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MEMORANDUM 

 

To:     Groundwater Advisory Council  

From:   H. Bokuniewicz  

Concerning:  Minutes of the meeting of 24 November 2003  

Date:   January 16, 2004   

 

 

PRESENT      REGRETS  

N. Bartilucci      L. Koppelman  

H. Bokuniewicz     G. Proios 

D. Mancuso      S. Robbins  

R. Mazza     

J. Milazzo  

B. Nemickas  

M. Nofi        

D. Paquette        

W. Prospect  

K. Roberts  

W. Spitz  

K. Willis  

 

1. There were no comments on the minutes of the last meeting (29 October). 

 

2. We’re doing the final editing of the proceedings from the Groundwater Symposium 

and want to be sure to get it distributed to the right people.  I need to get a list from 

the Water Conference (getting things into the right hands at the Water Conference 

always seems to be a challenge).  It should also be sent to the Water Commissioners 

as well as our usual list of libraries and political offices.  Any other advice would be 

welcome.   

 

3. On 15 January we will have a meeting at Brookhaven National Laboratory to discuss 

educational messages.  We have been working on two power-point presentations 

specific to LI groundwater.  One of these is for the use in the NEMO program 

(Nonpoint Education for Municipal Officials), which meets with town boards, zoning 

boards etc. on issues of non-point source pollution.  The other is for the VEEP 

program, which sends trained volunteer educators for special programs into LI 

schools. 

 

4. Courtnay Hull presented a draft of the VEEP power-point presentation for advice.  

Courtnay majored in Natural Resources at Cornell and she has worked as an educator 

at the Riverhead Aquarium.  She has experience as an elementary school teacher and 

is now in the graduate program at Stony Brook.   
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Several specific suggestions were made on particular slides (adding “55 gallons” to 

the barrels; putting a “NO” image on the picture of the underground “river”; adding 

definition of terms like “evapotranspiration”,  “percolation” etc; adding a slide about 

iron in the water; adding a slide of a child digging on the beach (aquifers are “wet 

sand”; how wells work); adding something on the distribution system, water filters 

(they’re not necessary) and bottled water).  An additional message is that “although 

water is not running out it is still not unlimited, and contamination requires more-

and-more treatment (= $)”.     

 

In general, it was suggested that the presentation was too long and needed, somehow, 

to maintain the flexibility of the instructor.  Experience is that the students ask lots of 

questions, which might be stifled by having a formal, slide show.  Also, we need to 

keep the “hands-on” elements of the classroom presentation, such as using the GW 

models, sponges, running water in the classroom sink, etc.     

 

It was also pointed out that four slightly different versions might be needed.  One 

would be for Nassau County where sewering is the norm; one for coastal sites where 

saltwater intrusion is the issue; one for western Suffolk (this one?) and one for 

eastern Suffolk focusing on private wells.  To maintain flexibility we might want to 

consider a series of “palettes” (i.e. collection of a few PP images on particular topics) 

that the presenter could bring up as needed.  We might also want to include links to 

EPA, USGS, SCWA, etc.  

 

5. Kevin Willis reported on the status of the EPA’s consideration of 1-4 Dioxane, and 

perchlorate.  1-4 Dioxane is associated with TCA sites and found extensively in the 

Mohawk region.  There is nothing definite yet on methodology for cleanup, but 

because both are missible chemicals they’ll need ion exchange treatments.  It’ll likely 

be three years before there are Federal standards.  

 

6. There was also a brief discussion of “well sock” technology.  In NJ at least, if you 

drill a well you must isolate it to prevent contamination in 48 hours.  “Well socks” 

can be difficult to use, take time to put in place and are fairly expensive ($2200/400-

foot hole).  The USGS a commercial product with a check-valve and take to isolate 

nearly drilled wells at a cost of $80/400-foot hole.  This, however, may not be a 

problem on LI.   

 

7. It was mentioned that the problem getting DEC (and others) access to the SWAP 

results has not been resolved.   

 

8. The next meeting is scheduled for December 22 at SCWA in Oakdale.  
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