

May 4, 2026 Water Quality Agenda

Housekeeping:

1) PowerHouse walkway at TB1.  

2) Mounding:  We will follow on the mounding studies once EPA presents on them again.  Issue is forward looking – climate change.

3) DO Levels:  Any acknowledgement from Fagel, Waldron or Smith to our resolution re: DO levels, Erica?

4) OMP:  What is EPA’s demand for responsible parties to maintain an operation and maintenance plan (OMP) for the Gowanus Canal Clean-up strategy? Who will ensure that the OMP is done going forward? Will EPA continue to check that the water quality remains good and that the cap is intact? Does EPA have an OMP Plan? Where is it?  Katia followed on these two questions – any answer?

5) HYDROLOGY:  Current hydraulic conditions, including groundwater elevations and flow direction. This study by DEC was scheduled for completion in late 2024.  Per Aaron DEC is working on it.  Followed up with Aaron 4/27/2026.  See addenda 

Turning Basins

6) How much water are we losing?
0.81 acres in RTA2 [that’s almost a whole city block!] and 0.12 acres in RTA1. The area that will be recovered in turning basin 1 and under the 3rd Ave bridge is about 0.51 acres. 

Due to the dredging of soft sediment in the canal, we will be increasing the water depth along the length of the canal, thus INCREASING the holding capacity of the canal. The volume increase in RTA1 and RTA2 excluding the area under the 3rd Ave bridge is estimated to be about 118,000 CY or the capacity of 36 Olympic size swimming pools.

7) How will what we lose here be returned to us at Turning Basins 1 & 11 (near Lowe's in RTA 3)? Does not look that way.
In coordination with EPA, the Trust is currently designing a wetland in the former First Street turning basin to provide ecological value and recreational benefits to the community and to offset water area lost by bulkhead encroachment throughout the project area. Additional encroachment mitigation will occur beneath the Third Avenue bridge and slightly into the Fifth Street Turning Basin, pursuant to plans which are still being developed.  At Turning Basin 11, encroachment from the bulkhead construction is anticipated due to structural limitations from the former Pathmark building.




Follow up TB question: 
*It should be noted that the First and Fourth Street Basin were illegally landfilled with EPA / NYSDEC failing in their protective duties...  so technically up to 3.5 acres of habitat restoration would need, legally, to be compensated for. 
EPA is still reviewing this and we will bring it to the CAG when we have a further response. We have no further response at this point. – ERICA – craft a question to follow up.  ERICA wrote – “As water was not fully restored in Turning Basin 1 with the sloped design, we would like to confirm that future designs for the other turning basins and other areas of the Canal will prioritize no further loss of width of the Canal and turning basins?” 

Future Agency Questions:

-	What is the objective for the level of clean water once the canal is cleaned? CSO’s:  Corinne.
We know Implementation of the remedy will improve the surface water quality of the Canal by controlling and substantially eliminating sheens and preventing contact of the surface water with the contaminated sediment and we know the goal is SC.  But, the question remains - what about the CSO's?  We know that even with the tanks, there will still be CSO's in the water.  What will happen to those?  Will the City have to re-dredge?  NOTE:  We may have wanted to direct this to EPA initially and probably still should but we should send to DEC and definitely DEP as well since Lisa Garcia, the former head of EPA is now DEP Commissioner. 

Mark Yarish drafted the following Post-Remedy Issue questions:

-	If re-dredging is required, how will the City prevent damage to the cap/remedy? What methods, monitoring/verification, approvals, enforcement, and repair/notification steps would apply if cap disturbance occurs? 

-	Basement floodwater testing: Can residents/businesses have a practical way to check floodwater for contamination (kits or an agency-supported sampling option)? If kits aren’t recommended, what alternative is feasible?  DEC? & DEP?
-	Real-time canal monitoring/public reporting: Can agencies evaluate deploying monitors along the canal/outfalls (storm-event focused) and publishing results (e.g., open data/dashboard) with public health context?  DEP?  DEC?  EPA's Region 2, is now the Commissioner at DEP (will she recuse from all things Gowanus?). 
Future DEP Questions:

Having gone over our last two agendas, these questions for DEP still have not been asked – but see addenda below for that which we have asked already. 

