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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The Franklin Cleaners site (herein referred to as the Site) is located at 206-208B South Franklin
Street in the Incorporated Village of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York. A groundwater
extraction and treatment system (GWE&TS) associated with the Site is located approximately one
mile downgradient at 1000 Hempstead Avenue in the Village of Rockville Centre, New York. The
Site is a New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Class 4 Inactive
Hazardous Waste Disposal Site and is listed on the New York State Registry of Inactive Hazardous
Waste Sites (Site No. 130050).

Based on the requirements of the Record of Decision (ROD), dated March 30, 1998 (NYSDEC,
1998), remedial activities have been conducted at and downgradient of the Site to address
chlorinated-solvent contamination associated with the historical use of the Site as a dry cleaner.
Remedial goals outlined in the ROD for the Site are instituted to protect human health and the
environment; these goals include:

e Reduce, control, or eliminate contaminated media to the extent practicable.

o Eliminate the threat to groundwater and indoor air by eliminating onsite soil

contamination.

¢ Eliminate the potential for human exposure to the on-site contaminated soils.

e Eliminate the potential for exposure to contaminated groundwater.

e Provide for attainment of soil Standards, Criteria, and Guidance (SCGs) for groundwater,

soil, and indoor air to the limits of the affected area, to the extent practicable.

The Site operated as a dry cleaner from 1957 through 1991 and additionally as a laundromat
beginning in 1987. Operation as a dry-cleaning facility is reportedly the source of chlorinated-solvent
contamination identified at the Site, as well as the groundwater plume extending from the Site. The
“source area” contamination was remediated via a soil vapor extraction and air sparging (SVE/AS)
system from 2004 to 2007. In February 2007, a sub-slab depressurization system (SSDS) was
installed within the basement of the Site building to replace the SVE system.

A GWEKTS was installed approximately one mile downgradient of the Site and began operating in

September 2004 to capture and treat the chlorinated-solvent groundwater plume. A monitoring well

ES-1
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network was installed in the vicinity and downgradient of the GWE&TS to monitor the system’s
effectiveness at treating the plume. Following construction of the GWE&TS and associated

groundwater monitoring well network, a routine groundwater monitoring sampling program was

initiated.

In July 2017, the system was shut down to allow for equilibrium of the subsurface environment and
for monitoring of volatile organic compound (VOC) concentrations via the existing groundwater

monitoring well network.

This Periodic Review Report summarizes Site Management (SM) activities completed at the Site
from March 2018 through February 2021. Based on activities completed during this period, the Site
use and activities are in compliance with the Site Management Plan (SMP) requirements and the
institutional controls/engineering controls (IC/ECs) remain in-place and are effective in protecting

the public health and environment.

ES-2
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1.0 SITE OVERVIEW

1.1 SITE DESCRIPTION

The Franklin Cleaners Site is a New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) Class 4, formerly Class 2, Inactive Hazardous Waste Site and was listed on the New
York State Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Sites (Site No. 130050), following the
identification of chlorinated-solvent contamination at the Site due to its historical use as a dry cleaner.
The Site operated as a dry cleaner from 1957 through 1991 and additionally as a laundromat
beginning in 1987. A dry-cleaning fluid “cooker” operated in the basement of the Site’s building

during its years as a dry-cleaning facility.

1.2 PHYSICAL SETTING

The Site is located in a mixed residential-commercial area at 206-208B South Franklin Street in the
Incorporated Village of Hempstead, Nassau County, New York (Figure 1.1). The Site is
approximately 1/8-acre in size and includes a two-story structure with a basement, a coin-operated
laundromat and a delicatessen on the first floor, and residential apartments on the second floor. The
Site is bordered to the west by South Franklin Street, to the north and east by private residences, and

to the south and by commercial structure.

The GWE&TS, associated with the Site, is located approximately one mile downgradient of the Site
at 1000 Hempstead Avenue in the Village of Rockville Centre, Nassau County, New York (Figure
1.1 and Figure 1.2). It is located on an approximately 1/4-acre area and is bounded to the north by
the Southern State Parkway, to the south by Molloy College, to the west by Mercy Medical Center,
and to the east by Hempstead Avenue.

The topography within the vicinity of the Site consists of gently southward-sloping plains within the
Atlantic Coastal Plain. The geology underlying the Site consists of a southeastward thickening wedge
of unconsolidated deposits overlying crystalline bedrock (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C.,
2012). Unconsolidated deposits of poorly sorted glacial till (very fine to coarse sand and gravel) of
the Upper Glacial Aquifer make up the uppermost geologic unit. Beneath this unit lies the Magothy

1-1

8.1 Report. HW.130050.2021-06-11.2021_PRR-bbl



2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC - Site No. 130050

MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Formation which consists of layers of unconsolidated sands, silts, and clays, and is approximately
500 feet thick. The Raritan Formation sits below the Magothy Formation and consists of an upper
clay member, Raritan Clay (approximately 200 feet thick), and a lower sand member, Lloyd Sand

Member (approximately 500 feet thick). Beneath this formation lies a gneissic bedrock at

approximately 1,000 feet below land surface.

This hydrology beneath the Site consists of the Upper Glacial Aquifer (uppermost), the Magothy
Aquifer (middle), and the Lloyd Aquifer (bottommost) which make up Long Island’s sole-source
aquifer system. The Upper Glacial Aquifer is approximately 80 feet thick beneath the Site and
consists primarily of glacial outwash. Hydraulic conductivity values average approximately 250 feet
per day. The Magothy Aquifer ranges from approximately 300 to 600 feet in thickness and consists
mainly of fine to medium sand with some layers of silts and clays. The bottom 50 to 100 feet comprise
coarse sand and gravel. Hydraulic conductivity averages 50 to 60 feet per day. The Lloyd Aquifer is
confined by the overlying Raritan Clay member and the underlying bedrock and ranges in thickness
from approximately 300 to 500 feet. Regional and local groundwater generally flows to the south-
southwest toward small lakes, which generally discharge to various bays along Nassau County’s

southern shore.

1.3 SITE HISTORY

In March 1990, the Nassau County Department of Health (NCDOH) investigated a complaint of
tainted drinking water from a private residence located approximately 100 feet southwest and
downgradient of the Site. Two private water supply wells were identified at the residence, a drinking
water well (approximately 45 feet deep) and an irrigation well (approximately 32 feet deep). Samples
collected from the two wells contained tetrachloroethene (PCE) concentrations of 5,500 micrograms
per liter (nug/1) and 29,000 pg/1, respectively. Following these detections, the residence was connected
to the Village of Hempstead public water supply system (NYSDEC, 1998).

Due to the Site’s upgradient location from the PCE contamination identified at the private residence,
in April 1990, the NCDOH performed an inspection of the Site including collection of soil samples
from soil exposed at gaps in the Site building’s basement and surface soil from the rear of the

property. Soil samples from the basement contained PCE concentrations of up to 9,400 micrograms

1-2
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per kilogram (pg/kg). A sample from the rear of the property contained PCE at 650,000 pg/kg,

trichloroethene (TCE) at 1,700 pg/kg, and dichloroethene (DCE) at 680 pg/kg (NYSDEC, 1998).

From April to December 1992, the Nassau County Department of Public Works (NCDPW)
conducted a Preliminary Site Assessment based on results from the NCDOH’s 1990 groundwater
and soil investigations (NCDPW, 1993). One groundwater monitoring well, FC-1, was installed
upgradient of the Site to a depth of 40 feet below the ground surface and three groundwater
monitoring wells, FC-2, FC-3, and FC-4, were installed downgradient of the Site, each to a depth of
37 feet below the ground surface. Groundwater samples from the four wells were collected and
analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs). Downgradient groundwater monitoring well FC-
2 contained a PCE concentration of 83 pg/l, which exceeded the Class GA Groundwater Standard
for PCE of 5 pg/l. Upgradient groundwater monitoring well FC-1 and downgradient groundwater
monitoring wells FC-3 and FC-4 did not contain exceedances of PCE. Following this assessment, in
August 1993, the Site was listed as a NYSDEC Class 2, Inactive Hazardous Waste Site (NYSDEC,
1993).

From December 1996 to April 1997, D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. conducted a Remedial
Investigation and Feasibility Study (RI/FS) to identify the source of groundwater contamination, to
characterize the nature and extent of onsite groundwater contamination, and to develop an Interim
Remedial Measure (IRM) for source remediation (D&B, 1998). Results were summarized in a RI/FS
report, dated November 1998, and revealed elevated concentrations of PCE in Site soils and in
groundwater at and downgradient of the Site. Soil samples collected from the rear portion of the
property and from beneath the Site building’s basement slab contained PCE detections of up to
240,000 pg/kg, specifically from beneath the basement’s southeast corner in the vicinity of the fluid
“cooker.” Groundwater samples collected from the water table, approximately 20 to 26 feet below
grade, contained elevated PCE detections (up to 1,500 pg/l at the Site and up to 780 ug/l within
approximately 3,000 feet downgradient of the Site) as well as elevated levels of PCE breakdown
products TCE, 1,1-dichloroethene (1,1-DCE), and 1,2-dichloroethene (1,2-DCE). Groundwater
samples collected from an intermediate depth, approximately 33 to 57 feet below grade, contained
elevated PCE detections (greater than 1,000 pg/l approximately 1,000 feet downgradient of the Site
and greater than 100 pg/l approximately 3,500 feet downgradient of the Site), as well as elevated
levels of associated breakdown products. Groundwater samples collected from a greater depth,

approximately 49 to 87 feet below grade, contained elevated concentrations of PCE and its associated

1-3
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breakdown products at the Site and up to 4,500 feet downgradient of the Site. This data suggested
that contamination migrated deeper as it traveled further from the source area likely due to downward
flow of groundwater immediately downgradient of the Site, contaminants of concern with
densities/specific gravities greater than that of water, and infiltration of precipitation. Air samples
collected from within the Site building (basement, first floor commercial areas and second floor
residential areas), and from commercial and residential properties immediately adjacent to the Site,

contained exceedances of the NYSDOH guidance value for PCE of 100 micrograms per cubic meter

(ug/m?).

In January 1998, an IRM was performed at the Site to address the elevated PCE concentrations
detected in indoor air samples collected from the basement, first and second floors of the onsite
building. As part of this IRM, air filtration units were installed within the Site building. The units
consisted of fans with integrated particulate and granular activated carbon (GAC) filters to recirculate
and filter the air and to remove particulates and VOCs. A wall was constructed in the basement to
isolate the areas where the former fluid “cooker” was located and where elevated PCE concentrations
were detected in soil immediately beneath the basement floor slab. In March 1998, two air filtration
units were installed in the basement of the commercial building immediately adjacent to the former

dry cleaner building (NYSDEC, 1998).

Based on the findings of the RI/FS, the NYSDEC issued a Record of Decision (ROD) for the Site in
March 1998 (NYSDEC, 1998). In order to eliminate or mitigate threats to human health and the
environment, the NYSDEC selected the following Institutional Controls/Engineering Controls
(ICs/ECs) to be implemented at the Site:

e Soil vapor extraction (SVE) of PCE-contaminated soils with onsite treatment of
contaminated vapors using a vapor-phase GAC treatment system.

e Air sparging (AS) of shallow onsite groundwater and capture of PCE vapors by the SVE
system.

e Extraction of contaminated groundwater at the leading edge of the contaminant plume for
up to 20 years and treatment of water through the use of chemical precipitation and
filtering of metals, and air stripping of VOCs along with GAC treatment of off gasses, if
necessary.

e Offsite disposal of all spent GAC at a Toxic Substance Control Act (TSCA) and Resource

Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA)-permitted incinerator.

1-4
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e Installation of a deep irrigation/monitoring well located at Molloy College, downgradient
of the Site to replace an existing irrigation well at Molloy College located in the Upper
Glacial aquifer.
e Long-term groundwater monitoring and groundwater use restrictions, as necessary.
e Control of indoor air contamination using air purifying, ventilation and vapor barrier
systems along with a monitoring program until the “source area” remediation has been

effectively completed.

From July 1999 to December 2000, remedial predesign studies were performed at and downgradient
of the Site to prepare for the design and construction of a downgradient groundwater extraction and
treatment system (GWE&TS) to address contamination migrating from the Franklin Cleaners Site
(D&B, 2000). The studies identified that the groundwater contamination plume was approximately
400 feet wide and extended from the Site to approximately 4,500 feet south of the Site and was
concentrated at approximately 80 to 95 feet below the ground surface directly above a confining clay
layer. A GWE&TS was proposed to be installed approximately one mile downgradient of the
Franklin Cleaners Site at the leading edge of the contaminated groundwater plume on property owned
by the New York State Office of Parks, Recreation and Prehistoric Preservation. To evaluate
effectiveness of the GWE&TS, a groundwater monitoring well network consisting of five wells
would be installed downgradient of the system. Proposed wells ASMW-1 through ASMW-3 would
be located immediately downgradient of the GWE&TS and screened from approximately 85 to 95
feet below ground surface. Proposed wells ASMW-4 and ASMW-5 would be installed in close
proximity to one another and located further downgradient of the GWE&TS on the Molloy College
Property. ASMW-4 was proposed to be screened approximately 85 to 95 feet below ground surface
above a clay unit, and ASMW-5 would be screened directly below the clay unit at approximately

100 to 110 feet below ground surface.

Remedial activities to address contamination at the Franklin Cleaners Site began in June 2002 and
were completed in September 2003. Activities included remedial excavation and restoration of a
contaminated dry well, the construction, start-up, and operation and maintenance of an SVE/AS
system, the installation of groundwater monitoring wells, repair and sealing of basement floor cracks,

and asphalt paving at the rear of the property (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2018).

1-5
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The SVE/AS system began operating in November 2003; the AS system was shut down on August
30, 2004 and the SVE system was shut down on August 20, 2005 as concentrations of PCE were
below 5 pg/l in on-site groundwater monitoring wells and concentrations of PCE in soil vapor
extracted from the SVE wells were non-detectable. The SVE system was restarted on August 30,
2005, following a sub-slab soil sampling event August 10-11, 2005, wherein results indicated a PCE
concentration of 128 pg/m® in the southern basement of the property. In February 2007, a sub-slab
depressurization system (SSDS) was installed within the basement of the Site building to replace the
SVE system. The SVE/AS system was decommissioned in March 2007 following start-up of the
SSDS (NYSDEC, 2012a). Details of the SSDS are discussed in subsection Section 2.1.2.4.

A GWE&TS was installed approximately one mile downgradient of the Site to capture and treat the
contaminated groundwater plume, and a monitoring well network was installed downgradient of the
GWE&TS to monitor the system’s effectiveness at treating the plume. The GWE&TS and

monitoring well network are discussed in further detail in Section 2.0.

The NYSDEC completed groundwater investigations at the Franklin Cleaners Site and downgradient
of the Site in December 2008, March 2009, and September 2011 in support of reclassifying the Site’s
Class 2 Inactive Hazardous Waste Site designation (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2018). In
December 2008, three of nine monitoring wells sampled contained PCE detections, and monitoring
well MW-2S, located approximately 300 feet downgradient of the Site, contained a PCE
concentration of 29 ug/l, exceeding its Class GA Standard of 5 pg/l. In March 2009, groundwater
samples were collected from the nine wells to confirm the results of the December 2008 sampling
event. PCE was detected in monitoring well MW-2S at 7.8 pg/l again exceeding the Class GA
Standard. In September 2011, a geoprobe groundwater investigation was conducted along the
centerline of the groundwater plume. Groundwater grab samples were collected from 20 geoprobe
locations, from the Site to approximately 3,600 feet downgradient of the Site, and from four existing
groundwater monitoring wells immediately downgradient of the Site. None of the samples contained
exceedances of the Class GA Standard for PCE (5 pg/l) including a sample collected from
groundwater monitoring well MW-2S. Results from the groundwater investigations showed a general

decline in PCE concentrations from December 2008 to September 2011.

In a letter dated November 20, 2012, the NYSDEC notified the Site owner of the Site classification

change from Class 2 to Class 4. The letter indicated that hazardous waste disposal at the Site was

1-6
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addressed by implementation of the selected remedy identified by the March 1998 ROD and that a
significant threat to public health and the environmental no longer exists at the Site (NYSDEC,

2012b).

A remedial system optimization (RSO) evaluation was completed at the Site in 2011 and 2012 in an
effort to improve the efficiency, effectiveness, and net environmental benefit of the GWE&TS. The
RSO evaluation identified potential system improvements and modifications to expedite Site closure
while reducing overall project costs. It was recommended that additional investigations be completed
to re-delineate the vertical and horizontal extents of the groundwater plume (D&B Engineers and

Architects, P.C., 2012).

In June and July 2014, a Plume Redelineation Program was completed at the Site to identify the
current vertical and horizontal extents of the groundwater plume. Nine existing wells located along
the plume’s center line and seventeen temporary groundwater wells were sampled from shallow
(approximately up to 50 feet below grade), intermediate (50 to 65 feet below grade), and deep (65
feet below grade and deeper) groundwater intervals. Results from the Plume Redelineation Program
indicated that the plume occupied the same general horizontal extents as identified during the
November 1998 RI/FS, however, it had greatly reduced its vertical presence in the shallow
groundwater interval (up to 50 feet below grade); and that it had slightly migrated below its historical
depth of 90 to 95 feet below grade with a significant reduction in concentrations (D&B Engineers

and Architects, P.C., 2015).

In the 2016 Periodic Review Report for the Site, it was recommended that continued operation of the
system be evaluated as operational and performance data suggested the current configuration of the
system was approaching asymptomatic conditions. The system was shut down in July 2017 to allow
for equilibrium of the subsurface environment and for monitoring of VOC concentrations via the
existing groundwater monitoring well network (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2017).
Following this shut down, concentrations of PCE have steadily decreased (D&B Engineers and

Architects, P.C., 2020).
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14 CLEANUP GOALS AND REMEDIAL PROGRESS

Remedial goals outlined in the ROD for the Site were instituted to protect human health and the
environment from chlorinated-solvent contamination related to historical use as a dry cleaner at and
downgradient of the Site. Remedial goals outlined in the ROD included:

e Reduce, control, or eliminate contaminated media to the extent practicable.

¢ Eliminate the threat to groundwater and indoor air by eliminating onsite soil

contamination.

e Eliminate the potential for human exposure to the onsite contaminated soils.

o Eliminate the potential for exposure to contaminated groundwater.

e Provide for attainment of soil Standards, Criteria, and Guidance (SCGs) for groundwater,

soil, and indoor air to the limits of the affected area, to the extent practicable.

Soil and groundwater contamination within the “source area” was remediated via an SVE/AS system
which operated at the Site from November 2003 to February 2007. Due to the availability of public
water, groundwater is not currently utilized at or downgradient of the Site and therefore does not act

as a potential exposure pathway.

A GWE&TS was installed approximately one mile downgradient of the Site and began operating in
2004 to capture and treat the contaminated groundwater plume. In July 2017, operation of the system
was suspended as operational and performance data was approaching asymptomatic conditions and
to allow for equilibrium of the subsurface environment (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2020).
Monitoring of groundwater downgradient of the system is accomplished via the groundwater
monitoring well network to determine if the GWE&TS should resume operations and to maintain
compliance with the institutional controls/engineering controls (ICs/ECs) established for the Site.

ICs/ECs are discussed in Section 2.1.

1-8
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2.0 EVALUATION OF REMEDY PERFORMANCE, EFFECTIVENESS, AND
PROTECTIVENESS

The Site Management Plan (SMP) for the Site includes an Institutional and Engineering Control
Plan, Monitoring and Sampling Plan, Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan, and a Site
Management Reporting and Certification Plan (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2020).

2.1 INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS/ENGINEERING CONTROLS

Institutional controls/engineering controls (ICs/ECs) provide added protection measures for
potentially exposed receptors over and above natural attenuation mechanisms and source area
remedial measures. ICs for the Site include an O&M Plan, a Monitoring and Sampling Plan, and a
Site Management Plan. ECs for the Site include the GWE&TS, the groundwater monitoring well
network (ASMW-1 through ASMW-7), an alternate water supply (Molloy College deep irrigation
well MCOL-1), and vapor mitigation.

2.1.1 INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS

The Site Management Plan dated February 2020 includes a Monitoring and Sampling Plan and an
O&M Plan for the GWE&TS and acts as an IC for the Site. Soil and groundwater contamination
within the “source area” was successfully remediated via an SVE/AS system and groundwater is not
currently utilized at or downgradient of the Site due to availability of public water.

2.1.2 ENGINEERING CONTROLS

2.1.2.1 GWE&TS

A GWE&TS was installed approximately one mile downgradient of the Site at the leading edge of
the groundwater plume to capture and treat the contaminated groundwater plume. Groundwater was
extracted via two 6-inch diameter extraction wells (EW-1 and EW-2) screened at a depth of 70-90
and 75-90 feet below grade, respectively, and treated by an air stripping unit inside the GWE&TS
building. Treated water was then discharged to a Nassau County Department of Public Works storm

sewer manhole where it eventually discharged to Smith Pond (approximately two miles south-
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southwest of the GWE&TS). Exhaust from the air stripping unit was initially treated via two 1,000-
pound GAC vessels before discharging to the atmosphere. This was reconfigured to bypass the GAC
vessels and discharge directly to the atmosphere following continued low contaminant
concentrations in the air stripper vapor-phase discharge (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2020).
An “As-Built” drawing depicting the layout of the GWE&TS is included as Figure 1.3.

