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PHASE II SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION
ROYAL GUARD FENCE CO., INC.

550 MAIN STREET
WESTBURY, NEW YORK

INTRODUCTION AND SCOPE

EEA, Inc. has completed a Phase II Subsurface Investigation of
the property located at 550 Main Street, Westbury, New York.

Royal
Guard Fence Company, Inc. currently operates at this location.y

A Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (AUD-~91264) was
completed for this property by EEA, Inc. in November 1991. The
results of that assessment revealed that there have been operations
on the property that involve the storage, use, and/or production of
significant quantities of hazardous materials. These materials
include cutting, gear, motor, hydraulic and waste oil, transmission

fluid, antifreeze, paints and paint products, degreasing solvents,
and gasoline.

There were three buried fuel storage tanks and an aboveground
waste oil storage tank located on the subject property. These
tanks include an active 4,000-gallon gasoline tank, an inactive
2,000~-gallon buried tank, once containing diesel fuel,

) : (this tank
was permanently abandoned in place by ANS Welding Corporation), and

one active 500-gallon fuel o0il tank used for building heating

purposes. For detailed information concerning these tanks, refer
to EEA's Phase I Report (AUD-91264).

Drainage structures on the property include three drywells

located on exterior paved storage and parking areas, and one
interior floor drain.

Sewage is currently discharged to the municipal sewage system.
The building was linked to this system in 1983. Prior to
connection to this system, sewage was discharged to an on~-site
septic system (1954 to 1983).

An inspection as to the destination
of discharge of the interior floor drain was made.

: It appears that
this drainage structure drained to the soils underlying the
building or to the septic systemn.

The Phase II Work Scope included soil boring and sampling
adjacent to the three buried fuel tanks and waste oil tank. Soil
borings and sampling were also completed through the abandoned
sanitary systenmr drainage system and pavement drywells. Samples of
soil were analyzed for petroleum hydrocarbons, volatile organic
compounds, and RCRA metals. Soil gas sampling was also performed
through the interior floor drain.
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At three locations on the property (one upgradient and two
downgradient), permanent monitoring wells were installed and
developed. Ground water samples were collected and analyzed for
volatile organic compounds and RCRA metals. Water table elevations
of the wells were taken, and an attempt as to the direction of
groundwater flow was made. )

The enclosed diagrams show the sample collection locations and
interpreted ground water flow directions. The following report
presents the results of the investigation.

DISCUSSION OF RESULTS AND CONCLUSIONS

Facility Storage Tanks

Results of soil sampling around these tanks indicate that the
soils surrounding and below the tanks have not been contaminated
with petroleum hydrocarbons, gasoline, or gasoline-constituent
chemicals. A summary of these results is presented in Tables 1 and
3.

Drainage Structures

Samples of soil were collected from the exterior paved parking
and storage area drywells. The samples were collected at a depth
of four to six feet below the bottom of the drainage structure.
The samples were analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons, RCRA
metals, and volatile organic compounds.

Results of sampling show no contamination present in soils
within and below these drainage structures. The location of these
drainage structures is shown on the enclosed diagram. An interior
floor drain, 1located inside the building, was inspected and
analyzed using an Organic Vapor Analyzer (OVA). Samples of soil
were not possible in this area, because of elbow in the piping
leading towards the abandoned septic system. No organic vapors
were detected in this drain pipe. A soil gas survey was performed
inside the building in order to determine possible contamination to
underlying soil as a result of this drainage structure. No
evidence of volatile organic chemical contamination was made. This
drain existed in the building prior to the building's connection to
the municipal sewer system; therefore, the drain could not have
been linked to the municipal sewer system, and could only have
discharged to the soil below the building, or to the sanitary
septic system. A dye trace of this drain was not possible because
the sanitary septic system was filled in 1983. No contamination
was detected in, or around, this drain structure.
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Sanitary Septic System

The building discharged sanitary waste to a single pool septic
system from 1954 to 1983. 1In 1983, this cesspool was abandoned by
cleaning out residual wastes and filling in with fill sands. An
interior drain was possibly linked to this drain pool. :

A soil boring was located through the center of this pool, and
solil samples were retrieved continuously to a depth of 24 feet
below surface grade, which is below the bottom of the original
cesspool bottom.

OVA readings show low levels of organic vapors in the soils at
depths between 15 to 22 feet. These are most likely degradation
products, because septic-type odors were noted in these samples.
A soil sample was selected for laboratory analysis at a depth of 20
to 22 feet for volatile organic compounds, total petroleum
hydrocarbons, and RCRA metals. No contamination was detected in
this sample.

It appears that past discharges made to this cesspool did not
contain organic chemical RCRA metals or petroleum hydrocarbons.

Soil Gas Survey

Inside the building work area, a soil gas survey was performed
in an effort to identify any volatile organic chemical
contamination of soils underlying the floor areas. The soil gas
survey consisted of eleven soil gas probe locations and two
background locations. The probes were inserted to a depth of three
to four feet below the building foundation. Table 5 shows the soil
gas survey results. Results did not show evidence of significant
organic vapors above background soil sample readings. Soil
readings were below ambient air levels. This is most likely due to
vehicles and equipment combustion engines in use in the vicinity.

Groundwater

Three ground water monitoring wells were installed and
sampled. The regional ground water flow direction is towards the
southwest, as reported in previous studies of the New Cassel area.
One well (MwWw-1) was installed upgradient of the property, and two
wells (MW-2 and MW~-3) were installed downgradient of the facility.
Ground water depth below surface grade at the property was found at
a depth averaging 50.5 feet in the three monitoring wells. The
monitoring well locations are shown on the site diagram.