· Addressing Sewer Backups – When will the City turn to Gowanus?

· Legal outfalls:  which are street ends, which are buildings, which are the CSO tanks, what are the WEIR Outfalls?

· What will the City do if the tanks are not enough to maintain the current SC status of the Canal?


E-Mail Addenda

DEP Questions:  
On April 15, 2026, the following questions were sent to Lisa Garcia and Drisana Hughes at DEP.  No response to date.  Followed up on April 27. 

Hello Ms. Garcia and Ms. Hughes:

The Gowanus Canal Community Advisory Group's Water Quality Committee has a number of questions that we believe DEP can, hopefully, answer.  Please respond in writing and we would greatly appreciate if you could let us know when it would be convenient to give the full Advisory Group a presentation about the answers to the questions we have presented below.
· What is the current capacity of the Red Hook and Owls Head sewer treatment plants and what do you expect it will be after the completion of building out of Atlantic Yards, the Gowanus rezoning, Brooklyn Marine Terminal rezoning, and Governors Island rezoning? We would love an update since the 2015 drafting of the Gowanus Canal Long Term Control Plan (LTCP) as there has been additional development since then. Will the new construction exceed the capacity of those treatment plants?
·  The Bond-Lorraine Sewer is specifically mentioned in the EPA's Gowanus Canal Record of Decision (ROD). We believe it should be addressed before any development at the former manufactured gas plant (MGP) at Public Place. Can DEP provide an update on the status of commencement and/or funding of the required Bond-Lorraine Sewer repairs?
· What is required of the new buildings to offset sewer contributions?  What entity is confirming that the developments are including these components and calculating/confirming that these components actually offset the sewage from the new occupants.  What is the timeline for such work and will the results be made public?  Where and how?  Is there an ongoing plan to continuously monitor that there are not excessive/additional sewage contributions from these buildings?  If so, how, by which entity, for how long? 
· Can the Red Hook and Owl’s Head Wastewater Control Plants handle the additional loads both in dry and wet weather events?
· A government agency is supposed to model projections for population increases and climate change. Did the scientific projections in the LTCP account for the results of climate change?  Can we get a presentation on the modeling?  
Thanks so much for your prompt attention to this matter.

Joan Salome-Rodriguez, Esq.
Moderator of the Gowanus CAG Water Quality Committee
________________________________________________________________





· On March 5, 2026, I wrote to Brian Carr to explain what FIRST FLUSH means.  He promptly responded:

Definition online:

https://en.wikipedia.org/wiki/First_flush

Basically, before a storm event, there is garbage and solids that gets caught up in the pipes, and a moderate level of normal sewage flowing through.  When the rains hits, it catches whatever is in the streets, which goes into the combined sewer pipes.  All of this is moving quickly.  As it fills up the entire pipe capacity, this wall of contaminated runoff also forces out what was already in the pipes, and it all goes into the canal. 

After a little while, maybe an hour of so, the water in the sewer pipes is almost all stormwater, since all of the bad stuff was washed away in the first flush.

This is what we said in responses to comments on the Record of Decision:

Comment #172: Several commenters expressed concern that the size and number of retention tanks will not be sufficient, given the significant amount of planned residential development.

Response #172: Contaminated CSO solids reductions needed to achieve the PRGs in surface sediments after remedy implementation are estimated to be in the range of 58 to 74 percent. Scientific literature suggests that it can be assumed that the "first flush" comprises approximately 20% of the total discharge volume and contains between 30% and 60% of the total PAH load of the discharge. It is anticipated that capturing approximately twice the amount of the "first flush" of the design storm event from CSO outfalls RH-034 and OH-007 would ensure that the protectiveness of the remedy is maintained. In order to achieve this minimum level of CSO solids control, based on the preliminary screening, in-line retention tanks are presumed to be constructed near outfalls RH-034 and OH-007; tank volumes of 6- to 8-million gallons and 3- to 4-million
gallons were preliminarily selected for outfalls RH-034 and OH-007, respectively, on the basis of their capacity to reduce CSO volume and solids that will be protective of the Superfund remedy. During the remedial design process, further refinement of the CSO reduction targets will occur.