In July 2017, the GWE&TS was put into prolonged shut down as the operational and performance
data set indicated the system was approaching asymptotic conditions. The shutdown allows for
equilibrium of the subsurface environment and for monitoring of VOC concentrations via the
existing groundwater monitoring well network (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2017).
Following shutdown, quarterly groundwater monitoring was performed to assess current conditions
of the groundwater plume and based on groundwater sampling data collected, the sampling frequency

was reduced from quarterly to every fifth quarter in February 2020.

Although not a requirement of the March 1998 ROD for the Site, fencing and security signage within
the vicinity of the GWE&TS prevents Site access. An annual inspection of fencing is to be completed
in accordance with the Site’s Monitoring and Sampling Plan included in the February 2020 SMP.
Based on available records from the reporting period, fencing and security signage are reportedly in-

place and functioning properly.

2.1.2.2 GROUNDWATER MONITORING WELL NETWORK

A groundwater monitoring well network (ASMW-1 through ASMW-7) was installed in 2004
approximately one mile downgradient of the Site and is sampled as part of routine long-term
groundwater monitoring in accordance with the March 1998 ROD for the Site (NYSDEC, 1998).
Monitoring wells ASMW-1, ASMW-2, and ASMW-3 were installed to monitor groundwater
contaminant concentrations at the leading edge of the groundwater plume (in the vicinity of the
GWE&TYS) and screened from approximately 80 to 90 feet below ground surface above a confining
clay layer. Monitoring wells ASMW-4, ASMW-5, ASMW-6, and ASMW-7 were installed
downgradient of the GWE&TS and upgradient of the Village of Rockville Centre water supply wells
to ensure the GWE&TS was effectively capturing the groundwater plume, and act as sentinel wells
for the Village’s water supply wells. ASMW-4 is screened from 100 to 110 feet below ground
surface, ASMW-5 is screened from 123 to 133 feet below ground surface, ASMW-6 is screened from
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122 to 123 feet below ground surface, and ASMW-7 is screened from 230 to 250 feet below ground
surface. Well construction logs for the formerly installed monitoring wells are included in the
February 2020 SMP (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2020). Following shutdown of the
GWE&TS, groundwater samples are collected from EW-1 and EW-2 as part of long-term

monitoring.

A figure depicting well locations is included as Figure 2.1.

2.1.2.3 ALTERNATE WATER SUPPLY (MOLLOY COLLEGE DEEP IRRIGATION WELL)

Based on the requirements of the March 1998 ROD for the Site, a deep irrigation well was installed
on the Molloy College property (approximately one mile downgradient of the Site and approximately
240 feet east of ASMW-6) to replace an existing shallow irrigation well (MCOL-1) that had the

potential to draw from the contaminated groundwater plume.

Irrigation well MCOL-1 is not sampled as part of routine long-term groundwater monitoring;
however, samples collected from monitoring wells ASMW-4 through ASMW-7 (west of MCOL-1)
during the reporting period did not contain detections of VOCs, with the exception of ASMW-6
which contained a PCE concentration of 0.52 pg/1 during the July 2018 sampling event.

2.1.2.4 VAPOR MITIGATION

Although not a required EC as part of the selected remedy for the Site in the March 1998 ROD, an
SSDS was installed in February 2007 at the Franklin Cleaners Site to address chlorinated VOCs that
were detected beneath the Site’s basement slab following the decommissioning of the SVE/AS
system. The SSDS contains four suction points in the basement slab that are connected to centrifugal
fans and piping. Soil gas from beneath the slab is discharged through the piping to an exhaust stack
exiting above the Site building roof. Operation of the SSDS is the responsibility of the property
owner; however, inspection and maintenance activities are managed by the NYSDEC under a
separate state-wide program. Based on a February 14, 2012 site inspection, the SSDS was operating
as designed (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2020). Recent SSDS inspection data was not

available at the time of this report.
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To evaluate the potential for soil vapor intrusion impacts in the off-site area above the original PCE
plume, a shallow groundwater quality investigation was initiated in 2008 and completed in 2011.
Field work completed in December 2008 included sampling of six direct push probes and three
existing monitoring wells. The results showed PCE in three out of the nine locations within 200 ft of
the former dry cleaner. An additional set of groundwater samples was collected in March 2009 to
confirm the initial results. Analytical results indicated that only one well, located about 300 ft from
the site, had any detections of PCE. In 2011, additional groundwater sampling was completed along
the centerline of the off-site PCE plume previously delineated during the RI in 1995. Results of
groundwater grab samples collected at the water table from the 20 Geoprobe locations and 4 existing
monitoring wells indicated that the shallow off-site PCE plume (encountered at approximately 20 ft

bgs) has significantly decreased and is no longer considered a source of vapors.

2.2 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE PLAN COMPLIANCE

The GWE&TS was shut down in July 2017 and was not in operation during the 2018-2021 reporting
period; therefore, routine and non-routine system maintenance activities outlined in the O&M Plan
included in the SMP were not required. Although the system was not operational, the following
general facility maintenance tasks were completed, as applicable, in adherence with the Site’s O&M
Plan:

e Snow removal, as needed;

e Replacement of light bulbs for emergency and GWE&TS area lighting, as needed;

e (Cleaning of GWE&TS building louver inlet vent screen, as needed; and

e Removal of onsite overgrown vegetation.

Summaries of these general facility maintenance tasks are outlined below and were recorded on Site
Activities Logs and Daily Inspection Reports from April 2018 through February 2021 (Appendix
A).

2-4

8.1 Report. HW.130050.2021-06-11.2021_PRR-bbl



2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC - Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Quarter 55 (March 2018-May 2018): Routine and non-routine maintenance activities
were not completed during this period. Facility maintenance activities were not completed
this reporting period.

Quarter 56 (June 2018-August 2018): Routine and non-routine maintenance activities
were not completed during this period. Groundskeeping activities were completed once
during this period.

Quarter 57 (September 2018-November 2018): Routine and non-routine maintenance
activities were not completed during this period. Groundskeeping activities were
completed once during this period.

Quarters 58 (December 2018-February 2019) and 59 (March 2019-May 2019):
Documentation was not available.

Quarter 60 (June 2019-August 2019): Routine maintenance activities were not
completed during this period. Non-routine maintenance was performed in July 2019 which
included routine groundwater sampling by the NYSDEC Remedial Services Contractor.
The Contractor attempted to collect samples from EW-1 and EW-2 on July 2, 2019. The
Contractor returned to the Site on July 3, 2019, to complete groundwater sampling and
again attempt sample collection at EW-1 and EW-2. The second attempt to restart the
GWEAKTS resulted in a ground fault error displayed at EW-1 and EW-2’s variable
frequency drive (VFD). On July 24, 2019, the NYSDEC’s call-out electrician completed
troubleshooting activities at EW-1 and EW-2 and the Contractor was able to successfully
collect samples from these wells. Groundskeeping activities were completed on June 6 and
18,2019, July 1, 16, and 30, 2019, and August 14 and 29, 2019.

Quarter 61 (September 2019-November 2019): Routine maintenance activities were not
completed during this period. Non-routine maintenance activities were completed on

October 2 and 3, 2019. The NYSDEC Remedial Services Contractor replaced the manhole
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cover at ASMW-7 and installed bollards around the manhole. Groundskeeping activities
were completed on September 12 and 24, 2019, and October 11, 2019.

e Quarter 62 (December 2019-February 2020): Documentation was not available.

¢ Quarter 63 (March 2020-May 2020): Routine and non-routine maintenance activities
were not completed during this period. Groundskeeping activities were completed once
during this period.

e Quarter 64 (June 2020-August 2020): Routine and non-routine maintenance activities
were not completed during this period. Groundskeeping activities were completed six
times during this period.

e Quarter 65 (September 2020-November 2020): Routine and non-routine maintenance
activities were not completed during this period. General facility maintenance including
groundskeeping activities and safety equipment (fire extinguisher, emergency lighting)
inspections were completed six and two times, respectively, during this period.

e Quarter 66 (December 2020-February 2021): Routine and non-routine maintenance
activities were not completed during this period. Groundskeeping activities were

completed twice during this period.

Additional maintenance and modifications to the system are not necessary unless full-time operation
resumes. Should the GWE&TS resume operation, the procedures and requirements of O&M Plan
included in the February 2020 SMP shall be adhered to. Additionally, a State Pollutant Discharge
Elimination System (SPDES) permit equivalency is in place for the discharge of treated groundwater
from the GWE&TS to a NCDPW storm sewer located along Hempstead Avenue, east of the
GWE&TS, should the system resume operations. The permit equivalency expires after December

31,2021 (Appendix B)

23 MONITORING AND SAMPLING PLAN COMPLIANCE

A Monitoring and Sampling Plan (included in the SMP) is in place for the GWE&TS and provides
methods for evaluating the groundwater plume extending from the Site (D&B Engineers and
Architects, P.C., 2020). Elements of the Monitoring and Sampling Plan include, but are not limited
to:

e Requirements and protocols for inspection and maintenance, groundwater sampling and

analysis, sample locations and frequency.
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o Assessment of remedial performance, groundwater standards compliance, and condition of
the implemented ECs.
¢ Evaluation of prolonged shutdown of the GWE&TS.

e Reporting and Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements.

2.3.1 LONG-TERM GROUNDWATER MONITORING

Long-term monitoring of the leading edge of the groundwater plume and downgradient of the
GWEKTS is accomplished through the groundwater monitoring well network located approximately
one mile south-southwest of the Site. Monitoring wells ASMW-1, ASMW-2, and ASMW-3 are used
to monitor groundwater contaminant concentrations at the leading edge of the groundwater plume
(in the vicinity of the GWE&TS). Monitoring wells ASMW-4, ASMW-5, ASMW-6, and ASMW-7
are used to monitor groundwater contaminant concentrations downgradient of the GWE&TS and
upgradient of the Village of Rockville Centre water supply wells and serve as sentinel wells for the
Village’s supply wells. Extraction wells EW-1 and EW-2 are also sampled as part of long-term
monitoring and are located along the southern median of the Southern State Parkway (eastbound)

upgradient of the GWE&TS building. Well locations are depicted on Figure 2.1.

Following shutdown of the GWE&TS, quarterly groundwater monitoring was performed to assess if
operation of the system should resume. Based on groundwater sampling data collected as part of the
quarterly monitoring events in 2018 and 2019, the sampling frequency was reduced from quarterly

to every fifth quarter in February 2020 (D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C., 2020).

Groundwater samples were collected and analyzed for Target Compound List (TCL) VOCs via
United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Method 8260C. At the request of the
NYSDEC, beginning in July 2017, samples were collected for the analysis of per- and
polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) and 1,4-dioxane via USEPA Methods 537 (modified), and 8270
selected ion monitoring (SIM), respectively. A long-term monitoring sampling matrix reflecting the
updated sampling frequency from February 2020 is included as Table 2.1. Analytical results for
VOCs and emerging contaminants (PFAS and 1,4-dioxane) from sampling events conducted during
the reporting period are included in Tables 2.2 and 2.3, respectively. Analytical data were reviewed
in accordance with USEPA validation guidelines; available data validation checklists are included

as Appendix D. A summary of PCE concentrations detected in the monitoring well network is
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provided below. Groundwater PCE concentrations from sampling events conducted in 2018, 2019,

and 2020, are depicted on Figures 2.2, 2.3, and 2.4, respectively.

ASMW-1: PCE was detected at concentrations ranging from 14 pg/l (July 2020) to 74 pg/l (January
2019) during the reporting period. PCE concentrations in ASMW-1 exhibited an overall decreasing
trend throughout the reporting period and historically since 2003. A graph depicting PCE
concentrations in ASMW-1 during the reporting period compared to the Class GA Standard for PCE
(5 ng/l) is included below.
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ASMW-2: During the reporting period, PCE was detected at concentrations ranging from 1.8 pg/l
(January 2019) to 15 pg/l (April and July 2019). Overall, PCE concentrations have exhibited an
increasing trend throughout the reporting period and an overall decreasing trend since 2003. A graph
depicting PCE concentrations in ASMW-2 during the reporting period compared to the Class GA
Standard for PCE (5 pg/l) is included below.
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ASMW-2 PCE Concentrations
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ASMW-3: Consistent with historical data, PCE was not detected in the groundwater samples
collected from this monitoring well except for one detection of 0.29 pug/1 from the July 2018 sampling

event.

ASMW-4: Consistent with historical data, PCE was not detected in the groundwater samples

collected from this downgradient monitoring well during the reporting period.

ASMW-5: Consistent with historical data, PCE was not detected in the groundwater samples

collected from this downgradient monitoring well during the reporting period.

ASMW-6: Consistent with historical data, PCE was not detected in the groundwater samples
collected from this downgradient monitoring well except for one detection of 0.52 pg/l from the July

2018 sampling event.
ASMW-7: PCE was not detected in the groundwater samples collected from this downgradient
monitoring well throughout the reporting period.
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EW-1: During the reporting period, PCE was detected at concentrations ranging from 1.1 pg/l (July
and October 2019 and January 2020) to 2.7 pg/l (April 2018) which are below the Class GA Standard
for PCE of 5.0 pg/l. A graph depicting PCE concentrations in EW-1 during the reporting period
compared to the Class GA Standard for PCE is included below.

EW-2: PCE concentrations ranged from 10 ug/l (July 2020) to 45 ug/l (April 2018) during the
reporting period. Overall, PCE concentrations have exhibited a decreasing trend throughout the
reporting period and a decreasing trend since start-up of the treatment system in September 2004. A
graph depicting PCE concentrations in EW-2 during the reporting period compared to the Class GA
Standard for PCE is included below.
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Collectively, the groundwater monitoring well network has demonstrated stabilized or decreasing
PCE trends. Downgradient monitoring wells (ASMW-4 through ASMW-7) have exhibited non-
detectable concentrations of PCE concentrations during the 2018 to 2021 reporting period with the
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exception of one detection at ASMW-6 of 0.52 ug/l (July 2018) well below the PCE Class GA
Standard of 5 pg/l.

2.3.1.1 MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTIONS

All wells sampled as part of long-term monitoring of the groundwater plume during the reporting
period were accessible, and concrete well pads (where applicable), protective casings, surface seals,
well IDs, well risers, well plugs, and locks were observed to be in good condition with the following

exceptions:

Quarter 55 (March 2018-May 2018):
e Well ID markers for ASMW-5 and ASMW-6 were missing.
e Bolts were missing or broken at ASMW-1, ASMW-2, and ASMW-4,
e A lock was not present at ASMW-2, ASMW-4, or ASMW-5.

Quarter 56 (June 2018-August 2018):
o Well ID markers for ASMW-5 and ASMW-6 were missing.
e The concrete pad around the manhole for ASMW-5 was in poor condition.
e A lock was not present at ASMW-4, ASMW-5, or ASMW-7.
Quarter 57 (September 2018-November 2018):
o Well cover for ASMW-7 was cracked.
e ASMW-2 could not be accessed for sampling on October 10, 2018, due to a downed tree.
On October 26, 2018, the downed tree was removed and groundwater samples were collected
from ASMW-2.
Quarters 58 (December 2018-February 2019) and 59 (March 2019-May 2019): Documentation
not available.
Quarter 60 (June 2019-August 2019):
o ASMW-1 was observed to be missing 3 bolts.
e ASMW-2 was observed to have stripped threads at the manhole tabs.
o ASMW-7 was observed to have a crack in the well cover.
Quarter 61 (September 2019-November 2019):
e ASMW-4 was observed to have a small crack in the manhole and was missing the well ID.

e ASMW-5 was observed to have a small crack in the manhole and was missing the well ID.
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e ASMW-6 was observed to be missing the well ID.
Quarter 62 (December 2019-February 2020): Documentation not available.
Quarter 63 (March 2020-May 2020): Long-term monitoring activities were not completed during
this quarter.
Quarter 64 (June 2020-August 2020):

e ASMW-4, ASMW-5, and ASMW-6 were noted to be missing their respective well ID;
however, photographs included in the July 15, 2020 Daily Inspection Report depicted visible
well IDs written in permanent marker on the exposed surface of the well lids.

e Photographs included in the July 14 and 15, 2020 Daily Inspection Reports depict missing
bolts on well lids at ASMW-1, ASMW-2, ASMW-3, ASMW-4, and ASMW-5; however,
missing bolts at these wells was not noted on the Monitoring Well Field Inspection Logs
completed on July 14 and 15, 2020.

Quarters 65 (September 2020-November 2020) and 66 (December 2020-February 2021): Long-

term monitoring activities were not completed during these quarters.

Available monitoring well field inspection logs from the reporting period are included as Appendix

C.
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3.0 COST CONTROL SUMMARY
SM costs incurred during the reporting period under the Site’s previous engineering consultant or for
subcontractors or utilities were not available. MACTEC was awarded Work Assignment D009809-
18 for the Site on November 18, 2020. A cost summary for MACTEC’s SM activities from
November 2020 through February 2021 is provided below by task.

Task 1 (Scoping)

Labor $14,403.83
Task 2 (Site Management Plan)
Labor $0
Task 3 (Operation and Maintenance)
Labor $323.96
Task 4 (Monitoring and Reporting)
Labor $565.62
Task 5 (Remedial System Optimization)
Labor $0
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4.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the requirements of the March 1998 ROD, remedial activities have been conducted at and
downgradient of the Site to address chlorinated-solvent contamination associated with the historical
use of the Site as a dry cleaner. The remedial goals outlined in the ROD were instituted to protect
human health and the environment and include:

e Reduce, control, or eliminate contaminated media to the extent practicable.

e Eliminate the threat to groundwater and indoor air by eliminating onsite soil

contamination.

e Eliminate the potential for human exposure to the onsite contaminated soils.

¢ Eliminate the potential for exposure to contaminated groundwater.

e Provide for attainment of soil Standards, Criteria, and Guidance (SCGs) for groundwater,

soil, and indoor air to the limits of the affected area, to the extent practicable.

4.1 INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS/ENGINEERING CONTROLS

The current ICs/ECs are adequate to achieve the objectives for protection of human health and the
environment. ICs for the Site, including a Monitoring and Sampling Plan and an O&M Plan for the
GWEKTS, are contained in the February 2020 SMP and remain in-place and adhered to as applicable
during the GWE&TS shut down.

ECs for the Site include the GWE&TS, the groundwater monitoring well network (ASMW-1 through
ASMW-7), an alternate water supply (Molloy College deep irrigation well MCOL-1), and vapor

mitigation.

The GWE&TS, installed approximately one mile downgradient of the Site at the leading edge of the
groundwater plume, has effectively captured and treated the groundwater plume and was put into
prolonged shutdown in July 2017. The groundwater monitoring well network (located approximately
one mile downgradient of the Site) continues to be sampled as part of routine long-term groundwater
monitoring in accordance with the March 1998 ROD for the Site for the monitoring of VOC
concentrations. Data show that the groundwater plume is stable and is not migrating. Data will

continue to be reviewed to determine if the GWE&TS should be restarted.
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Alternate water supply, deep irrigation well MCOL-1, located on the Molloy College property
downgradient of the GWE&TS was installed to replace an existing shallow irrigation well (with the
same well ID) to prevent the shallow well’s potential to draw from the contaminated groundwater
plume. MCOL-1 is not sampled as part of routine long-term groundwater monitoring; however,
samples collected from groundwater monitoring well downgradient of the GWE&TS during the
reporting period did not contain detections of VOCs, with the exception of one low level detection

at ASMW-6 (0.52 ng/l, July 2018) well below the PCE GA criteria.

Fencing and security signage is utilized to prevent Site access within the vicinity of the GWE&TS.
Based on available records from the reporting period, fencing and security signage are reportedly in-

place and functioning properly.

Although not a required EC as part of the selected remedy, an onsite SSDS for vapor mitigation was
installed in February 2007 to address chlorinated VOCs that were detected beneath the former
Franklin Cleaners Site’s basement slab following the decommissioning of the SVE/AS system.
Operation of the SSDS is the responsibility of the property owner and inspection and maintenance

activities are managed by the NYSDEC under a separate state-wide program.

4.2 Operation and Maintenance Plan

The GWE&TS was shut down in July 2017 and was not in operation during the reporting period;
therefore, it was not necessary for routine and non-routine system maintenance activities to be
completed as outlined in the O&M Plan included in the SMP. Although the system was off, general
facility maintenance tasks were completed at the Site. Should the GWE&TS resume operation, the

procedures and requirements of O&M Plan included in the February 2020 SMP shall be adhered to.

4.3 Groundwater Monitoring Program

Long-term monitoring of the leading edge of the groundwater plume and downgradient of the
GWEKTS is accomplished through the groundwater monitoring well network located approximately
one mile south-southwest of the Site. Data from groundwater sampling events completed during the

reporting period exhibit overall decreasing trends in PCE concentrations in groundwater and are
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generally stable; therefore, the system shutdown has not caused contaminant concentrations to
rebound. VOC concentrations do not exceed GA standards with exception of PCE as previously
discussed. VOC concentrations in the groundwater plume will continue to be examined during long-
term monitoring events conducted every fifth quarter. The next sampling event will be conducted in

July 2021.