During drilling, samples of soil were collected and screened

with an OVA instrument. No organic vapors were detected in soils
overlying the groundwater.
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Each well was sampled for volatile organic compounds and RCRA
metals (total). Results of laboratory testing shows contamination
of the ground water with 111-Trichloroethane, Trichloroethene, and
Tetrachloroethene. Both upgradient and downgradient samples show
similar concentrations. Tables 3 and 4 show a summary of the
laboratory results. -

It can be concluded, based upon the following information
gathered in EEA's Phase I Environmental Assessment and Phase II
Subsurface Investigation, that no evidence was found that
past/present operations on the property have contributed to the
contaminated aquifer segment in the New Cassel area:

o Past and present operations on the property historically
have never used organic chemical compounds, such as those
found contaminating the underlying aquifer.

o Upgradient, as well as downgradient ground water samples
collected on the property show similar contamination
concentrations. No increase in contaminant concentration
was found in downgradient versus upgradient well samples.

o Soils and sediment samples collected in drainage
structures, around tanks and other areas, did not show
any measurable levels of organic chemical or RCRA metal
contamination present.

RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSIS

The results of soil and ground water samples were prepared by
EcoTest Laboratories, Inc. (New York State certified laboratory).
Tables present a summary of the results. The chain-of-custody
records, as well as the analytical laboratory data sheets, are
presented in the Appendix to this report. The sample collection
locations are shown on the enclosed site diagram.

Samples of soil and ground water sampled on-site were analyzed

for volatile organic compounds (EPA Method 8240, 624), total
petroleum hydrocarbons, and RCRA metals.
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TABLE 1

SOIL SAMPLE RESULTS - TOTAL PETROLEUM HYDROCARBONS

—
Analytical
Sample Parameter
Identification Sample Depth (mg/kg)
SB-1 8101t 36
SB-2 20-221t 80
SB3 5-7ft 190
L§§-4 4-6ft. ND
TABLE 2
SOIL SAMPLE RESULTS - METALS
Analytical Parameters (mg/kg)
Sample Sample
Identification Depth Arsenic Barium Cadmium | Chromium Lead | Mercury | Selenium Sitver
sB-2 20-22 ft. 0.45 3.8 0.048 24 23 0.032 0.06 0.07
SB4 46 ft 0.33 21 0.011 0.81 11 0.0076 ND 0.06
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TABLE 3

GROUND WATER AND SOIL SAMPLE RESULTS - ORGANIC COMPOUNDS

Sample Identification and Collection Locations

SB-2 | SB4 | SB-5 SB-6
Analytical Parameters | MW- | MW- | Mw- Mw- FB {2022 | 46 16-17 | 1617
(n9/kg) 1 2 3 3D ft. ft. ft. ft
Chloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Vinyl Chloride ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Bromomethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Chloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Trichlorofluomethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
11 Dichloroethene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Methylene Chloride ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
t-1,2-Dichloroethene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
11 Dichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Chloroform ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
111 Trichloroethane 2 ND 4 ND ND ND ND NA NA
Carbon Tetrachloride ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Benzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
12 Dichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Trichloroethene 110 29 53 ND ND ND ND NA NA
12 Dichloropropane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Bromodichloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
2chloroethvinylether ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
t 13 Dichloropropene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Toluene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
112 Trichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
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TABLE 3 - Continued

GROUND WATER AND SOIL SAMPLE RESULTS - ORGANIC COMPOUNDS

e = |
Sample Identification and Collection Locations
SB-2 | SB4 | SB-5 SB-6
Analytical Parameters MW- | MW- MW- MW- FB | 2022 | 46 15-17 15-17
(sa/kg) 1 2 3 3D ft. ft. ft. ft

Tetrachloroethene 5 8 48 ND ND ND ND NA NA
Chiorodibromomethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Chlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
Ethyl Benzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
m + p Xylene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
o Xylene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
Bromoform ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
1122Tetrachloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
m Dichiorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
p Dichlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA
o Dichlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NA NA

pa/kg - presented in parts per billion,micrograms per kilogram
ND - Not detected above method level detection limits
NA - Not analyzed
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TABLE 4

GROUND WATER SAMPLE RESULTS - METALS

—_— — —

Analytical Paramseters (mg/L)
Sample Arsenic | Barium | Cadmium | Chromium | Lead | Mercury | Selenium | Silver
Identification
MW-1 ND 0.08 0.001 ND | 0.016 ND ND | 0.001
MW-2 ND ND ND ND | 0.014 ND ND ND
MW-3 ND 0.13 0.001 0.030 | 0.029 ND ND 0.003
MW-=3D ND 0.12 ND 0.024 | 0.020 ND ND ND
FB ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND

———

TPH = Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons, presented in milligrams per kilogram
po/kg/l = presented in micrograms per kilogram
mg/kg = presented in parts per million
ND = not detected above laboratory method detection limits
NA = not analyzed
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TABLE 5

SOIL GAS SURVEY RESULTS

Sample OVA Reading
Identification Sample Location (ppm)
AM-1 Ambient air north 6.3
AM-2 Ambient air south 5.5
SG-B1 Background soil north 1.2
SG-B2 Background soil south 0.2
SG-1 Building work area 1.7
SG-2 Building work area 3.7
SG-3 Building work area -1.2
SG4 Building work area 24
SG-5 Adjacent to floor drain 0.7
SG-6 Building work area -1.2
SG-7 Building work area 0.2
SG-8 Building work area 0.7
SG-9 Building work area 23
SG-10 Maintenance room 1.2
SG-11 Building work area 2.1

ppm - parts per million (measured to a calibrated
methane standard of 100 ppm and zero air mixture.

*Foxboro Century 128 Organic Vapor Analyzer
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SAMPLE COLLECTION LOCATIONS AND OBSERVATIONS

The sample collection 1locations are shown on the enclosed
diagram. The monitor well and soil boring logs, which show the
vertical stratigraphy at each location, and the OVA readings for
each sample collected, are presented in the Appendix to this
report.

