notification to Ohio EPA's Site Coardinator, in
accordance with Section XIV (REVIEW OF SUBMISSIONS) of these
Orders or (2) in the event of a fallure of performance as described in this
Section, to pay any other person whom Ohio EPA determines has
performed or will perform the Work required by these Orders at the direction
of Ohio EPA.

Within thirty (30) days of nofification of Ohio EPA's approval, the executed
Financial Assurance instrument(s) provided pursuant to this Section (including,
without limitation, the original versions of letters of credit and other negotiable
instruments issued for Ohio EPA's benefit) shall be submitted by Respondent to
the Ohio EPA Site Coordinator in accordance with Section XIV (REVIEW OF
SUBMISSIONS) of these Orders.

Whenever the Current Revised Cost Estimate exceeds the amount of Financial
Assurance already provided pursuant o this Section by more than fifteen percent
(15%), the Respondent shall, within sixty (60) days thereafter, obtain and present
to Ohio EPA, for review and approval a revised form of Financial Assurance (and
otherwise acceptable under this Section) that reflects such cost increase.

In the event that an institution involved in the management of funds provided to
guarantee performance under this Section, or responsible for providing such
performance guarantee, becomes unable to perform its obligations, or to provide
the funds or financial resources for the Work as required by these Orders, Ohio
EPA shall issue a written notification to Respondent of such incapacity. Thereafter,
within sixty (60) days of receipt of such notification, Respondent shali either secure
proper performance of the guarantee from the institution to satisfy Ohio EPA, or
submit to Ohio EPA for approval an alternative form of Financial Assurance that
meets the requirements of this Section. Respondent's inability to post Financial
Assurance shall in no way excuse performance of any other requirements of these
Orders, including, without limitation, the Respondent’s obligation to complete the
O&M and monitoring Work in accordance with the terms hereof.
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15.

Performance Fallure

Financial Assurance instruments provided pursuant to this Section shall provide
Ohio EPA with immediate access to resources, whether in cash or in-kind services,
to continue and complete the Q&M and monitoring Work in the event Ohio EPA
determines that Respondent (j) has ceased implementation of any portion of the
O&M and monitoring Work, (ii) is significantly or repeatedly deficient or late in their
performance of the O&M and monitoring Work, or (jii) is implementing the O&M
and monitoring Work in a manner that may cause a substantial threat fo public
health or safety or the enviranment. Upon making such determination, Ohio EPA
may issue a written notice (*Performance Failure Notice”) to the Respondent and
the Financial Assurance provider of Respondent's failure to perform, The
Performance Failure Notice will specify the grounds upon which such a notice was
issued and will provide the Respondent with a period of fourteen (14) days within
which to remedy the circumstances giving rise to the issuance of such notice,
Upon the expiration of the 14-day nofice period, Respondent may invoke the
procedures set forth in Section XV (DISPUTE RESOLUTION), to dispute Ohio
EPA's determination that any of the circumstances described in clauses (i), (if), or
(iii) of this paragraph has occurred.

Failure by the Respondent to remedy the relevant Performance Failure to Ohio
EPA’s satisfaction before the expiration of the 14-day notice period specified in this
paragraph, shall trigger Ohio EPA's right to have immediate access to and benefit
of the Financial Assurance provided pursuant to this Section, and Ohio EPA may,
at any time after the expiration of the 14-day notice period, order Respondent fo
cease performance of the Work and direct the Financial Assurance provider to
immediately (1) deposit into a newly created trust fund approved by Ohio EPA, the
remaining funds obligated under the Financial Assurance instrument; or (2)
arrange for performance of the O&M and monitoring Work in accordance with
these Orders.

If Ohio EPA has issued a Performance Failure Notice but is nevertheless unable
after reasonable efforts to secure the resources (whether in cash or in-kind
services) necessary to continue and complete the O&M and monitoring Work from
the Financial Assurance instrument(s) posted by Respondent pursuant to this
Section, then, upon receiving written notice from Ohio EPA, Respondent shall (in
the event Respondent does not prevail in Dispute Resolution, if any, as set forth in
Section XV (DISPUTE RESOLUTION) of these Orders), secure the resources
available under the Financial Assurance mechanism, or deposit into an account
specified by Ohio EPA, in immediately available funds and without setoff,
counterclaim, or condition of any kind, a cash amount equal to the Current Revised
Cost Estimate.
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d. If Respondent disputes an Ohio EPA determination under this paragraph that
identifies a substantial threat to public health or safety or the environment that
warrants immediate action, Ohio EPA may direct the Trustee of the trust account
newly-created by Ohio EPA following the Performance Failure Notice to make any
appropriate payments from such trust fund to address such threat. Otherwise, Ohio
EPA may direct the Trustee to not make any payments from the newly-created
trust fund, pending resolution of a dispute. If Respondent prevails in dispute
resolution, all funds in the newly-created trust fund, including any interest that
accrued on the funds, shall be retumned to a Financial Assurance provider who has
agreed to continue providing Financial Assurance to the Respondent.

16.  Reduction of Amount of Financial Assurance

Concurrent with the submission of the Cumrent Revised Cost Estimate, if the
Respondent believes that the estimated cost to complete the remaining O&M and
rmonitoring Work has decreased below the aggregate amount of the Financial Assurance
mechanism or mechanisms selected by Respondent, the Respondent may, at the time of
submittal of the Current Revised Cost Estimate, submit a written request to Ohio EPA to
reduce the current amount of Financial Assurance to an amount no less than the Current
Revised Cost Estimate. If Ohio EPA decides to accept such a proposal, Ohio EPA shall
issue a notification to the Respondent of such decision in writing. After receiving Chio
EPA’s written acceptance, which shall not be unreasonably withheld, Respondent may
reduce the amount of the Financial Assurance in accordance with and fo the extent
permitted by such written acceptance.

17. of Financial Assurance

Respondent may petition Ohio EPA to allow the release or discontinuance of the
Financial Assurance required hereunder. Respondent shall submit a written proposal for
such release to Ohio EPA which shall specify the basis for the requested release (e.g.,
full and final completion of the O&M and monitoring Work). If Ohio EPA decides to accept
such a proposal, Ohio EPA shall notify the Respondent and the provider of the Financial
Assurance of such decision in writing. The provider of the Financial Assurance may be
released from its obligations under the instrument only upon a written release from Ohio
EPA. Respondent's Financial Assurance obligations required within this Section will
automatically terminate upon termination of these Orders pursuant to Section XXV herein.
Ohio EPA will notify the provider of the release of its obligations within 45 days of
termination of these Orders.
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Vill. LAND USE AND CONVEYANCE OF TITLE
18. Environmental Covenant

Within thirty (30) days after Respondent's receipt of Ohio EPA's approval of the
Construction Completion Report, Respondent shall record with the Hocking County
Recorder's Office, pursuant to R.C. 5301.82, an Environmental Covenant for any
property within the boundaries of the Site on which waste from the operation of the
Green | Landfill remains or remedial elements of the approved RD are located. The
Environmental Covenant shall be consistent with the template contained in Attachment
D, shall be signed by Respondent, and shall be approved and signed by Ohio EPA.
The terms and conditions of the Environmental Covenant are incorporated into these
Orders and shall be binding upon Respondent. Thereafter, if Respondent conveys any
interest in such property included in the Site that is subject to an Environmental
Covenant filed pursuant to this Paragraph 18, each deed, title, or other instrument shall
contain a notice stating that the property is subject to these Orders and shall reference
any security, monitoring, treatment or containment systems, and/or activity and use
limitations present on the property as a result of these Orders,

18.  Proof of Filing Environmental Covenant

Within thirty (30) days after filing with the Hocking County Recorder the executed
Environmental Covenant, Respondent shall certify to Ohio EPA that the Environmental
Covenant has been filed for recording, and include with the certification a file and date-
stamped copy of the recorded Environmental Covenant. If the Environmental Covenant
is violated or breached Respondent shall be in violation of these Orders.

20. Notice of Intention to Transfer Property

Prior to each conveyance by Respondent of an interest in any portion of the Sie
that is subject to an Environmental Covenant filed pursuant to Paragraph 18, including
but not limited to easements, deeds, leases and mortgages, Respondent shall notify
Transferee of the existence of the security, containment, treatment, or monitoring systems
and/or activity and use limitations and shall provide a copy of these Orders fo Transferee.
Respondent shall notify Ohio EPA at least thirty (30) days in advance of each such
conveyance. Respondent’s notice shall include the name and address of the Transferee
and a description of the provisions made for the continued access to and maintenance of
the security, containment, treatment, and monitoring systems, and/or activity and use
limitations.

21.  Instrument and Confirmatio veyance

Upon each conveyance by Respondent of an interest in any portion of the Site that
1s subject to an Environmental Covenant filed pursuant to Paragraph 18, including but not
limited to easements, deeds, leases and mortgages, Respondent shall include in the
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instrument of conveyance a restatement consistent with paragraph 10 of the
Environmental Covenant. Within thity (30) days after each such conveyarnce,
Respondent shall submit to Ohio EPA, via certified mail, the following information:

3 A copy of the deed or other documentation evidencing the conveyance;

b. The name, address, and telephone number of the new Property owner and the
name, address, and telephone number of the contact person for the Property
owner;

¢.  Alegal descripfion of the Property, o the portion of the Property, being transferred:
d. A survey map of the Property, or the portion of the Property, being transferred; and

e. The closing date of the transfer of ownership of the Property, or porfion of the
Property.

IX. ADDITIONAL WORK

22.  Ohio EPA or Respondent may determine that in addition to the tasks defined in the
approved RD/RA Work Plan, additional Work may be necessary to accomplish the
Objectives of the Parties as provided in the General Provisions Section of these Orders.
Additional Work may also include, pursuant to ORC § 3734.20 or other applicable law,
the implementation of interim actions to address substantial threats to public health or
safety or the environment should such threats be identified during the conduct of the
RD/RA.

23,  Within ninety (90) days of receipt of written notice from Ohio EPA that additional
Work is necessary, unless otherwise specified in writing by Ohio EPA, Respondent shall
submit a proposed addendum to the RD/RA Work Plan ("RD/RA Work Plan Addendum”),
which contains (a) a work plan for the implementation of the additional Work, (b) any
revisions to the Supporting Documents and other RD/RA deliverables, as appropriate,
(c) a schedule for the performance of the additional Work, and (d) revisions to other
schedules impacted by the additional Work, if any. If Respondent disputes the necessity
of additional Work, Respondent shall initiate the procedures for dispute resolution set
forth in the Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders within fourteen (14) days after
receipt of Ohio EPA's notification of the need for additional Work. The RD/RA Work Plan
Addendum shall conform to the standards and requirements set forth in the documents
attached to these Orders as Attachments B and C (RD/RA SOW and List of Relevant
Guidance Documents). Upon approval of the RD/RA Work Plan Addendum by Ohio EPA
pursuant to the Review of Submissions Section of these Orders, Respondent shall
implement the approved RD/RA Work Plan Addendum in accordance with the schedules
contained therain.
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24.  If Respondent determines that additional Work is necessary, Respondent shall
submit a proposal to Ohio EPA to explain what the additional Work is, why the additional
Werk is necessary, and what impact, if any, the additional Work will have on the RD/RA
Work Plan and schedule. If Ohio EPA concurs with the request to perform additional
Work, Respondent shall submit a RD/RA Work Plan Addendum, as described above, for
the performance of additional Work. The RD/RA Work Plan Addendum shall conform to
the standards and requirements set forth in the documents attached to these Orders as
Attachments B and C. Upon approval of the RD/RA Work Plan Addendum by Ohio EPA
pursuant to the Review of Submissions Section of these Orders, Respondent shall
implement the approved RD/RA Work Plan Addendum in accordance with the schedules
contained therein. Additional Work does not include any activity performed in response
to an emergency at the Site for which Respondent submitted to Ohio EPA written notice
of the performed activity.

X. SAMPLING AND DATA AVAILABILITY

25. Unless otherwise agreed to by the Site Coordinators or in the case of an
emergency, Respondent shall notify Ohio EPA not less than fifteen (15) days in advance
of all sample collection activity. Upon request, Respondent shall aliow split and/or
duplicate samples to be taken by Ohio EPA or its designated contractor. Ohio EPA shall
also have the right to take any additional samples it deems necessary, Upon request,
Ohio EPA shall allow Respondent to take split and/or duplicate samples of any samples
Ohio EPA takes as part of its oversight of Respondent's implementation of the Work.
Unless such samples are taken on an emergency basis, Ohio EPA shall make reasonable
efforts to provide three working days’ nofice of such sampling to allow Respondent to
participate as indicated. In the event of an emergency sampling event, Respondent shall
make reasonable efforts to inform the Ohio EPA Site Coordinator as soon as practicable.

