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MEMORANDUM 

 

 

To:   Groundwater Advisory Council   

From:   H. Bokuniewicz   

Re:   Minutes of the meeting of 4 December 2006      

Date:   December 15, 2006     

 

      

PRESENT     REGRETS  

 

R. Alvey     M. Alarcon  

H. Bokuniewicz    L. Koppelman  

S. Colabufo     R. Liebe   

S. Jones     G. Manzo  

M. Nofi     R. Mazza  

D. Paquette     B. Nemickas  

K. Roberts     G. Proios  

W. Spitz     S. Robbins  

S. Terracciano  

        

  

1. There were no comments on the minutes of the last meeting that had been distributed 

earlier.  

 

2. The article in Saturday’s NY Times titled “As Aquifer Runs Dry, L.I. Water Debate 

Ensures” was discussed.  Several of the people present had been interviewed by Mr. 

Lambert in the preparation of the article.  He seemed to be doing a thorough job but 

touched on a very wide range of topics each only briefly.  The article gives a flawed 

impression embodied in the title.  We will write a letter to the editor to try to correct 

some misimpressions.  

 

3. A review of activities in 2006 was distributed (attached) and discussed.  Eighteen 

professional papers or presentations were completed on various topics including non-

point source nitrogen, perchlorate, pharmaceuticals and personal care products and 

surface-groundwater interactions.  Investigators from other parts of the US and from 

other countries were included in some of these efforts.  

 

In addition to the special session on the Lloyd at the Long Island Geologists’ 

Conference, we participated in offering the Pine Barrens Research Forum.  The next 

Pine Barrens Forum will have a focus on water issues and expected to be held on the 

first Thursday of October.  A special workshop on MTBE remediation was offered 

by request by the regulatory agency in Nevada and another at Stony Brook on 

modeling.  This latter was intended to be for managers but turned out to be perhaps 

too technical.   

 

The Guerrera Award was again presented in conjunction with the NY Section of 

AWWA to enlarge our pool of applicants.  The Groundwater University was also 

offered again at Camp Seawolf and several other, educational presentations were 
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made, mostly in Nassau County, reaching over 500 students.  (Many more had been 

done by Donna Mancuso of the SCWA reaching over 7000 students.  The SCWA is 

considering adding another person, half-time to help with the educational program.  

They will also modify the syllabus to add a component on the Pine Barrens to fit in 

the primary and secondary school syllabus, perhaps associated with a unit of fire 

safety required by the NYS Education Department, or on wetlands and open space).     

 

4. The agenda for the Groundwater Symposium (at BNL on 6 June) was discussed.  The 

meeting will be open to the public.  The intent is to highlight USGS research in 

particular and other current research in general and to allow interactions between the 

USGS and their users.  We need to get the “standard language” for meeting at BNL.   

 

It was suggested that we identify three or four themes and open the Symposium with 

short (10-minute) talks, one on each theme, given by speakers recruited from 

different agencies.  Themes might be water supply (SCWA?), water quality 

(SCDHS?), groundwater-surface water interactions (SBU?), and “hot spots” and 

plumes (EPA?). 

 

Ty Fuller will be asked to prepare a talk on his work on road salt which might include 

its bromide signature, costs and methods of remediation.  Joe Haas (DEC) will be 

asked to talk about MTBE remediation on LI:  Dominic Ninivaggi, on vector control 

and the drainage project in Wertheim:  Joe Pokorny, on well-head treatment 

technology (including exchange resins for perchlorate and iron) and costs.  Steve 

Colabufo might talk about his work in Montauk involving water resources under 

various land use scenarios and potential impacts of transporting water into the area 

from the Pine Barrens.  It might also be useful to have someone from the USGS 

NAQAW discuss non-point sources of MTBE using that part of the national study 

relevant to LI.  It seems that detection of MTBE does not always mean that a BTEX 

plume is approaching.  We will also offer a poster session and will ask Mike 

Stevenson and Patty South to prepare a poster on the SCWA’s Educational Campaign 

on Myths and Misconceptions.  We might also ask BNL for a poster on the DNA 

research of using natural bacteria and gene splicing to create remediation micro 

environments and perhaps a BNL poster on the current status of BNL remediation.   

 

We could use some input on Nassau County topics.  Nassau’s DPW has been 

installing Lloyd wells, one in Long Beach and one in Inwood.  In the latter it seems 

that they detected elevated chloride levels; could this be merely faulty wells?  

Perhaps a talk on salt water intrusion in the Lloyd would be appropriate.  We might 

check with Ray Mazza.  There are also the Brooklyn Union Gas (BUG) wells drilled 

for gas storage and for the sanitation district use.    

 

5. The MTBE litigation was briefly discussed.  They seem to be of two types.  

Identifiable sources place the liability on the polluter but “unidentifiable” spills might 

be the liability of the producers of the products, referred to “market share liability”.  

One of the problems is that MTBE can be detected by taste and smell at levels below 

the MCL of 10 ppb.   

 

The MTBE lawsuits have now been consolidated in the Southern New York District 

Court.  All federal cases have been consolidated in the multidistrict case and the 

SCWA’s is a “lead case”.  
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It seems that the Plainview case has been approved to go to trial.  They had to take 

action before wells were contaminated because wells were threatened by identifiable 

spills.   

 

6. There has been little news about the Suffolk County “Comps” study.  The consultant 

did meet recently with the Water Authority to revise pumpage rates for old wells and 

to include new wells into the effort.  They probably will be using 2005 pumpage as 

an indicator of a high-use year.  There are still some concerns about the DYNFLOW 

in evaluating model results.  

 

7. The next meeting is scheduled for TUESDAY January 16 (the day after Martin 

Luther King Day) at the offices of Dvirka and Bartilucci in Woodbury.   
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