Sample Location Field Observations

SB-1 Soil Boring (SB-1) was located adjacent to a
buried 500-gallon fuel o0il tank. Hollow stem
augers were advanced to a depth of 8 feet
below grade level. Fine to medium sand, with
little gravel, make up the fill soils around
this tank. No organic vapors or signs of
contamination were detected. A soil sample
(S-1) was collected at 8 to 10 feet. This
sample was submitted for analysis of total
petroleum hydrocarbons.

SB-2 This soil boring (SB-2) was performed through
the sanitary system disposal pool. Split
spoon samples were collected continuously
ahead of hollow stem augering. The leaching
pool structure was filled in with fine-medium
sand and gravel to a depth of 17.5 feet. At
17.5 feet, fine sand and gravel indicated that
residual septic wastes were present in the
matrix. Organic vapor readings (OVA) found a
small increase in organic content of these
septic soils. A sample of soil was collected
at a depth of 20 to 22 feet, and was analyzed
for volatile organic compounds, total
petroleum hydrocarbons, and RCRA metals.

SB-3 Sampling of soils was performed adjacent to
the above ground 275-gallon waste o0il tank.
Slight staining of soils was noted on the
concrete adjacent to this tank. Soils were
sampled directly below the concrete and at 5
to 7 feet below grade. OVA readings did not
indicate the presence of volatile organic
compounds in the soils at this location. A
soil sample was collected at 5 to 7 feet and
analyzed for total petroleum hydrocarbons.

SB-4 Soil Boring (SB-4) was conducted through the
center of the storage/parking area drywell
pool. The depth to the bottom of the drywell
is 9 feet. Samples of so0il were collected
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from the bottom of this structure to a depth
of six feet. OVA readings indicated slight
volatile organic contamination; however, due
to the presence of leaves, sticks, silt, etc.,
these readings may be a measure of the natural
decomposition products (methane) present. A
sample of soil was collected at a depth of 4
to 6 feet and analyzed for total petroleum
hydrocarbons, volatile organic compounds, and
RCRA metals.

SB-5 and SB-6 These so0il borings were completed adjacent to
the 4,000~-gallon buried gasoline tank. Split
spoon sampling was completed continuously to a
depth of 17 feet. OVA measurements indicated
slightly higher than background 1levels. A
soil sample was collected at a depth of 15 to
17 feet in each boring. These samples were
analyzed for gasoline constituent volatile
organic compounds.

Soil Gas Probes Several soil gas probe holes were conducted
through the building foundation and into the
soils below. These locations, SG-A and SG-B,
were completed where interior floor drains may
have discharged to underlying soils. Two
background probes were completed and show
average background readings of 2.0 ppm total
organic vapor content in soils.

SAMPLING METHODOLOGY

a. Soil Gas Survey

Soil gas contaminant investigation refers to the analysis of
the soil air phase as a means to define underground contamination
from volatile organic chemicals. Soil gas or vapor monitoring
techniques utilize an in situ gas collection or monitoring device
that is installed below the ground surface. Organic chemicals
present in the soil atmosphere indicate that contamination exists
either in the ground water below the device, or in the soil
surrounding the device.

A three-quarter inch, solid steel probe is used to create an
open hole to the desired depth. The probe is removed and a one-
quarter inch stainless steel tube is carefully inserted in the open
hole. The tube is sealed at the ground surface, and soil gas is
drawn up the small diameter conduit where it is sampled at the
surface.

R
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Soil gas contaminant mapping provides a rapid means of
detecting and delineating contamination distribution. More data
can be collected at a site in one day than in several days from
conventional drilling and sampling techniques. Results are most
often used to pinpoint placement of monitoring wells or prec1sely
define an area designated for remedial action.

The instrument used was a Foxboro Century 128 Organic Vapor
Analyzer. Instrument calibrations were conducted throughout the
investigation using a 100 ppm methane/zero air mixture.

b. Soil Borings

At each on-site sampling location, soil samples were obtained
by utilizing a steel, 24-inch, split spoon sampler, which was
driven through the subsurface levels ahead of a hollow stem (6-
inch) auger, which bores into the so0il to the desired sampling
depth. The split-spoon sampler was driven through the top two feet
of soil to obtain the surface sample, which was composited and
placed in the properly refrigerated containers.

The auger then bored down to a depth of two feet; a split-
spoon sampler was then inserted in the hollow stem and driven to a
depth of four feet to obtain the first intermediate sample. Next,
the auger bore down to four feet and the split-spoon sampler driven
to six feet, to obtain the second intermediate sample. This
procedure was repeated until the deep sample was obtained from a
two-foot horizon above the ground water table.

An organic vapor analysis (OVA) was performed on all soil
samples using a Century Model 128 Organic Vapor Analyzer. The
sample producing the highest OVA reading was sent to the laboratory
for analysis.

c. Ground Water Monitor Wells

The water samples were obtained by installing a 2-inch ID PVC
casing in a 6-inch augured hole. The PVC screen was installed with
the top two feet above the level of the ground water. The total
screen length was 10 feet. The well screen slot size was 0.10. A
filter pack of sand was placed in the annular space around the
screens and extended above the screen.

The well was developed on the same day, drilled, and hand
bailed until visually free of suspected materials or sediments. A
dedicated teflon bailer was used to sample each well. Sampling was
completed approximately two weeks after well installation and
initial development.
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d. Quality Assurance and_ Control

To avoid contamination and cross-contamination of samples, all
sampling equipment was cleaned before each sample was collected.
The split-spoon and hollow-stem auger were first steam cleaned.
The following procedures were followed:

Step 1: Steam clean equipment.

Step 2: Scrub with a bristle brush using a non-phosphate
detergent (such as Alconox) in hot tap water.

Step 3: Rinse with hot tap water.

Step 4: Rinse twice with deionized water.

Step 5: Rinse with spectrographic-grade acetone.
Step 6: Air dry.

Step 7: Rinse twice with deionized water.

Step 8: Air dry.