26.  Within seven (7) days of Respondent's receipt of a request by Ohio EPA,
Respondent shall submit to Ohio EPA copies of the results of all sampling and/or tests or
other data, including raw data and original laboratory reports, generated by or on behalf
of Respondent with respect to the Site and/or the implementation of these Orders. An
electronic copy shall also be provided in a format approved by Ohio EPA. Respondent
may submit to Ohio EPA any interpretive reports and written explanations concerning the
raw data and original laboratory reports. Such interpretive reports and written
explanations shall not be submitted in lieu of original laboratory reports and raw data.
Should Respondent subsequently discover an error in any report or raw data, Respondent
shall promptly notify Ohio EPA of such discovery and provide the correct information.

XI. ACCESS

27.  Ohio EPA and its contractors shall have access at all reasonable times to the Site
and any other property to which access is required for the implementation of these Orders,
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fo the exient access to the property is controlled by Respondent. Except where
immediate access is required in the case of an emergency, the Ohio EPA representative
shall provide prior nofice to Respondent, via the Site Coordinator or alternate. Access
under these Orders shall be for the purposes of conducting any activity related to these
Orders including but not limited to the following:

a. Monitoring the Work:
b. Conducting sampling;

c. Inspecting and copying records, operating logs, contracts, and other documents
related to the implementation of these Orders:

d. Conducting investigations, fests, and other activities assoclated with the
implementation of these Orders; and

e. Verifying any data and/or other information submitted to Ohio EPA.

28.  Tothe extent that the Site or any other property to which access is required for the
implementation of these Orders is owned or controlled by persons other than
Respondent, Respondent shall use their reasonable efforts to secure from such persons
access for Respondent and Ohio EPA and its contractors as necessary to effectuate
these Orders. Copies of each access agreement obtained by Respondent shall be
provided to Ohio EPA upon execution of the access agreement. If any access required
to implement these Orders is not obtained prior to Respondent's submission of the RD/RA
Work Plan, unless otherwise agreed to in writing by Ohic EPA, Respondent shall promptly
notify Ohio EPA in writing of the steps Respondent has taken to attempt to obtain access.
Ohio EPA may, as it deems appropriate, assist Respondent in obtaining access,

29.  Notwithstanding any provision of these Orders, the State of Ohio retains all of its
access rights and authorities, including enforcement authorities related thereto, under any
applicable statute or regulation including but not limited to ORC §§ 3734.20 and 8111.05.

Xll. DESIGNATED SITE COORDI

30.  Within seven (7) days of the effective date of these Orders, Respondent shall notify
Ohio EPA, in writing, of the name, address, telephone number and email address of their
designated Site Coordinator(s) and Alternate Site Coordinator(s).

31.  As used in these Orders, the term “Site Coordinator” refers interchangeably fo the
Site Coordinator and the Altemnate Site Coordinator designated for a named party. If any
designated Site Coordinator is changed, the identity of the successor will be given to the
other Party at least seven (7) days before the changes occur, unless impracticable, but
in no event later than the actual day the change is made.
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32. To the maximum extent practicable, except as specifically provided in these
Orders, communication between Respondent and Ohio EPA conceming the
implementation of these Orders shall be made between the Site Coordinators.
Respondent's Site Coordinator(s) shall be available for communication with Ohic EPA
regarding the implementation of these Orders for the duration of these Orders. Each Site
Coordinator shall be responsible for ensuring that all communications from the other
Parties are appropriately disseminated and processed. Respondent's Site Coordinator{s)
shall be present on the Site or on-call during all hours of Work at the Site.

33.  Without limitation of any authority conferred on Ohio EPA by statute or regulation,
Ohio EPA's Site Coordinator's authority includes but is not limited to the following:

a. Directing the type, quantity and location of samples to be collected by Respondent,
pursuant to an approved Work Plan;

b. Collecting samples;

C. Observing, taking photographs, or otherwise recording information related to the
implementation of these Orders, including the use of any mechanical or
photographic device;

d. Directing that the Work stop whenever Ohio EPA’s Site Coordinator determines
that the activities at the Site may create or exacerbate a threat to public health or
safety or worker safety, or threaten to cause or contribute to air or water pollution
or goil Contamination;

e. Conducting investigations and tests related to the implementation of these Orders;

f. Inspecting and copying records, operating logs, contracts and/or other documents
related to the implementation of these Orders: and
g. Assessing Respondent’s compliance with these Orders.

Xlil. PROGRESS REPORTS AND NOTICE

34.  Unless otherwise directed by Ohio EPA, during RD and RA construction, as
provided in Section 3.7 of the RD/RA SOW, Respondent shall submit a written progress
report to the Ohio EPA by the tenth (10) day of every month. At a minimum, the progress
reports shall include information designated in Section 3.7 of the RD/RA SOW. Monthly
reports may not be used to propose medifications to approved plans; Respondent shall
submit such requests to Ohio EPA in & separate written correspondence.



35.  Progress reports shall be sent by e-mail or other electronic transfer method to the
address listed below. All other documents (two copies) required to be submitted pursuant
to these Orders to Ohio EPA shall be sent to the following agency address:

Michael D. Sherron, orhis successor
Ohio EPA SEDO DERR

2195 East Front Street

Logan, Ohio 43138
michael.sherron@epa.ohio.gov

All written (including electronic) correspondence to Respondent shall be directed to:

Stan Levenger (Site Coordinator)

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company
200 Innovation Way

Akron, Ohio 44316
stan_levenger@goodyear.com

Jeff Sussman (Alternative Site Coordinator)
The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company
200 Innovation Way

Akron, Ohio 44316
jeff_sussman@goodyear.com

A Party may designate an alternative contact name or address upon written notification
to the other Party and in accordance with the Designated Site Coordinators Section of
these Orders, as applicable.

XIV. REVIEW OF SUBMISSIONS

36.  Ohio EPA shall promptly review any work plan, report, or other item required to be
submitted pursuant to these Orders.

37.  Upon review, Ohio EPA may in its sole discretion: (a) approve the submission in
whole or in part; (b) approve the submission with specified conditions: {c) modify or,
medify and approve, the submission; (d) disapprove the submission in whole or in part;
or (e) any combination of the above, The results of Ohio EPA’s review shall be detailed
in writing and shall identify any conditions, modifications and/or deficiencies. Excluded
from Ohio EPA approval pursuant to this Section are the health and safety plan (HASP)
and any progress reports.

38. In the event that Ohio EPA approves an initial submission, Respondent shall
proceed to take such action as required by Ohio EPA. In the event that Ohio EPA
approves with conditions or medification an initial submission, Respondent shall either (a)
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proceed to take such action as required by Ohio EPA, or (b) initiate the procedures for
dispute resolution set forth in the Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders within
fourteen (14) days of receipt of Ohio EPA's written response to Respondent's submission,
Respondent shall proceed to take any action required by an unmodified or unconditioned
portion of the submission, as those portions are considered approved.

38.  In the event that Ohio EPA disapproves an initial submission in whole or In part
and notifies Respondent in writing of the deficiencies, Respondent shall within thirty (30)
days, or such longer period of time as specified by Ohio EPA in writing, correct the
deficiencies, and/or incorporate the conditions, and submit a revised submission to Ohio
EPA for approval. The revised submission shall incorporate all of the changes, additions,
and/or deletions specified by Ohio EPA in its nofice of disapproval. Revised submissions
shall be accompanied by a letter indicating how and where each of Ohio EPA’s comments
was incorporated into the revised submission. To facilitate review of the revised
submission, those portions of the document not affected by the Ohio EPA comments
should remain unchanged. The letter accompanying the submission should indicate,
. however, any indirect changes necessitated by Ohio EPA's comments.

40. To the extent that Respondent disputes any of Ohio EPA's changes, additions,
and/or deletions to an initial submission, Respondent shall initiate the procedures for
dispute resolution set forth in the Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders, within
fourteen (14) days after receipt of Ohio EPA's written notice of disapproval.
Notwithstanding the disapproval, Respondent shall procsed fo take any action required
by a portion of the submission that is not specified as disapproved in the notice of
disapproval.

41. In the event that Ohio EPA disapproves or modifies a revised initial submission, in
whole or in part, and notifies Respondent in writing of the deficiencies, within thirty (30)
days, or such longer period of time as specified in writing by Ohio EPA, to: (a) comrect the
deficiencies and incorporate all changes, additions, and/or deletions, and submit the
revised submission to Ohio EPA for approval, or (b) initiate the dispute resolution process
pursuant to the Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders. |f Respondent fails to submit
a revised submission incorporating all changes, additions, modifications and/for deletions
within thirty (30) days, or such longer period of time as specified by Ohio EPA in writing,
or alternatively, fails to initiate the procedures for dispute resolution set forth in the dispute
resolution section of these Orders, Respondent shall be considered in breach and/or
violation of these Orders. If Respondent is in breach and/or violation of these Orders,
Ohio EPA retains the right to perform any additional remediation, conduct studies and
investigation, conduct a complete or partial Remedial Design or Remedial Action: and/or
enforce the terms of these Orders as provided in the Reservation of Rights Section of
these Orders.

42.  All work plans, reports, or other items required to be submitted to Ohio EPA under
these Orders shall, upon approval by Ohio EPA, be deemed to be incorporated in and
made an enforceable part of these Orders. In the event that Ohio EPA approves a portion
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of a work pian, report, or other item, the approved portion shall be deemed to be
incorporated in and made an enforceable part of these Orders,

XV. DISPUTE RESOLUTION
43. The Site Coordinators shall, whenever possible, operate by consensus.

44.  In the event of disapproval, or an approval with condition(s) or modification(s), by
Ohio EPA of a submission by Respondent, or a disagreement regarding the Work
performed under these Orders or Reimbursement of Costs, or any other activity or
situation in which Dispute Resolution is expressly authorized herein, Respondent's Site
Coordinator(s) shall notify Ohio EPA's Site Coordinator in writing that Respondent wishes
to invoke an informal dispute pursuant to this Section. The notification to invoke an
informal dispute shall occur prior to the submission deadline.

45,  The Parties shall have ten (10) days from the date written notice of the informal
dispute is received by Ohio EPA’s Site Coordinator to negotiate in good faith to resolve
the dispute. This informal dispute resolution period may be extended by agreement of
the Site Coordinators for up to twenty (20) additional days.

46.  In the event that the dispute is not resolved during the informal dispute resolution
period, Respondent's Site Coordinator(s) shall notify Ohio EPA’s Site Coordinator in
writing by the end of the informal dispute resolution period that Respondent wishes to
invoke a formal dispute pursuant fo this Section. This notice shall include a brief
description of the item(s) in dispute. Within twenty (20) days of receipt of the written
notice invoking the formal dispute resolution procedure, the Site Coordinators shall
exchange written positions, including technical rationale supporting their positions. The
Site Coordinators shall have ten (10) days from the date they have exchanged written
positions to negotiate in good faith to resolve the formal dispute. This formal dispute
period may be extended by agreement of the Site Coordinators for up to twenty (20)
additional days.

47.  In the event the dispute is not resolved in the informal dispute resolution period,
Respondent’s Site Coordinator(s) shall notify Ohio EPA’s Site Coordinator in writing by
the end of the formal dispute resolution period whether Respondent wishes to submit final
written positions to a DERR Manager for review and resolution. The Site Coordinators
shall have ten (10) days from the end of the informal dispute resolution period to submit
their written positions. The DERR Manager wiil resolve the dispute based upon and
consistent with these Orders, the SOW, the RD/RA Work Plan, and applicable or relevant
and appropriate federal and state laws. The decision of the DERR Manager is considered
final for the purposes of these Orders.

48. The pendency of a dispute under this Section shall extend only the time period for
completion of the item(s) in dispute, except that upon mutual agreement of the Site
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Coordinators, any time period may be extended as is deemed appropriate under the
circumstances. Such agreement shall not be unreasonably withheld by Ohio EPA.
Elements of the Work not affected by the dispute shall be completed in accordance with
the applicable schedules and time frames.