The ROD requires that current and future high density residential redevelopment along the banks of the canal and within the sewershed be consistent with current NYCDEP criteria to ensure that hazardous substances and solids from additional sewage loads do not compromise the effectiveness of the permanent CSO control measures (i.e., the tanks) by exceeding their design capacity. The ROD also requires that the size of the tanks, which will be determined during the remedial design, accommodate projected additional loads to the combined sewer system as a result of current and future
residential development, as well as a result of increased rainfall due to climate change.

Hope that helps!  Have a good weekend.

Brian E. Carr
Assistant Regional Counsel

· Follow up question was:  How much of the first flush does EPA believe the new buildings will capture in their tanks?  My recollection was that the DOB modified its rules that did not allow the capture systems to require them instead because of the EPA's superfund on the canal.  Maybe I am misunderstanding what the building systems are supposed to do.  I thought that they captured sewage to reduce CSO events.  Maybe it is just runoff they capture?  Can you clarify for me or am I asking the wrong person?

Brian responded:

The City updated its Uniform Stormwater Rule in 2021, taking effect mostly in 2022.
You can find it here:
https://www.nyc.gov/site/dep/water/unified-stormwater-rule.page#
It is very complicated to decipher.
The rule wasn't really updated just because of the canal, but city-wide issues also.  It applies to buildings beyond those along the canal.
It requires certain sizes and types of properties, I think mostly newly build ones, to temporarily hold stormwater to reduce inputs that cause CSO events.
Storage tanks for sewage at residential properties are not generally allowed because it is complicated to safely manage sewage gases.
EPA's take during the rezoning was that it was that it wasn't really possible to project how much this new rule would reduce CSO events.  Although it will probably help, the CSO tanks were still needed.  Fortunately, the City eventually agreed with EPA on this.

· Next follow-up:  I had no doubt the tanks were needed, just was wondering how much of the load the "captures" were picking up.  Will there ever be a way to measure that?

Brian responded:

We have required the City to track and submit to EPA various forms of data regarding CSO discharges, CSO capture by the CSO tanks, the addition of new buildings and estimated sanitary load, etc.
I'm hopeful that we will have the ability to track what is going on sufficiently to ensure that EPA's remedy is working successfully.
It's going to be a few years before all of the various forms of data are being tracked.  Obviously, for example, the CSO tank capture is a future thing.





HYDROLOGY & GROUNDWATER STUDY

Sent: Monday, February 23, 2026 at 12:10:43 PM EST
Subject: Re: Request for Neighborhood-Scale Groundwater and Contamination Summary – Gowanus

When do you expect the report to be complete?
Can you give us a map of all the wells?
Does this answer mean the flow report will NOT include information regarding contaminants in the groundwater and possible sources?  Why?