Step 9: Keep in clean unused aluminum foil.

This decontamination procedure was used for all borings.

A chain-of-custody record is kept at all times with the
samples. This record documents sample collection date/time and
collector. The sample possession record begins at sample
collection and ends at delivery to the laboratory.
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APPENDIX

LABORATORY DATA SHEETS,
CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY RECORD, and
SOIL BORING LOGS
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ECO , EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. ¢ N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C923379/1 @39/15/792
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
SS Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530
ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:@8/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-1, @845

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARANMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 Ethyl Benzene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 m + p Xylene ug/L <>
Bromomethane ug/L <1 o Xylene ug/L ¢I
Chlorocethane ug/L <1 Bromoform ug/L <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <1 1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <1
11 Dichloroethene ug/L <1 m Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Methylene Chloride ug/L <1 p Dichlorobenzene ug’/L <q
t~-1,2-Dichloroethene ug/L <1 ¢ Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
11 Dichlorocethane ug/L <1
Chloroform ug/L <1 -

111 Trichlorocethane ug/L 2
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1

Benzene ug/L <1
12 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
Trichloroethene ug/L 110
12 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1

2chloroethvinylether ug/L <1
t 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
Toluene ug/L <1
c 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1

Tetrachlorocethene ug/L S

Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1

Chlorobenzene ug/L <1
cc:

REMARKS: Analysis performed by EPA methaod 624.

DIRECTOR_

—— e
—— s - - e

14868 NYSDOH ID# 10320




ECO,EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C923379/1 @9/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
S5 Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 11530

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’'D:@8/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SAMPLE: VWater gample, MW-1, 0845

ANALYTICAL PARANMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Arsenic as As mg/L <@. 202
Barium as Ba mg/L Q.08
Cadmium as Cd mg/L 2. 001
Chromium as Cr mg/L <@. 205
Lead as Pb mg/L 2.016
Mercury as Hg mg/L <0. 20025
Selenium asg Se mg/L <@. 202
Silver as Ag mg/L 2. 201

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR__Y

ﬁ= 14869 NYZSDOH ID# 10320



E CcO ' EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 « FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB HNO.C923379/2 @9/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
5SS Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 11330

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SAMPLE: Water szsample, MW-2, 1030

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 Ethyl Benzene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 m + p Xylene ug/L <2
Bromomethane ug/L <1 o Xylene ug/L <1
€Chloroethane ug/L <1 Bromoform ug/L <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <1 1122Tetrachlorocethan ug/L <1
11 Dichloroethene ug/L <1l m Dichlorobenzene ug/L <i
Methylene Chloride ug/L <1l p Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
t-1, 2-Dichloroethene ug/L <1 o Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
11 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
Chloroform ug/L <1

111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1

Benzene ug/L <1
12 Dichlorocethane ug/L <1
Trichlorocethene ug/L 29
12 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1

2chloroethvinylether ug/L <1
t 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1

Toluene ug/L <1
c 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1

112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1

Tetrachloroethene ug/L a

Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1

Chlorobenzene ug/L <1
cc:

REMARKS: Anelysis performed by EPA method 624.

DIRECTOR_

-y e o s s — v — — ——

[

14872 NYSDOH ID# 10329



ECO , EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C923379/2 29/15/92
Energy & Environmental Analyste, Inc.
53 Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530
ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’'D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SAMPLE: Water sample, NMW-2, 1030

ANALYTICAL PARANMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Arsenic as As rg/L <0. 002

Barium as Ba mg/L <@. @5

Cadmium as Cd mg/L <. 001

Chromium as Cr mg/L <@. 005

Lead as Pb mg/L 0.014

Mercury as Hg mg/L <@. 00025

Selenium ag Se mg/L <@. 002

Silver as Ag mg/L <@. 001

cCc:

REMARKS:

DIRE

hnz 14871 NYSDOH ID# 12329



E CcoO ' EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422.5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.CS923379/3 @3/15/792
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
SS Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530
ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:@8/25/92 RECEIVED:@8/27/92

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-3, 1300

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 Ethyl Benzene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 m + p Xylene ug/L <2
Bromomethane ug/L <1 o Xylene ug/L <1
Chloroethane ug/L <1l Bromoform ug/L <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <1 1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <1
11 Dichloroethene ug/L <1 m Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Nethylene Chloride ug/L <1 p Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
t-1,2-Dichloroethene ug/L <1l o Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
11 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
Chloroform ug/L <1

111 Trichlorcethane ug/L 4
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1

Benzene ug/L <1
12 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
Trichlorocethene ug/L S3
12 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1l

2chloroethvinylether ug/L <1
t 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
Toluene ug/L 3
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1

Tetrachloroethene ug/L 48

Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1

Chlorobenzene ug/L <1
cc:

REMARKS: Analysis performed by EPA method 624.

DIRECTCOR

14872 NYSDOH ID# 12322




Al

= CONEST LABORATORIES, INC.

ATTN:

SOURCE OF SAMPLE:
- COLLECTED BY:
SAMPLE:

rsenic as As
Barium as Ba
gadmiun asg Cd
gbromiun as Cr
Lead ae Pb
fercury as Hg
ggleniun as Se
§§lver as Ag

¥

i A R R

cc?

REMARKS:

14873

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 « (5186) 422-

% ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

S777 e FAX (516) 422-5770

LAB NO.C923379/3

03/15/92

Energy & Environmental A“‘lylta, Inc N
SS Hilton Ave. ‘

Garden City, NY 11530

Nicholas Recchia

Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737

Client DATE COL’D:Q8/2%/92 RECEIVED:28/27/92
Water sample, MW-3, 130Q
ANALYTI

mg/L  <0.002 CAL PARAMETERS

mg/L  0.13

mg/L  0.001

mg/L  0.030

mg/L Q. 029

mg/L <. 00025

mg/L  <0@. 002

mg/L  9.003

DIRECTAR

NYSDOH ID# 12322



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C923379/3 @3/15/92
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
S5 Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 1153@
ATTN: Nicholaa Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:@8/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-3, 1300

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARANMETERS

Arsenic as As mg/L <@. 002
Barium as Ba mg/L 2.13
Cadmium as Cd mg/L 2.001
Chromium as Cr mg/L 2.030
Lead as Pb mg/L 2. 229
Mercury ae Hg mg/L <Q. 2002S
Selenium as Se mg/L <. 002
Silver as Ag mg/L 2. 203

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR

14873 NYZDOH ID# 12322




LAB

Petrol.