XV1. UNAVOIDABLE DELAYS

49, Respondent shall cause all Work to be performed in accordance with applicable
schedules and time frames set forth in these Orders or any approved work plan unless
any such performance is prevented or delayed by an event that constitutes an
unavoidable delay. For purposes of these Orders, an "unavoidable delay" shall mean an
event beyond the control of Respondent that prevents or delays performance of any
obligation required by these Orders and that could not be overcome by due diligence on
the part of Respondent. increased cost of compliance, among other circumstances, shall
not be considered an event beyond the control of Respondent for the purposes of these
Orders.

50. Respondent shall notify Ohio EPA in writing within ten (10) days after the
occurrence of an event that Respondent contends is an unavoidable delay. Such written
notification shall describe the anticipated length of the delay, the cause or causes of the
delay, the measures taken and to be taken by Respondent to minimize the delay, and the
timetable under which these measures will be implemented. Respondent shall have the
burden of demonstrating that the event constitutes an unavoidable delay.

91.  If Ohio EPA does not agree that the delay has been caused by an unavoidable
delay, Ohio EPA will notify the Respondent in writing of that finding and of the
noncompliance with these Orders at which point Respondent may invoke the formal
dispute resolution procedures in the Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders. If Ohio
EPA agrees that the delay is attributable to an unavoidable delay, Ohio EPA will notify
Respondent in writing of the length of the extension for the performance of the obligations
affected by the unavoidable delay.

AVIL. MBURSEMENT OF COSTS

52.  Ohio EPA has incurred and continues to incur Response Costs in connection with
the Site. Respondent shall reimburse Ohio EPA $122,618.75 for past response costs
incurred as of September 28, 2015. Respondent shall also reimburse Ohio EPA for all
Response Cosis incurred after September 28, 2015 and after the effective date of these
Orders to the extent such costs were incurred in a manner not inconsistent with the NCP,
40 CFR Part 300.

53.  Within sixty (60) days of receipt of an ftemized invoice for the Response Costs
incurred prior to the effective date of these Orders, Respondent shall remit a check to
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Ohio EPA for the full amount invoiced.

94.  For Response Costs Incurred after the effective date of these Orders, Ohio EPA
will submit to Respondent on an annual basis an itemized invoice of its Response Costs
for the previous year. Within sixty (60) days of receipt of such itemized invoice,
Respondent shall remit payment for all of Ohio EPA's Response Costs for the previous
year, unless Respondent invokes the procedures for dispute resolution set forth in the
Dispute Resolution Section of these Orders. To the extent Respondent disputes the
accuracy of the State of Ohio’s request for reimbursement or whether costs are
inconsistent with the NCP, Respondent shall iniiate the formal dispute resolution
provisions of the Dispute Resolution Section within fourteen (14) days after receipt of
Ohio EPA's request for reimbursement of costs. Should Respondent dispute a portion of
the response costs set forth in an itemized statement, but not all of the costs, Respondent
shall timely pay the uncontested portion pursuant to the provisions of the Reimbursement
of Costs Section. In the event that Respondent does not remit payment of Response
Costs within ninety (90) days after receipt of such invoice, Respondent shall remit
payment for the unpaid balance and the interest accrued on the unpaid balance. Interest
shall accrue beginning sixty (60) days from the date of the invoice until the date payment
is remitted, and shall be calculated at the rate specified by ORC § 5703.47(B) or any
subsequent rate adjustments,

55.  Respondent shall remit payments to Ohio EPA pursuant to this Section as follows:

a. Payment shall be made by bank check payable to "Treasurer, State of Ohio /
Hazardous Waste Special Cleanup Account" and shall be forwarded to Office of
Fiscal Administration, Attn: Carol Butler, or her successor, Ohio EPA, Lazarus
Government Center, P.O. Box 1048, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049:

b. A copy of the transmittal letter and check shall be sent to the Fiscal Officer, DERR,
Ohio EPA, P.O. Box 1049, Columbus, Ohio 43216-1049, and to the Ohio EPA Site
Coordinator; and

o Each payment shall identify the name and address of the party making payment,
the Site name, and Ohio EPA's revenue number identified on the associated
invoice.

XVII. ACCESS TO INFORMATION

56.  Upon request, Respondent shall provide to Ohio EPA within thirty (30) days, copies
of all documents and information within their possession or contral or that of their
contractors or agents relating to events or conditions at the Site including but not limited
to manifests, reports, correspondence, or other documents or information related to the
Work. This provision shall not be a limitation on any request for information to the
Respondent by Ohio EPA made under state or federal law for information relating to

27



events or conditions at the Site.

57.  Respondent may assert a claim that documents or other information submitted to
Ohio EPA pursuant to these Orders are confidential under the provisions of OAC 3745-
50-30, OAC 3745-49-03 or ORC § 611 1.05(A). If no such claim of confidentiality
accompanies the documents or other information when it is submitted to Ohio EPA, the
documents or other information may be made available to the public without notice to
Respondent.

58. Respondent may assert that certain documents or other information are privileged
under the attorney-client privilege or any other privilege recognized by state law. I
Respondent makes such an assertion, they shall provide Ohio EPA with the following: (1)
the title of the document or information; (2) the date of the document or information; (3)
the name and title of the author of the document or information; (4) the name and title of
each addressee and recipient: (5) a general description of the contents of the document
or information; and (6) the privilege being asserted by Respondent,

38.  No claim of confidentiality shall be made with respect to any data or reports,
including but not limited to laboratory or interpretive reports, and all sampling, analytical,
and moniforing data. Claims of confidentiality may be asserted for expert reports in

within their possession or control, or within the possession or control of their contractors
or agents, which in any way relate to the Work notwithstanding any document retention
policy to the contrary. Respondent may preserve such documents by electronic or
photographic device. At the conclusion of this document retention period, Respandent
shall notify Ohio EPA at least sixty (60) days prior to the destruction of these documents
or other information; and upon request, shall deliver such documents and other
Information to Ohio EPA.

XIX. PERIODIC REVIEW

61.  Respondent shall conduct studies and investigations as requested by Ohio EPA in
order to permit Ohio EPA to conduct reviews as to the effectiveness of the Remedial
Action at least every five (5) years as described in section 121(c) of CERCLA and any
applicable regulations.

62.  If Ohio EPA determines that information received, in whole or in part, during a
review conducted pursuant to the Periodic Review Section of these Orders indicates that
the Remedial Action is not protective of public health or safety or the environment, the
Respondent shall undertake any further response actions Ohio EPA has determined are
appropriate. Respondent shall submit a plan for such work to Ohio EPA for approval in
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63. Respondent may invoke the procedures in the Dispute Resolution Section to
dispute (1) Ohio EPA's determination that the Remedial Action is not protective of public
hea_llth or safety or the environment, or (2) Ohio EPA’s selection of further response

XX. MODIFICATIONS

XXI. INDEMNITY

XXill. CONTRIBUTION AND AGREEMENT NOT TO REFER

66.  With respect to matters addressed in these Orders, the Parties hereto agree that
these Orders constitute an administrative settlernent for Purposes of CERCLA sections
113()(2) and 113 ()(3)(B), 42 U.S.C. § 9613(f)(2) and § 9613(f)(3)(B), pursuant to which
Respondent has resolved their liability to the State, and that Respondent is entitied to
contribution protection and contribution rights as of the sffective date of these Orders as
to any liable persons who are not parties to these Orders, as provided by CERCLA section
113(f)(2) and ((3)B), 42 U.s.C, § 9613(N)(2) and (f)(3)(B), provided that Respondent
complies with these Orders. The “matters addressed” in these Orders are all investigative
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rights of contribution against any other parties who may be liable for actual or threatened
releases of contaminants at the Site.

XXv, TERMINATION

73. Respondent's obligations under these Orders shall terminate upon Ohio EPA's
written approval of Respondent's written certification to Ohio EPA that all Work required
to be performed under these QOrders including payment of Response Costs has been
completed. The Respondent's certification shall contain the following attestation: “| certify
that the information contained in or accompanying this certification is true, accurate, and
complete.” This certification shall be submitted by Respondent to Ohio EPA and shall be
signed by a responsible official of the Respondent. The termination of Respondent's
obligations under these Orders shall not terminate the Respondent's obligations under
the Reservation of Rights, Access to Information, Indemnity, Other Claims, Contribution
and Agreement Not to Refer, and Land Use and Conveyance of Title Sections of these
Orders. Once submitted, the Ohio EPA Site Coordinator will promptly review
Respondent's written certification for approval or disapproval and approve or disapprove
such certification.

XXVI. WAIVER AND AG

76. Notwithstanding the waiver herein of Respondent's right to appeal or seek
administrative or judicial review, Ohio EPA and Respondent agree if these Orders are
appealed by any other party fo the ERAC, or any court, Respondent retains the right to
intervene and participate in such appeal. in such event, Respondent shall continue to
comply with these Orders notwithstanding such appeal and intervention unless these
Orders are stayed, vacated or modified,
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XXVII. EFFEC TIVE DATE
=———=="VE UATE

77 The effective date of these Orders shal be the date these Orders are entered in the
Journal of the Director of Ohio EPA.

XXvin, SIGHATGRYAUTHGRIW

NOV 0 9 20%5
Date

ITIs so AGREED:

The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company

- F he, - fo/r frs
Dennis E McGavis

Date
Global VP, EHg g Sustainabi!it}r
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Amended Decision Document
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The Remedial Response Process
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Ohio EPA Announces Amended Decision Document

On December 31, 2013, Ohio EPA issued an Amended Preferred Plan that outlined Ohio EPA’s
preferred alternative to remediate contamination at the Green | Landfill site. Ohio EPA held a
public meeting on February 12, 2014, at the Ohio EPA Southeast District Office located at 2195
East Front Street, Logan, Ohio, to explain the Amended Preferred Plan. Oral and written
comments were accepted at this meeting and during the comment period which ended February
21, 2014, Section 8.0 (Responsiveness Summary) of this Amended Decision Document
summarizes the comments and Ohio EPA's responses.

Based on the Amended Preferred Flan and the consideration of comments received during the
comment period, Ohio EPA is issuing this Amended Decision Document identifying the selected
remedial alternative for the cleanup of the contamination at the site, and providing the rationale for
the selection. It also includes summaries of other remedial alternatives evaluated for use at this
site.

Ohio EPA s issuing this Amended Decision Document in a manner consistent with Section
300.430(N(2) of the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP). It
summarizes information found in detail in the remedial investigation and feasibility study reports
and other documents contained in the administrative record file for this site. Ohio EPA
encourages the public to review these documents to gain a better understanding of the site and
the activities that have been conducted at the site.

ERAC Appeal Period: As a final action of the Director of Ohio EPA, the Amended Decision
Document may be appealed to the Environmental Review Appeals Commisgsion (ERAC) pursuant
to Section 3745.04 of the Ohio Revised Code. The appeal must be in writing and set forth the
action complained of and the grounds upon which the appeal is bazed. The appeal must be filed
with ERAC (77 South High Street, 17" Floor, Columbus, OH 43215) within thirty (30) days after
notice of the Director's action.

Additional Information: Available from Site Coordinator Michael Sherron at the Southeast District
Office, located at 2195 East Front Street, Logan, Ohio, or by calling 740-385-8501 or by email:
Michael. Sherron@EPA . Chio.gov. Specific site documents can be reviewed at the Logan-Hocking
County Library in Logan, Ohio.




DECLARATION
SITE NAME AND LOCATION
Green | Landfill, Hunters Woods Road, Logan, Hocking County, Ohio

STATEMENT OF BASIS AND PURPOSE

This Amended Decision Document presents the selected remedial action for the Green |
Landfill in Green Township (Logan), Hocking County, Ohio, chosen in accordance with
the policies of the Chio Environmental Protection Agency, statutes and regulations of the
State of Ohio, and the National Contingency Plan, 40 CFR Part 300.

ASSESSMENT OF THE SITE

Actual and threatened releases of industrial waste, hazardous waste and other wastes at
the site, if not addressed by implementing the remedial action selected in the Amended
Decision Document, constitute a substantial threat to public health or safety and are
causing or contributing to air or water pollution or soil contamination.

From 1970 to 1974, the Green | Landfill was the only local disposal facility near Logan,
Ohio, and accepted household, municipal, and industrial wastes. A number of local
manufacturing facilities disposed of approximately 4,600 drums of liquid industrial wastes,
including polyols (an alcohol compound), isocyanates, alcohols, oils, waxes, paints,
solvents, paint booth cleanings, broken glass, floor sweepings, glass batch and flue dust
residues as well as furnace refractories. The landfill was closed, but not in full
accordance with applicable Ohio environmental statutes and regulations in effect at the
time. Contaminated leachate has been observed discharging from the landfill perimeter
in violation of Ohio law.