On Monday, February 23, 2026 at 08:12:22 AM EST, Fischer, Aaron G (DEC) <aaron.fischer@dec.ny.gov> wrote:
Hi Joan,
As you are aware, NYSDEC performs site investigations on all sites under our purview (whether they are in the Brownfield Cleanup Program or the State Superfund Program).  As part of the investigations, we delineate the extent of contamination in soil and groundwater.  NYSDEC has also deployed an area wide soil vapor intrusion study to delineate and address contaminated soil vapor.  Not all sites have the same constituents or contaminants, and NYSDEC is reviewing all available data in a holistic approach to ensure delineation across property lines.  As contaminant plumes are not area wide, there is no single report outlining all groundwater contamination within the area and it reported on a site by site basis.  Final reports are available through the DEC info locator website linked below. Please see the attached guidance with information to access DECinfo Locator.
(https://dec.ny.gov/maps/interactive-maps/decinfo-locator)
 As you mentioned below, NYSDEC is currently performing a Gowanus Canal areawide groundwater study to evaluate the current hydraulic conditions, including groundwater elevations and flow direction.  NYSDEC is working to evaluate current groundwater trends along the Gowanus Canal.  NYSDEC has collected groundwater elevations in 2024 and 2025 as well as installed additional monitoring wells in sidewalks and other right of ways in the area to establish long term control points as the monitoring wells on properties are decommissioned as part of the redevelopment process.  NYSDEC is currently evaluating the data collected and is working to collect additional data from monitoring wells during changing seasons and tides to establish a trend.  No report has been generated to date as additional data is required.
 Please let me know if there are any questions.  I can be reached via email or directly at 518-598-7799.
 Regards,
Aaron
Aaron Fischer, P.E.
he/him/his
Professional Engineer 1 (Environmental), Remedial Bureau B/Section D
Division of Environmental Remediation
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation


From: Joan Rodriguez <jblue406@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, February 20, 2026 12:33 PM 
Good afternoon: 
I am following up on the CAG's request for a neighborhood scale Groundwater and Contamination Summary.  I have not heard back either to acknowledge this request or in response to this request.  Please acknowledge the request and let us know what, if anything, is being done to address it. 
Thanks, 
Joan Salome-Rodriguez
Gowanus CAG
 On Thursday, January 29, 2026 at 11:10:03 AM EST, Joan Rodriguez <jblue406@aol.com> wrote:
 Dear NYSDEC Team, 
 Thank you for the work to identify and remediate contamination throughout the neighborhood through the Brownfield and Superfund programs, as well as the ongoing Soil Vapor Intrusion (SVI) study. As the community learns more about the extent of the contamination, community members are increasingly interested in a neighborhood-scale understanding of groundwater conditions and remaining contamination. At the same time, as the community experiences increasing flooding in basements and throughout the neighborhood, community members are concerned about potential exposure to groundwater contamination — particularly as climate change increases the frequency and severity of storms, and intensity of tidal cycles. The water table in much of the area is extremely shallow—often 1 to 10 feet below grade—and many basements experience groundwater intrusion. This means that groundwater and any contaminants it contains—such as PCBs, PAHs, metals, NAPLs, VOCs, and other industrial pollutants—may have a clearer pathway into buildings. 
 
We know that NYSDEC now has substantial subsurface data from Brownfield investigations, including numerous sidewalk monitoring wells. We respectfully request that the state provide a holistic, neighborhood-level summary that brings these datasets together. To support residents and better understand risks, we respectfully request the following for the area bounded by 4th Avenue to Clinton Street and Dean Street to 21st Street, which has a significant number of brownfields: 
1.     Access to maps and data showing groundwater or air-quality contaminant concentrations (PCBs, PAHs, metals, VOCs, NAPLs, etc.) within and beyond the canal area, with emphasis on data collected from 2020 to present. 
2.     A neighborhood-scale study, mapping existing groundwater data from sidewalk wells, Brownfield sites, permeable and impermeable boundaries (including building foundations and bulkheads and their depth), and the ongoing SVI study, presented in a de-identified format. Visuals/figures (maps, cross-sections, contours, etc.) showing contaminant distributions, groundwater elevations, and monitoring locations within the above boundary. 
3.     Clarification on groundwater flow direction and migration pathways, including where contamination remains and how it may be moving between parcels and on what is currently known about groundwater contamination—including but not limited to the contaminants of concern, including, but not limited to, those listed above—and whether additional sampling is planned, along with any anticipated timeline. 
 
Many in our community remain concerned that contamination may migrate into buildings during flooding events and as the water table fluctuates. We ask NYSDEC to use existing data within the specified area to provide a comprehensive baseline neighborhood-wide picture.  Thank you for your time.
 
Sincerely,
 
The Gowanus Canal Community Advisory Group (CAG)
 