4.4 RECOMMENDATIONS

In an effort to continue optimizing efficiency and remedial progress, and to provide further cost

savings at the Site, the following are recommended:

e Continued implementation, review, and evaluation of the existing ICs/ECs, O&M Plan,
and groundwater monitoring program, as applicable.
e Continued general facility maintenance tasks.
0 Routine inspections of emergency lighting, exit signs, and the fire extinguisher in
the GWE&TS building.
0 Replacement of light bulbs for emergency and GWE&TS area lighting, as needed.
0 Ground maintenance including mowing, brush removal, and snow removal
(conducted by the existing NYSDEC callout subcontractor).
e Repairs to groundwater monitoring wells, including but not limited to:
0 Surface seal integrity repairs (cracking, heaving) at ASMW-4 and ASMW-5.
0 Replacement of missing bolts on well lids at ASMW-1, ASMW-2, ASMW-3,
ASMW-4, and ASMW-5.
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2021 Periodic Review Report - Franklin Cleaners Site
NYSDEC Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Table 2.1: Long-Term Monitoring Sampling Matrix

June 2021

Sampling Frequency Analytical Parameters
Saml?le Every VOCs L4-Dioxane PFAS Sample Description
Location Fifth Quarter (EPA Method | (EPA Method | (EPA Method
8260C) 8270D SIM) 537 Modified)
ASMW-1 X X X X Grab
ASMW-2 X X X X Grab
ASMW-3 X X X X Grab
ASMW-+4 X X X X Grab
ASMW-5 X X X X Grab
ASMW-6 X X X X Grab
ASMW-7 X X X X Grab
EW-1 Influent X X X X Grab
EW-2 Influent X X X X Grab
Notes:
EPA = Environmental Protection Agency
PFAS = Per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances
SIM = Selected ion monitoring
VOCs = Volatile organic compounds
Prepared by: KAA 05/24/2021
Page 1 of 1 Checked by:



2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-2
Sample Date 4/25/2018 7/5/2018 10/10/2018 10/10/2018 1/29/2019 4/23/2019 7/2/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/15/2020 4/25/2018
Sample ID| ASMW-1-20180425 | ASMW-1-20180705 | ASMW-1-20181010 | ASMWX-20181010 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-2-20180425
QC Code FS FS FS FD FS FS FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UJ 1 Ul 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 1 U 10 1 U0
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U S5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 50 5U 50 5U 50 5U 50
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U0 1U 10
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 10 1U 1U0 1U 10 1U 10 1U 1U 1U 10U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 0.27 ] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U 1U 1UJ 1U 10U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 0.15J 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UT
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 20 56 47 51 74 50 54 33 24 14 3.3
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 UT 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 1 UT
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Created by: KMS 06/07/2021
Page 1 of 9 Checked by: KAA 06/08/2021



2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2
Sample Date 4/25/2018 7/5/2018 7/5/2018 10/26/2018 1/29/2019 1/29/2019 4/23/2019 4/23/2019 7/2/2019 10/16/2019 10/16/2019
Sample ID| ASMW-X-20180425| ASMW-2-20180705 | ASMW-X-20180705| ASMW-2-20181026 ASMW-2 ASMW-X ASMW-2 ASMW-X ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMWX
QC Code FD FS FD FS FS FD FS FD FS FS FD
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 UT 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U 1U 0.33] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 2.6 4.5 4.3 5.7 1.8 2 15 16 15 12 11
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 UT 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds

June 2021

Location ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3
Sample Date 1/8/2020 7/15/2020 4/25/2018 7/11/2018 10/10/2018 1/29/2019 4/23/2019 7/3/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020
Sample ID ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-3-20180425 | ASMW3-20180711 | ASMW-3-20181010 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 4.4 5.1 1U 0.29 ] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 1 U0 1 UT 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-5
Sample Date 4/25/2018 7/5/2018 10/10/2018 1/23/2019 4/24/2019 7/3/2019 7/3/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 4/25/2018
Sample ID| ASMW-4-20180425 | ASMW-4-20180705 | ASMW-4-20181010 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-X ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-5-20180425
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FS FD FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1 UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 10 10 10 1UJ 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 UT 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 161
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5 UB
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 0.611] 0.39 ] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 UT 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 1 UT
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6
Sample Date 7/5/2018 10/10/2018 1/23/2019 4/24/2019 7/3/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 4/25/2018 7/11/2018 10/10/2018
Sample ID| ASMW-5-20180705 | ASMW-5-20181010 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-6-20180425| ASMW6-20180711 | ASMW-6-20181010
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 10 10 14J 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 0.62 ] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1U 1 UB 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1 UB
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 0.52] 1U
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 1 UT 10 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7
Sample Date 1/23/2019 4/24/2019 7/2/2019 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 4/25/2018 7/11/2018 10/10/2018 1/29/2019
Sample ID ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMWX ASMW-6 ASMW-7-20180425| ASMW7-20180711 | ASMW-7-20181010 ASMW-7
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FD FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1 UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 1UJ 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 034 ] 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1 UB 1U
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 UT 10 10 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1
Sample Date 4/24/2019 7/2/2019 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 7/14/2020 4/25/2018 7/11/2018 10/10/2018 1/29/2019 4/23/2019
Sample ID ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-X EW-1-20180425 EW-1-20180711 EW-1-20181010 EW-1 EW-1
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FD FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1 UJ 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 1 UJ 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 10U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5UT
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 10 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U 1U0 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 0.321] 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1uJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UT 1U 1U 1U 1U
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 2.7 2.1 1.2 1.7 1.4
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 10 1 U0 1 UT 1 U0 10 1 U0 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2
Sample Date 7/24/2019 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 7/15/2020 4/25/2018 7/11/2018 10/10/2018 1/29/2019 4/23/2019 7/24/2019 10/16/2019
Sample ID EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-2-20180425 EW-2-20180711 EW-2-20181010 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier
VOCs (ng/L)
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 1U 10 10 10
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 0.48 ] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 10 055 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U0 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U0
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006| NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 1 U0 10 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U0
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U S5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
2-Hexanone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U 5U 50 5U 5U 5U 5U0 5U 5U 5U 5U
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U 1U 10U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 0.25] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 10
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1 U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U 1U 1U 0.15] 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Styrene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.6 45 29 20 25 18 18 25
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 10 10 1 U0 10 10 10 10 10 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1 UJ 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1 UJ 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050

MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.2: Groundwater Monitoring Results - Volatile Organic Compounds
Location EW-2 EW-2 Notes:
Sample Date 1/8/2020 7/15/2020 - Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding standard.
Sample ID EW-2 EW-2 - Bolded, yellow-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the corresponding standard.
QC Code FS FS FD = Field duplicate
Parameter GA GV Result  Qualifier | Result Qualifier FS = Field sample
VOCs (ng/L) GA =New York State Class GA Standard
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 NS 10 10 GV = Guidance value
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U NS = No standard
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-Trifluoroethane (Freon 113) 5 NS 1U 1U pg/L = micrograms per liter
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 NS 10U 1U VOCs = Volatile organic compounds
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10 Quality Control (QC) Codes:
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U B = Indicates the analyte is detected in the associated blank as well as in the sample
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 NS 1 UJ 1U J = The reported value is estimated
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane 0.04 NS 10U 10U T = Indicates that a quality control parameter has exceeded laboratory limits
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.0006] NS 1U 1U U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 10
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 NS 10 10
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 NS 1U 1U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 10 10
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 NS 1U 1U
2-Butanone NS 50 5U0 5U0
2-Hexanone NS 50 50 5U0
4-Methyl-2-pentanone NS NS 5U 5U
Acetic acid, methyl ester NS NS 5U 5U0
Acetone NS 50 5U 5U
Benzene 1 NS 1U 1U
Bromochloromethane 5 NS 1U 1U
Bromodichloromethane NS 50 1U 1U
Bromoform NS 50 1U 1U
Bromomethane 5 NS 1U 1U
Carbon disulfide NS 60 1U 1U
Carbon tetrachloride 5 NS 1U 1U
Chlorobenzene 5 NS 1U 1U
Chloroethane 5 NS 1U 1U
Chloroform 7 NS 1U 1U
Chloromethane 5 NS 1U 1U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 10 10
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U
Cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U
Dibromochloromethane NS 50 1U 1U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U
Ethylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U
Isopropylbenzene 5 NS 1U 1U
Methyl cyclohexane NS NS 1U 1U
Methyl Tertbutyl Ether NS 10 1U 1U
Methylene chloride 5 NS 1U 1U
Styrene 5 NS 10U 10U
Tetrachloroethene 5 NS 20 10
Toluene 5 NS 1U 1U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 NS 1 U 10
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NS 1U 1U
Trichloroethene 5 NS 1U 1U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 NS 1U 1U
Vinyl chloride 2 NS 1U 1U
Xylene, o 5 NS 1U 1U
Xylenes (m&p) 5 NS 1U 1U
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.3: Groundwater Monitoring Results — Emerging Contaminants

Location ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2

Sample Date 4/23/2019 7/2/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/15/2020 4/23/2019 4/23/2019 7/2/2019 10/16/2019
Sample ID ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-1 ASMW-2 ASMW-X ASMW-2 ASMW-2

QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FS FD FS FS
Parameter SL GA GV | Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier
1,4-Dioxane (pg/L)
1,4-Dioxane NS NS NS 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U
PFAS (ng/L)
6:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (6:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 17U 18U 17U 18U 16 U 16 U 20U 19U
8:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (8:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 17U 18 U 17U 18 U 16 U 16 U 20U 19U
N-ethyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-EtFOSAA) 100 NS NS 17U 18U 17U 18U 16 U 16 U 20 U 19U
N-methyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-MeFOSAA) 100 NS NS 17U 18U 17U 18U 16 U 16 U 20U 19U
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 NS NS 3.6 34 33 34 3.7 24 2.7 24
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 NS NS 6.9 6.8 6.5 7 6.9 7.5 6.8 7.9
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) 100 NS NS 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2 U 1.9 U
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 1.8 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2 U 1.9 U
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 NS NS 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2U 1.9 U
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic acid (PFHpS) 100 NS NS 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2 U 1.9 U
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 NS NS 11 10 9.3 9.3 11 11 11 11
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) 100 NS NS 6.2 5.8 7.5 6.3 6.7 6.9 6.4 6.4
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) 100 NS NS 9.8 11 10 11 12 14 12 12
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 2.5 1.9 1.8 1.9 1.6 U 24 2.1
Perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA) 100 NS NS 1.7 U 9U 85U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 99U 1.9 U
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 10 NS NS 13 17 21 15 18 20 22 20
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 NS NS 27 28 28 25 30 30 30 31
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 NS NS 18 11 10 10 18 19 12 12
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeDA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 1.8 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2U 1.9U
Perfluorotridecanoic acid (PFTrDA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 1.8 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2U 19U
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUnDA) 100 NS NS 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 2U 19U
Sum PFAS* 500 NS NS 95.5 95.5 97.5 88.8 108.2 110.8 105.3 104.8

Notes:

- Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding

NYSDEC screening level.

- Bolded, gray-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the

corresponding NYSDEC screening level.
FD = Field duplicate
FS = Field sample
GA = New York State Class GA Standard
GV = Guidance value
NS = No standard
SL = Screening level
ng/L = micrograms per liter
ng/L = nanograms per liter

Quality Control (QC) Codes:

H = Biased high

J = The reported value is estimated
U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected

* = Total PFAS concentration (including PFOA and PFOS) screening level (500 ng/L)
established by NYSDEC DER implemented under 6 NYCRR Part 375.
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.3: Groundwater Monitoring Results — Emerging Contaminants
Location ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-4
Sample Date 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 7/15/2020 4/23/2019 7/3/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 4/24/2019
Sample ID ASMWX ASMW-2 ASMW-2 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-3 ASMW-4
QC Code FD FS FS FS FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter SL GA GV | Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier
1,4-Dioxane (pg/L)
1,4-Dioxane NS NS NS 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U
PFAS (ng/L)
6:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (6:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 174 U 18U 18U 17U
8:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (8:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 174 U 18U 18U 17U
N-ethyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-EtFOSAA) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 17.4 U 18U 18U 17U
N-methyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-MeFOSAA) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 174 U 18U 18U 17U
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 NS NS 2.5 3.2 4.7 4.41 4.7 6.7 9.4 3
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 NS NS 8.2 6.4 9.4 13.6 16 12 5.2
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.74 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 0.66 J 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7 U
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.74 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7U0
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic acid (PFHpS) 100 NS NS 1.9U 1.8 U 1.8 U 0.88 J 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 NS NS 12 8.6 13 19.4 25 14 12 4.7
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) 100 NS NS 6.9 6.4 5.1 4.5 4 6.6 13 2.9
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) 100 NS NS 14 9.7 18 25.2 34 21 53
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 NS NS 24 24 4.2 4.62 4.9 6.8 12 1.7U
Perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.74 U 89U 1.8 U 1.7U0
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 10 NS NS 22 20 18 21.6 27 23 27 7.4
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 NS NS 33 24 39 42.6 40 35 32 16
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 NS NS 13 10 32 35.6 49 29 6.5
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.74 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluorotridecanoic acid (PFTrDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.74 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUnDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.74 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7U
Sum PFAS* 500 NS NS 114 90.7 143.4 173.07 204.6 154.1 105.4 51
Notes:

- Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding
NYSDEC screening level.

- Bolded, gray-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the
corresponding NYSDEC screening level.

FD = Field duplicate

FS = Field sample

GA =New York State Class GA Standard

GV = Guidance value

NS = No standard

SL = Screening level

ng/L = micrograms per liter

ng/L = nanograms per liter

Quality Control (QC) Codes:

H = Biased high

J = The reported value is estimated

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected

* = Total PFAS concentration (including PFOA and PFOS) screening level (500 ng/L)
established by NYSDEC DER implemented under 6 NYCRR Part 375.
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site

NYSDEC — Site No. 130050

MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Table 2.3: Groundwater Monitoring Results — Emerging Contaminants

June 2021

Location ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5
Sample Date 7/3/2019 7/3/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 4/24/2019 7/3/2019 10/15/2019 1/8/2020
Sample ID ASMW-4 ASMW-X ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-4 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5 ASMW-5
QC Code FS FD FS FS FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter SL GA GV | Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier
1,4-Dioxane (pg/L)
1,4-Dioxane NS NS NS 02U 02U 02U 0.28 U 0.29 0.45 0.28 0.35 0.48
PFAS (ng/L)
6:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (6:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 179U 178 U 17U 18U 17U 120 UJ 19U 19U 18U
8:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (8:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 179 U 17.8 U 17U 18U 17U 120 UJ 19U 19U 18U
N-ethyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-EtFOSAA) 100 NS NS 179 U 17.8 U 17U 18U 17U 120 UJ 19U 19U 18U
N-methyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-MeFOSAA) 100 NS NS 179U 17.8 U 17U 18U 17U 120 UJ 19U 19U 18U
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 NS NS 2.58 2.71 4.3 44U 2.3 12 UJ 19U 19U 1.8 U
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 NS NS 1.78 ] 1.251] 5.6 6.8 5.7 12 UJ 5.3 5.5 5.8
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7 U0 1.8 U 1.7U0 12 UJ 19U 19U 1.8 U
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.7U 12 UJ 19U 19U 1.8 U
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7 U0 1.8 U 1.7U0 12 UJ 19U 19U 1.8 U
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic acid (PFHpS) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 12 UJ 1.9 U 1.9 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 NS NS 2.05 1.93 5.9 5.6 5.2 12 UJ 2.9 2.7 3.1
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) 100 NS NS 1.72 ] 1.75] 3.7 34 4.2 12 UJ 19U 19U 2.2
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) 100 NS NS 2.44 2.12 7.3 6.8 6.9 12 UJ 53 53 54
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 NS NS 0371] 0.25] 1.8 2U 1.7U 12 UJ 19U 19U 1.8 U
Perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 85U 1.8 U 1.7U0 12 UJ 93U 19U 1.8 U
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 10 NS NS 2.04 2.39 7.4 7.6 2.7 12 UJ 19U 1.9 U 1.8 U
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 NS NS 5.67 4.79 20 21 12 12 UJ 34 3.2 3.6
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 NS NS 2.22 149 ] 6.6 7.5 6.4 12 UJ 53 5.5 6
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeDA) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.7U 12 UJ 1.9U 1.9U 1.8 U
Perfluorotridecanoic acid (PFTrDA) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 12 UJ 1.9 U 1.9 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUnDA) 100 NS NS 1.79 U 1.78 U 1.7U 1.8 U 1.7U 12 UJ 1.9U 1.9U 1.8 U
Sum PFAS* 500 NS NS 20.87 18.68 62.6 58.7 45.4 0 22.2 22.2 26.1
Notes:

- Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding
NYSDEC screening level.

- Bolded, gray-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the
corresponding NYSDEC screening level.

FD = Field duplicate

FS = Field sample

GA =New York State Class GA Standard

GV = Guidance value

NS = No standard

SL = Screening level

ng/L = micrograms per liter

ng/L = nanograms per liter

Quality Control (QC) Codes:

H = Biased high

J = The reported value is estimated

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected

* = Total PFAS concentration (including PFOA and PFOS) screening level (500 ng/L)
established by NYSDEC DER implemented under 6 NYCRR Part 375.
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site

NYSDEC — Site No. 130050

MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Table 2.3: Groundwater Monitoring Results — Emerging Contaminants

June 2021

Location ASMW-5 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-7 ASMW-7
Sample Date 7/14/2020 4/24/2019 7/2/2019 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 4/24/2019 7/2/2019
Sample ID ASMW-5 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMW-6 ASMWX ASMW-6 ASMW-7 ASMW-7
QC Code FS FS FS FS FS FD FS FS FS
Parameter SL GA GV | Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier
1,4-Dioxane (pg/L)
1,4-Dioxane NS NS NS 0.45 0.2 02U 02U 0.59 02U 02U 02U 02U
PFAS (ng/L)
6:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (6:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 19U 17U 18U 20U 18U 87 UJ 19U 18U
8:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (8:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 19U 17U 18U 20U 18U 87 U] 19U 18U
N-ethyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-EtFOSAA) 100 NS NS 19U 17U 18U 20U 18U 87 UJ 19U 18U
N-methyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-MeFOSAA) 100 NS NS 19U 17U 18U 20U 18U 87 UJ 19U 18U
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 NS NS 19U 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 UJ 3.9 3.2 3.5
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 NS NS 5.7 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 2.1 8.7 UJ 5.8 5.6
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) 100 NS NS 19U 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7UJ 19U 1.8 U
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 U] 1.9U 1.8 U
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.7U0 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7UJ 19U 1.8 U
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic acid (PFHpS) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 U] 1.9 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 NS NS 2.9 1.70 1.8 U 20 1.8 U 8.7 JH 6.9 7.5 7.2
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) 100 NS NS 2 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 UJ 5.4 11 10
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) 100 NS NS 5.5 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 10 JH 9.2 8.6
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.7U 1.8U 2U 1.8U 8.7 UJ 2.3 24 1.8U
Perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA) 100 NS NS 1.9U 1.7U 9U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 UJ 1.9U 1.8 U
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 10 NS NS 1.9 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 2 U 1.8 U 18 JH 15 17 13
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 NS NS 3.5 1.7 U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 28 JH 25 25 21
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 NS NS 6 1.7U 1.8 U 2 U 1.9 16 JH 9.3 8.8
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 UJ 1.9U 1.8 U
Perfluorotridecanoic acid (PFTrDA) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.7U 1.8 U 2 U 1.8 U 8.7 UJ 1.9 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUnDA) 100 NS NS 1.9U 1.7U 1.8 U 2U 1.8 U 8.7 UJ 1.9U 1.8 U
Sum PFAS* 500 NS NS 25.6 0 0 0 4 80.7 58.5 90.4 77.7
Notes:

- Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding
NYSDEC screening level.

- Bolded, gray-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the
corresponding NYSDEC screening level.