DESCRIPTION OF THE SELECTED REMEDY

The major components of the selected remedial alternative include:

e Construction of a composite cap system that will include an impermeable flexible
membrane liner, passive gas venting, a clay layer consisting of existing soils at the
Site, a drainage layer, a protective layer and a vegetative cover;

« Collection and storage (or treatment) of leachate discharging from the nine seeps
at the perimeter of the landfill to prevent direct contact with the leachate and

prevent discharge to surface water;

+ Development of a long-term operation and maintenance plan that will include
periodic sampling of groundwater, inspection of the installed landfill cap system,
and leachate collection activities; and



+ Establishment of an environmental covenant on the landfill property to prohibit the
use of groundwater for potable or agricultural uses, and to prohibit building or
placement of any permanent, occupied structure on the landfill property.

STATUTORY DETERMINATIONS

The selected remedial action is protective of human health and the environment,
complies with legally applicable state and federal requirements, is responsive to public
participation and input and is cost-effective. The remedy uses permanent solutions and
treatment technologies to the maximum extent practicable to reduce toxicity, mobility and
volume of hazardous substances at the Site. The effectiveness of the remedy will be
reviewed regularly.

,/f/ 23 /78~
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AMENDED DECISION DOCUMENT
Green | Landfill
Green Township, Hocking County, Ohio

1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1  Executive Summary

On September 20, 2002, The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company (Goodyear) signed
Director’s Final Findings and Orders with the Ohio Environmental Protection Agency
(Ohio EPA) to investigate and develop remedial alternatives for the Green | Landfill
located in Green Township, Hocking County, Ohio (Site). The remedial investigation
(RI) Report was approved in December 2005. Through the course of conducting the RI,
Ohio EPA’s understanding of the Green | Landfill has greatly increased. The lateral and
vertical extents of the landfill have been defined, the seeps and groundwater have been
sampled, and the various ways that people, animals, birds, plants and other species can
be affected by the landfill have been studied. The feasibility study (FS) Report was
approved in December 2007 and outlined various options for addressing the threats to
public health, safety and the environment identified during the RI.

The 10.6 acre Site is irregularly shaped and has nine locations where water appears on
the ground surface (seeps) after coming into contact with waste (leachate). The major
health and environmental risks of this Site come from direct contact with waste
materials in the landfill; direct contact or ingestion of leachate emanating from the
landfill or sediments in the on-Site drainage ways receiving leachate; and direct contact
or ingestion of contaminated soils at the Site. Contaminants from the Green | Landfill
have been detected in shallow groundwater, but not in the deeper regional aquifer used
by local residents as a source of potable water. Contaminants found at the Green |
Landfill in concentrations which pose a threat to human health or the environment
include: acetone, benzene, benzoic acid, carbazole, ethylbenzene, trichlorothene, 1,4-
dichlorobenzene, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), and vinyl chloride. The following
metals were also detected at the Site in concentrations that exceed background
(naturally occurring in the vicinity of the Site) concentrations or cleanup standards:
arsenic, barium, cadmium, copper, lead, manganese, selenium, thallium, vanadium, and
zinc.

A human health risk assessment and an ecological risk assessment were conducted at
the Site. The results demonstrated that the existing contaminants in environmental
media pose or potentially pose unacceptable risks and/or hazards to human and
ecological receptors sufficient to trigger the need for remedial actions.

Ohio EPA has prepared this Amended Decision Document for the remediation of the
Site. The original Preferred Plan was issued by Ohio EPA on February 9, 2010,
followed by a Decision Document dated November 22, 2010. Goodyear appealed the
Decision Document to the Environmental Review Appeals Commission (ERAC) on



December 21, 2010, and the General Electric Carporation (GE) later joined the appeal.
Based on the review of available information, including the information provided by
Goodyear on January 16, 2013, and on the Chio EPA approval on July 2, 2012 of
Goodyear's request for an exemption pursuant to Ohio Revised Code (ORC)
3734.02(G) to a number of landfill capping requirements, Ohio EPA has modified the
selected remedial alternative included in the February 2010 Preferred Plan and
November 2010 Decision Document.

This Amended Decision Document summarizes information on the range of remedial
alternatives evaluated; identifies Ohio EPA’s selected remedial alternative and explains
the reasons for selection of the remedial alternative. The Amended Decision Document
is based primarily on an Ohio EPA approved Rl and FS prepared by Goodyear and
additional information provided and evaluated by the Agency during the ERAC appeal.



1.2

Scope of the Selected Remedial Action

Ohio EPA’s selected remedial alternative should yield a permanent solution for risks
associated with the contaminated media at the Site. The expectations for the selected
alternative include:

Reduction of human health risks to within acceptable limits; protecting human
health and the environment from exposure to contaminants of concem in the
buried waste, soil, ground water and surface water that are above acceptable
limits;

Short and long-term protection of public health and the environment;
Compliance with applicable regulations;

Cost-effectiveness and limitation of expenses to what is necessary to achieve the
selected alternative's expectations; and

Development of an operation and maintenance (O&M) plan to ensure the long-
term protectiveness of the preferred remedial action and monitoring systems.

The selected remedial alternative in this Amended Decision Document includes:

Construction of a composite cap system that will include an impermeable flexible
membrane liner, passive gas venting, a clay layer consisting of existing soils at
the Site, a drainage layer, a protective layer and a vegetative cover;

Collection and storage (or treatment) of leachate discharging from the nine seeps
at the perimeter of the landfill to prevent direct contact and discharge to surface
water,

Development of a long-term operation and maintenance plan that will include
periodic sampling of groundwater, inspection of the installed landfill cap system,
and leachate collection activities; and

Establishment of an environmental covenant on the landfill property to prohibit
the use of groundwater for potable or agricultural uses, and to prohibit building or
placement of any permanent, occupied structure on the landfill property,

Ohio EPA finds that these measures will protect public health and the environment by
reducing risk to acceptable levels once the remedial action objectives have been
achieved.



2.0 SUMMARY OF SITE CONDITIONS
2.1 Site History

The Green | Landfill is located on Hunters Woods Road in Green Township, Hocking
County, Ohio (see Figure 1) approximately one and three-quarters miles north of the
City of Logan. From 1970 to 1974, the Green | Landfill was owned and operated by Lee
and Evelyn Notestine. Richard Donahey assisted with operations. Later, Mr. Notestine
and Mr. Donahey became business partners. In 1878, Mr. Notestine sold his interest to
Mr. Donahey, who is now deceased. In 1979 the plat for the Hunters Woods
Subdivision was filed in the Hocking County Recorder's Office. From 1975 to 1890, the
landfill property was owned by Mr. Donahey, but the mortgage was held by Citizen’s
Bank of Hocking County. Approximately six of the 10.6 acres of the landfill were
auctioned to private individuals in the fall of 1989, which led to the further development
of the area.

The majority of the landfill, along with some additional acreage, was sold to Leslie
Johnson on May 4, 1990 at a sheriff's auction. In 1991, Mr. Johnson subdivided the
property into three sections and sold approximately 22 acres, which included most of
the Green | Landfill, to Mr. Bill Hamby. Goodyear purchased the majority of property on
which the landfill is situated during the Remedial Investigation.

The Green | Landfill was the only local disposal facility near Logan, Ohio, in the early
1970s and accepted household, municipal, and industrial wastes. Goodyear's local
production facility disposed of approximately 4,600 drums of liquid industrial wastes
(The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company, Woife, D.L., 1883). These drummed wastes
included polyols (an alcohol compound), isocyanates, alcohols, oils, waxes, paints,
solvents, and paint booth cleanings. In addition, Goodyear also disposed of various
solid wastes at the Green | Landfill. GE also disposed of solid wastes at the Green |
Landfill. These wastes included broken glass, floor sweepings, glass batch and flue
dust residues as well as fummace refractories (General Electric, Michael Lamanna,

1980).

The Green | Landfill design was approved by the Ohio Department of Health in 1870.
At the time the Green | Landfill operated, it was regulated by the Hocking County Health
Department. Records obtained from the Hocking County Health Department and
subsequent inspections performed by Ohic EPA indicate that the landfill was never
properly closed pursuant to the rules in effect in 1874. In 1983 U.S. EPA installed four
monitoring wells at the Green | Landfill, and attributed the identified groundwater
contamination to the landfill. Following the U.S. EPA investigation, Ohio EPA
conducted a Preliminary Assessment and Green | Landfill was prioritized for additional
investigation.

In 1990, additional soil and groundwater samples were collected by Ohio EPA, which
confirmed the presence of various contaminants of concern. In November 1990, while
attempting fo reclaim an oil well, approximately 10 buried drums were exposed during



excavation activities at the Site. A black tar-like substance began to surface and
sampling indicated that the material contained a variety of chemicals including
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). An emergency action was initiated involving U.S.
EPA and Ohio EPA. During this emergency response action, approximately 100 drums
and 370 tons of soil were removed from the Site and disposed of at a facility licensed
and authorized to accept such waste. PCB contamination of soils remained following
the removal action and a U.S. EPA contractor treated the PCB contaminated soils in
place.

In 1991, Ohio EPA conducted a geophysical study of the Green | Landfill to determine
the approximate limits of waste placement. A secondary objective of the geophysical
study was to attempt to identify areas within the landfill waste where large amounts of
metals were detectable in order to determine if additional mass drum disposal had
occurred. In 1994, a U.S. EPA contractor (PRC Environmental Management) evaluated
the Site for inclusion on the National Priorities List (NPL) due to the threat posed fo
human health and the environment. The U.S. EPA contractor affirned the presence of
contamination, but determined that the Green | Landfiil did not meet the requirements
for inclusion on U.S, EPA’s NPL.

In an effort to monitor the safety of the groundwater used by local residents near Green
| Landfill, Ohic EPA conducted periodic private water well sampling from 1985 through
2003. All of the private water wells sampied were drawing water from the regional Big
Injun/Blackhand Sandstone aquifer. To date, samples collected from private water
wells have not detected landfill contaminants. Public water is available in the area of
Green | Landfill, however no service has been established on Hunters Woods Road. All
residents in the area of the landfill utilize the regional aquifer for their potable water.

Based on their use of the Green | Landfill for disposal of hazardous substances,
Goodyear and GE were identified as responsible parties at the Green | Landfill.
Goodyear signed the Ohio EPA Director's Final Findings and Orders to conduct a
Remedial Investigation and Feasibility Study in 2002. Several interim actions were
initiated for the protection of public health, safety and the environment. These interim
actions included the installation of fencing at the Green | Landfill surrounding nine
springs of contaminated water (“seeps”) and additional sampling and study of two
private water wells on and adjacent to the Site. The completion of these activities
resulted in the abandonment of one of the private water wells because of poor
construction. The remaining private water well was determined to have been
constructed in a manner that provides for a safe source of potable water. This was
confirmed through several historic sampling events.

The Rl Report was approved in December 2005. Through the course of conducting the
RI, Ohio EPA's understanding of the Green | Landfill has been greatly increased. The
lateral and vertical extents of the landfill have been defined, the seeps and groundwater
have been sampled, and the various ways that people, animals, birds, plants and other
species can be affected by the landfill have been studied. The FS Report was approved



in December 2007 and outlines various options for addressing the threats to public
health, safety and the environment identified during the RI.

On February 9, 2010, Ohio EPA issued a Preferred Plan identifying the preferred
alternative for the remediation of the Green | Landfill. A public meeting was held and
public comments were received. Several comments received from local residents
related to issues of traffic control and roadway access. While Ohio EPA understands
the issues associated with the comments, Ohio EPA has no direct jurisdiction over a
number of the issues raised. However, Ohio EPA will work with the responsible parties
to address these comments to the extent practical during the planning and performance
of the work.

On November 22, 2010, the Decision Document for the Remediation of the Green |
Landfill was entered into the Director's Journal, On December 21, 2010, Goodyear filed
a Notice of Appeal of the November 2010 Decision Document with the Environmental
Review Appeals Commission (ERAC), and GE subsequently joined the appeal.

