
Rye Cancer Cluster Update Meeting 

March 30th, 2016 

29 Hazen Dr., Concord, NH 

Attendees:  

• John Regan (DES) 
• Brendan Kernan (DES Drinking and Groundwater) 
• Jake Leon (DHHS, Director Communications) 
• Whitney Hammond (DHHS, Chronic Disease Director) 
• Karen Anderson (Greenland, Administrator) 
• Renny Cushing (Rep District 21) 
• Dennis Pinski (DES) 
• Monawar Hossain (DHHS, Cancer Epidemiologist) 
• Nancy Stiles (Sen District 24) 
• Tom Sherman (Rep District 24) 
• Ben Chan (DHHS, State Epidemiologist) 
• Tom Burack, (Commissioner DES) 
• Mike Magnant (Rye, Administrator) 
• Robin Mongeon(DES) 
• Drew Hoffman (DES) 
• Geraldo Milan-Ramos (EPA) 
• Jim Murphy (EPA) 
• David Borden (Rep District 24) 

Action Items: 

• Ben will follow-up with DHHS about reports on Seabrook from NRC 
• DES will check with watershed group at DES on Berry Brook surface water testing results 
• DES will provide parents with information on water testing 
• Tom will follow-up with the Facebook group about their interest in having DHHS attend their 4/7 

meeting  
• Mike will connect Karen with the Rye Water District 
• DHHS will schedule a follow-up meeting in the community to share next steps for the investigation 

Future Meetings: 

• 4/7 Rye Facebook Group Meeting 
• 4/14 Greenland DES meeting regarding Coakley 
• 9/22 5-year Review Report from EPA will be released 

Points of Contact: 

• DHHS – Whitney Hammond 271-4959 whitney.hammond@dhhs.state.nh.us 
• DES – Coakley Project Manager - Drew Hoffman 271-6778  Andrew.Hoffman@des.nh.gov  
• EPA – Coakley Project Manager – Gerardo Milan-Ramos 617-918-1377 millan-ramos.gerardo@epa.gov  
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Notes: 

1. History of Activities 
 

a. Tom Sherman 
i. I’m a physician, a parent and a state rep and sit on HHS, chairman of the board of Less 

Cancer. On our board is Rob Bollet who discovered DuPont West River connection. 
Husset Falls in NY study 

ii. My neighbor is one of the RMS cases and I am connected to two pediatric cases. Parents 
contacted me and I reached out to DHHS to request investigation. I let Ben know about 
Coakley after the report was finalized.  

iii. There is a Facebook cancer cluster group that has over 120 parents on it. The parents 
will want review of safety around Seabrook and the Shipyard. The tenor I get from 
parents group is that they are appreciative of the state response and they are not 
convinced that there is a link, but they want an inventory of their environment and is it 
safe.  

iv. Parents want wells tested where people were sick and also at the public schools. 
v. There are concerns among the parents about Seabrook and air and water 

contamination. Radiation monitoring program should be able to respond to questions 
about monitoring. 
 
 

b. Dr. Chan 
i. It has been in the media that “there are no environmental connections” and that is not 

accurate. What our report concluded that our investigation and our review of evidence 
did not reveal an environmental connection.  

ii. DHHS authored a report at the beginning of 2016. I met with Rep Sherman and later a 
group met in Rye to discuss the report. Following that meeting the report was published 
on the DHHS website. Subsequently, we held the town meeting in Rye. 

iii. Our report was intended to look at a population level at higher than expected number 
of RMS and PPB cases. These were small numbers and we could not release the actual 
numbers. At the community meeting we requested additional information about cases 
and concerns around exposures.  

iv. There are two different areas of concern: types of environmental exposures are in the 
community and, higher number of cancer cases than expected and what does this 
mean? We have been trying to address both of these things which is quite a task.  

v. We have met this week to review additional cases and plan the next steps of our 
investigation.  We are looking at capturing people who may live outside the five-town 
area but would have some exposure to the area. We are also considering expanding the 
timeframe for the cases we will investigate. How to craft our questionnaire is being 
determined.  

vi. We have developed an FAQ for the community and Jake is working on a message to the 
community and we are planning for follow-up directly with the families. We are working 
to proactively address community concerns.  

vii. We are reaching out to the CDC and ASTDR for technical assistance 



viii. As we develop our questionnaire for people in the community there will be general 
questions and specific questions about ways people may have been exposed. It will help 
to be aware of environmental contaminants of concern. 

ix. A key and difficult message is DHHS is committed to do thorough investigation, but this 
is not a quick process. If we take time to be diligent we are more likely to have 
information that will provide answers. We are working on keeping people updated. 
 