FD = Field duplicate

FS = Field sample

GA =New York State Class GA Standard

GV = Guidance value

NS = No standard

SL = Screening level

ng/L = micrograms per liter

ng/L = nanograms per liter

Quality Control (QC) Codes:

H = Biased high

J = The reported value is estimated

U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected

* = Total PFAS concentration (including PFOA and PFOS) screening level (500 ng/L)
established by NYSDEC DER implemented under 6 NYCRR Part 375.
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June 2021

2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site
NYSDEC — Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123 Table 2.3: Groundwater Monitoring Results — Emerging Contaminants
Location ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1
Sample Date 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 7/14/2020 7/14/2020 4/23/2019 7/24/2019 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 7/15/2020
Sample ID ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-7 ASMW-X EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1 EW-1
QC Code FS FS FS FD FS FS FS FS FS

Parameter SL GA GV | Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier|] Result Qualifier
1,4-Dioxane (pg/L)
1,4-Dioxane NS NS NS 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U
PFAS (ng/L)
6:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (6:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 17U 19U 18U 19U 18U 17U
8:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (8:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 17U 19U 18U 19U 18U 17U
N-ethyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-EtFOSAA) 100 NS NS 17U 19U 18U 19U 18U 17U
N-methyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-MeFOSAA) 100 NS NS 17U 19U 18U 19U 18U 17U
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 NS NS 2 23 2.1 2.2 3.9 3.2 3.5 2 2.3
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 NS NS 7.8 7.3 6.9 5.8 5.6 7.8
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) 100 NS NS 1.7U 19U 1.8 U 19U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 100 NS NS 1.7 U 1.9 U 1.8 U 1.9 U 1.8 U 1.7 U
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 19U 1.8 U 19U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic acid (PFHpS) 100 NS NS 1.7U 1.9U 1.8 U 1.9U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 NS NS 9.9 8.6 9.5 9.6 6.9 7.5 7.2 9.9 8.6
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) 100 NS NS 9.9 6.8 7 6.9 5.4 11 10 9.9 6.8
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) 100 NS NS 11 11 10 9.2 8.6 11
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 2U 19U 1.8 U 2.3 24 1.8 U 1.7U 2U
Perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 19U 1.8 U 19U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 10 NS NS 13 12 15 11 15 17 13 13 12
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 NS NS 24 25 26 22 25 25 21 24 25
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 NS NS 14 10 11 9.3 8.8 14
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeDA) 100 NS NS 1.7U 1.9U 1.8 U 1.9U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluorotridecanoic acid (PFTrDA) 100 NS NS 1.7U0 19U 1.8 U 19U 1.8 U 1.7U
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUnDA) 100 NS NS 1.7U0 1.9U 1.8 U 1.9U 1.8 U 1.7U0
Sum PFAS* 500 NS NS 91.6 54.7 87.9 79.6 58.5 90.4 717.7 91.6 54.7

Notes:

- Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding

NYSDEC screening level.

- Bolded, gray-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the

corresponding NYSDEC screening level.
FD = Field duplicate
FS = Field sample
GA =New York State Class GA Standard
GV = Guidance value
NS = No standard
SL = Screening level
ng/L = micrograms per liter
ng/L = nanograms per liter

Quality Control (QC) Codes:

H = Biased high

J = The reported value is estimated
U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected

* = Total PFAS concentration (including PFOA and PFOS) screening level (500 ng/L)
established by NYSDEC DER implemented under 6 NYCRR Part 375.
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site

NYSDEC — Site No. 130050

MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

Table 2.3: Groundwater Monitoring Results — Emerging Contaminants

Location EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2
Sample Date 4/23/2019 7/24/2019 10/16/2019 1/8/2020 7/15/2020
Sample ID EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2 EW-2

QC Code FS FS FS FS FS
Parameter SL GA GV | Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier] Result Qualifier| Result Qualifier | Result Qualifier
1,4-Dioxane (pg/L)
1,4-Dioxane NS NS NS 02U 02U 02U 02U 02U
PFAS (ng/L)
6:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (6:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 18U 18U
8:2 Fluorotelomer sulfonate (8:2 FTS) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 18U 18U
N-ethyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-EtFOSAA) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 18U 18U
N-methyl perfluorooctane-
sulfonamidoacetic acid (N-MeFOSAA) 100 NS NS 19U 18U 18U 18U 18U
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 NS NS 2.1 2.2 2.2 2.2 2.2
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 NS NS 7.3 6.9 6.9 6.9 6.9
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic acid (PFHpS) 100 NS NS 1.9 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 NS NS 9.5 9.6 9.6 9.6 9.6
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) 100 NS NS 7 6.9 6.9 6.9 6.9
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) 100 NS NS 11 10 10 10 10
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluorooctanesulfonamide (FOSA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 10 NS NS 15 11 11 11 11
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 NS NS 26 22 22 22 22
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 NS NS 10 11 11 11 11
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluorotridecanoic acid (PFTrDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUnDA) 100 NS NS 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
Sum PFAS* 500 NS NS 87.9 79.6 79.6 79.6 79.6

Notes:

- Bolded values indicate a detection of the corresponding

NYSDEC screening level.

- Bolded, gray-shaded values indicate an exceedance of the

corresponding NYSDEC screening level.
FD = Field duplicate
FS = Field sample
GA =New York State Class GA Standard
GV = Guidance value
NS = No standard
SL = Screening level
ng/L = micrograms per liter
ng/L = nanograms per liter

Quality Control (QC) Codes:

H = Biased high

J = The reported value is estimated
U = Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected

* = Total PFAS concentration (including PFOA and PFOS) screening level (500 ng/L)
established by NYSDEC DER implemented under 6 NYCRR Part 375.
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC - Site No. 130050
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APPENDIX A
MAINTENANCE LOGS
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SITE ACTIVITIES LOG

PERSONNEL ON-SITE DATEITIME ON-SITE TIME OFFSITE REASON FOR SITE VISIT (CHECK BOX BELOW)
'w- ‘@////ZC} 70105D /@3@ Monitoring #IMaintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response

Description:

[;Pru);\;s éﬂ%ﬂwﬁ;fﬁwﬂﬂ._m % /—/i & /Lvs_,%ﬂﬁ L 3// d £ .,z;f;@v

k &— % \ \Q( \80 IgB° \&%’D Monitoring Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response

Description:
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<L a#{ 15722 /D \O2O Monitoring X |Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response

Description: ‘ , £ -0 EXtinguich + eraeho vy
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FRANKLIN CLEANERS SITE, NYSDEC SITE NO. 1-30-050

SITE ACTIVITIES LOG

PERSONNEL ON-SITE DATE/TIME ON-SITE TIME OFFSITE REASON FOR SITE VISIT (CHECK BOX BELOW)
ME 2% SePro ORd0 /04yS Monitoring X [Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response
Description: LALWOA AMASATT
/ZCL /&/gé/?fo [/ ,;'/( W/j,%‘ Monitoring 2( Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response
Description: }/ /NZ"{’) M dfﬁﬁ/"{’wc’t
A= \0\\@3@ X oD OO Monitoring >< Maintenance
' Sampling Other (Provide Description)

Alarm Response

Description:




FRANKLIN CLEANERS SITE, NYSDEC SITE NO. 1-30-050

SITE ACTIVITIES LOG

PERSONNEL ON-SITE DATE/TIME ON-SITE TIME OFFSITE REASON FOR SITE VISIT (CHECK BOX BELOW)
W)F @ mdav 2¢ 1S | /15¢ Monitoring X Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response
Description:
LA WBTENT
NS \QA %\\ab o5 Lalé Monitoring >< Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response
Description: )
Loson WMoy,
E\—\ IQO < @\\?3\ @\\ ~ A0 | \DLBD Monitoring X Maintenance
‘ Sampling Other (Provide Description)

Alarm Response

Description:
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FRANKLIN CLEANERS SITE, NYSDEC SITE NO. 1-30-050

SITE ACTIVITIES LOG

PERSONNEL ON-SITE DATE/TIME ON-SITE TIME OFFSITE REASON FOR SITE VISIT (CHECK BOX BELOW)
b\«-« @\ \'{)\&\ 8:30 12:00 Monitoring Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response
Description: .
| EUESATSS VaMES SRS NS SN e
Monitoring Maintenance
Sampling Other (Provide Description)
Alarm Response
Description:

Monitoring

Maintenance

Sampling

Other (Provide Description)

Alarm Response

Description:




.




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT FKOSXALN QeOe S

— Page 2 of 9
Report No. __(Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ©\o&\HO
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
imported/ < . . Daily
. - . Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered | off site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) | Loads ‘(’:’;’g)‘t

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

¢ wew

b3 Depanmem of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT X080 Qe08asS
Report No. (Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No.

Date:

Page 3 of 9
D\os\n0

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name

Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, efc.

Depwment of
P s'?fr"z Emvironmental
| Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT TXQO N QW0 6§

| o e T Page 4 of 9
Report No. (Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ©\P% N

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress

-
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT TR (| A\CEOSS

‘ ™ Page 5 of 9
Report No, (Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ©\35\ 20




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT oA\ aeanoss Page 6 of 9
Report No. (Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date: n\}‘g}\faw
Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
Before After
Before After
Before After

e | Dopactment of =
< STATE | Environmentat
i | Conservation o



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT SO A Qe 8§ Page 7 of 9

Report No. (Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date: =\ 3% \2L
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT TCQONNN\ (r\hoon0h S

« ~ Page 8 of 9
Report No. (Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date; ©\2>x\2C
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes No [,
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes O | No 7y
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes © | No O
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes No [J
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes No U
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes ] | No
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
COVID-19? vesl) | Nobd
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | No @
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes LI | No
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes L1 | No
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter N
the property at this time? Yesl | No[J y
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes O | No[J

e Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:

ﬁ} W:l:)epamneni of
B | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT RO\ AWRONSS pagegoro
Report No. ___(Site Name) - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ©\ 25\ 70

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [J | No Ef N/AL]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [J | No N/AC]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes O |No[E@ | N/AO
\é\a/:ta?? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | No N/AL]
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes[] | NoEl | N/A[]
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? YesO |No® | NAO
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PMO | NAGE
\é\:sfr): ratl;)g rp:rtc;]?:rc"tgtg\’/?vners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this Yes O | No OJ N/A )
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes[1 | No[lJ N/AR
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and E(/
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes | Noll N/A
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes O | No[O N/AR
Comments:

;~{—§4‘§§'u | Departrrent of
Lo, gEATE | Entviconmentat
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT D Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \2 | @Y=
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
imported/ " . . Daily
. o ) Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered | “off site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) | Loads | (@9

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

98 | Departmant of
s'fm Envkmmmm



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: o}

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

/T‘E" Depanmem of
s‘m’z § Environmentat
Canervation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT \ Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \ 2 | *@f’@

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT « _Page 50of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \o | 4=




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1o\\¥ oD
Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
Before After
Before After
Before After




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: {0} \& 50
Before After
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ~ _ Page8of9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \o | @ S0

DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes ™ | No O

Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes (1 | No O ’\(3‘*/
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes & | No O

Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes & | No O

Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes & | No O

Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed

with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [0 | No Q/

(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments:

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
COVID-197?

2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19?

Yes 0 | No BJ/

Yes 0 | No ISV/

3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have

COVID-19 in the past 14 days? YesO |No™

4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory ES//
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes 1 | No

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter P
the property at this time? YesO |NoO ¥

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

¢ Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes ] | NoL]

e Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT WPage 90f9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \Q,\\@}(&Q

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO |No®™ |NAO
Were there any odors detected on this date? YesO |No™ |N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO |No™ |N/AO
X\;?;?? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this ves O | No Bf: N/AL]
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes[J | No B’, N/AL]
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes O |[No™@ |NAO
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMO |[PMO | NAR

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this Yes O | No OJ N/AE}/
property on this date?

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes [] | No L[] N/A
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and @/
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes [0 | No [ N/A
connected with performance of the Work? /
If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes O | NoOO N/AR
Comments:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:\213% \20
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ : . . Daily
. . g Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily ;
Material Description Delivered h . o ; Weight
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

e :‘%g" | Bopartmant ot
£ <tare | Enviconmaentat



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

Page 3 of 9

Date: \Q\ E’;’\@

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name

Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

Department of
s'un ‘ Erwkomnmla!
i Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \0132\20

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \2 |85\
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \ngfb\?'b

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT 50 Page 7 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \Ql?%\

Comments

Site Inspector(s): Date:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. ___ Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \@ pH\oV
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
7/
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes & | No O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes J | NoU \\\k
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes & | No O
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes B/‘ No O
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes /| No O
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic YesJ | No [{1/
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
COVID-19? Yes D | No/
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-197? Yes O | No
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | No &/
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory D1//
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes O | No Wk
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time? YesT |NoO |\
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
o [f it is not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes U | No [l
o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: La(?)-i) \9’0

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No & | NADC
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes J | No B/, N/AL]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO | No ¥ | N/AO
Ll\:taéi vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO |NoZ | NJADD
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes [J | No El/ N/AC
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? YesO |No¥ | NAO
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PMO | NAR

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this

property on this date? YesO |Nol |NAR"

Va
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes O |[NoO |NA®
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes [ | No [ N/AD/
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes J | No [l N/AS
Comments:

surz ﬁwmmwntaf e ’
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: "1 [ \O\3U
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
imported/ - . . Daily
. L g Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered A ) e ; Weight
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

¢UEW | Dapartment af
S S8 | Environmentat
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

Page 3 of 9
Date: Mo \aU

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

m K i | Department of
SYAYE Environmental
| Canservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ; Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: "\ f \o\20

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ‘ ‘ Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: “1\D V2O
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: VW\S\TO
Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
After After
After After
After
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ~\ “G\&
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT - Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1110 \2©
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes X | No O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes & | No O
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes O | No D
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes il | Nod
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes® | No O
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes D | No X
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
COVID-19? vestt | Nok
2. ls anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-197? Yes O | Nosz
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | No k¥
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes U NO?/
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time? Yes O | Nox |~
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
o Ifit is not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes O | Nol&d™
o Ifit is critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.
Comments:

"‘W lD@paﬂmen( of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: —{ 1\0\'60

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes O | Notd | NAO
Were there any odors detected on this date? YesO |No™ | NJAO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes O | Nof&, | NJAC
\é\:ta?? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO |No® | N/AD
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes ' | No®A, | NJAL
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes I | Notg | N/AL
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMO |[PMO | NASHL

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this

property on this date? YesO | NoO | NAKK

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes O | No O N/Aﬂ

Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes U | No [ N/MZL
connected with performance of the Work? :
If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes [0 | NoO N/ATR
Comments:

7" %Ew | Departmant of
ST rs i Environmemntat
T | Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9
Date 7////9;40

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used

oot o ritbesr 7 Sl
/ﬂ Co  HLe s P s QV
Ao g e fevel Aed e - ’
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o &, T, / !/

Imported/ " . . Daily
. L . Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered h . o : Weight
to Site off Site (if Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

et | Department o
e su'rz | Environmental
N | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

- Page3of9
Date: /7 ‘?/n/Z.a

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

g g’/éfc:/ gm,ﬂfb’ & <

BEW | Department uf
Z 3T | Envirormenial
T | e



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT / Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 2 /?’%fz/o

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT / , Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: /7% /20
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 7/;2”9’/;2&

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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Z 3k | Environmental 7z
TN | Conservation Nt




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT , , Page 7 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date 7/4‘97/0

Comments

Site Inspector(s): Date:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT / ' Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 7 /’f"//&r)

DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes ¢ No OJ
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes# | No O
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yesﬁ\ No [J
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes@ No [J
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes,@f No
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed

with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [ Noﬂ
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments:

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have ves O | No ;ﬁ
COVID-19?
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O No;ﬁ

3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | Nog{

4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes [ N@Zf

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time? Yes)X( | No O

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

o Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes O | NoO

o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:

__Bew | papartment of g
S B | Enviconmentat %
TN ] Conservation N



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ', Page90f9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date. /7 %/ o

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [ Nﬂ N/AC
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes 00 | No& N/AC]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes [ Nq;Zf] N/AC]
\é\:teg’a? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes [ Noﬁﬁ N/AC]
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes O | Noid | N/AC
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes O | Noi®¥ | N/AD
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PM O N/A(Qf
\é\rlggz ft;)cl) Er%?:gtgtg\’/?vners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this Yes ﬁ No [ N /3‘@2
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes [0 | No [ N/PM
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes O | No O N/AE/
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes 0 | No [l N/AyZT
Comments:

Depariment af
/——— 5 AYE ! En v&mnme ital
Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 2 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1 \\H\ 70

Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
___%eagae«« 3 N
_W\Q v N
XS0 § ENNON { ~N
NN L N

“W&3 \ %

Imported/ s . . Daily

. - . Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily -
Materiai Description Delivered . . i . Weight
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

o
~F YEW | Department of
%

YoRK
i\;&ﬂ |
- | Con

Environmentat
servation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ™ \\f)\‘JD

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

- j 3 Depanment of
sur: ‘ Environmental
Consenvation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

‘30 Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1 115]

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1 l\\—?\’b’b

| Departmentof
Z "“Evmmmeu
Tl | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1 \\S|70

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: {|\& |2V
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: —“\\5(2v>

DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes & | No O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes & | NoO
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes % No [J
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes ¥ | No O
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes®_ | No O
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed

with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [J Noﬂf
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments:

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have Yes O | No

COVID-19? ¥
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | NoSL.
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have

COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | NoBL
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory

infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? YesJ | No S’-
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter

the property at this time? YeSE{ No [J

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. YesJ | No [

o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: “1\\6\.20

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No™ | NADO
Were there any odors detected on this date? YesO | No® | NAO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes O | NoHg N/AC]
:j/\;cta;% vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO |Nod | NAD
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? YesO | No@ | NJAO
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? YesO | No®™® | NJAO
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PM O | N/AREL
\é\rlsrr):s;%rer&?:ggtoe\;vners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this ves & | No O N/ACT
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes [l | NoO N/AK
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes [0 | No[ AR
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes | NoO N/AZ=
Comments:

SYATE l E Wi anme m{
Conservation






DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ®Page20f9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1 12|
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ : : ; Daily
. . g Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered . X e : Weight
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

<—~/ m‘ ,De pariment of
Ay s | Envirommentat
{ Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

Page 3 of 9
Date: 112\

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

~’ ’45“' Depanmmwf
g-m | Environmentat



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: “1\au\

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 50f 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \\\&\—\\‘aﬂ




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \'l\'é-‘-\\'}b

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:  \\aX\\20©
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \\>A\>D
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
Is social distancing being practiced? Yesﬁ No [J
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes [ | No [T /"/;‘lff’j’
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes @ | No O
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes @ No O
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes & | NoO
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [] No\lZ/
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have P
COVID-19? vest |Nelz™)
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | NoT~
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have ‘
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes L] Noﬂ/
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory P
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes O | No &~
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time? Yes &1 | No [
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
o Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
Yes (1 | No O

without entry.

o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: |2\ SO

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes | NoUd N/AET
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes | NoOd N/AET
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes | NoUd N/AE"
\é\;?; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | NoO N/ADY
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yesl | No I N/AZ"
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes O | NoU N/AE
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PMO | NAET
\é\rlgézratl;)érp:r&?se(rjtgtz\’/?vners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this Yes O | No O N/AJZ/
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes | NoUo N/AR"
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and g
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes [0 { No[O /A[E/ ‘
connected with performance of the Work? L~
If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes [l | No OO N/AE
Comments:

J “law Depm ment of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT 2 |\Q\#® Page 2 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \Q
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
imported/ s . . Daily
. I ! Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily )
Material Description ch',"é?{:d off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) | Loads ‘(’:’jr"gs')‘t

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ~O Page 3 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 8“‘“

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Iinteraction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

e | Department of
< STRYE | Environmentel
S | Canservation




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

oD Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ¥ (U‘u

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: B \alo0




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT \ZD Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: %\\‘1
Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
Before Before
Before After
After




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

a\2V Page7of9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: I \\

Comments

Site Inspector(s): Date:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
ReportNo. __Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:_sW\2°
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes " | No O :

Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes [J |'No [ /{/74/”}

Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes &1 | No O

Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes & 4 NoO

Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes @ | No O

Have any workers/visitors been excluded basgd on close contact with individuals diagno§ed EI/

with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes No O

(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
COVID-19? vestl | No @/
2. |s anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | No I
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have _ A
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? YesU | N
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory A
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes O | No&Zf
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter ’
the property at this time? Yes EI/ No O
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes [J | No [

e If it is critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:

x/ [ | Dopartment of
S su-c Emnrmﬁ:w



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT a|®® Page9of9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 8\\

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesJ | NoO NAD |
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes[J | No[ NAR
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes | No[O N/AZ
X\;(ta;?? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes 0 | No OJ N/ACZ
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? YesJ | No[ N/AZ
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? YesJ | No[l N/ALZ" ,
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PMO | NNAR |
\é\rlggz rat;):) r;:rtc;];inse;tgtg\’l?vners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this YesOl | NoOO | N/ AE/ s
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO |NoO | NALR|
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and X
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes | No[O N/AEY
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes[d | NoO NADY
Comments:

7w | pegartment af
S B8 | environmentat %%g
P Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT / , Page1of9
Date: {; /

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.
NYSDEC ;//_#S‘%“K | Dep. partment o NYSDEC Contract No.
Division of Environmental Remediation — 2" | Eg‘,:;g::,';‘gg;a C100611
Superintendent:
Site Location: Hempstead, New York NYSDEC PM: Payson Long
Weather Conditions — ,
General Description PN AM BV Consuitant PM: Trisha Vicale
Temperature 77 1AM PM | Consultant Site Inspectors:
Wind L ST | AM PM
Health & Safety N
If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Health & Safety Comments”.
Were there any changes to the Health & Safety Plan? *Yes No " | NA
Were there any exceedances of the perimeter air monitoring reported on this date? *Yes No » | NA
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No . | NA

Health & Safety Comments

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: @ézﬁi&m@ Departed Site: VP

!(\ P‘\g'f\l 1\){ {ﬁ\ e {fw~w,~,«~“@w Voomane T ,1’2., ji’f‘g:” T/f P e = S e 7
"7" /s q‘g”"’[ (,/f Sz e xSy <A e o
LA ). *’/5/‘7 Log/=

Equipment/Material Tracking
If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Material Tracking Comments”.