In the November 22, 2010 Decision Document, Ohic EPA selected a remedial
alternative that followed the current regulatory capping requirements for a modern
landfill. After filing its ERAC appeal, Goodyear submitted to Ohio EPA on September
12, 2011 a request for an exemption pursuant to ORC 3734 .02(G) from certain landfill
capping requirements. Upon review of the request for an exemption, Ohio EPA found
that Goodyear made a technical demonstration that certain modifications to the capping
requirements were technically equivalent and unlikely to adversely affect public health,
safety or the environment. Accordingly, the Director of Chio EPA approved Goodyear's
exemption request on July 2, 2012. The exemption allows the following to occur as part
of the remedy:

> Re-grade and use of existing soils that have been shown through testing to have
the required permeability as the minimum 12-inch thick soil barrier;

» Construction of the cap using the existing socils at the Site without the
requirement for re-compacting soils during construction and testing; and

» Elimination of the requirement for thirty (30) inches of soil cover for freezefthaw
protection.

In the context of the ERAC appeal negotiations, Ohic EPA was asked by Goodyear to
reexamine the sample and lab data associated with the off-Site pond contamination.
Goodyear provided additional information on January 16, 2013, to support the request.
The screening concentrations used during the ecological risk assessment were based
on the "Threshold Effects Concentration” or “TEC." Presently, U.S. EPA has adopted
the use of "Probable Effects Concentration” or "“PEC" for cleanup standards. The
detected concentrations in pond sediments were above the TEC, but below the PEC.
This Amended Decision Document reflects this new information, and based on the
Agency's evaluation of this updated information, no remediation (no action) is required
for the off-site pond.



2.2 Summary of the Remedial Investigation

The Rl was conducted by Goodyear and included a number of tasks to identify the
nature and extent of Site-related chemical contaminants. The investigation was
conducted with oversight by Ohio EPA, and was approved in December 2005, The
tasks included sampling of soil, ground water, surface water, and sediment. The data
obtained from the investigation were used to conduct a baseline risk assessment (i.e.,
an evaluation of the risks to humans and the environment posed by a site) and to
determine the need to evaluate remedial alternatives. This Amended Decision
Document contains only a summary of the Rl and FS findings. For additional
information, refer to the Rl and FS Reports available for review at Ohio EPA's
Southeast District Office and at the Logan-Hocking Library, both located in Logan, Ohio.

Included with this Amended Decision Document are figures taken from the Rl Report
showing the sample locations where testing determined that contaminants exceeded
project action levels. During the R, the following activities were conducted:

> A total of 36 test pits were installed around the Green | Landfill to determine the
lateral and vertical extent of wastes at the Site.

» To determine the concentration of metals in soils that have not been impacted by
Site activities (i.e., background concentrations), soil samples were collected from 15
soil sample locations outside the limits of the landfill (BSB-1 through BSB-15). Two
composite soil samples were prepared from each of the 15 soil sample locations:
one representative of a surface soil sample (0 to 4 feet below ground surface, "bgs")
and another representative of a subsurface soil sample (4 to 4.5 feet bgs).

» Soil samples were collected from soil borings (SB-1, SB-2, and SB-3) and
monitoring well borings (MW-21, MW-41, MW-5, MW-6, MW-61, MW-7, MW-8, MW-8,
MW-10, MW-11, MW-12, and MW-13) located ocutside the landfill limits. These
samples were analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) (Method 8260B),
semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) (Method 8270C), and Target Analyte List
(TAL) Metals (Methods 60108 and 7471A).

» The shallow and intermediate aquifers were evaluated for hydrogeologic properties
using high-resolution borehole imaging and gamma logging. Monitoring wells MW-
21, MW-41, MW-8l, and MW-6 were evaluated using this equipment.

» Groundwater samples were collected from the 11 newly installed monitoring wells

(MW-21, MW-4, MW-8, MW-6!, and MW-7 through MW-13) and the four existing

monitoring wells (MW-1 through MW-4). Groundwater was analyzed for VOCs

(Method 8260B), SVOCs (Method 8270C), and total and dissolved TAL Metals

(Method 8010B and 7470A). Groundwater from monitoring well MW-8 was also

analyzed for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) (Method 8082).

Surface soil and surface water samples were collected from a total of nine leachate

seep locations (Seeps 1 through 8 and 5A). Four to five surface soil samples and

one surface water sample were collected from each seep location. All samples were
analyzed for VOCs (Method 8260B), SVOCs (Method 8270C), and TAL Meials

(Method 6010B and 7470A). Select surface soil samples from Seeps 4, 5 5A and 8

were analyzed for PCBs (Method 8082).

";I‘
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> To determine the concentration of metals in sediments that have not been impacted
by Site activities (i.e., background concentrations), 16 sediment samples from four
locations (SD-1 through SD-4) were collected. One composite surface (0 to 0.5 feet
bgs) sediment sample was collected from each of the 16 sample locations. The
sediment samples were analyzed for TAL metals (Method €010/7470), except
beryllium and silver.

» Sediment samples were collected from four locations (SED-1 through SED-4) from 0
to 0.25 feet bgs along the ditch that runs through the Site. The samples were
analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs, and metals.

» Three surface water samples (locations 1 through 3) and seven sediment samples
(from locations 1 through 4) were collected from a small pond located down slope of
Seeps 5 and 5A on property owned by Harold and Donna Phillips (“off-Site pond”).
Ohio EPA gained access and samples were collected from the off-Site pond by the
Ohio EPA (Goodyear could not obtain access to the property). Pond samples were
analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs, TAL metals, and PCBs.

The nature and extent of contamination at the Green | Landfill in each environmental
medium and the contaminants of concern attributable to the Site are described below in
the following sections.

2.2.1 Soil Contamination

Background Soil Evaluation
To determine the concentration of metals in soils that have not been impacted by Site

activities (i.e., background concentrations), soil samples were collected from 15 soil
sample locations outside the limits of the landfill (BSB-1 through BSB-15). The sample
locations were approved by Ohio EPA and collected from areas at a sufficient distance
from the Green | Landfill. Sampling locations were limited to areas where Goodyear
had access agreements.

Two composite soil samples were prepared from each of the 15 soil sample locations:
one representative of a surface soil sample (0 to 4 feet bgs) and another representative
of a subsurface soil sample (greater than 4 feet bgs). The composite surface soil
samples were analyzed for TAL metals, except beryllium and silver which had not been
detected in the preliminary assessments of the Site. The composite subsurface soil
samples were analyzed for arsenic, iron, lead, and manganese. Soil background values
were calculated according to Ohio EPA background calculation methodology (Ohio
EPA, June 2004).

Landfill Perimeter Soil Evaluation

Soil samples were collected from soil borings (SB-1, SB-2, and SB-3) and monitoring
well borings (MW-2I, MW-4], MW-5, MW-6, MW-6l, MW-7, MW-8, MW-8, MW-10, MW-
11, MW-12, and MW-13) located outside the landfill limits. These samples were
analyzed for VOCs, S8VOCs and TAL Metals. Resuits of these data are summarized in
the Rl Report (Table 3 and Figure 4).




Soil sampling results indicate that the soils outside the landfill limits are not impacted
with VOCs or SVOCs above project action levels'. The results of the soil sampling
activities indicate that the soil outside the landfill limits contains concentrations of
metals. Three metals (arsenic, iron, and manganese) have been detected at
concentrations exceeding Preliminary Remediation Goals (PRGs) and above Site
specific background concentrations. Arsenic exceeds PRGs (0.39 ppm) and/or
background concentrations (11.025 ppm) in soil from SB-3 (4 to 6 feet), and MW-4l (4 to
6 feet), and MW-6I (6 to 8 feet). Concentrations ranged from 10.8 parts per million
(ppm) to 18.1 ppm. Iron was detected exceeding PRGs (23,000 ppm - residential) and
above background concentrations (30,850 ppm) in samples collected from borings MW-
21 (0-2), and MW-2| 92-4). Concentrations of iron exceeding action levels and above
background concentrations range from 37,900 ppm to 59,500 ppm. Manganese was
detected in one soil sample from boring MW-21 (2-4) at a concentration of 4,840 ppm,
which exceeds PRGs (1,800 ppm — residential) and background soil concentrations
(1,327 ppm). Metals (iron, manganese, selenium, vanadium, and zinc) were also
determined to exceed project action levels for ecological receptors at several locations
outside of the landfill limits.

2.2.2 Ground Water

During the Investigation, three ground water aquifers were investigated. On-Site
monitoring wells were installed into the shallow and intermediate aquifers. Off-Site,
Ohio EPA has sampled the deep, Blackhand Sandstone aquifer which supplies drinking
(potable) water to local residents. Sample results from the intermediate aquifer indicate
that Site related contaminants have not impacted this zone. Shaliow aquifer sampling
did, however, reveal impacts from Site-related contaminants. It should be noted that the
vertical separation between the shallow and deep aquifers is greater than 250 feet with
layers of relatively impermeable bedrock in between, which restricts the potential for
downward migration of contaminants.

Borehole Imaging and Gamma Logging
The shallow and intermediate aquifers were evaluated for hydrogelogic properties using

high-resolution borehole imaging and gamma logging. Monitoring wells MW-21, MW-4],
MW-8I, and MW-6 were evaluated using this equipment. The gamma ray response was
characteristic of the shale and siltstone (bedrock) formations encountered during drilling
activities. The borehole imaging provided excellent resolution of the formations
encountered, including bedding features and lithologic contacts. No fractures were
observed in the data from the deeper wells. A fracture zone was observed in monitoring
well MW-6 at approximately 40 feet bgs. This fracture zone is located in a
siltstone/sandstone sequence. This zone was cased in the deeper wells, and was not

' A “project action leve!' is a concentration for a chemical of concem that has been determined by
regulation or through 2 risk assessment to be protective of human health or ecological receptors. This
concentration value could be based on a preliminary remediation goal ("PRG"); a drinking water maximum
contaminant leve! (“MCL"); or a background concentration (*background”).



observed in the deeper wells that were logged. The complete Geophysical Well
Logging Report is included in the RI Report (Appendix E).

Groundwater

Groundwater samples were collected from the 11 newly installed monitoring wells (MW-
21, MW-4, MW-6, MW-61, and MW-7 through MW-13) and the four existing monitoring
wells (MW-1 through MW-4), Groundwater was analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs, and total
and dissolved TAL Metals. Groundwater from monitoring well MW-8 was also analyzed
for PCBs. Data from these samples are summarized in the Rl Report (Table 4 and
Figure 5). In June 2004, monitoring wells MW-2, MW-5, and MW-8 were resampled for
arsenic and lead (total and dissolved).

Groundwater sampling data indicates that groundwater collected from the menitoring
wells is not impacted with SVOCs or PCBs above project action levels. VOCs were
detected in three wells (MW-1, MW-6, MW-12) at concentrations exceeding project
action levels (MCLs and/or PRGs). Monitoring well, MW-1, located within the landfil
limits contained concentrations of benzene (170 parts per billion (ppb)) and chloroform
(26 J* ppb) which exceeded project action levels of 5 ppb and 0.17 ppb, respectively.
Fthylbenzene (32 J ppb) was detected in MW-1 at concentrations below the MCL (700
ppb) but above the PRG (2.9 ppb). Vinyl chloride (1.4 ppb) was detected in monitoring
well MW-8 in excess of PRGs (0.02 ppb) but not above the MCL (2.0 ppb). MW-6 is
located outside the landfill on the east side about 200 feet north of Seeps 1 and 2.
Benzene (0.47 J ppb) and vinyl chioride (1.8 ppb) were detected in excess of PRGs in
monitoring well MW-12 but not above MCLs. MW-12 is located outside of the landfill on
the south side, east of Seep 7. Concentrations of metals were detected in all wells,
except MW-11, in excess of project action levels. Metals detected in groundwater
above MCLs and/or PRGs include: aluminum, antimony, beryllium, cadmium, cobalt,
iron, manganese, nickel, and thallium. Table 1 (pages 18-19) shows the project action
levels for these metals.

2.2.3 Sediment

On-Site Ditch Sediments

Sediment samples were collected from four locations (SED-1 through SED-4) from 0 to
0.25 feet bgs along the ditch that runs through the Site. The samples were analyzed for
VOCs, SVOCs, and metals. Results of sampling are provided in the Rl Report (Table 7
and Figure 8). These analyses indicate that the sediment is not impacted by VOCs or
SVOCs.