E CcoO , EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢« FAX (516) 422-5770

NO.C923379/4 @3/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
SS Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 11330

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:28/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-1, 8-10 ft., 0915

ANALYTICAL PARANMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Hydrocarbons mg/Kg 36

cc?

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR

14874 NYSDORK Thée 1@a7H5



N

ATTN:

SOURCE OF SAMPLE:

ECO , EST LABORATORIES, INC.

LAB KO.C9223379/5

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢« FAX (516) 422-5770

@3/15/32
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
S5S Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530

Nicholas Recchia

Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737

cc:

[ %R

Wn= 14872

NYSDOH ID# 1@329

REMARKS: Analysis performed by EPA method 8240.

DIRECTOR__ /

COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’'D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92
SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-2, 20-22 ft., 1000
ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/Kg <% Ethyl Benzene ug/Kg <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/Kg <1 m + p Xylene ug/Kg <2
Bromomethane ug/Kg <1 o Xylene ug/Kg <1
Chloroethane ug/Kg <1 Bromoform ug/Kg <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/Kg <1 1122Tetrachlorocethan ug/Kg <1
11 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <1 m Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <1t
Methylene Chloride ug/Kg <1 p Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <1
t-1,2-Dichloroethene ug/Kg <1 o Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <1
11 Dichlorocethane ug/Kg <1
Chloroform ug/Kg <1
111 Trichloroethane ug/Kg <1
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/Kg <1
Benzene ug/Kg <1
12 Dichloroethane ug/Kg <1
Trichlorcethene ug/Kg <1
12 Dichloropropane ug/Kg <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/Kg <1
2chloroethvinylether ug/Kg <1
t 13 Dichloropropene ug/Kg <1
Toluene ug/Kg <1
c 13 Dichloropropene ug/Kg <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/Kg <1
Tetrachloroethene ug/Kg <t
Chlorodibromomethane ug/Kg <1
Chlorobenzene ug/Kg <1




f®CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

: 377 SHEFFIELD AVE. ¢ N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 o (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
£ LAB NO.C923373/5 29/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
SS Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 113530

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

JRCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
| COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:@8/27/92

SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-2, 20-22 ft., 1000

2 ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
g:;nic as As mg/Kg .45

gﬁ'un as Ba mg/Kg 3.8

fidmium as Cd mg/Kg ©.048

fifomium as Cr mg/Kg 2.4

sad as Pb mg/Kg 2.3

letcury as Hg mg/Kg @.032

lelenium as Se mg/Kg ©.06

stiver as Ag mg/Kg @.07

wtrol. Hydrocarbons mg/Kg 80

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRRCTOR

3;4876 NYSDOH ID# 1@222



® 1

ECONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

'T? 377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
~§ LAB NO.C9323379/6 09/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
5SS Hilton Ave.

¥ Garden City, NY 11530

3 ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

LWRCE OF SANPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
& COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

SANMPLE: Water sample, MW-3D, 1300

; ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
imloromethane ug/L <1 Ethyl Benzene ug/L <1
finyl Chloride ug/L <1 m +» p Xylene ug/L <2
fromomethane ug/L <1 o Xylene ug/L <1
ghloroethane ug/L <1 Bromoform - ug/L <1
frichlorofluomethane ug/L <1 1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <1
tigDichloroethene ug/L <1 m Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
:ﬁthylene Chloride ug/L <1 p Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
%1, 2-Dichloroethene ug/L <1 o Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
11 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
thloroform ug/L <1

111 Trichloroethane ug/L 4
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1

Benzene ug/L <1
12 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
frichlorcethene ug/L 49
12 Dichloropropane ug/L <1

omodichloromethane ug/L <1
hlorocethvinylether ug/L <1
%13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
Toluene ug/L 3

¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
etrachloroethene ug/L 42
tlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
Wlorobenzene ug/L <1

cC:

REMARKS: Analyeis perfaormed by EPA method 624.

DIRECTOR

14877 NYSDOH ID# 102320




ECONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING
g 377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 « FAX (516) 422-5770
% LAB NO.C923379/6 ©9/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
35S Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 11530

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

[URCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737

t

@ COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:@8/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

i SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-3D, 1300

P

Bk ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Bsenic as As mg/L <Q. 002
W@rium as Ba mg/L 2.12
?ymium as Cd mg/L <Q@. 001
Mromium as Cr mg/L 2.024
g{d as Pb mg/L 2. 220
ercury as Hg mg/L <0Q. 00025
¥lenium as Se mg/L <@. 002
Biver as Ag mg/L <@. 001
I 1
H
b
P

? cc:s

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR__

' 1487a NYSDOH ID# 10320




c’a‘:}

eONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
%;LAB NO. C323379/7 23/15/92

3 Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
S5 Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

>

#hCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
¥ COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL*D:28/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

14
C o SAHMPLE: Water sample, Field Blank, 1300

B ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARANETERS

loromethane ug/L <1 Ethyl Benzene ug/L <1

nyl Chloride ug/L <1 m + p Xylene ug/L <2
tomomethane ug/L <1 o Xylene ug/L <1
hioroethane ug/L <1 Bromoform ug/L <1
ﬁ{chlorofluomethane ug/L <1 1122Tetrachlorocethan ug/L <1
fibichloroethene ug/L <1 m Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
ethylene Chloride  ug/L <1 p Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
“ﬁ42—Dichloroethene ug/L <1 o Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1l

1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1 -
thloroform ug/L <1

11 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
arbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1l

RZene ug/L <1
i2 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
irichloroethene ug/L <1
- Dichloropropane ug/L <1
romodichloromethane ug/L <1

ichloroethvinylether ug/L <1
13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
oluene ug/L <1
13 bichloropropene ug/L <1
2 Trichloroethane ug/L <1

trachloroethene ug/L <1
Mlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
Rlorobenzene ug/L <1
Y

$4 cc:

‘;“

REMARKS: Analysis performed by EPA method 624.