c. Drew Hoffman 
i. 2016 is next five-year review for Coakley 

ii. Orientation to Coakley and the surrounding area 
1. Bethany Church is on public water from Rye 
2. The golf course has a well with positive detection for 1,4 Dioxane, but not above 

the drinking water standard. 
3. In 2013 we expanded water monitoring and none was reported. 
4. Additional residential sampling will be conducted in 2016.  
5. Residential properties are sampled twice per year for VOC’s and 1,4-dioxane, 

and every five-years the five-year review occurs. 
6. There is discussion around extending the water line to a subdivision on 

Breakfast Hill – this is still in negotiation between the developer and the Coakley 
group 

7. The only areas without public water are in Greenland and in properties north of 
Breakfast Hill Rd. and a subdivision near I-95 

8. Is the Rye landfill a concern? It is mostly arsenic and manganese (inorganics). 
This water flows east. 

9. There are two superfund sites in the area Coakley and Pease. We monitor these 
sites and remove exposures. DES can share all information for sites around 
requirements for groundwater monitoring. 

10. Rye landfill  is under state management 
11. Acquarian Water tested with some PFCs but one’s without an EPA 

recommended level 
12. DES can provide detail on all testing and regulations to assist with investigation 

and communication around recommendations to concerned individuals. 
13. 2015 groundwater monitoring wells within the GMZ had exceedances of  1,4-

Dioxane, Arsenic and Manganese  
14. Is there a way to understand which of these contaminants may be carcinogens? 

What is an emerging contaminant? These are contaminants that require further 
evidence to inform a safe level recommendation 

15. Groundwater flows from East to West and goes to wetland and migrates North 
and South. What watershed does this flow to? Can’t answer that. 

16. Proposed subdivision (7-10 lots) will be on public water 
17. Greenland is having 4/14 meeting on water  
18. Rye Water District is unable to extend meters outside of town 

d. Gerardo 
i. 2015 Site Review 

1. EPA conducts an extensive baseline assessment of all potential contaminants. 
Based on this baseline we monitor known contaminants of concern. 

2. Explanation of Significant Differences: These are minor changes to the remedy 
documented in the administrative record 



3. EPA prepared document in 8/2015 to add 1,4 dioxane (an emergent 
contaminant), State standard of 3µg/l(ppb) as clean-up level, document that 
EPA needs to implement other institutional controls beyond the GMZ, other 
minor changes (clarification on approach to clean-up levels) 

4. Remedy has two operable units 
a. OU1 –  is the landfill 
b. OU2- the area beyond the landfill within the GMZ boundary – we 

monitor wells both within and outside GMZ and expand the GMZ 
recently in 2014 when certain wells exceeded state levels. Generally 
flow is East to West across the landfill and then North and South via 
Berry’s Brook and Little River. There are very low levels of 1,4 Dioxane 
and other contaminants. We thought it was prudent to implement ICS 
to monitor contaminants outside the GMZ (e.g., town ordinance where 
there are groundwater use restrictions to prohibit installation of new 
wells and pumping limits). EPA has initiated that conversation with the 
town of Greenland to balance people’s fears with their rights. At this 
point we monitor wells twice per year and are seeking additional ICS. 
EPA also tracks well installation within a 1-mile radius of the Coakley 
landfill. 

c. Soil-Testing 
d. Lots of soil-testing was done early on. After the site was capped and 

fenced the only soil testing is sediment samples. We are not seeing any 
exceedances and the cap is expected to contain contaminants. 

e. EPA is in the middle of the 4th five-year review for this site. The purpose 
of this review is to assess the protectiveness of the remedy. The review 
involves a site inspection, review of hydrogeology, risk evaluations 
(which may include emerging contaminants such as PFCs), 
implementation of institutional controls, and interview of stakeholders. 
EPA will determine whether to test the site for PFCs. Calls are coming in 
regarding concern over the waste from Pease. 

f. Expanded GMZ was in 2014 as a result of the VOCs (arsenic, manganese, 
and 1,4 Dioxane). 

g. If necessary plume containment is an option to limit the plume 
movement. This is an expensive remedy for the responsible parties. 

h. Extension of the Rye Water into Greenland would likely help address 
the imminent concern around exposure. 

i. Groundwater is not mysterious. Seems like we need to identify where 
people got their water from before we start talking to the public about 
containment. 

j. Surface water questions came up at the meeting and the “oil” visible is 
iron common around landfills. 

e. Mike – Rye update 
i. Not getting many calls. We have information on our website and we have been using 

information provided by DHHS. We had to expand groundwater management zone at 
the Rye landfill because of manganese. Rye Water District has its own wells.  
 

f. Karen- Greenland update 



i. I am receiving hundreds of calls from people in a new subdivision concerned about how 
they were allowed to develop on that area. These are new residents. Greenland is 
putting together a meeting for residents to provide an update on Coakley (not tied to 
the cluster) on 4/14 at the Bethany Church.  The main message is given all information 
and data we are not aware of any links between the cancer clusters and what we are 
seeing on that site.  
 