Arsenic and lead were detected in the sediment samples above project action levels
and background concentrations. Arsenic was detected in all four samples above PRGs
and background concentrations. Lead was detected in sample SED-3 at a

Z A sample result marked with a "J" indicates an estimated value. This value is estimated because the
contaminant was detected in the testing, but at a concentration lower than the chemist / analyst can
assure the accuracy of the value ("below the method detection limit").

10






surface water samples were collected from the leachate seeps as described in the next
section.

Although PCBs were detected in the pond surface water, the values were estimated
near the detection limits and, given the low concentration of PCBs in the sediment, the
likely source of the PCBs was suspended sediment in the samples.

2.2.5 Leachate

Surface soil and surface water samples were collected from a total of nine leachate
seep locations (Seeps 1 through 8 and 5A). Four to five surface soil samples and one
surface water sample were collected from each seep location. All samples were
analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs and TAL Metals. Select surface soil samples from Seeps
4,5, 5A and 8 were analyzed for PCBs. Surface water samples were analyzed for total
and dissolved metals. Surface water samples from Seeps 5 and 5A were also analyzed
for PCBs. Results of surface soil and surface water sampling are provided in the RI
Report (Table 5 and Figure 6 for surface soil, Table 6 and Figure 7 for surface water).

Leachate Seep Surface Soil Background Samples

To determine the concentration of metals in sediments that have not been impacted by
Site activities (i.e., background concentrations), 16 sediment samples were collected
from four locations (SD-1 through SD4). One composite surface (0 to 0.5 feet bgs)
sediment sample was prepared from each of the 16 sample locations. The composite
sediment samples were analyzed for TAL metals by Method 6010/7470, except
beryllium and silver.

Sediment background values were calculated according to Ohic EPA Background
Calculation Methodology (Ohio EPA, June 2004). The background sediment soil
sample results are summarized in Table 11 of the Rl Report. The calculated sediment
background levels are surmmarized in Table 13 of the Rl Report.

Rl Samples

Results of the surface soil sampling at the leachate seeps indicate that the soils are not
impacted with VOCs and SVOCs, except for bis(2-ethyhexyl)phthalate at location Seep
4, which exceeded ecological criteria. However, PCBs were detected above the
screening level (0.220 ppm) in one sample from Seep 4 sample location S5 at 0.340
ppm. Arsenic was detected above the PRGs and background concentrations in all seep
soil samples collected with the exception of Seep 5A sample location S2. The
concentration of arsenic in samples ranged from 15.7 J to 1,400 J ppm. lIron was
detected in all seep locations; however, several samples from Seeps 1, 3, 5A, and 7 did
not contain concentrations of iron above action levels and above background
concentrations. Samples collected from Seeps 5, 6, and 8 contained concentrations of
manganese above project action levels and background concentrations. The
concentration of manganese ranged from 1,800 J to 8,730 ppm. Thallium was detected
in two samples (Seep 6 and 8) in concentrations exceeding project action levels and
background concentrations. Metals (arsenic, barium, cadmium, iron, lead, manganese,
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selenium, thallium, vanadium, and zinc) were also determined to exceed ecological
criteria at several locations in seep soils/sediments.

Leachate Seep Surface Water Samples

Surface water samples were collected from nine leachate seep locations (Seeps 1
through 8 and 5A). Results of the surface water sampling indicate that PCBs were not
detected in the samples collected from Seep 5 and 5A. However, water samples from
the seeps are impacted with VOCs, SVOCs, and mefals. Specifically, Seeps 1, 2, 3,
and 8 contained concentrations of benzene above PRGs. Seep 1 contained
concentrations of vinyl chloride (1.7 ppb) exceeding PRGs. Ethylbenzene,
trichloroethene, and vinyl chloride were also detected above project action levels at
Seep B. The SVOC 1 4-Dichlorobenzene was also detected above action levels at
Seep B.

Several metals (arsenic, iron, lead, and manganese) were detected above MCLs and/or
PRGs in the samples collected from all seep locations. Arsenic was detected above
action levels in all surface water samples collected (filtered and nonfiltered) at
concentrations ranging from 0.0065 B (dissolved) to 1.4 (total) ppm. Iron was detected
above action levels in all samples except those coliected from Seeps 2, 5A, 6, and 7.
Dissolved iron was detected above project action levels from samples collected at
Seeps 1 and 8. Concentrations of lead were detected above MCLs and/or PRGs in all
surface water samples, except the sample collected from Seep 1. Manganese was
detected above PRGs at a concentration of 3.2 J ppm in one sample collected from
Seep 5. Metals (arsenic, copper, iron, lead, manganese, and zinc) were also
determined to exceed ecological criteria in several seep water samples.

2.3 Interim or Removal Actions Completed to Date

Fencing
Two interim actions were initiated to protect public heaith, safety and the environment

during the RI.. The first interim action was to install fencing around each leachate seep
area fo restrict access to these areas. These fences were installed in the summer of
2003. During field activities, two additional seeps were located at the Site, for a total of
nine seep locations (Seeps 1 through 8 and Seep 5A). Fencing was installed around all
nine seep locations (Figure 2). The fencing at the Site was a minimum of six feet high
with a minimum three-strand barbed wire at the top of the fence. Where appropriate,
set backs of 25 feet from the edge of the seep were installed, unless there were
physical constraints. A five-foot gate was also installed at each fence location to allow
for inspection of the seep areas. These fences will remain in place until construction of
the remedy.

Targeted Residential Well Sampling

In an effort to verify the safety of the regional aquifer for use by local residents, a
second interim action was conducted. This second interim action involved sampling
groundwater from two private water wells (Hom and Hamby residences) to determine if
these wells had been impacted by historical Site operations. The locations of these
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wells are shown on Figure 2. Water from the wells was analyzed for VOCs, SVOCs,
and TAL metals (filtered and non-filtered),

On June 10, 2003, the private water wells located on the Hamby (now Goodyear
property) and Horn properties were sampled in accordance with the Ohio EPA approved
Source Control Interim Action (SCIA) Work Plan. Water samples were analyzed for
VOCs, SVOCs, and TAL Metals.

The results of the June 2003 sampling indicated that VOCs, SVOCs, and thallium were
detected in samples collected from the Homn well. After evaluating the data from the
Hom well, it was determined that the well should be resampled to validate results. On
August 18, 2003, groundwater samples were collected directly from the Horn water well
head and submitted to the laboratory for VOC, SVOC, and total and dissolved metal
analysis.

The August 2003 laboratory results for the Horn well indicated that thallium was not a
COC, as it was not encountered above the method detection limit of 0.010 ppm. VOC
data was unavailable due to an electrical outage at the laboratory, However, total lead
(0.067 ppm) was detected in the samples collected from the Horn well above the MCL
(0.015 ppm), and concentrations of dissolved lead were found to be below method
detection limits, The water samples collected from the Hom well on August 18, 2003,
were turbid and contained small amounts of sediment. The concentrations of total lead
were most likely caused by the small amount of sediment in the groundwater samples:
however, it was determined that the Horn well would be sampled again to confirm these
results.

The Horn well was sampled again directly from the water well for VOC analysis on
October 8, 2003. However, due to anomalies in the metals data collected from the
October sampling event, the well was sampled again for total and dissolved metals on
Novernber 26, 2003. At this time, samples were collected at the well head and from a
tap located outside the Horn residence. An additional sample was collected from the
Horn well at the request of Ohio EPA on August 11, 2004, and the sample was
analyzed for total and dissolved thallium. Purging was conducted from the tap, and
sampling was conducted from the well head. Following evaluation of all of the data from
the Horn well sampling, the groundwater was found to contain no contaminants from the
Green | Landfill. The Homn well remains in service and provides water to two homes
owned by Mr. Horn adjacent to the landfill on Hunters Ridge Road,

Results of laboratory analysis for the Hamby well indicated that the well was not
impacted by VOCs, SVOCs, or metals (total or dissolved). Concentrations of acetone,
bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate, and di-n-butyl phthalate were detected in the groundwater
samples collected from the Hamby water supply well, however, acetone, bis (2-
ethylhexyl) phthalate, and di-n-butyl phthalate are considered laboratory contaminants,
as acetone was also detected in the trip blank, and bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate, and di-
n-butyl phthalate are common laboratory contaminants. Concentrations of COCs
detected in the Hamby well were below drinking water standards (MCLs). The Hamby
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evaluated in the human health and ecological risk assessments. Based on the results
of the Rl and FS, removal of the wastes from the property poses an unacceptable risk to
local residents. Although the Site will continue to be a closed landfill into the
foreseeable future, the Site is surrounded by residential properties and therefore, the

RAOs have been designed to be protective of this use designation.

TABLE 1 - REMEDIAL ACTION OBJECTIVES

APPLICABLE

TARGET

PATHWAY ComPounDs | LEVEL® BasR
Soils — Human Receptors (H1)
Protect human health by eliminating exposure (i.e. | Arsenic 11.025 | Background
direct contact, ingestion and inhalation) to soils with | Lead 400 Region 9 PRG'
concentrations of chemicals of concern in excess of | Manganese 1,326.75 | Background
regulatory or risk based standards. This includes
direct contact with the buried waste materials and
leachate emanating from the Site.
' Leachate — Human Receptors (H2)
Protect human health by eliminating exposure (ie. | Benzene 5 MCL
direct contact, ingestion and inhalation) to leachate | Ethylbenzene 700 MCL
with concentrations of chemicals of concern in | Vinyl chloride 2 MCL
excess of regulatery or risk based standards. Arsenic 0.010 MCL (ppm)
Manganese 0.015 | MCL (ppm)
Shallow Groundwater — Human Receptors (H3)
Protect human health by eliminating exposure (i.e. | Benzene 5 MCL
ingestion) to  shallow  groundwater  with 1,4-DGB5 75 MCL
concentrations of chemicals of concem in excess of | Chloroform 017 Redqion 8 PRG
regulatory or risk based standards. Ethylbenzene 700 MCL
TCE® 5 MCL
Vinyl chioride 2 MCL
Arsenic 0.010 MCL (ppm)
Beryllium 0.004 | MCL (ppm)
Cadmium 0.005 MCL {ppm}
Lead 0.015 MCL (ppm)
| Thallium 0.002 | MCL (ppm)
Soils — Ecological Receptors (E1)
Prevent direct contact with contaminated surface | Arsenic 11.025 | Background
soils and consumption of contaminated food Barium 100 HQ=1 (Robin)*
Cadmium 0.21 Background
lron 30,850 Background
Lead 25 HQ=1 [(Robin)
Manganese 1,326.75 | Background
Selenium 04 HG=1
Thallium 11 Background
Vanadium 26.85 Background
Zinc 71.2 Background
BEHP* 0.05 HO=1 (Robin)

USERA Region 8 Preliminary Remediation Goal
HO=1 for the mos! sensitive terrestrial receptor

BEHP = bis(2-ethylhexylphthalate
1,4-Dichigrobenzens
Trichloroethens

O ta e L0 B3 e

Units of Measure: Surface Soils — ppr; Surface Water or Groundwater - ppb; Sediments — ppm.
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5.3 Summary of Evaluation Criteria

Table 2: Evaluation of Remedial Alternatives for the Green | Landfill Cap

Evaluation Alternative  Alternative  Alternative  Alternative  Alternative  Alfernative
Criteria 1 2 3 4 5 6
1) Overall
protection of human O O O [ | | | |
health and the
gmvironment
(2) Compliance with
ARARS O O ] L) o 8
{3) Long term
sffectivensss and | g a [ | |
permanence
{4) Reduction of
toxicity, mability or O O O [u] [ | =
wolume through
treatment
{5) Shart term
eflactivensss O n i | (] |
{6) Implementabiity

[ | (] [ m [}
(7a)l Captal Cost — $2,073.000 $2.448,000 54,036,000 3467000  §2,773,225
v ~  $666,000 $666.000  $1,020000  $1,020,000  $1,020,000
1€} Cormmurty Community acceptance of the preferred alternatives will be evaluated after
accoplance ‘ ,

the public comment penod.

W Fully meets criteia B Partially meets criteria [ Does not meet criteria
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6.0 OHIO EPA’S SELECTED ALTERNATIVES

Ohio EPA's selected remedial alternative includes the construction of a single layer low
parmeability landfill cap (Alternative 6) along with passive gas vents and leachate
collection piping, installed to direct leachate to a holding tank (Alternative 8).