DIRECTQR

14873 NYSDOH ID# 10322




ATTN:

JRCE OF SAMPLE:
COLLECTED BY:

Y

SAMPLE:

omium as Cr
d as Pb
rcury as Hg
lenium as Se
lver a=s Ag

cc:

REMARKS:

14820

CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

7 377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
> LAB NO.C923379/7 29/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530

Nicholas Recchia

Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
Client DATE COL’'D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

Water sample, Field Blank, 1300

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

mg/L <Q. 202
mg/L <@.05
mg/L <@, 201
mg/L <Q. 225
mg/L <Q@. 005
mg/L <@. 20025
mg/L <@. 202
mg/L <Q. 0201

NySDOH ID# 10320



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770

LLAB NO.C923379/8 ©9/15/92
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
SS Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530
ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

#NRCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:28/25/92 RECEIVED:@8/27/92
SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-3, S5-7 ft., 1030

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Petrol. Hydrocarbons mg/Kg 190

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR__

= 14881 NYSDOH ID# 10320




'OIEST LABORATORIES, INC.

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 « FAX (516) 422-5770

LAB NO.C323373/9

ATTN:

CE OF SAMPLE:
COLLECTED BY:

SAMPLE:

©3/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
SS Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NY 11530

Nicholas Recchia

Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
Client DATE COL’D:28/25/92 RECEIVED:Q@8/27/92

Soil sample, SB-4, 4-6 ft., 1200

"ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

oromethane ug/Kg <1 Ethyl Benzene ug/Kg
yl Chloride ug/Kg <1 m + p Xylene ug/Kg
-momethane ug/Kg <1 o Xylene ug/Kg
oroethane ug/Kg <1} Bromoform ug/Kg
chlorofluomethane ug/Kg <1 1122Tetrachloroethan ug/Kg
Dichloroethene ug/Kg <1 m Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg
H&lene Chloride ug/Kg <1 p Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg
»2-Dichloroethene ug/Kg <1 o Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg
Dichloroethane ug/Kg <1
soroform ug/Kg <1
Trichloroethane ug/Kg <1
jon Tetrachloride ug/Kg <1
zene ug/Kg <1
)ﬁchloroethane ug/Kg <1
shloroethene ug/Kg <1
)§:Fhloropropane ug/Kg <1
odichloromethane ug/Kg <1
cethvinylether ug/Kg <1
Dichloropropene ug/Kg <1
e ug/Kg <1
@ichloropropene ug/Kg <1
E&ichloroethane ug/Kg <1t
hloroethene ug/Kg <1
gdibromomethane ug/Kg <1
Hbenzene ug/Kg <1

cc:

NYSDOH ID# 12322

iREHARXS: Analysis performed by EPA method 8240.

DIRECTOR___

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

<1
<2
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1




CO'EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C923379/9 @3/15/92

ATTN:

|

%

URCE OF SAMPLE:
COLLECTED BY:

SAMPLE:

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc. *
SS Hilton Ave.

Garden City, NKY 11530

Nicholas Recchia

Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
Client DATE COL'D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:28/27/92

Soil sample, SB-4, 4-6 ft., 1200

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

fsenic as As
%rium as Ba
admium ag Cd
hromium as Cr
:ad as Pb
srcury as Hg
slenium as Se
tlver as Ag

mg/Kg @.33
mg/Kg 2.1
mg/Kg 0.011
mg/Kg ©.81
mg/Kg 1.1
mg/Kg @.0076
mg/Kg <@.05
mg/Kg ©.06

rol. Hydrocarbons mg/Kg <10

o sl Aol s

cc:

REMARKS:

14883

DIRECT

NYSDOH ID# 10320




——

¢

¥

ter. ButylMethylEther ug/Kg <S5

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N.BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C9233793/10Q @9/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc. N
5SS Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 11530

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

EDURCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737

COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:08/25/92 RECEIVED:Q@8/27/92

SAMPLE: Soil Sample, SB-S5, 15-17 ft., 1415

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Benzene ug/Kg <S
Toluene ug/Kg <S5
Ethyl Benzene ug/Kg <S
m + p Xylene ug/Kg <10
o Xylene ug/Kg <S

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR___

T s s s ey e e > e —

14884 NYSDOH ID# 12322



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NQO.C923379/11% @9/15/92

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc. .
SS Hilton Ave.
Garden City, NY 1153@

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

(WRCE OF SAMPLE: Royal Guard Fence, Project No. 92737
i COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’D:@8/25/92 RECEIVED:08/27/92

Ry

SAMPLE: Soil Sample, SB-6, 15-17 ft., 1500

. ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
jenzene ug/Kg <S5
foluene ug/Kg <S
Ethyl Benzene ug/Kg <S
'+ p Xylene ug/Kg <10
: Xylene ug/Kg <S5

,gr.ButylHethylEther ug/Kg <5

cC:

REMARKS:

Tt e s

DIRECTOR_ V.