Were there any vehicles which did not display proper D.O.T numbers and placards? *Yes No NA
Were there any vehicles which were not tarped? *Yes No NA
Were there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work site? | * Yes No NA

Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours

-t Htw Oepartreent of ¢
£ suﬂ Erw romnental
Consanvatinng w




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:Q\\\ DO
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ : . Daily
. . . Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description ch',"gt':d off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) | Loads ‘(’tvjr'g')‘f

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

s ¥ | Department of
/ . S“A‘{F Environmgntal
“uie | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: q\\\\\m
Visitors to Site
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

TR bepastment of -
S SR Endrsnmental Wm
e Conservaion N



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 0\\\\’5’{)

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 0\\ \\3’0




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: X\ |20

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

Before Before

Before After

After




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: | \\'a'D
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 8 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: &\ | \ |20

DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes & | No O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes & | No O
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yesﬂ No O
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes @ | No O
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes &7 | No O
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed '
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [0 | No @/
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have Yes | No &
COVID-19?
2. |Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-197 Yes O | No &~
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | No&l
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? YesO |No&”
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time? Yes No []
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
o If it is not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
Yes [l | No [

without entry.

o [fitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: O\\ \ ‘ >0

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [1 | No [ NAE
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes 0 [NoO | NA@
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes [ | NoO N/AE
X\;?S vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes [0 | No I NAE
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes O [ No[d N/AF
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes [ | NoO N/AE
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM [ PM O | NAZ]

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this

property on this date? Yes | Nol /AL ‘

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes 0 | No[d N/AZ
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and P
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes J | No Ul N/AZ
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes [ [ NoDO N/AZ”

Comments:







DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: X [ &\SO
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ 5 . . Daily
. - . Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily -
Material Description Delivered . . fm : Weight
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

- e 1ue tment of
E?ﬁ% Envp:m\menml



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: Al Y"J\b‘b

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: L \H\|>0

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: Al \b\a\'@
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: A&\ 20

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

before before

after after




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: & W& \2U
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:

Y5, | Department of
s7aTt | Environmental
i~ | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: AW\
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes No [
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes No [
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes 1 | No [J
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes No I
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes No [
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes No [J
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have Yes O | No &)
COVID-19?
2. lIs anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-197? YesO | Nom
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? YesJ | No
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes [ | No
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time? Yes No [J
If Yes to any of 1-4 above:
e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes LI | No Ul
o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.
Comments:

Department of
;._\&'E E \droﬂmenm!



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT | Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 4 L\&H\=O

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes I | No K] | N/ACI
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [1 | No &1 N/AC]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes [1 | No N/AL]
g\;?; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes (1 | No & N/AL]
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes [1 | No N/AL]
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes 1 | No N/AL]
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfali? AMO |PMO | NAFA

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this

property on this date? Yes 1 | NoE | N/AL]

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes [0 | NoO N/AL]
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations YesJ | NoO N/AE]
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes O | No[1 | N/AC]
Comments:

_% wew mgpa
n;m Envkom-ne tal
Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT SZ* Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: %
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ . . Daily
. e g Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered . X A ol Weight
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

10 Page3of9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 1% ge?
Visitors to Site
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.
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stATz | Environmentai
cnnserwzm
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT 4 g‘eqq' Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: v

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT 4 € Page 5of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: *
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ¥ Page 6 0f9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: *°
Site Photographs (Descriptions Below) After Photos
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT q 527‘1’ Page 7 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: *

Comments

Site Inspector(s): Date:

4ew | gepartment of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT ‘bsd Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 7
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
/

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes @ | No O

Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes [ | No OO Ns?‘

Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes [J | No [ NQ‘

Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes @ | NoO

Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes & | No O

Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed

with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [ | No E/

(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments:

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
COVID-19? YesD | No®
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-197 Yes O | No &
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | No &
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes O | No &
5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter W
the property at this time? Yes L] | NoU

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes [l | No[J

o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT gt>’ Page9of9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: %%

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [ | No EE/‘ N/AL]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes O | No ™ | N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes O | No & | N/AD
\é\alséi vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this ves O | No [_‘ZI/ N/AC]
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? YesO | No & | NAO
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes O | No& | N/ACI _
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMO |[PMO | NAE

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this

property on this date? YesO |NoO | NA

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | No[O N/AR
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yesd | NoO N/Am/
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yesd | NoO N/AC]
Comments:

| Department of
SwlEs BO



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 1 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \@\\3\\
NYSDEC Contract No.
NYSDEC HEW | Department of
Division of Environmental Remediation el Emg;‘v':t?g;a[ 5. C100611
Superintendent:

Site Location: Hempstead, New York

NYSDEC PM: Payson Long

Weather Conditions . )
General Description | wocx 522\ | AM PV Consultant PM: Trisha Vicale
Temperature e AM PM | Consultant Site Inspector: WA
Wind WAE . aréHeg AM PM

Health & Safety

If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Health & Safety Comments”.

Were there any changes to the Health & Safety Plan? *Yes @ NA
Were there any exceedances of the perimeter air monitoring reported on this date? *Yes No @
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No @ﬁ/
Health & Safety Comments

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: OO Departed Site: \\Qﬁ@

Vot Vasde n@n Qs

Equipment/Material Tracking

If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Material Tracking Comments”.

Were there any vehicles which did not display proper D.O.T numbers and placards? *Yes 'No/ NA
Were there any vehicles which were not tarped? *Yes Na NA
Were there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work site? | * Yes (No) NA
Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours
BOONMGERN Tose\ ol L0000 2

J Taw | Department of
. suv: tnvnromne»mi



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \\3\'\?33@’0
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ " . Daily
. _ f Exported Waste Profile Source or Disposal Daily .
Material Description Delivered h . f : Weight
P to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (if Applicable) Loads (to ng)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

,\,fﬁ?'*cf", | Department of ity
Loy STSTE | Environmental
% | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

._ Page 3 of 9
Date\v\\ &\ &0

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name

Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

T | pepartment of o
2 Evircmrentat ¢
N Conservation .



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT A Page 4 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date \D\W2\ D

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date \OWAGO
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \DWX\ DU

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:\b\\%\"a"(}
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:

R —
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \DWA\ 0D

DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? Yes & | No O

Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes O |[NoO &
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes O | NoO [w®
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes & | No [

Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes @ | No O

Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed E/
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [0 | No

(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments:

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have

COVID-19? Yes0) | No|
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? ves O | No B//
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have

COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | No&”
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory B/

infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes [1 | No

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter _
the property at this time? Yes 1 |Nor1 |N¥<

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes LU | No [l

e |Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:

= g
ot SBE | Department of e
Ly STATE | Environimental :'

Mee | Conservation s



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:\D\\%\@

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes 1 | No [Q/ N/AC
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes O | No B/[ N/AC]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes O | No ™ | N/AO
\é\;i;i vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | No ¥ | NJAD
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes O |No™& | N/AO
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? YesO |No™& | N/ADO
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMDO |PMO | NADY

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this
property on this date? YesO [NoO | NAT

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes O | No[J N/AR
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yesl | NoOd N/AG/
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesJ | NoU N/AC]
Comments:

¢ Depann'e it of
fa srk:& nviranmental
N C servation






DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \o\a\e\a50
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ Ex W, " . . Daily
. - . ported aste Profile Source or Disposal Daily -
Material Description Delivered | "ot site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) | Loads ‘(’:’:r"gs')‘f

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

78 | Department of
;?57! Envimcmwnmé



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \Olaw|zO

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Issues Pending

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

N@gg,‘ ! D@partmemm
i { Environmentat
{ Conservation
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \olan &0

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \o\x\w\2D

7w ,
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \v\aupl2©

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

before before

after after
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Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \D\ane\ 2L
Comments
Site Inspector(s): Date:

0w | pepartment of
i, "ﬁ""( E Environmental
i | Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \o\@:_\p_@
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
V4
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes & | No O ] )
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes U | No I Nﬂ/
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes L | No O Y
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes & | No O 7
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes U | NoU [\)ﬁ
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes 0 | No 152/
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have Yes O | NoTT
COVID-19?
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-197? ves O | No
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have )
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | No &~

B

Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?

Yes OJ

NOB/

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time?

Yes

No O /Wf

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

e If it is not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry.

o Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Yes OJ

No O

Comments:

H

¢ ! Department of
STATE wironmental
L | Conservation

EE
5

o



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:yo \a \ol2D

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [No# | N/AO
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes 0 | No @/ N/AC]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes [ | No@ | NJAO
\é\él;ta; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes 00 | No D/ N/AT]
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes O |No@ | N/AO A
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes] | NoO N/AY P
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMO | PMO N/Al
\é\rlggz rz:;)(/) ﬁr&[i);e;tgtg\gmers NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this Yes O] | No Q( N/ACT //
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes O |[NoO |NAE
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and E/
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes [ | No [ N/A
connected with performance of the Work?

if yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes O | No [ N/AC]
Comments:

T fw | Department of
sm\'t ] EA'M cmmem it



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

Page 1 of 9

Date: \\\f‘@\@

| ,
NYSDEC ZA_'CE!:K Department of F

- . .. Environmental Dl
Division of Environmental Remediation ITE | Conservation e

C100611

Site Location: Hempstead, New York

Weather Conditions

NYSDEC Contract No.

Superintendent:
NYSDEC PM: Payson Long
Consultant PM: Trisha Vicale

General Description |gVCST -~ Raza/ | AM PM
Temperature gce AM PM | Consultant Site Inspectors: MF
Wind S8V @ 1Y Gfr AM PM
Health & Safety
If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Health & Safety Com s”.

1 A}
Were there any changes to the Health & Safety Plan? *Yes No’ NA
Were there any exceedances of the perimeter air monitoring reported on this date? *Yes (_N)ﬁ{) NA
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes (No ) NA

Health & Safety Comments

e

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 9:15

Departed Site:

11:30

Equipment/Material Tracking

If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Material Tracking Col

m(j%\:;s”. -
(N

Were there any vehicles which did not display proper D.O.T numbers and placards? *Yes
Were there any vehicles which were not tarped? *Yes NA
Were there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work site? | * Yes {No'/ NA
Personnel and Equipment

Individual Company Trade Total Hours

R Department of ;
. 5PAtE | Environmental -
g ; Conservation i



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \\\%Xﬁ
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes ™/ | No O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yesd | NoO |NPr
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes O [ NoO [N#
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes & | No O
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes 0 | NoZ~
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes 0 | No E/
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments:
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have
Yes O | Nod
COVID-19? bl B
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | No/
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes O | NovZ~
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes[1 | No E/

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time?

Yes\ﬁ(

No ]

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

o [fitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry.

o [Ifitis critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Yes [J

No O

Comments:

7R pegartnentof
i ?X{"s‘[nﬁdm s tai
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: \\\‘?)U\W

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [ NCNZ( N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [ | No Q/ N/ALC]
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yesd |NoO |NAZ
\é\;(:; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | No O N/ AB/
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes | No[ N/AZ
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes [ | No[ N/AS
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PMO | NAY
Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this

property on this date? Yes | NoDJ N/A\@/,
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes [ | No[ N/AL;Z(
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and

adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes [ | No [ N/AQ/
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes D | No [ N/AC]

Comments:

/T*W Departraent of
s'urs Envircamental
: Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No.

nlll\U Page 1 of 9
Date

NYSDEC

Division of Environmental Remediation

NYSDEC Contract No.
Department of
s By @) | croost

Superintendent:

Site Location: Hempstead, New York

NYSDEC PM: Payson Long

Weather Conditions

Consultant PM: Trisha Vicale

General Description | ({/NT=A] AM PM
Temperature Yge. AM PM | Consultant Site Inspectors:
Wind NES ! AM PM

Health & Safety

If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “He

alth & Safety Comments”. ~ ~

Were there any changes to the Health & Safety Plan? “Yes No / NA
Were there any exceedances of the perimeter air monitoring reported on this date? *Yes No / NA /
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No \ NA /

Health & Safety Comments

Summary of Work Performed

Arrived at site: /o3

Departed Site: %ra

mo"\t\)",

Equipment/Material Tracking

If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Material Tracking Comments™. /7x

Were there any vehicles which did not display proper D.O.T numbers and placards? *Yes No / | NA ]
Were there any vehicles which were not tarped? *Yes No NA /
Were there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work site? | * Yes No NA /

Personnel and Equipment

Individual

Company

Trade . Total Hours

" "3RS Nevm—p



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

nw Page8of9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: 12!?

DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST

Is social distancing being practiced? YesO | N§O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes O @
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes [1 | No[J
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Y@@{ No O
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? esQ/ No [
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed

with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [ 70@)
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?

Comments: (g

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have

COVID-19? ves O | N0/
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | NoW~
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have

COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes U | NoN
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory \Q(

infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes 1 | No

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter D/
Yes

the property at this time? No [J

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

e Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry. Yes I | No ]

e [fit s critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Comments:

o~
7 Jee  Bopartmente!
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT 21317 Page9of9

Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date:
NUISANCE CHECKLIST
pa
Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes [J | No p/ N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [ No@/ N/AC
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes [ | No[O N/AU/
\é\;?; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO |[NoO | NAW
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? YesJ | NoO N/AB/,
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? | Yes 0 | No O N/AZ )
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMO |PMO | NAY

Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this
property on this date? Yes O | No [ N/ATD/

Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO |[NoO |NAW
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and \{
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes[d [NoO | NA
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes [ | No O N/AO
Comments:

ot BN | Depurtmentat
d,w_\zm | Endlvoamentl
| Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT \% Page 8 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: ] [ \‘&B\
DAILY HEALTH CHECKLIST
Is social distancing being practiced? Yes @ }'No O
Is the tail gate safety meeting held outdoors? Yes B// No [J
Are remote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where possible? Yes M/ ‘No O
Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes i@ A'No OJ
Are sanitizing wipes, wash stations or spray available? Yes @ | No O
Have any workers/visitors been excluded based on close contact with individuals diagnosed Q//
with COVID-19, have recently traveled to restricted areas or countries, or are symptomatic Yes [0 | No
(fever, chills, cough/shortness of breath)?
Comments: ’
REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES
1. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have Yesl | N Mﬁ/
CoVvID-197? ,
2. Is anyone at this location isolated or quarantined for COVID-19? Yes O | No E/
3. Has anyone at this locaton had contact with anyone known to have &/
COVID-19 in the past 14 days? Yes [ | No
4. Does anyone at this locaton have any symptoms of a respiratory g/
infection (e.g., cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)? Yes [J | No

5. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter
the property at this time?

Yes FZ/

No [

If Yes to any of 1-4 above:

o |Ifitis not critical that service/entry be carried out immediately and can
be postponed until the risk of COVID-19 is lower, or can be
accomplished remotely/without entry, postpone or conduct service
without entry.

e Ifit is critical that service/entry be carried out immediately, advise
occupants that as a precaution and for our own protection, project
personnel will be donning appropriate PPE* (including respiratory
protection) - and do so prior to entry.

Yes UJ

No I

Comments:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT / / Page 9 of 9
Report No. Franklin Cleaners - NYSDEC Site No. Date: < 5[ Z)
NUISANCE CHECKLIST
.
Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes O |No®& | NAD
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes J | No [E// N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO |No® |NAO
\é\ﬁ; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this ves O | No OJ /I\T/’;“
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes [ | No [ \&@g{
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? | Yes [ | No [ Mﬂ
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AMO |PMO N/AQ)
Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this
property on this date? Yes | No @/ E_Q‘E\
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yes O | No [ N/Ag)
Has Contractor failed to protect all foundations and structures adjacent to and (ZI/
adjoining the site which are affected by the excavations or other operations Yes O | No N/AC
connected with performance of the Work? o
If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes O | NoO ¢ N/A
Comments: ~—
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MEMORANDUM

TO: David Gardner

FROM: Percival Miller

SUBJECT: Franklin Cleaners Site 01-30-050
DRAINAGE BASIN: 17-01, Long Island Sound
DATE: October 28, 2016

In response to your request dated October 17, 2016, please find, attached, the effluent limitations and monitoring
requirements for the above-noted remediation discharge.

The DOW does not have any regulatory authority over a discharge from a State, PRP, or Federal Superfund Site. DER will
be responsible for ensuring compliance with the attached effluent limitations and monitoring requirements, and approval of
all engineering submissions. Footnote 1 identifies the appropriate DER Section Chief as the place to send all effluent results,
engineering submissions, and modification requests. The Regional Water Engineer should be kept appraised of the status
of this discharge and, in accordance with the attached criteria, receive a copy of the effluent results for informational
purposes.

If you have any questions, please call me at 518-402-8120.

Attachment (Effluent Limitations and Monitoring Requirements)

cc: Regional Water Engineer (w/attach)
BWP Section Chief, DOW (w/attach)
BWRM Section Chief, DOW (w/attach)
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EFFLUENT LIMITATIONS AND MONITORING REQUIREMENTS

During the period beginning January 01, 2017 and lasting until December 31, 2021 the discharges from the groundwater

treatment facility to SMITH POND, Water Index Number (MW8.4a) HB-233-P1005, Class SC, RECEIVING WATER;
shall be limited and monitored by the operator as specified below:

Discharge Limitations

Minimum Monitoring

Requirements
Outfall Number and Parameter Units
Daily Average | Daily Maximum Measurement Sample Type
Frequency

Outfall 001 - Treated Groundwater Remediation Discharge: Franklin Cleaners Site 1-30-050

Flow, Total (Extraction Wells) | Monitor 43,920%* GPD Continuous Meter
pH, Range 6.5-8.5 SU 1/month Grab
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ug/l 1/month Grab
Tetrachloroethene 5 pg/l 1/month Grab
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 ug/l 1/month Grab
Trichloroethene 5 ug/l 1/month Grab
Chloroform 7 ng/l Quarterly Grab
Methyl tert-Butyl Ether 10 ug/l Quarterly Grab
Iron, Total 1.0 mg/1 Quarterly Grab
Magnesium, Total 1.0 mg/1 Quarterly Grab

* Total pumping rate, groundwater extraction wells EW-1 and EW-2 (24.5 and 6.0 GPM).

Additional Conditions:

1. Discharge is not authorized until an engineering submission showing the method of treatment has been approved by the
Department. The discharge rate may not exceed the effective or design treatment system’s 30.5 GPM (43,920 GPD)

capacity. All monitoring data, engineering submissions and modification requests must be submitted to:

Susan L. Edwards, Site

Management Chief

Division of Environmental Remediation
NYSDEC, 625 Broadway, Albany, New York 12233- 7017, 518-402-9813

With a copy sent to:

Regional Water Engineer.

, Region 1

50 Circle Rd., Stony Brook, New York, 11790-3409. Phone: (631) 444-0419

2. Only site generated wastewater is authorized for treatment and discharge.

3. Authorization to discharge is valid only for the period noted above, but may be renewed if appropriate. A request for
renewal must be received 6 months prior to the expiration date, to allow for a review of monitoring data and reassessment
of monitoring requirements.

4. Both concentration (mg/] or pg/l) and mass loadings (Ibs/day) must be reported to the Department for all parameters
except flow and pH.
5. Any use of corrosion/scale inhibitors, biocidal-type compounds, or other water treatment chemicals used in the treatment

process must be approved by the department prior to use.

6. This discharge and administration of this discharge must comply with the substantive requirements of 6NYCRR Part 750.
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Review & Basis of Limitations
Site Description
Franklin Cleaners Site 1-30-050 is a NYSDEC Class 4 inactive hazardous waste site, at 2016-208B South Franklin Street,
Village of Hempstead, NY. Groundwater contamination with chlorinated solvents is from a former dry cleaning service,
first assessed for the NYSDEC’s 11/1998 RI/FS, which delineated the contamination plume’s subsurface volume and
spread, southward and downward, as bounded within the Long Island aquifer standard of 5.0 ug/l, and extending from the
GWL at 18 ft. to 100 ft. below grade. Groundwater extraction and cleanup, 11/2003 to 8/2004, used soil vapor extraction,
with air sparging. This treatment was shut down based upon that contaminants in the effluent were below NYSDEC soil
and water guidelines. Treatment since 2004 involves groundwater extraction and air stripping (GWE&AST), 1,300 ft.
upgradient of the site and alongside Southern State Parkway. Flow from two (2) extraction wells screened at 70-90 ft.
below grade enters an air stripper, with exhaust gas from the air stripper passed through GAC units before release to air.
Air stripper effluent flows to a wet well (AS). The 2012 re-delineation showed plume extension toward the Village of
Rockville Centre’s water wells cluster. Monitoring wells now provide data on groundwater near the Village’s well cluster.

The 2012 plume delineation showed the dominant chlorinated solvent as tetrachloroethene or perchloroethene (PCE), at
30-130 feet below grade. VOCs common to the plume and at lower concentrations (of PCE breakdown products) were
trichloroethene, cis-1,2-dichloroethene, and vinyl chloride. Current monitoring and reporting includes for the above
contaminants, excluding vinyl chloride; and also for 1,1,1-tetrachloroethene, tetrachloroethene, and iron and manganese.

Effluent Discharge and Receiving Water

The discharge from the GWE&AST is from the wet well to an 18” stormwater sewer running under Woodland Drive near
its intersection with Hempstead Avenue, along the Avenue south of the Southern State Highway and east of Molloy
College, through the Village of Rockville Centre, and into Smith Pond. This Pond discharges into Mill River flowing
south into Reynolds Channel, to the Long Island Sound (Timothy Kelly, hydrologist, Nassau County DPW, 10/18/2016).