The selected alternative for capping uses a plastic liner (40 mil HDPE) and low
permeability clay soils already found at the Site to prevent infiltration of surface water
and precipitation. The use of these technologies at Green | Landfill is appropriate for
the long-term protection of human health and the environment, and meets ARARs®,
The single layer cap design combined with the physical setting of this landfill is
anlicipated to significantly reduce the amount of leachate produced by Green | Landfill.

The estimated cost of $2,773,225 for Alternative 6 was provided to Ohio EPA by
Goodyear after the approval of the ORC 3734.02(G) Exemption.

Green | Landfill is located in a rural area with increasing residential development. The
environmental covenant for the property will restrict groundwater usage and future
development of the property and will be enforceable by Ohio EPA. This rural area is
home to a variety of recreational uses including hunting and hiking, Property lines are
not always clear to persons who are unfamiliar with the local area. Signage will be
posted along the property border as part of this remedial action to deter trespassers
from accessing this property.

When implemented, the preferred alternative selected by Ohio EPA will enable the long-
term protection of groundwater and prevention of direct exposure to contaminants. The
estimated total cost of the Ohio EPA selected preferred alternative is $3,279,225.

Based on information presently available, it is Ohic EPA's current judgment that the
selected remedial alternative best satisfies the criteria listed in Table 2 Evaluation of
Site Remedial Alternatives. The elements of the selected remedial aliernative are as
follows:

6.1 Single Layer Low Permeability Cap Installation and O&M:
This component will include a 40 mil HDPE liner and low permeability clay soils
to prevent infiltration of surface water from snowmelt, rain, etc., and will be
designed to meet appropriate design standards for a landfill cap set out in Ohio
EPA's rules and include passive gas vents, with the exception of those
requirements that were exempted through the ORC 3734.02(G) exemption,
which found that the alternative capping proposal was unlikely to affect human
health, safety or the environment and would be as protective as a dual layer cap

* The originally selected alternative (Allemative 4) is consistent with what is required 1o be constructed on a landfill
closed today. The wasle bured in a newly closed landfill will decompose and compact and the surface of the landfill
will settle. Since Green | Landfill closad in 1974, satiling of the landfill waste has already occurred. Therefore, the
preferred remedy will allow for the permanent entombment of the waste and prevent infiltration,
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leachate will become more concentrated as less surface water infiltration occurs.
As stated in Section 6, Ohio EPA will determine the final leachate treatment
method for Green | Landfill during the Five Year Review process, based on the
quality and quantity of leachate generated. The implementation of this remedial
action will eliminate the pathways described by RAO H2 and E1.

Performance Standard: This element of the remedy will be considered
successful when a leachate management system is constructed and maintained
to pass periodic inspections by Ohio EPA, documenting that all leachate is being
contained.
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7.0 Documentation of Significant Changes
Ohio EPA received comments on the Preferred Plan, but no significant changes have

been made to the selected remedial alternative. The Agency's responses to the
comments are provided in Section 8.0 (Responsiveness Summary).
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Response: Excessive odors are not anticipated with this project. This concern is
noted and will be discussed and addressed during the development of the
emergency action / contingency plan.

Comment #4
The remedial investigation determined that water bearing zones near the elevation of

the landfill have detectable amounts of confamination. There is concem about the long-
term safely of the wells in the area and a desire to have wells that are not already cased
abandoned and replacement wells drilled to current requirements.

Response: Ohio EPA will require periodic sampling of the existing ground water
monitoring network during the operation and maintenance phase of the project.
In addition, the responsible parties will be required to sample potable wells within
1,000 feet of the landfill prior to the start of construction, within 60 days of the
completion of construction, and one year prior to the start of the five year review.
in the event that future data demonstrate that contamination from the landfill
threatens potable wells, an appropriate course of action will be determined.

Comment #5
Commenter expressed concem about the impact of the landfill on local property values.

Response: Ohio EPA is limited to specific criteria while preparing plans for
clean-up activities, and cannot consider property value.

Comment #6
Commenter indicated that a source of borrow dirt could be made available to reduce the

amount of truck traffic on Hunters Woods Road.

Response: The source of the borrow soils is an issue to be resolved by the
responsible parties and their contractors.

Comment #7
Additional water from drainage of surface water from the landfill could create flooding on

the lower portions of Hunters Woods Road.
Response: This concern Is noted and drainage patterns will be reviewed during

the design phase of the project. If practical, surface water will be managed to
prevent additional flow to Hunters Woods Road.
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Comment #8
What can be done to preserve the aesthetics cumently provided by the tree covered
landfill after installation of the cap?

Response: This comment is noted and efforts will be made to achieve a suitable
resolution within the constraints of acceptable landfill capping practices.

Comment #9
What will be done to ensure the public roads are maintained or repaired if damaged by
the heavy trucks bringing materials info the Site.

Response: During the public meeting a township trustee advised that there is a
road use and repair agreement that will need to be signed prior to construction.
This agreement will ensure damage to the road is corrected after construction is
completed,

All written comments received are available for review at Ohio EPA's Southeast District
Office located at 2195 East Front Street, Logan, Ohio, and at the site's public repository,
the Logan-Hocking Public Library in Logan.
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ATTACHMENT A: GLOSSARY OF TERMS

Adsorb The adhesion in an extremely thin layer of molecules (as |
of gases, solutes, or liquids) to the surfaces of solid
bodies or liquids with which they are in contact

Aquifer An underground geological formation capable of holding
and yielding water.

ARARs Applicable or relevant and appropriate requirements.

Those statutes and rules which strictly apply to remedial
activities at the site, or those statutes and rules whose
requirements would help achieve the remedial goals for
the site.

Baseline Risk
Assessment

An evaluation of the risks to humans and the environment
posed by a site.

Bioconcentrate

The net result of the uptake, distribution, and elimination
of a substance in an organism due to water-borne
exposure, whereas bioaccumulation includes all routes of
exposure (i.e. air, water, soil, food).

Carcinogen

A chemical that causes cancer.

CERCLA

Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act of 1980, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 9601 et
seq. A federal law that regulates cleanup of hazardous
substances sites under the U.S. EPA Superfund
Program.

Contaminants of
Concern (COCs)

Chemicals identified at the site which are present in
concentrations that may be hamful to human health or
the environment.

Decision Document

A statement issued by the Ohio EPA giving the Director's
selected remedy for a site and the reasons for its
selection.

Ecological Receptor

Animals or plant life exposed or potentially exposed to
chemicals released from a site.

Environmental Covenant

A servitude arising under an environmental response
project that imposes activity and use limitations and that
meets the requirements established in section 5301.82 of
the Revised Code.

Exposure Pathway

Route by which a chemical is transported from the site to
a human or ecological receptor.

Feasibility Study

A study conducted to ensure that appropriate remedial
alternatives are developed and evaluated such that
relevant information concerning the remedial action
options can be presented to a decision-maker and an
appropriate remedy selected.

Final Cleanup Levels

Final cleanup levels are identified in the Decision
Document along with the RAOs and performance
standards.
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Wednesday Evening Session

Fehruvary 12, 2014

M5. FINKELSTEIN: The purpose of this public
hedaring {5 to accept commants on the official record
regarding the amended cleanup plan for the 10.6-acre
Green 1 Landfill site near Logan on Hunters Woods Hoad
in Grean Township.

Ohio EPA published a public notice to
announce the hearing and public comment period
regarding the project in newspapers in the area. This
notice was dissued in Ohio EPA's Weekly Review, which is
a8 publication that lists, by county; all Agency
activities and actions taking place in the State of
Ohio.

Written and oral comments received as part of
the otticial record are reviewed by Ohic EPA prior to a
final action of the Diregcter. To be included in the
official record, written comments mupst be received by
ohie EPA by the close of business on February Zlst,
2014, Comments received after this data may be
considered as time and ciccumstances permit, but will
not be part of the official record for this hearing.

Writren comments can be filed with me venight
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or submitted to Ohic EPA, P.0O. Box 1040 -- Well, it's
best to submit them to the address on the agenda that
brings them here, corcect, Mike?

MR, MOUSER: So the cnes T emailed are still
part of ic?

MR. SHERRON: Yes, I have those,

M5. FINKELSTEIN: The specific instructions
for the address for the comments can be found on the .
agenda for this hearing.

It is important for you bto know that all
comments received in writisg at the Agency, all written
comments given to me tonight, and all verbal comments
given here tonight dre given the sam2 consideration,

I ask that all exhibits, including written
speeches, maps, photographs, overheads, and any other
physical evidence zeferred to in your testimony bhe
submitted to - me tonight as park of the official record.
If you chose mot to submit the information, Ohioc EPA
cannoct ensure the acouracy of your testimony.

A court reporter is here to make a
stenographic record of tonight's p:aceédings.

Questions and comments made at the publiec
hearing will be responded to in a document known as a

responsivensss summacy.
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The Director, after taking inte consideration
the recommendations of the program staff and comments
presented by the public, may issve or deny the permit,

Once a final decision is made by the
Director, the final decision along with the
responsiveness summary will be communicated te the
applicant, all persons who have submitted comments and
all persons who present testimony at tonight's hearing.

Finpal actions of the Director are appealable
to the Environmental Review Appeals Commission, also
known as ERAC. The beard is separate from Ohio EPA
and reviews cases in accordance with Chioc's
environmental lawsg and rcules. Any ERAC decision is
appealable to the Franklin County Court of Appeals.
aAny order of the Court of Appeals (s appealsable to the
Suprems Court of Ohio.

If you do wish to present testimeny at this
hearing tonight and have not already completed a hlue
card, please do so at this time and return it teo me or
Mike. The cards are aveilable ac the registration
table.

Esch tndividual may testify only onece and
speak for five minutes, =o I do ask that you vee your

time wisely and that you are respectful of others
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providing their comments and guestions.

There 15 mo cross—examination of the speaker
or Ohio EPA representatives in public hearings of this
type. Ohio EPA public hearings afford citizens an
opportunity to provide input, thersfore we will not be
able b0 answer guestions during this hearing. The
hearing officer or an Ohie EPR representative may ask
clarifying gnestions of speakers to ensure the record
{s as complete and accurate as poasible.

If you have a dquestion, please phrase your
comments in the form of a question and the Agency will
address your concerns in writing within the
responsiveness SUNMATY.

We will now receive testimony. hs I call
your name, please plep vp close to Dlane, our court
reporter, state your name, spell it for the record and
proceed with your testimony.

our Eirst parson is Laura Lyon.

MS. LYOM: I'm Lavra Lyon.

M5. FINEELSTEIN: Spell wvour nane, please.

MS. LYOM: L-A-U-R-A L-Y-G-N.

End my biggest concern would be since I do

actually border kthe landfill is hsving a boundacy of
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some Sort be it pine trees, some Kind of trees that we
would negotiate, to keep out noise and at ieast to

keep -~ even Lf it's not fresh trees to keep a layer of
trees of some s0rt that they don't tear down, and we
can deal with 1it.

At the last nne of these T volunteersd that
we would be willing to sell our land and use it as a
drive-thru, I'm no longer interested in that due to
the fact we have built a new house, so I am retracting
that from the last time.

8ut, howewver, we do have a dirt source LIf
that would be a possibility and that would alleviate --
if ‘the dirt would be deemed as possible and we could
use Lt and then we wouldn't have to go out of the road.

So, I would make sure all the wells get
tested, and [ wouldn't mind an encased well, That
would be very nice to take away that having to worry
gbout being contaminated.

And the pther thing would be the fact that we
need to watch the drainage on the road. It's a big
concern being that road floods three times a year at
least, or 1t floods three places of the road whan it
flooda, slready, and any additional water coming down

from that landfill from the cap will create more
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flooding. And our brustees have given us the largest
tiles; which have done a better job. But adding to
that water level because of that cap, the liner will
not do uws any favors. We need Lo make the water go-a
different direction. That's iE.

M5, FPINKELSTEIN. Thank yonr.

And Diane is asking that you ceme a little
clpser, There's noise above our heads. It's important
that she hears you %9 she gets your testimony properly.

Mr, Horn.

MR.. HOEM: Larry A. Horn, Jr. L-A-R-R-Y A.
H=-0-R-N, J-E.

Like Laura I'm concerned for something
that == 1 movad into ‘the woods so I don't want to look
at a fence and a flat pasture, I am wondering what's
going to happen with the material if needed to be
brought in or the bad stuff needs to be taken ouk =0
the road is kept and passable for the next 40, 50 years
while I'm there, 1 guesasa.