14885 NYSDOH ID# 12322




ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK

SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

uE F-R5-99 sHeer \ oF |
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK
SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

$oAE B- I35 A% sHeeT | oF |
§ cuenT: Ronl Goaed Teoe BORING NO:SR-22
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remarks: loeple dheoveh adh seolic opal \ Sived (w & _abacded
DAILLING CONTRACTORT T2, - Sarte Doy LOGGED BY:( T ORILER: &
o MONITOR WELL SPECIFICATIONS DRILLRIG
. EQUIPMENT SOIL SAMPLER AUGER CASING SCREEN - DRILL METHOD
TYPE spuTspooN | SA — — — Mob; |
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK
SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

DATE 8 ~ RS A3 SHEET \ oF
§ CUENT: ‘)tomk Gup,zd Tewce BORING NO: S 3 -2,
grooecTiocaton: S50  Main St \de s‘(“’onL QY PROJECT NOAN )
g rewnks:  adpest do cmsle ol ook
 oAunG contRacTor: e { — Sl ple Opi\iu [Losemney: (523 pALLER: (S
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i EQUIPMENT SOIL. SAMPLER AUGER CASING SCAEEN COVER DRILL METHOD
TYPE seursroon | H SA o — — Mool
SIZE SO R | 444 B®-s0
SURFACE ELEVATION: ¢ y\ SURFACE CONDITIONS:  ~ o perke. w S
WATER LEVEL: O}
DEPTH [qeviNad NORMBER T e MA 1O e STRATA SOIL DESCRIPTION & OBSERVATIONS
L 1e-\ 1.2 | den CovCeeTe 30
d %zp - SHeD
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|
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK

SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

e Z-2A5 A SHEET | OF |
e, Royp\ Guaed Teoe somva no: 534
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¢ MONITOR WELL SPECIFICATIONS DRILL AIG
EQUIPMENT SOIL SAMPLER AUGER CASING SCREEN DARILL METHOD
TYPE SPUT SPOON ushA | — —_ — Mab:\
sz <D | 44 | 8-82
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4 WATER LEVEL: —t— T
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS
55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK
SOlL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT
0ATE R~ )5 40 SHEET / OF /
ot Loupl Svped Fence BORNG NO:AZ1)37)
PROJECT LOCATION: 950 KA S—(» PROJECT NO: SR-K |
REMARKS: ﬂé'fm—-"\‘;{o 4000 gatlon ansolie Sankx SRE
- | U A0 Wles same slenl
oG conTeToR T2 Sl Bp iy s ge), e ge_
} c MONITOR WELL SPECIFICATIONS DRILL RIG
EQUIPMENT SOIL SAMPLER AUGER ore po— coven DRILL METHOD
*! TYPE suTsPooN | IS —_— —_ — Hobi (
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK

SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

| DATE 8/7/?&

SHEET / OF o)

CUENT: '/2(') VAL oo fernv e

BORING No: /7(A/~/

: provECTLOCATION: ST fohpy ST

PROJECT NO: 49737
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74/37" 070 3 OCV’MM N /3’7/"7 U-C[/_S
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% EQUIPMENT SOIL SAMPLER AUGER - pm— p— DRILL METHOO
TYPE SPUT SPOON s PNC ANC FLosH | M obrl
SIZE — Glfa & A4 24 . %-50
SURFACE ELEVATION SURFACE CONDITIONS: )2 | esvent HsA
WATERLEVEL: S(. 5/ 7
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PROETT NAME :ﬂg‘/ﬁ(. C~ANY) (T acrnc na /M w -/
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK

SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

OATE

27/

SHEET | oF

cuent: 20YAL G-uAnd FawCeE

BORING No: AY(U/3,
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ENERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORK
SOIL BORING AND MONITOR WELL REPORT

{| _oare 8/ 7/92 SHEET /oFcy
|_cuat: Aoy AL Cvmmp Rovce BORING NO: M U/ =3

f| PROJECTLOCATION: SKO  pAqA/nS SR EET  WeBony PROJECT NO: 7737
i| REMARKS: ) .

ORILLING CONTRACTOR: 72/ S7ATE LOGGED BY: S7F oRLLER: —C_

MONITOR WELL SPECFICATIONS ORLL AIG
EQUIPMENT SOIL SAMPLER AUGER POV pae— coven | ORILL METHOD
TYPE seurseoon | A SH ~ANC | AC | AwsH Mobr
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EEA, Inc.

Groundwater Sampling Data Sheet

Project Name:_ Ko | Gonech Tewce.  Project Nox qo?'???

Sampler Name: \Jq Recchia Sample ID No.._M\W— | Cu?acﬁéwp‘{—\
Date: 8/ Jﬂ 42  Time:_ 0895

Well pipe diameter: "? inches

Depth to well bottom: 5¢.87.

Depth to water surface: 20-89

Total volume: _/. 0= _ gallons

Purge volume: __/ 0.% gallons
Purge method: &S-X soc/im /»4//:;»,/9 (%M/aéo/ cordh ALl bs /ee)

Depth to water after purging: 5 /- 03 !

Water temperature: _/g_“C
Conductivity: 2/0 umhos
pH: é. 522

Color: jﬁ?ﬁ_

Turbidity: a’l NTUs

Recharge: (circle) slow fast

Odors: (circle) yes (fi® OVA/Pid reading &) ppm

Additional comments:

opae&c\(e\ﬂ‘ Hb-‘) | ocprled Pr\o)g Map St 305+ west of  Jhe
apeace dooes oL REF (4

! below measuring point




vk g Wkt S5 ouficdes 5 A

’ EEA, Inc.
Groundwater Sampling Data Sheet
Project Name: QO&{)Q\ I‘OF&EA rtrxﬂ Project No.: @737
Sampler Name:__ \J. 2<CC"\(‘& Sample ID No.._ M\J - 20
Date: 3125 [@ Time:__ 1030
Well pipe diameter: é_z inches

Depth to well bottom: __ S /. O . fi!
Depth to water surface: <49.98 !