Smith Pond (Smith Lake on maps) is a Class SC marine water indicated in DEC’s PI-WPL as impaired for nutrients,
coliform, low DO, and chemicals of concern: PCBs, dioxin, cadmium, and chlordane. The Pond is stocked annually with
fish, and is part of the NYS Governor’s Office of Storm Recovery with the goals: water quality and ecological restoration,
groundwater recharge, and as ‘water storage space’. Discharge suitability relates effluent quality to goals for Smith Pond.

Existing and Proposed Effluent Limitations

Previous effluent limitations were technology-based. Current sampling shows the effluent meets the Long Island
groundwater standards. Smith Pond planned goals include for groundwater recharge. Limits of 5.0 pg/l are therefore
recommended for three chlorinated solvents now reported at /1month: cis-1,2-Dichloroethene, 1,1,1-Trichloroethane, and
Trichloroethene - above reporting limits at extraction wells. Methyl tert-butyl ether and Chloroform from wells are below
reporting levels, and MTBE is likely related to auto fuel sources: MTBE and Chloroform quarterly is recommended, for
background levels. Other monitored parameters, retained with existing limits are: Flow, pH, 1,1-Dichloroethene, Iron, and
Manganese;. Chloroform appeared in extraction well EW-2, so monitoring is added. Revised limits are shown below.

Outfall Number and Discharge Limitations Units Minimum Monitoring Requirements
Parameter Daily Average | Daily Maximum Measurement Frequency Sample Type

Outfall 001 - Treated Groundwater Remediation Discharge: Franklin Cleaners Site 1-30-050

Flow, Total (Extraction) Monitor 43,920 GP Continuous Meter
pH, Range, Min. to Max. 6.5-8.5 SU 1/month Grab
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 10 ug/l 1/month Grab
Tetrachloroethene 5 ug/l 1/month Grab
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 ug/l 1/month Grab
Trichloroethene 5 ug/l 1/month Grab
Chloroform 5 ug/l Quarterly Grab
Methyl tert-Butyl Ether 10 ug/l Quarterly Grab
Iron, Total 1.0 mg/1 Quarterly Grab
Magnesium, Total 1.0 mg/1 Quarterly Grab
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SITE PLAN - MONITORING WELL LOCATIONS
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GROUNDWATER PLUME —SOUTHERN STATE HIGHWWAY TO ROCKVILLE CENTRE
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GROUNDWATER PLUME CROSS-SECTION
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WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ..ootiiiniiisssessissssssssmsssasssmssssessessssasssssstsseressssssssssasssions X
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (FEEL): weroerronrssapessessmsesssen /53.7
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): . / ?:06 /700
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (INCHES): +1uouuerrsereseseresiressesssssmssssssssssssssssssnssssssssssssesssssescsssesesssstos ]
WELL CASING MATERIAL? .oiiiinisessiesensssesssessioss cossaseessssasssssssessasessssssssssssssassintissssuossussssaossossassssass L T
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: GEan
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well ID is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE oo [/
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES......o.oevsenrrusrrmsarmssinessssscrons (AR JLRPON

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead

power lines, proximity to permanent slruclure elc ), ZESKETC OF L ﬂTI/(?I ON BA K IFN SARY
0¢ it

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in 2 field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc.)
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.

£IL
/S

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

REMARKS:

}7/% Prolers — Mo pedl /8
uz/ iz

Sketch



SITE NAME: BEK’ ”WSM Q)J G SITE ID.:

INSPECTOR:
MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME: / L
WEl ID.: (&

YES [NO
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions BElow} ..ot s v
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

YES (NO
WELL LD, VISIBLE? ...oooiiiteiitesiisensssssssesssssssss sasssassssssssmsssssssssasssesassssessssessasasasesssmsssssissssisssisesssesssson X7
WE}IL LOCATION MATCLLSITE MAP? (if not, sketch acual location on back)....ccerrerenns A

T BEATEAR O /s /UE%@

WELL 1.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: ....ccoiivicinecerreraren

YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENTTY ...coviieveisrncanesrseserersssmnims e sassistsesase s ssasssssssssssssssssssssssassissasssasssssiusassnss
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below) ...
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (I damaged, describe below) .............
HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED............. / 0#‘/9/ ....................... ,-Qc;-
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (If applicable)
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE! ..ot imnssnssnerstsssressenssessassssnssnsssessrensasnse
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches): ....cocoveiinininininerincsnniranns

YES NO
LOCK PRESENT? coietescvereresereersreresssssissssssssssesssnsessonstorssesmss et bbist st b sasaresssass sasasasasbasssnssssnsssrasssasanssasnises
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? oot sssmenssessssssssssssssnssssssasss X
DIB YOU REPLACE THE LOCTKT ..vvveerrrrrrarsissssessoissnsstsnssssisisentmsnisssssiss rasssssssasasssnssasssiasssasasenssssss A7
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED? (If yes,describe below) b
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ....ovvoreeerevrcrsriee s it s ssisnsnsssssmsssnsssasssssesssssssssmsesmsmsassess
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): .ocovvivivsreriarenvrmmssisisssiessanes
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ..covinvrncrnirnnnne /5T
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (INCRES). .ovvovnvencrnrmrneisssessissreseesssisnsrmnstsssisssssnsrens .
WELL CASING MATERIAL: oovvvuuuuuvrsrrssssmreemesssassssosssssessasassesestmsesmsstssssssssssssesssssssasmseassissssssasssssssssess AV
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: .....coiniiiininmimsmesscsisimninsensennes S0
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well 1D is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE ............ /V‘a SH At T
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES...c.. eveenerreenerraersenersisinssnss A////i——

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to pggmanent structures, Zs%;_éDD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECESSARY.

Rl finG SMED 18 .
Jb7T _(poeb AT FRIME [imE

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc.)

AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.
SELE /&&Né

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
{e.g. Gas slation, salt pile, etc.):

REMARKS:

Sketch



SITE NAME: &;C-— //9;4;%975% XJe SITE ID.:

INSPECTOR: 75 /=0

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME: ld
WEI ID.: .
YES |NO
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions belowy) ... i
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan
YES [NO
WELL L.D. VISIBLE? . v
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP” (|f not, skelch aclual Iocauon on back) i v
WELL L.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: ...... r"fd’ A W?Z@,u:
YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? «..evovooneeisssssscssssssesssiessssssssssastsssossssasesseserssassismsssnssssansissssssssasssssssssssssens vd P
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved elc., describe below) ..ovvvevnennncnes : [
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below}) .. . v
HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED... e LA AABE e o ﬂ”f"/f OF len
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICI\UP lN FEET (lf apphcable)
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: ..ot ssrsssss s scessssrans srnssins s sass sasasasasass CrELL~
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches). .oiniciinisinaenes rfo" g
YES NOQ
LOCK PRESENT? ovvvecaieesssseessusasesssssssssssoss ssisssssssesssssasessecssssessse st 41 sesstasssssasassassssssssssassasesssassonessssssnsssn [
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK‘? rererererseees A —
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL lS DOUBLE CASED" (lfyes dLSCI’IbL bclow) A
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? . ererereresrarasnsesassrznerenc] ﬂl
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): .oiinnmnirnsessnensnens %
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): . / * ‘7(,‘
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (INCHES)! 1uiciriirecnseserenemsssrasssssssimsssonsmssansssssstonsasmsssiststassessnenarasnisass
WELL CASING MATERIAL: .ot esssmsissnnins
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: ....... (oo 0
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well ID is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE ............ v/
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES ot AHKACHA

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures, etc.); A%SKETC&OF L ;ATION ON BACKAF NECESSA

L] 100 Tk 1is (87 Wéd/ﬂw

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, elc.)

AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION R QUlREDW
7

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

REMARKS: Lhne 6 //%'S GO(/% /g 0 M&J) &ﬂ/]M f;/)

Sketch




DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc )
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
{e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

oy 10 Crd Y D C/'J%/// 58P P -z205 Y

7“/_‘% &5_,5 Sketch



SITENAME: D -~ Mwﬁta—,o Z2&

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG

SITE ID.:

INSPECTOR:

WEI ID.:

;) D
DATE/TIME: 7 /s /30"/
~C~

WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) .....oeiiiviiniivenmsniiesssscrsneieessenenaes

WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

WELL LD. VISIBLE? .....ooviniiiimeninstissisresseresninsrss s s s conminst sttt as sessnsssssssssssasssssesars
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP? (if not, sketch actual location on back)......cvcveveneeesne.

WELL L.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: ..coviirerirrnninnns
SURFACE SEAL PRESENTY ..o s isisss s s sssnsess s sssses s ssasenss

SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below) ..o
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) .....covere

HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED.........cocoucnmiimnmrenriinmrnisessscscsee
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (If applicable)
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: ..o snn s
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches): .coieiiiennssniinnssnnnes

LOCK PRESENT? .o ctiveinisirissmras s resrs trmsarsa s sas s s nns st asss s s sasa 0 sanises b ssssnsassa e
LOCK FUNCTIONALT? ..ottt easesss st obssas b tsbssasassrasessssanesanstssersassrase
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK? ... s serssssssssensasssssasmenssssosses
1S THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED? (If yes,describe below)

WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? oottt esss s cancssbsesssasssssssssssssnanens

MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): .oovnirirnrrensinrrminsressssnseseeens
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ...cocninieniiennnns

MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (INEhes): oo reiisincsssasiineans

WELL CASING MATERIAL: ..o stininsssssn e sms s s stnesn s eresn e s ensnsasnnes
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: ..o
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well 1D is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE ............
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES......orninntininnens

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natura! obstructions, overhead
power lings, proximity to permanent structures, etc.); ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECESSARY.

YES |NO

YES_ [NO

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc.)

AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED:.

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT

(e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

e /532 Conn SE8 20 E83 pl 7Y oer-2ho

\fZ¢ / g 5 / Sketch



srrename: PAC 43[-«.;05 bad L0 4 SITEID: /30050
' INSPECTOR: /7

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME: 77”7/5
WEI ID.: gig_mwj

YES _JNO
WELL VISIBLE? (1f not, provide dircctions below) ... T e S ST S [
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

YES [NO
WELL L.D. VISIBLE? . [
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP" (lt“ not, sLuch aclual localmn on back) [
WELL L.D. AS I'T APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: ..cooovrrrnicienns

YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ..oovouitiemionseescenmissmssssiosssssionsassssorsassesssersncasasesansansasarsssnsass rassssssssonmssssssss [%d
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below) L)
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ... L
HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED.......c.ccoovvmmmnimmmsiserernsirenees 0-5 i
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (If applicable) /32 masky le
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: ... st nsrese i resrssscessassmis s nesnasses &Lt
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches): .......conrinmeinrennnesiinnne il

YES NO
LOCK PRESENT? ........ooeroutereeeesneessssssssscosasesssssasssssesessatessas esssnessesseet st sssssbtbsassss e suasss ismmssasssssssnss [
LOCK FUNCTIONALT? .oooitierrsessrerrersessiosssseemmsss s eerasasses st stsssassias stosmiasassisrsrasss beatssasas sanssssssnsonsns sasersas L
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCKT ..ooiivinesitiensissrasmsssase s sessssesesssssnsssssssssssssonsassssssssssssnssarsons [
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED? (If yes,describe below) —
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLET it saee s eeeessm st sessss st masasistsnsssas sasssasssssssanssnasas [
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ..o f ded’
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): e 20, !
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (INCHESY: coorirerireverireeercrne i cerre e cenmirensiestsissisbssssss sssasssssasasssns 2"
WELL CASING MATERIAL: ocooreeeevrenceone. e e R e st Puc
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: . reevirennn et o d
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well ID is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARI\ER TYPE ............ v
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES......covciimcinerrininnnn Nohe

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures, ete.): ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECESSARY.

C’c’ ‘%Cu /ILI. é"/ 740”("5"-*1 f/c,

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc.)
AND ASSESS TIIE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.
/s~ 20 dﬁvc'pm/knq /4 f’, Wm,c!¢c’, an/jf/‘a% ‘6/24,;4.

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
{e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):
Al

REMARKS:

Sketch



SITE NAME: D?C’H-Gﬂjo ‘3’1\‘-'—050 [ OC- SITE ID.:

INSPECTOR %
MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATETIME: 7, o3 Z.!
WENID. AN -4

YES . [NO
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) ... eeeteieLeeEesitiatesieieseieentebeeare st einaraenesrnaranenerans »
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

YES INO
WELL I.D. VISIBLE? . e
WELL LOCATION MATCH SlTE MAP" (lf not, sketch aclual locauon on back) e
WELL LD. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: .....ccocoovremmemmsrinnn IoMp -

YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ....eeooeeeeeeeseersseeesseoaresesaresos e sesssss i 5sss sbssas s e ssrassssssassssssssssarasassssses v
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below) ....overeinivivnne o~ L
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) .............. L
HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED...........oovucommmmeermmmarmmmeiseressessesins o 1 '%gué
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (I{ applicable) /_Llngzﬂg
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: .oorioeoiessesessssssssssssioressss s sasesssmiesssassssissssassssssasses
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (INChES): ...vovvceerieraerresesessrecerieanns /2

YES NO
LOCK PRESENT? oot vieeeeteseeeeesmems e emmesesseesesssess sespensasseses sebebaressoesas st seasesssass senssssmassssnssmsmstesemsesssssssesssssoss P
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? ... —
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCTK? oo eeemesisesseseeeeemaeeseoesressoesessbstssboasssstsesssasasssesssssnssssssssasssnses -
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED? (If yes,describe below) =
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? . erreosiien
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (FEet)! ovvvvirvansirersimmerssnseressssiines /0l . Jo
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ........ 199 .29
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (IRCHESE werveerreseenerecnseeesmessseonssssmssssssessssssions 2
WELL CASING MATERIAL: covooeveeeeoeeeeoeeeeneseeorssonvsss st ssassssinsens P
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: Cop, >

ATTACH ID MARKER. (if well ID is confirmed) and [DENTIFY MARKER TYPE
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES...ccereerveeerrreecemicsiniiianns

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures, etc.); ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECESSARY.

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a parden, etc.)
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED,

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e.g. Gas station, sait pile, etc.):

REMARKS:

T /$.92 Comn 367 Do 3,717 'p/L/ €T oep -733 |

T = 03 o 7 Sketch



SITENAME: | ) &Z— — F{)@*\PM cS é SITE ID.:

INSPECTOR:
MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME: 72{2/3’ rora”
WEILID.: Asrw -<

YES |NO
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below} ... IV
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

YES |[NO
WELL LD, VISIBLE? ...t trnmensceceesscosissassss s sssenesssssonsaass eassseessassrsssasas ressasos i shsnssssansissssnassssone v
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP? (if not, sketch actual location on back)......c.cccovevnne v
WELL L.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: ...

YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENTT oo rsitienisss st ssiss i srassesssesssssncassersacsssensas s tsaresssssssersssasassen "
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below} ....covoeieennne -~
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ............. v

LI K LBas

HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED....c.ccninmiinnencnisnsissesines SIS
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (If applicable) M;ém
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: ..ottt i sssssssorass s tisessisssiasssnmassanss
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches): .....ccovivivninnane

YES NO
LOCK PRESENT? .....ciiiviriveneinrnissnssrissrssmsesssesssnas Saterasss iinesssas iionsssvor ginsi2cie nbos oo i ts srsrosanossisnsans -
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? ..coneeerriennccerirmmemnernnscrnsnns -
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK? . —
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED" (If)cs ch.scrtbx. bulow) "
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ....oooiviiritieniimrensiniresssmsecssse s iosseas romsrios nibtssssssssssnsasssns o
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): wviiiiinensiccnninisieennns / S .22
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ....ovivirerrrrricnnnes ZZ 1Y
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches): .coeiiinecireriinnsissiserssmsrerssensssnsneenns 2
WELL CASING MATERIAL: ... errriseerinenen s ess s bobbassbsbsbsassssbsnsss vasssns sesssasnnsssss svanes A <.
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: ..ot isersssssssrsennee &GS,
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well 1D is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE ............ Rans— 1 02k &€
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES. ... s
DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Inctude accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures, etc.); ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECES RY 74

w?c FAD BB AApulsels (& -y a/

Ohloct el

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, elc.)
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

REMARKS:

s S .89  Corn 380 o O.38 M s 2 s 248y

. 2“ / 7 C1/9/ Sketch



Q52 Herpieatlos
SITE NAME: ﬂ { C#ﬁﬁ/féq—z J06 SITE ID.: A 100650

INSPECTOR: FE

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATETIME:  Z2//f/7 o
WEIl ID.: it
YES [NO
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) ... i
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan
YES |NO
WELL LD. VISIBLE? . v
WELL LOCATION MATCII SITE MAP" (lf not, skclch actual ]ocnnon on back) ¥

WELL £.D. ASIT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: oo,

YES | NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? .. v
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved efc., describe below) .vemonn P
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ..., ol
HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED... Y P das
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (If'appllcable) /3 P bal e
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: S rTel
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches): . 7L

YES | NO
LOCK PRESENT? ..ooovoevseeeeesessesessssssssessssssesessssssssessesssesessssssseessississsssss assssssssssnasesssssesssasrasesossssssessssssna "
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? . V4
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK? . 4
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED? (lf)cs,dcscnbc below) <
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ..ovvvovumesesesemsiissnes X
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): . 13333
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (FCet): oo oerrrrr 22, 3.8
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches): . T2
WELL CASING MATERIAL: [z
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: Foad
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well 1D is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE .
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES.....o.ccoocoocimmmrineccsmsrssssnrens SI* ¢

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility 1o truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity 1o permanent structures, etc.); ADD SKETCI1 OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECESSARY.

PibS f? Accessible

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden. etc.)
AND ASSESS TI-IE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.

ﬁr’km{ oi—

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
{c.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

sipleQ

REMARKS:

Sketch



SITE NAME: ﬂ éfd/@/ﬁﬁfw 4 SITE ID.: /300 5

INSPECTOR: P

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME: 2479
WEIl ID.: Y, 770 4

YES [NO
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions Below) ... ssinissssrssisessses 24
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble  And/Or  Magellan

YES |NO
WELL LD, VISIBLE? .ocooooeeee oot oeeeeesvuvsuasesssassasessssasas seesss s e sssss 52855811 5852 e er bttt X
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP? (if not, sketch actual location on back)............cccouv..., v
WELL 1.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: ...,

YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ....oooiirierceieecere s enreessresecsca et bbb b ssa s sas s nea s e rsssssesasassssssnse 5
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below) ...vivervininnnn. "4
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ... X
HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED.........ccocinminrinrrnrannncnne s —
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (If applicable) ,,Z: X3’ B
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: ...t rsninnss s e e ststsbesss s ins ibe ol
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches): ..o

YES NO
LOCK PRESENT? ..ot seseesseesessess e sreseeeem e st s shssssessesssassasssssssssessssssssossassssserssntsossae srsmesssesssecueecestos Ve
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? i ssssssssssssss s s avessises —
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOTKT .ot rennnesiessasn st sessssscesrensis bt snsss snssasssssssansassssaseasnsas A el
1S THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL 1S DOUBLE CASED? (If yes,describe below) =
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ..o cmammerniierssnsssrsronssssses s sasmenesemesssssssissss i
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feel): .ocorevsiinrecinresnaesiirasmnsnnns —
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ....... -
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches): oot -l
WELL CASING MATERIAL: Syees
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBL[Z WELL CASING Sl
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well ID is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES..... P

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures, etc.); ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK, IF NECESSARY.

CAS. / v Accescible

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, eic.)
ANI;?SESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED.

Gy foins lo ' pecdica
r

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(¢.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

REMARKS: .
i pdson Seppley tell
7 7 7 7

Sketch



SITE NAME: < 204 SITE ID.: /130050
INSPECTOR: ce ¢

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATETIME:  jo & 1# [JR30
WEI ID.: -

WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) .. ..... . .. e e

WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites,
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

WELL L.D. VISIBLE? . e e e e e e
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP” (lf'nol skclch actual locauon on back) .,

WELL LD. ASIT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL 45 M V‘l ,

SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ., et eseereereeianaens
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT‘? (If cracked heaved etc, dt.scnbc below) ......... ..
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ............ .

HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED...ccovrs voeersoreessoerces v seorees —
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (ll'appllcnble) M
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: : . e e

MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches). . oo oo oo n

LOCK PRESENT? oottt ninsiinisninns esssistssissts sivses o svsesssssss samse b ans st 0 sesssssessssssnenss
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? oot seniremsanses

DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK? . .
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED" (lfyt:s dLSCl’IbL b:.low)

WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? .

MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet). ... . . oo e f 5
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Fecet). ......... .. ... 2/
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches)y ... e . B

WELL CASING MATERIAL: .. v s . o revrerereieeeeane vV
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VlSIBLE WELL CASING ................... &G
ATTACH 1D MARKER (if well ID is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARI\ER TYPE -
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVCRHEAD UTILITIES . e e P

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL (Include accessibility to truck mounted ng, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures, etc ), ADD SKETCH OI' LOCATION ON BACK. IF NECESSARY

rext Ao ehan feace

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a ficld, in a play ground, on pavement, in a garden, ctc )
AND ASSESS THE TYPL OF RESTORATION RE UIRED
M Grvgs  'a <o

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(c.g. Gas station, salt pile, ctc.)