I really had no gquestions. I was just
wondering, you know, was there money allotted, how soon
they're going to get started, seeing whether or not the

wells are going to be sampled, and aseing whether or
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not we could a1l be notified in black and white for the
next meeting or in the future.

MR. SHERRON: So, Larry, just so I can
clarify what your beginning guestion and comment wag.
You're not so worried about the loads that are being
brought in or put, fist how that's going to impact the
traffic?

MER, HOBW: JAnd the road.

MR. SHERBOW: And the road condition?

MR, HORN: Right. And the 15-ton bridge.

MR. SHEBRRON: Okay.

MR, HORN: Thank you.

M5. FINKELSTEIN: Thank you.

Randy Findlay.

MR, FINDLAY: Pass.

MS. FPINKELSTEIN: Tim Blair.

ME. BLAIR: I'm Tim Blair, Green Township
Trustea. T-I-M B-L-A-I-R,

My main concern was the road and what is
going toc happen with the road.

Az far as the Township 1s concerned, we don't
want to puk a let of money in the road repairing it and

doing things to it and then have big trucks come back



17

18

13

20

21

22

23

24

in and tear it all up immediately right afterwards. So
we need to be kept in the loopo to know when if
construction is going to happen, and we need to make

sure that the construction pecple are aware that we do

‘have a road repair agreement they have to sign before

they can tdke their trucks on our road. That
guarantees us that they will repair it.
And as far es Larry's concern about the

15-ten bridge, T talked to the county engineer zbout

it, There is no weight restrictions whatsosver on that

bridoe, and he said it will hsul any legal load that
comes across. I have been underneath the bridge and 1
don't think so. But that's what our county enginsey
5ays.

M5, FINKELSTEIN: Thank fou, Mr. Blair.

End Mr. Mouser.

MR MOUSER: My name Lls Mike Moussr. I would
1ike to see the remeadiation --

M$. FINKELSTEIN: Would you spell your name
for the record,

HME. MOUSER: M-0-U-5-E-R.

I would iike to see the remediation agreement

address the potable water for the residents of Hunters

1a
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Woods Road.

I'm sure in 1974 they thought the fix of the
landfill was the correct thing to do. And I know now
that you think that the migration betwean the 100-foor
walls and 300-foot wells is not feasible, but a more
positive solution would be I would think a better
remedy then to walt to see if it migrates laterally
into the other aguifers.

M5. FINKELSETEIN: We have now heard from
anyons who's turhed in a blue card. I3 there anyone
2lse who would like te provide testimony tonight?

MR. KREFPNER: Yes,

MES. FINEELETEIN: I[f you would come up.

MR. KEAEFPNER: Yes. William Kaeppner,
K-p-E-P-P-H-E-R.

Being a property owner on Hunters Woocds Foad
and my daughter’s house being there, T have never
seen -- During the initial phases there was going to be
test wells deone north, south, east and west to see how
far the migrations were or are, 1 havé never been
informed of any test wells on the spoth side of Hunters
Weods Road in that area ar &l1, sc — and that

watershed that comes up Hunters Woods Road flows north
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to south across Hunters Woods Rpad and up the valley.
Sp; as I said, T never seen any test wells on the south
gide af Hunters Woods Road.

There was &slao guestions &t the first couple
gteps that they were going to be reguesting properties
Lo park equipment on and stuff and there has never been
any follow-up to that, Lf they still have that. If yom
£till have that as a request from nelghboring land
owners with folks who have flat ground for the
construation.

MR. SHERROW: 8o, BLll, are you olfering a
staging ares?

ME. KAEPPNER: The initis] stuff that came
out was a little move Draconian in reguest. We do have
flat land. There's othar folks who have flat land
closer.

My primary irnterest is the welils, the water
quality. Secondary, is there going to be reguirements
for ataging areas.

MR. SHERROM: Again —--

MR, EAEPPNER: Obvieusly you can't answar the
gquestion. But I'm wondering about staging areas.

My primary reguesi is well samples on the

spouth side of Hunters Woods Road. becanse I've never

12
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recaived anything,

MR. SHERRON: Okay.

MR. KREPPHER: So that's about it, really.

MsS.. FINKELSTEIN: Thank you,

M. EAREPFMER: Thank wou.

MS5. FIMNKELSTEIM: Was there anyone else 'who
wanted to present testimony tonight?

all right. T£ there are no further reguests
to present testimony —-- one more chance -- we will go
ahead and snd the hearing.

Femember, written comments will be accepted

through the close of business on February Z1st. Again,

these van pbe sent to the address on the agenda.

This does conclude today's hearing. Thank

you Eor your testimony, cooperation and participation

in Ohio EPR's decisionmaking process. The time is now
7103 and this kearing is adjourned.
Thereupen, the hearing was adjourhed ar

7:03 p.m., on Wednesday, February 12, 2014.
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CERTIFICATE

I do hereby certify that the foregoing is a
true and-correct transcript of the proceedings taken by
me in this matter before the Ohic EPA; on Wednesday,
Februarcy 12, 2Z014.

DIANE L. SCHAD,
COURT REPORTER.
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The Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company  :  Director's Final
1144 East Market Street - Findings and Orders
Akron, Ohio 44316

Respondent.
For the Site known as: g

Green | Landfill Site
Hunters Woods Road -
Green Township, Hocking County, Ohio 3

. JURISDICTION

These Director's Final Findings and Orders ("Orders”) are issued to The
Goodyear Tire & Rubber Company ("Goodyear”), pursuant to the authority vested in the
Director of Ohio EPA under Ohio Revised Code (“ORC") § 3734.02(G) and Ohic
Administrative Code ("OAC") Rule 3745-27-03(B).

Il. PARTIES BOUND

These Orders shall apply to and be binding upon Goodyear and its successors in
interest liable under Ohio law. No change in ownership of Goodyear or of the Green |
Landfill shall in any way alter Goodyear's obligations under these Orders.

| portify mis i be a true and accirals ooy of s
official documents. as fitd In e racords of ihe Giia
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Green | Landfill
Director's Final Findings and Orders

Page 2

lll. DEFINITIONS

Unless otherwise expressly provided herein, all ferms used in these Ordars shall

have the same meaning as defined in ORC Chapter 3734.

IV. FINDINGS

The Director of Ohio EPA has determined the following findings:

1.

The Green | Landfill Site ("Site”) is located in Section 36, Green Township,
Hocking County, Ohio, off Hunters Woods Road (Township Road 358). The Site
encompasses approximately 18 acres, Including the Green | Landfill, and is
surrounded by residential properties.

The Green | Landfill operated from July 1970 to July 1974, when the landfill
ceased acceptance of waste. Goodyear is the current ownar of the Site.

During its operation, the Green | Landfill accepted “industrial waste" and/or “other
wasie® as defined in ORC § 6111.01(C) and (D), and/or "hazardous wastes" as
defined in ORC § 3734.01(J), and/or “hazardous substances" as defined in §
101(14) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and
Liability Act of 1980, as amended, 42 U.S.C. 9601(14).. Wastes disposed of at
the Site included municipal waste and drummed materials, including: polyols,
isocyanates, alcohols, oils, waxes, paints, hydrocarbon solvents, washer cleaner
sludge, and paint booth sludge. Goodyear stated the company disposed of
4,605 drums of liquid waste and 94,268 cubic yards of miscellaneous solid waste
at the Green | Landfill betwsen July 1870 and June 1974.

In November 1983, Ohio EPA conducted a preliminary assessment at the Site.
Laboratory analysis of ground water samples collected from the Site Indicated
levels of Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) in excess of Maximum
Contaminant Levels (MCLs). In August 1994, Ohio EPA prepared a Site
inspection report for U.S. EPA. The report summarized ground water sampling
results, which indicated the presence of phenol, benzoic acid, 4-methyiphenol,
benzene, arsenic, barium, beryllium, chromium, lead, nickel and cyanide. U.S.
EPA completed a removal action in November 1891 after drums near the surface
of the ground were accidentally uncovered at a portion of the Site and a black

sludge oil material containing polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) seeped from the
ground.

In March 2000, additional sampling conducted by Ohio EPA revealed VOC and
heavy metal contamination in several seeps on the Site.

2



Green | Landfill
Director's Final Findings and Orders

Page 3

10.

On September 20, 2002, Goodyear agreed to an administrative order with Ohio
EPA to investigate contaminants at the Site by conducting a Remedial
Investigation (RI) to define the nature and extent of contamination at the Site,

and a Feasibility Study (FS) to develop and evaluate remedial alternative(s) for
cleanup of the Site.

Ohio EPA approved the Rl Report on December 20, 2005, and approved the FS
Report on Decamber 14, 2007.

On February 9, 2010, Ohio EPA notified the public of its Preferred Plan for
remediation of the Site and solicited public comments. On November 19, 2010,
the Director of Ohio EPA issued a Decislon Document, which selected the
remedy for the Site. Included in the selected remedial alternative (Alternative 5
in the Decision Document) was the requirement for the construction of a dual

layer, low permeability landfill cap, pursuant to Ohio Administrative Code (“OAC")
rule 3745-27-08, on the Green | Landfill.

Respondent Goodyear appsaled the Decision Document to the Environmental
Review Appeals Commission (ERAC) on December 22, 2010.

On September 15, 2011, Goodyear submitted a request for an exemption,
pursuant to ORC 3734.02(G), from several of the requirements, OAC Rules
3745-27-08(D)(21) and (26), associated with the construction of a dual layer, low
permeability cap on the Green | Landfill. More specifically:

a) OAC rule 3745-27-08(D)(21)a)(i) requires that the re-compacted soil
barrier layer in the composite cap system be at least eighteen (18) inches
thick, or include a geosynthetic clay liner that complies with paragraph
(D)®) of the rule with an engineered sub-base, constructed in accordance
with paragraph (D)(22) of the rule. Goodyear requested an exemption
from the requirement fo construct an eighteen-inch thick soil barrier in
order to allow the use of existing soil cover as the soil barrier.

by OAC rule 3745-27-08(D)(21)(g)(i-v) requires that the re-compacted soll
barrier layer in the composite cap system be constructed in lifts and to
certain specifications, and be compacted to certain specifications.
Goodyear requested an exemption from these requirements as the re-
graded existing soil cover would be used for the soil barrier. A re-
compacted soll barrier would not be placed on the landfil; therefore,
adherence to the specifications in (D){21)(g)(i-iv) is not warranted.

-
2
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11.

12.

c) OAC rule 3745-27-08(D)21)(h) requires that the re-compacted soil barrier
layer in the composite cap system be adequately protected from damage
due to desiccation, freezefthaw cycles, wet/day cycles, and the intrusion of
objects during construction of the cap system. OAC rule 3745-27-
08(DY21)(i) requires quality control testing of the constructed lifts be
performed to determine the density and moisture content according to
certain specifications. Goodyear requested an exemption from these
requirements as the re-graded existing soil cover would be used for the
soil barrier, As an alternative, Goodyear would develop construction
quality controls, for Ohio EPA approval, during remedial design,

d) OAC rule 3745-27-08(D)(268)(b) requires that cap protection layers be a
minimum of thirty (30) inches thick for the facilities located in the area of
the Green | Landfill. Goodyear requested an exemption from this
requirement, as the average soil temperatures in the area of Green |

Landfill do not warrant a thirty-inch thick cap protection layer for freezs
protection.

An alternative cover system for the Green | Landfill, as described in Goodyear's
September 15, 2011 exemption request, and for the reasons explained herein,
would result in a degree of protectiveness at least equal to that of the
requirements in OAC rule 3745-27-08(D).

For the reasons summarized above, the Director has determined that issuance of
an exemption to allow the proposed alternative cap system, as further described
in the September 15, 2011 exemption request, is expected to provide an
adequate physical barrier between the waste mass and direct contact, and is
unlikely to advarsely affect the public health or safety or the environment.

V. ORDERS

The Director hereby issues the following Orders:

;

Pursuant to ORC § 3734.02(G) and OAC Rule 3745-27-03(B), Goodyear is
hereby exempted from the requirements in OAC rules 3745-27-08(D)(21) and
(26), as described In the Findings above, for the cap system at the Green |

Landfill, provided that Goodyear implements the other components of the remedy
selected in the Decision Documaent for the Site,

Nothing In these Orders shall be construed to authorize any waiver from the
requirements of any applicable federal or stale laws or regulations except as
specified herein. These Orders shall not be interpreted to release Goodysar

4
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