Total volume: _/. /9 gallons

Purge volume: /X gallons

Purge method: B~ soctuw N/F P / 57;7/%0/ tisA /e/%u 49//41 >
Depth to water after purging: _3 0.0/ ftt

Water temperature: _Z£_°C
Conductivity: 7/ umbhos
pH: é 5[

Color: Q(\’ﬁf

Turbidity: <O NTUs

Recharge: (circle) slow fast

Odors: (circle) yes (9 OVA/Pid reading &, ppm

Additional comments:

! below measuring point



EEA, Inc.
Groundwater Sampling Data Sheet
Project Name: Qmﬂ\ Gued Feoce Project No..__ AR 137
Sampler Name: D @ec&\\ al Sample ID No.: MW -2
Date: 3/4? S / 92 Time:_ /300
Well pipe diameter: z’ inches

Depth to well bottom: _2 .09 .t

Depth to water surface: _950. 42 !
Total volume: _/, / Z gallons
Purge volume: / /e 4 gallons

Purge method: EAX octu L /Q-wvf ( 5/9‘7/2{ o wiH4 74‘/)/0&/ f/ﬂ'/éfz)
Depth to water after purging: 90, 57 it

Water temperature: _/L"c
Conductivity: 20 umhos

pH: 6./7

Color:_C /4

Turbidity: 3O NTUs
Recharge: (circle) slow @ fast

Odors: (circle) yes @ OVA/Pid reading __Q___ ppm

Additional comments:

below measuring point




MONITCRING WELL CONSTRUCTION [NFORMAT|oN
0B No.TRT3T  weiL no. MWD
oTE 3/ T/7X  Tive -
HYDROGEOLOG ST _SA4
DRILLING CONTRACTOR[R AS7FHE DRI U (- [Thirruts,
1. SCREN TYPE_ A

SLOTTED LENGTH_____ /D #1.
SLOT SIZE 0-70

2. soLip Piee Ty PV C
SOLID PIPE LENGTH 6 #1.
PIPE & SCREZN DIAMETER R Ia.

JOINT TYPE-SLIP/GLUED OR

3. TYPE OF BACKFILL AROUND SCRE:ZN

—

4. TYPE OF LOWER SEAL (IF INSTALLED)

——

s. TYPE OF BACKFILL Amafural
HOW INSTALLED -

6. TYPE OF SURFACE SEAL (IF INSTALLED)

Cn /DP\ ;
7. PROTECTIVE casing CYESD  NO
LOCKING CAP (EY N
8. CONCRETE SEAL (YES NO

9. DRILLING METHOD (~-5A
10. ADDITIVES USED (IF ANY)

e—

J'IS'. jR 4

Y]

11. TYPE OF BACKFILL A\ Turaf

—©
— © WATER LEVEL CHECKS
- ®

t &)

- 8
o 3°| »w Lo

-3

4L 8

RN EANARSEND
[ A A

DATE | TIME | DEPTH YO WATER REMARKS
8/7/?)‘ [—'YOIOM Sa (be./au.,demc/e c(u/'/; clr—;‘///;
([ 3Sm| St belo e

ﬁ/é‘%/ea. 123D 50.42 Lron HP




MCNITCRING WELL CONSTRUCTION INFOEMAT | ON

JoB M. [ T3/  weLLmo. __ /TN
OATE _B/ 7/ tTine

HYOROGEOLOGIST S

BRILLING CONTRACTOR/ZASAE Heisint- RRtmo e Cr i
1. SCREEN TYPE_ 2P C
SLOTTED LENGTH_ /O f+.
SLOT SI1ZE D./D
2. souio PiFe TYPE  PUC
SOLID PIPE LENGTH  &£L t+.
El 7 PIPE & SCRESN OIAMETER_ D) ' 1n.

JOINT TYPS~SLIP/GLUED OR (HREADED
3. TYPE OF BACKFILL AROUND SCRESN

—

o

4. TYPE OF LOWER SEAL (1F INSTALLED)

—

5. TYPE OF BACKFILL hq Aol
HOW INSTALLED

6. TYPE OF SURFACE SEAL (IF INSTALLED)

AT T ANITH

ben toni fe
7. PROTECTIVE casié (YES) MO
LOCKING CAP CEd NO
8. CONCRETE SEAL (esD N

9. DRILLING METHCO M SA
10. ADDITIVES USED (IF ANY)

P

@ 11. TYPE OF BACKFILL__ A q el

DATE TIME DEPTN TO WATER | _ RFMARKS
8/7/%? [-2Tam ]| $30) ('Ac/cw;fu durz(—;r, c(n‘//; .
( 2345 o sb’c.”éc/aw;,q 4

{
Qfaska| 05 | L o e

, 4
;n""‘@ " WATER LEVEL CHECKS
L
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MONITORING WELL CONSTRUCTION INFOBMA‘HQN

408 n0. 72717 weL ol s

oate _8I7IR_ Time
HYDROGEOLOGIST <A
DRILLING CONTRACTOR [2(~STR5 DR/ ing Totimes,

1. SCREZN TYPE AIC,
sLoTTED LaneH__ /O f1.
SLOT SI1Z=E O-7/0

2. souio Pipe Tvpe . PV C T
SoLID PIPE LeneTH__ A6 .

L B

PIPE & SCRESEN DIAMETER In.

JOINT TYPE-SLIP/GLUED oa

3. TYPE OF BACKFILL AROUND SCREZN

————

4. TYPE OF LOWER SEAL (IF INSTALLED)
o
3. TYPE OF BACKFiLL /‘@\;C’:“'H-/l

HOW INSTALLED

6. TYPE OF SURFACE SEAL (IF INSTALLZD)
b%w ‘I‘Dru—le

7. PROTECTIVE CASING

LOCKING CAP
GQes>

B. CONCRETE SEAL C
9. DRILLING METHOD  [1SA9
10. ADDITIVES USED (IF ANY)

._______/
11, TYPE OF BACKFILL f@a—d

58 5

WATER LEVEL CHECKS

TiMe DEPTH TO WATER

RFYARKS

F:00am

QSSpm
084y

‘6t o dur o Al lr
i tmaran Ragchul
50.69 o MP