REMARKS
Mg s/ a'/_s Mros wi o &

Sketch



SITE NAME: { Sr& &

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG /¢ 3 &
DR
WLLL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) ..... (,CLJ/ (ol S
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble  And/Or  Magellan

WELL LD VISIBLLE? ... it tiiinies cetimas comieetitsntenstienssne i sesens s snene e ss st s dsrs st s brsssssrassssansrausansssmsasas e

WELL LOCATION MATCIH SITE MAP? (if not, sketch actual lo  ion on bac -

(ifnot, b= w6/
WELL 1.D ASIT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL 547@ e

YES NO
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ......... . £_§ ................................ L
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cmc]\ed heaved etc , dLSCl‘lbL bLl()W) -
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe bl.low) 2
a. ©

HEADSPACE READING (ppm} AND INSTRUMENT USED.
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP N FEET (lf

PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: ... ... I _ o
MLCASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inches) . /‘/M ﬂ - /'5
LOCK PRESENT? .

LOCK FUNCTIONAL? .

DID YOU REPLACE TH lE LOCI\"

IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WE
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE?

MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEAS ?do' ?
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM to. D
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches): 2

WELL CASING MATERIAL: . ... s o 7
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING ... ... & eo

ATTACH ID MARKER (if well ID is confirmed) and IDENTII'Y MARKER TYPE —
PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES .. oiov s A Al

DESCRIBL ACCESS TO WELL (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to pe  anent structures, eic ), ADD SKETCH OL.LOCATION N BACK, IF NECESSARY

15~ FVEA
IS / Vo /A,

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc.)
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATIO  +QUIRED

4L I T EE

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIA SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
{e g. Gas station, salt pile, etc.):

A

REMARKS:

/A T/ o
Sketch

(NTSF odlagf 23290 yachoutk ¢-(Tpt [ %o




SITENAME: €C~ m o6 SITE ID.: Ipc50
INSPECTOR  Bce &

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPE ION LOG DATETIME: /o 1o /& []YO
WEI ID.: S w.

WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) ... ... . et ree s ety anane e

WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder Satelites
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

WELL 1.D. VISIBLE? coveeeeeeceeeeveesvmrissrers s o it o e e e esseeiesissiesaenraae e
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP? (if not, skctch aclual locat:on on back) ...................

WELL L.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL. .. /45A’LJ3
SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? .. ¢ e

SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT" (If cracl-.ed heavcd ele., descnbe bL]OW) ..........
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ............

HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED... —_—
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (lfappllcablt.) holc
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE- P s’
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (lnches) L e /=
LOCK PRESENT? ..........

LOCK FUNCTIONAL? ..ovooireriinnennenes cenms o
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK? ..............

IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED" (If ycs dcscrlbe below)
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? . e e .

MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ... rvreinns cvns cvemracariens 4
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Fect).  .ovvs voe + ceneeieen QA0
MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches) . IO, e 2.0
WELL CASING MATERIAL. ............. - R . PV
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING .. ... G
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well 1D is confirmed) and I[IDENTIFY MARI\ER TYPE —_—
PROXIMITY TO UNDCRGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES. .. . ... . .. o el
DESCRIB - ACCLSS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power line . proni ity to permanent structures ¢tc ), ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON - ACK. [F NECESSARY.

fhsz 6/‘—1" i J'vf/[ L = e N lv-"*)(

DESCRIBL WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc.)
AND ASSESS THE TYP OF RESTORATI N EQ IRED »,_J } .
T du PAY Por o ‘/L

IDENTII'Y ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SO RCLS OI CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc )

REMARKS
y A

Sketch



SITENAME: £~ -uJ YA SITE ID.. /300%0
INSPECTOR Beo

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIM foselyg 000
WEILID. s fy
WELL VISIBLE? (If not, provide directions below) .
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

WELL LD, VISIBLE? ..iovvivvvreriicrermines ot sovtes e an bnsie + s svaeenne
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP? (if not, sketch actual Iocalmn on back)

WELL L.D. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WELL: .....! A S M’d ’ L{

SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? .. O
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT" (It' cracked heaw.d etc deSCI’IbL below) .. .
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? {If damaged, describe below) ... ..

HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED .

TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (lfappllcable)
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE:

MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER ([nches)

LOCK PRESENT? .vevrecvcrcsiciiisiisnsnisns svins saien s sesrasseenans

LOCK FUNCTIONAL? st vmsiiieee =+ tiiessns eeees .

DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCI\" ........................................

IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DOUBLE CASED? (If yes,describe bclow)
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ... ... s e .

MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet) .ovveereeciiirisiennnens v //0 !
MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEAS RING POINT {Feet) o.%
MEASURE WELL DIAMET R (Inche ) Q.07
WELL CASING MATERIAL FVe
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WLLL ASING

ATTACH ID MARKER (if well ID i confirmed) and ID NTIFY MARK R TYPE —

PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD TILITI S

DCSCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL (Include acce  ibility to truch mounted n - natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, pm\my to permanent structures t.lc} ADD Sk TCHOF LO ATION ON BACK, IF NLCESSARY

a ok ¢ wris eans + afFfre contnd 'ﬁr"M‘Or*wk

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example located in a field, in a play rround, on pavement, in a garden. etc )
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OI' RES  RATION REQUI
set A H vo o fot drivi /G‘M/

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTLNTIAL SO RCES O CONTAMINATION, II' PRESENT
(¢ g. Gas station, salt pile, etc )

REMARKS

ble 1 Dewill end Joon widl cane dod our |
& rofcen . 5



SITE NAME: C-# s J 2ol SITE ID..

INSPECTOR
MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME
WEII ID

WELL VISIBLE” (If not, provide directions below) ..............

WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y
PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder: Satelites:
GPS Method (circie) Trimble And/Or  Magellan

WELL LD. VISIBLE? ....uecitieirnrrereesrrassesseeesseesssistassasss sissasss oo 1es sivsrasnons
WELL LOCATION MATCH SITE MAP? (if not, shetch actual location on backh}

WELL LD. AS IT APPEARS ON PROTECT!IVE CASING OR WELL. ... ASM U{

SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ....cuoiitiiiis crevrirons sreresrssosermsrarsmnss semsiisssisssssssissnsss sennes
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, heaved etc., describe below) .
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) .

HEADSPACE READING (ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED......... oo
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (Ifappllcablt.)
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE: e

MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (lnches)

LOCK PRESENT? ..oieierrnrinrrenesmcserssenns st + o .

LOCK FUNCTIONAL® ....... et ettt o e e s 0 e
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK" .........................................................................
1S THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL 1S DOUBLE CASED? {If'y CS,dLSLI‘IbL below)
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? ... it vt vt vmrveen e e e

1paso

3~ »np<

/0 jeig jodT
A Aw-

/
MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): wvvvios veen ~ 133,

MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet): ... voevenrrioncenes - 25 Y

MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (Inches):
WELL CASING MATERIAL: ... i+ e

-

PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CASING: . &ae

ATTACH 1D MARKER (if well 1D is confirmed) and IDENT[FY MARI\ER TYPE -

PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITIES.... oo

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: {Include accessibtlity to truck mounted rig. natural obstructions, overhead

art

power lmus‘r ?\lmm o pmnam.m structures, etc.); ADD SKETCH OF LOCATION ON BACK. IF NECES/A
/0715 ‘w Jdnt e comse o se AthJ'gr*\odf“Wr‘/(

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a ficld, in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, eic )
AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RESTORATION REQUIRED
cn as b+ < o

IDENTIFY ANY NCARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e g. Gas station, salt pile, etc ):

e et g han] < Jlo le

Sketch



SITE NAME: ﬂ -

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG

s?'“*) Zo &

c‘l‘.‘h 1"

/ 50
ce BC
/O’Ac g 0?3(’
S g

A}AW)L “MLJ/‘

/33,30

A

DESCRIBL WELL SETTING (For example located in a field, i a playground on pavement. in a parden, eic )

AND ASSESS THE TYPE OF RE TORATION REQUIRED.
et on ros% ™M

[y

(-0

IDENTITY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SO RCES OF CONTAMINATION, IT" PRESENT

(c.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc )

REMARKS




SITE NAME: D EC - //e,m et u) SITE ID. 1200 ©
INSPECTOR e &

MONITORING WELL FIELD INSPECTION LOG DATE/TIME: 10 ¢ | o¥30
WEIl ID.: W

WELL VISIBLE? (I not, provide directions below) ... © e e e
WELL COORDINATES? NYTM X NYTM Y

PDOP Reading from Trimble Pathfinder Satelites:

GPS Method (circle) Trimble And/Or  Mageilan

WELL L.D. VISIBLE? . PV UUOV VOO PO
WELL LOCATION MATCII SITE MAP" (|f not skelch actual location on bach) .

WELL L.D. AS I'T APPEARS ON PROTECTIVE CASING OR WLLL: ... Asnk/- 7

SURFACE SEAL PRESENT? ...ccce. vivvirannns
SURFACE SEAL COMPETENT? (If cracked, hea\ed ele., descnbe bclou) e e e
PROTECTIVE CASING IN GOOD CONDITION? (If damaged, describe below) ... ...

HEADSPACE READING {ppm) AND INSTRUMENT USED. . .. ..vniininnns niorerasninesens
TYPE OF PROTECTIVE CASING AND HEIGHT OF STICKUP IN FEET (lfﬂppllcablc)
PROTECTIVE CASING MATERIAL TYPE .. e+ e ot vverenas
MEASURE PROTECTIVE CASING INSIDE DIAMETER (Inchcs) v e

LOCK PRESENT? ..oviciriimciicnns nis e P e e
LOCK FUNCTIONAL? .. e i S e b s s
DID YOU REPLACE THE LOCK? ... .. s s o e
IS THERE EVIDENCE THAT THE WELL IS DO BLE CASED? (Ifycs Lh.scnbe below)
WELL MEASURING POINT VISIBLE? . - C e i

MEASURE WELL DEPTH FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet) ... veiierrnnnnn, /U/A

MEASURE DEPTH TO WATER FROM MEASURING POINT (Feet) .......... .. .

MEASURE WELL DIAMETER (INChes): oo iiicrneiin e vivmre v ae sveessesinnennaes o or

WELL CASING MATERIAL. ..o+ e T J
PHYSICAL CONDITION OF VISIBLE WELL CAS!NG Ce e e cuUe~ - M,k
ATTACH ID MARKER (if well D is confirmed) and IDENTIFY MARKER TYPE . —

PROXIMITY TO UNDERGROUND OR OVERHEAD UTILITILS ... ... e

DESCRIBE ACCESS TO WELL: (Include accessibility to truck mounted rig, natural obstructions, overhead
power lines, proximity to permanent structures. etc.): ADD SKETCII OF LOCATION ON BACK. IF NECESSARY

P N R D 5w

DESCRIBE WELL SETTING (For example, located in a field. in a playground, on pavement, in a garden, etc )
AND ASSESS THE TYPL OF RESTORATION REQUIRED
Jet an  res n me)oon, of o~ / ¢

IDENTIFY ANY NEARBY POTENTIAL SOURCES OF CONTAMINATION, IF PRESENT
(e.g. Gas station, salt pile, etc ):

REMARKS:

Plactc 8o ¥ 6 x20" ] v tove~ TS ama/‘—vj Sutweil 7 5&)-41/

Skeich
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2021 Periodic Review Report — Franklin Cleaners Site June 2021
NYSDEC - Site No. 130050
MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C. — 3616206123

APPENDIX D
DATA VALIDATION CHECKLISTS

8.1 tables_Figures_appendix



| D&B ENGINEERS
r " Y AND
o|®

"4 ARCHITECTS, PC.

DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): April 25, 2018

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 9 (ASMW-1 to -7 and EW-1 & EW-2)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-2)
Trip Blank/ 1
Analyzing TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
Laboratory 460-154885 Date:5/4/18
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by X X
Lab sample custodian
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.

Pages
J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_154885_042518.docx 1/3



ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCS

p— 1
db

D&B ENGINEERS

AND

ARCHITECTS, PC.

Reported

Performance
Acceptable

Not

No Yes

No

Yes

Required

=

Holding times

X

o

Blanks

A. Method blanks

B. Trip blanks

C. Field blanks

Matrix spike (MS) %R

Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R

MS/MSD precision (RPD)

Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R

X||X|IX| [ X[X

Surrogate spike recoveries

Instrument performance check

©O|® N0~ w

Internal standard retention times and areas

10 Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s

11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s

12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form |

XX XX XX EXXXXX] [ XX | X

13. Field duplicates RPD

XX XXX X[X| [X

VOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, with the following exception:

RRF - relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference

2A&B. Acetone and methylene chloride were detected in the method and/or trip blanks. Acetone

was qualified as non-detect (UB) in sample ASMW-5.

3&4,6. The %Rs were above the QC limits for 1,1-dichloroethene, methylene chloride and trans-1,2-
dichloroethene in the MS, MSD and LCS associated with all samples. They were not detected
above the reporting limit in the samples therefore qualification of the data was not necessary.

The %Rs were above the QC limits for methylene chloride, 1,1-dichloroethene, trans-1,2-
dichloroethene, trichlorofluoromethane and methyl acetate in the LCS associated with the Trip
Blank. They were not detected above the reporting limit in the sample therefore qualification

of the data was not necessary.

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_154885_042518.docx
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DATA VALIDATION AND
QUALIFICATION SUMMARY

D&B ENGINEERS

L N
~i~
L! AND

._.J ARCHITECTS, PC.

Laboratory Numbers: 154885

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
ASMW-5 Acetone UB Detected in the method and

trip blanks

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Donna M. Brown

6/12/2018

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

Mo JEr——

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_154885_042518.docx
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C

DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name:

Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number:

3150-10

Sample Date(s):

July 5, 2018

Sample Team:

EAR

Matrix/Number

of Samples:

Water/ 4 (ASMW-1,-2-4 & -5)
Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-2)

Trip Blank/ 0

Analyzing
Laboratory:

TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ

Analyses:

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C

Laboratory
Report No:

460-160005 Date: 7/20/2018

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance

Reported Acceptable Not

No No Yes Required

Sampleresults

Parameters analyzed

Method of anadysis

Sample collection date

L aboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Njo|g|~lw|N|E

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

< ><><><><><><§'3§
< [x|x|>[x|x|x

Lab sample custodian

8.

Narrative summary of QA or sample

X
X

problems provided

QA - quality assurance

Comments:.
The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NY SDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qudlification of the datawas determined using the USEPA Nationa Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D& B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qudlification of data discussed within this data vaidation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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VOCS
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Reported

Performance
Acceptable

Not

No

Yes

Required

=

Holding times

N

Blanks

A. Method blanks

X

B. Trip blanks

C. Field blanks

Matrix spike (MS) %R

Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R

MS/MSD precision (RPD)

L aboratory control sample (LCS) %R

Surrogate spike recoveries

I nstrument performance check

©® N0~ |W

. Interna standard retention times and areas

10. Initial calibration RRF s and %0RSD’s

11. Continuing calibration RRF sand %D’ s

12. Transcriptions— quant report vs. Form |

13. Field duplicates RPD

KX XXX XXX XXX

XXX XXX XX XX | X

VOCs- voldtile organic compounds %D - percent difference

%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation

Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

J\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_160005_070518.docx

RRF - rdlative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference
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QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 160005
Sample D Anayte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
No qualification of the data
was necessary.

DonnaM. Brown  9/27/2018

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

SIGNATURE:

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY

My Y—

J\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_160005_070518.docx
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name:

Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number:

3150-10

Sample Date(s):

July 11, 2018

Sample Team:

EAR

Matrix/Number

of Samples:

Water/ 5 (ASMW-3,-6 & -7 and EW-1 &-2)
Field Duplicate/ O
Trip Blank/ 1

Analyzing
Laboratory:

TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ

Analyses:

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C

Laboratory
Report No:

460-160516 Date:7/23/2018

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance

Reported Acceptable Not

No No Yes Required

Sampleresults

Parameters analyzed

Method of anadysis

Sample collection date

L aboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Njo|g|~lw|N|E

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

< ><><><><><><§'3§
< [x|x|>[x|x|x

Lab sample custodian

8.

Narrative summary of QA or sample

X
X

problems provided

QA - quality assurance

Comments:.
The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NY SDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qudlification of the datawas determined using the USEPA Nationa Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D& B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qudlification of data discussed within this data vaidation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCS
Performance
Reported Acceptzble Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X X
C. Fiddblanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R &
X X
RPD
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Interna standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initia calibration RRF sand %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF sand %D’ s X X
12. Transcriptions— quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VOCs- volétile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - rdletive response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

J\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_160516_071118.docx
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QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 160516
Sample D Anayte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
No qualification of the data
was necessary.

DonnaM. Brown  9/27/2018

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

SIGNATURE:

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY

My Y—

J\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_160516_071118.docx
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number: 3150-10
Sample Date(s): October 10, 2018

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 8 (ASMW-1,-3 to -5 & EW-1& EW-2)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-1)
Trip Blank/ 1
Analyzing . TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: . . .
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
Laboratory .
Report No: 460-166757 Date:10/19/2018

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by X X
Lab sample custodian
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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VOCS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X X
C. Field blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:

Performance was acceptable, except the following:

2A&B. Methylene chloride was detected in method blank and trip blank. Methylene chloride was

qualified as non-detect (UB) in samples ASMW-5, ASMW-6 and ASMW-7.

3-6. The %Rs were below the QC limits for 1,2,4-trichlorobenzene and 1,2,3-trichlorobenzene in
the MS, MSD and LCS. The RPD was above the QC limit for 1,2,3-trichlorobenzene. 1,2,4-
Trichlorobenzene and 1,2,3-trichlorobenzene were qualified as an estimated detection limit

(UJ) in all samples.

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_166757_101018.docx

Pages
213




DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY

. D&B ENGINEERS

@ | AND

| ARCHITECTS, PC.

Laboratory Numbers: 166757

All samples

1,2,3-trichlorobenzene

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)

VOCs

ASMW-5, ASMW-6 and Methylene chloride uB Detected in method blank

ASMW-7 and trip blank
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene and N The %Rs were below the QC

limits in the MS, MSD and
LCS

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Donna M. Brown

11/27/2018

SIGNATURE:

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_166757_101018.docx
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number: 3150-10
Sample Date(s): October 26, 2018

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number  Water/ 1 (ASMW-2)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 0
Trip Blank/ 0
Analyzing . TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: . . .
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
Laboratory .
Report No: 460-168131 Date:11/06/2018

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by X X
Lab sample custodian
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCS

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not

No Yes No Yes Required

=

Holding times X X

no

Blanks

A. Method blanks X X

B. Trip blanks X

C. Field blanks X

Matrix spike (MS) %R

Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R

MS/MSD precision (RPD)

Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R

Surrogate spike recoveries

®|N |0~ |W

Instrument performance check

9. Internal standard retention times and areas

10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s

11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s

XX XXX XXX XX
XXX XX X[ XX

12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form |

13. Field duplicates RPD X

VOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:

3-6. The %Rs were above the QC limits for 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane, 1,1,2-trichloro-1,2,2-
trifluoroethane, 1,1-dichloroethane, 1,1-dichloroethene, chloroform, dichlorodifluoromethane,
methyl  tert-butyl  ether,  methylene  chloride, trans-1,2-dichloroethene  and
trichlorofluoromethane in the MS and MSD. These compounds were not detected in the sample
therefore qualification of the data was not necessary.
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Laboratory Numbers: 168131

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
No qualification of the data
was not necessary.
Donna M. Brown  11/27/2018

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

i My - ve—
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): January 23, 2019

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 3 (ASMW-4, ASMW-5 & ASMW-6)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 0
Trip Blank/ 0
Analyzing . TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: . . _
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
Laboratory 460-174046 Date:1/31/2019
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

: X X

Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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VOCS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Field blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X
VVOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:

Performance was acceptable.

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_174046_012319.docx
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 174046
#

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs

No qualification of the data
Was not necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: Donna M. Brown  2/21/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY ey _
SIGNATURE:; XQ“\WH
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): January 29, 2019

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number ~ Water/ 6 (ASMW-1,-3 to -7 & EW-1& EW-2)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-2)
Trip Blank/ 0
Analyzing . TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: . . _
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
Laboratory 460-174422 Date:02/08/2019
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

: X X

Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES

VOCS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Field blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VVOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:

3-6.  The %Rs were above the QC limits for carbon tetrachloride, 1,1,2,2-tetrachlorethane and 1,2-
dibromo-3-chloropropane in the LCS, MS and/or MSD 422. They were not detected so
qualification of the data was not necessary.
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 174422
#

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs

No qualification of the data
was not necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: Donna M. Brown  2/21/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY ey _
SIGNATURE: XQW\_WH
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number: 3150-10
Sample Date(s): July 2, 2019

Sample Team: EAR

Matrix/Number ~ Water/ 6 (ASMW-1&2 and 6&7)

of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 0
Trip Blank/ 1
Field Blank/ 1

Analyzing Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ

Laboratory:

Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
1.4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM

Laboratory ]

Report No: 460-186005 Date:07/31/2019

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

Lab sample custodian X X
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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Reported

Performance
Acceptable

Not

No

w

No

Yes

Required

—_—

Holding times

X

2. Blanks

A. Method blanks

B. Trip blanks

C. Field blanks

eltalle

Matrix spike (MS) %R

Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R

MS/MSD precision (RPD)

eltalle

Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R

Surrogate spike recoveries

Sl I R Pl e

Instrument performance check

9. Internal standard retention times and areas

10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s

11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s

[ [ [ [ [ [ [ [ | 5| [ |5

12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form [

PR PR DR[| <

13. Field duplicates RPD

X

VOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:

RREF - relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference

3-5. The %Rs were above the QC limits for 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 2-butanone (MEK), 2-hexanone,
4-methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK), bromoform, chlorobromomethane, chlorodibromomethane,
chloroform, dichlorobromomethane and 1,2-dichloroethane in the MS and/or the MSD. The
RPDs were above the QC limits for 1,2-dichloropropane, 2-butanone (MEK), 2-hexanone, 4-
methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) and o-xylene in the MS/MSD. They were not detected so

qualification of the data was not necessary.

The %Rs were below the QC limits for 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane, benzene, carbon disulfide,
ethylbenzene, isopropylbenzene, methylcyclohexane, m-xylene & p-xylene and o-xylene in
the MSD. These compounds were qualified as an estimated detection limit (UJ) in all

samples.
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DATA VALIDATION AND
QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 186005
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
YOCs
All samples 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane, uJ The %Rs were below the QC

benzene, carbon disulfide,
ethylbenzene,
isopropylbenzene,
methylcyclohexane, m-
xylene & p-xylene and o-
xylene

limits in the MS and/or
MSD.

1.4-Dioxone

No qualification of the data
was not necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Donna M. Brown

9/23/2019

SIGNATURE:

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY

Mo 7 o ——
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): July 2. 2019

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 6 (ASMW-1&?2 and 6&7)
of Samples: Field Blank/ 1
Equipment Blank/ 1
Trip Blank/ 0
Analyzing Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Sacramento, CA
Laboratory:
Analyses: Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PFAS): by method EPA 537
Laboratory .
Report No: 320-51981 Date:07/31/2019

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No No Yes Required

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

b ISAN Rl Bl Rl [ o

S N T I P T Y
S IR P P P P P

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
PFAS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks

A. Method blanks X X

B. Trip blanks X

C. Field & Equipment blanks X X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R & X X

LCS duplicate (RPD)
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X

VOC:s - volatile organic compounds
%R - percent recovery

%D - percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

%RSD - percent relative standard deviation

RRF - relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference
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DATA VALIDATION AND
QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 320-51981
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
PFAS
No qualification of the data
was necessary.

Donna M. Brown  9/26/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

Mo JEr——
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number: 3150-10
Sample Date(s): July 3. 2019

Sample Team: EAR

Matrix/Number Water/ 3 (ASMW-3-5)

of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-4)
Trip Blank/ 1

Analyzing ) Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ

Laboratory:

Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
1.4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM

Laboratory )

Report No: 460-186078 Date:07/29/2019

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

Lab sample custodian X X
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.

Pages
J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Quarterly Reports\Quarter 60 (June 19 - August 19)\Attachments\Lab data\wat_186078_070319.docx 1/3



-
C

ii D&B ENGINEERS

. AND
= 4 ARCHITECTS, PC.
ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCs & 14-Dioxane
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X X
C. Field blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form [ X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VOC:s - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RREF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:

Performance was acceptable, except the following:

3-5. The %Rs were above the QC limits for 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 2-butanone (MEK), 2-hexanone,
4-methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK), bromoform, chlorobromomethane, chlorodibromomethane,
chloroform, dichlorobromomethane and 1,2-dichloroethane in the MS and/or MSD. The RPDs
were above the QC limits for 1,2-dichloropropane, 2-butanone (MEK), 2-hexanone, 4-methyl-
2-pentanone (MIBK) and o-xylene in the MS/MSD. They were not detected so qualification

of the data was not necessary.

The %Rs were below the QC limits for 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane, benzene, carbon disulfide,
ethylbenzene, isopropylbenzene, methylcyclohexane, m-xylene & p-xylene and o-xylene in
the MSD. These compounds were qualified as an estimated detection limit (UJ) in all

samples.

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Quarterly Reports\Quarter 60 (June 19 - August 19)\Attachments\Lab data\wat_186078_070319.docx
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DATA VALIDATION AND
QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 460-186078
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
All samples 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane, benzene, uJ The %Rs were below the QC
carbon disulfide, ethylbenzene, limits in the MS and/or
isopropylbenzene, methylcyclohexane, m- MSD.

xylene & p-xylene and o-xylene

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: Donna M. Brown  9/23/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY /{Q\N\"W\ [ ~

SIGNATURE:
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): July 3, 2019

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 3 (ASMW-3-5)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-4)
Trip Blank/ 0
Analyzing Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Sacramento, CA
Laboratory:
Analyses: Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PFAS): by method EPA 537
Laboratory .
Report No: 320-52062 Date:07/29/2019

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No No Yes Required

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

b ISA) Rl Fall Radl [l

SN Y S IR A Y
S IR 1P P P P £

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
PFAS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks

A. Method blanks X X

B. Trip blanks X

C. Field & Equipment blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X

VOC:s - volatile organic compounds
%R - percent recovery

%D - percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:

%RSD - percent relative standard deviation

RRF - relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference

2a. Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) and perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) were
detected in the method blank. These compounds were detected at concentrations much
higher than the method blank and the “B” was removed from the compounds for all samples.
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 320-52062

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)

PFAS

All samples Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid B Detected in the method blank
(PFBS) and qualifier | and detected at concentrations

perfluorohexanesulfonic acid | removed | much higher in samples
(PFHxS)

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: Donna M. Brown ~ 9/26/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY A B T JP—

SIGNATURE:
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): July 26, 2019

Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 2 (EW-1&2)
of Samples: Field Blank/ 0
Equipment Blank/ 0
Trip Blank/ 0
Analyzing Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Sacramento, CA
Laboratory:
Analyses: Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PFAS): by method EPA 537
Laboratory .
Report No: 320-52696 Date:07/31/2019

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No No Yes Required

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

b ISAN Rl Bl Rl [ o

S N T I P T Y
S IR P P P P P

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
PFAS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks

A. Method blanks X X

B. Trip blanks X

C. Field & Equipment blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X

VOC:s - volatile organic compounds
%R - percent recovery

%D - percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

%RSD - percent relative standard deviation

RRF - relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference
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DATA VALIDATION AND
QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 320-52696
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
PFAS
No qualification of the data
was necessary.

Donna M. Brown  9/26/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

Mo JEr——
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): July 24, 2019

Sample Team: EAR

Matrix/Number Water/ 2 (EW-1 & -2)

of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 0
Field Blank/ 0
Trip Blank/ 0

Analyzing Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ

Laboratory:

Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
1.4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM

Laboratory .

Report No: 460-187513 Date:07/30/2019

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No No Yes Required

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

b ISA) Rl Foll Radl [l fom

S N S IR P T Y
S R PP PR P PR £

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCs & 14-Dioxane
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Field blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Internal standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’s and %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions — quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X
VOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:
4. The %R was below the QC limit for trans-1,3-Dichloropropene in the MSD and was qualified
as an estimated detection limit (UJ) in all samples.
Pages

J:\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Quarterly Reports\Quarter 60 (June 19 - August 19)\Attachments\Lab data\wat 187513 _072419.docx 2/3




— D&B ENGINEERS

2l AND

| ARCHITECTS, PC.

DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 460-187513

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)

VOCs

All samples Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene uJ The %R was below the QC
limit in the MSD

1.4-Dioxone

No qualification of the data
was not necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Donna M. Brown  9/26/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

T Ry —
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number: 3150-10
Sample Date(s): October 15, 2019
Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number Water/ 4 (ASMW-1, -3, -4 and -5)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ O
TripBlank/ 1
Field Blank/1
Anayzing . . . ,
Laboratory: Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 M ethod 8260C
1,4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM
L aboratory 460194254 Date:10/28/2019
Report No:
#

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Sampleresults X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample anaysisdate X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by X X
Lab sample custodian
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided

QA - quality assurance

Comments:
The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NY SDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functiona Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D& B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professiona
judgment. The qudification of data discussed within this data vaidation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCs & 14-Dioxane
Performance
Reported Acceptzble Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X X
C. Fiddblanks X X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precison (RPD) X X
6. Laboraory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Interna standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initia calibration RRF sand %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF sand %D’ s X X
12. Transcriptions— quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VOCs- voldtile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:

2C. Methylene chloride and m & p-xyleneswere detected in the Field blank. They were not detected
so qualification of the data was not necessary.

4-5. The %Rs were above the QC limits for chloromethane and dichlorodifluoromethane in the
MSD. The RPD was above the QC limit in 1,2,3-trichlorobenzene. They were not detected so
qualification of the data was not necessary.
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 460-194254
#

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)

VOCs

No qudification of the datawas
necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: DonnaM. Brown  12/12/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY Ao N A——

SIGNATURE:
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name:

Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number:

3150-10

Sample Date(s):

October 15, 2019

Sample Team:

EAR

Matrix/Number
of Samples:

Water/ 4 (ASMW-1, -3, -4 and -5)
Fied Duplicate/ O

Fied Blank/ 1
Equipment Blank/ 2

Anayzing

Laboratory: Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, South Burlington, VT

Analyses: Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PFAS): by method PFAS IDA

Laboratory

Report No: Date: 11/01/2019

200-51028

#

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION

GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance

Acceptable Not
No Yes Required

Reported
No

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

N[o|g|~|wIN|-
<

> XXXXXXEB

XX XXX X

X
X

Comments:.

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NY SDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A vaidation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functiona Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D& B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professiona judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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Reported

Performance
Acceptable

Not

No Yes

Required

=

Holding times X

N

Blanks

A. Method blanks

x

x

B. Trip blanks

C. Fidd & Equipment blanks

Matrix spike (MS) %R

Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R

MS/MSD precision (RPD)

Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R

XXX XXX

Surrogate spike recoveries

XXX XXX

Instrument performance check

©O® NS |0~ |W

. Internal standard retention times and areas

10. Initial calibration RRF s and %RSD’s

11. Continuing calibration RRF sand %D’s

XXX | X

12. Transcriptions— quant report vs. Form |

XX [X[X

13. Fiedd duplicates RPD

X

VOCs- voldtile organic compounds %D - percent difference

%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation

Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

J\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_51028_101519.docx

RRF - relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference
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QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 200-51028
#
Sample D Andyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
PEAS
No qualification of the data
Was necessary.
VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: DonnaM. Brown  12/12/2019
VALIDATION PERFORMED BY ey _
SIGNATURE: XQ“\WH
#
Pages
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name:

Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number:

3150-10

Sample Date(s):

October 16, 2019

Sample Team:

EAR

Matrix/Number

of Samples:

Water/ 5 (ASMW-2, -6, -7 and EW-1-2)
Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-2)

Trip Blank/ 1

Analyzing
Laboratory:

Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ

Analyses:

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
1.4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM

L aboratory
Report No:

460-194455 Date:10/29/2019

#

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance

Reported Acceptable Not

No No Yes Required

Sampleresults

Parameters analyzed

Method of anadysis

Sample collection date

L aboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Njo|gl~lw|N|E

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

< ><><><><><><§'3§
< |x|x|>[x|x|x

Lab sample custodian

8.

Narrative summary of QA or sample

X
X

problems provided

QA - quality assurance

Comments:
The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NY SDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any applicable
qudification of the datawas determined using the USEPA Nationa Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D& B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qudification of data discussed within this data vaidation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.

J\_HazWaste\3150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat_194455_101619.docx
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCs & 14-Dioxane
Performance
Reported Acceptzble Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X X
C. Fiddblanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precison (RPD) X X
6. Laboraory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Interna standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initia calibration RRF sand %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF sand %D’ s X X
12. Transcriptions— quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VOCs- voldtile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following:

3-4. The %Rswere abovethe QC limitsfor 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane 1,1-dichloroethane and/or 1,2-
dichloropropane. They were not detected so qualification of the data was not necessary.
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 460-194455
#

Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)

VOCs

No qudification of the datawas
necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: DonnaM. Brown  12/12/2019

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY Ao N A——

SIGNATURE:
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead

Project Number: 3150-10

Sample Date(s): October 16, 2019

Sample Team: EAR

Matrix/Number Water/ 5 (ASMW-2, -6, -7 and EW-1,-2)

of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-X=ASMW-2)

Andyzing . . .

L aboratory: Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Sacramento, CA

Analyses Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PEAS): by method EPA 537
L aboratory 300-55495 Date:11/11/2019
Report No:

#

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Sampleresults X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory sample received date X X
6. Sample analysisdate X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by X X
Lab sample custodian
8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments.

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NY SDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quadlity Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qudification of the data was determined using the USEPA Nationa Functional Guidedines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D& B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample resuilts.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
PFAS
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holding times X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Fidd & Equipment blanks X
3. Matrix spike (MS) %R X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R & X X
LCSduplicate (RPD)
7. Surrogate spike recoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X
9. Interna standard retention times and areas X X
10. Initia calibration RRF sand %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF sand %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions— quant report vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicates RPD X X
VOCs- volétile organic compounds %D - percent difference RRF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:
Performance was acceptable.
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QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 320-55495
#
Sample D Andyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
PEAS
No qualification of the data
Was necessary.
VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: DonnaM. Brown  12/12/2019
VALIDATION PERFORMED BY ey _
SIGNATURE: XQ“\WH
#
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number:  3150-10

Sample Date(s): January 8, 2020

Sample Team: EAR

Matrix/Number  Water/ 4 (ASMW-1 to -3, EW-1 and -2)

of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 0
Trip Blank/ 1
Field Blank/1
Analyzing ] Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
1,4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM
Laboratory 460-200504 Date:01/20/2020
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory samplereceived date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

. X X

Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC)requirements. A validation was conducted onthe data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, methodperformance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCs & 14-Dioxane
Reported szi%%nt:;ze Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holdingtimes X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X X
C. Field blanks X X
3. Matrixspike(MS) %R X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) & LCS X X
Duplicate %R & RPD
7. Surrogatespikerecoveries X X
8. Instrument performance check X X
9. Internal standard retention timesand areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’sand %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions— quantreportvs. Form [ X X
13. Field duplicatesRPD X
VOC:s - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RREF - relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following;
6. The %R was below the QC limit for 1,2,4-trichlorobenzene in the LCS duplicate associated

with samples EW-1 and EW-2. It was qualified as an estimated detection limit (UJ) in the
associated samples.
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 460-200504
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
EW-1and EW-2 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene uJ The %R was below the QC

limit in the LCS duplicate

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Donna M. Brown

1/29/2020

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

Mo ) Jr——
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number:  3150-10

Sample Date(s): January 8, 2020

Sample Team: EAR

Matrix/Number ~ Water/ 4 (ASMW-4 to-7)

of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-6 =ASMWX)
Trip Blank/ 0
Field Blank/0
Analyzing ] Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, Edison, NJ
Laboratory:
Analyses: Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs): USEPA SW-845 Method 8260C
1,4-Dioxane: USEPA SW-845 Method 8270D SIM
Laboratory 460-200510 Date:01/17/2020
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION

Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes Required

1. Sample results X X
2. Parameters analyzed X X
3. Method of analysis X X
4. Sample collection date X X
5. Laboratory samplereceived date X X
6. Sample analysis date X X
7. Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by

. X X

Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample X X

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC)requirements. A validation was conducted onthe data package and any applicable
qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of Organic Data
Review, January 2017, methodperformance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects, P.C. professional
judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did not impact the
usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
VOCs & 14-Dioxane
Reported ij;fcoe%nt:&? Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holdingtimes X X
2. Blanks
A. Method blanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Field blanks X
3. Matrixspike(MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogatespikerecoveries X X
8. Instrumentperformance check X X
9. Internal standard retention tinesand areas X X
10.Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’sand %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions— quantreport vs. Form [ X X
13. Field duplicatesRPD X X
VOCs - volatile organic compounds %D - percent difference RREF -relative response factor
%R - percent recovery %RSD - percent relative standard deviation RPD - relative percent difference
Comments:
Performance was acceptable, except the following;
6. The %Rs were below the QC limits for 1,1-dichloroethane and methyl tert-butyl ether in the
LCS. They were qualified as an estimated detection limit (UJ) in the all samples.
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 460-200510
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
VOCs
All samples 1,1-Dichloroethane and uJ The %Rs were below the QC

methyl tert-butyl ether

limits in the LCS

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE:

Donna M.Brown 1/29/2020

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY
SIGNATURE:

Mo ) Jr——
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number:  3150-10
Sample Date(s): January 08, 2020
Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number ~ Water/ 5 (ASMW-1 to-3, EW-1 and -2)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 0
Field Blank/ 1
Equipment Blank/ 2
Analyzing . Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, West Sacramento, CA
Laboratory:
Analyses: Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PFAS): by method 537(modified)
Laboratory 320-57682 Date: 1/27/2020
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes  Required

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

il B Rl Pl Bl o
T el Pl ool Pl P o

T BB P e el e P

=

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
PFAS
Reported Plzzfcc:;ntaakt)llze Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holdingtimes X X
2. Blanks
A. Methodblanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Field & Equipmentblanks X X
3. Matrixspike(MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogatespikerecoveries X X
8. Instrumentperformance check X
9. Internal standard retention timesand areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’sand %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions— quantreport vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicatesRPD X

VOCs - volatile organic compounds
%R - percent recovery

%D - percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

%RSD - percent relative standard deviation

RREF -relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference

Pages

O:\Archive\Jobs\ HazWaste\ Jobs 3000-39993 150 (NY SDEC)8 150-10 (Franklin)\Data Validation\wat 57682 010820docx 2/3




— D&B ENGINEERS
N AND
| ARCHITECTS, PC.

DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 320-57682
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
PFAS

No qualification of the data
was necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: Donna M. Brown  1/28/2020

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY /(Q\«\—w\ Iy, _

SIGNATURE:
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DATA VALIDATION CHECKLIST

Project Name: Franklin Cleaners aka Hempstead
Project Number:  3150-10
Sample Date(s): January 08, 2020
Sample Team: EAR
Matrix/Number  Water/ 4 (ASMW+4 to-7)
of Samples: Field Duplicate/ 1 (ASMW-6 = ASMWX)
Field Blank/0
Equipment Blank/ 0
Analyzing . Eurofins TestAmerica Laboratories, West Sacramento, CA
Laboratory:
Analyses: Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances (PFAS): by method 537(modified)
Laboratory 320-57684 Date: 1/27/2020
Report No:

ANALYTICAL DATA PACKAGE DOCUMENTATION
GENERAL INFORMATION
Performance
Reported Acceptable Not
No Yes No Yes  Required

Sample results

Parameters analyzed

Method of analysis

Sample collection date

Laboratory sample received date

Sample analysis date

Copy of chain-of-custody form signed by
Lab sample custodian

8. Narrative summary of QA or sample

problems provided
QA - quality assurance

il B Rl Pl Bl o
T el Pl ool Pl P o

T BB P e el e P

=

Comments:

The data packages have been reviewed in accordance with the NYSDEC 6/05 ASP Quality Assurance/
Quality Control (QA/QC) requirements. A validation was conducted on the data package and any
applicable qualification of the data was determined using the USEPA National Functional Guidelines of
Organic Data Review, January 2017, method performance criteria, and D&B Engineers and Architects,
P.C. professional judgment. The qualification of data discussed within this data validation checklist did
not impact the usability of the sample results.
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ORGANIC ANALYSES
PFAS
Reported Plzzfcc:;ntaakt)llze Not
No Yes No Yes Required
1. Holdingtimes X X
2. Blanks
A. Methodblanks X X
B. Trip blanks X
C. Field & Equipmentblanks X X
3. Matrixspike(MS) %R X X
4. Matrix spike duplicate (MSD) %R X X
5. MS/MSD precision (RPD) X X
6. Laboratory control sample (LCS) %R X X
7. Surrogatespikerecoveries X X
8. Instrumentperformance check X
9. Internal standard retention timesand areas X X
10. Initial calibration RRF’s and %RSD’s X X
11. Continuing calibration RRF’sand %D’s X X
12. Transcriptions— quantreport vs. Form | X X
13. Field duplicatesRPD X

VOCs - volatile organic compounds
%R - percent recovery

%D - percent difference

Comments:
Performance was acceptable.

%RSD - percent relative standard deviation

RREF -relative response factor
RPD - relative percent difference
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DATA VALIDATION AND

QUALIFICATION SUMMARY Laboratory Numbers: 320-57684
Sample ID Analyte(s) Qualifier Reason(s)
PFAS

No qualification of the data
was necessary.

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY & DATE: Donna M. Brown  1/28/2020

VALIDATION PERFORMED BY /(Q\«\—w\ Iy, _

SIGNATURE:
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