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January 4, 2011

NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
At SUNY

50 Circle Road

Stony Brook, New York 11794

Attention: Mr. Jamie Ascher

Re: Annual Report
December 2010 Groundwater, Soil Vapor & Indoor Air Monitoring Results
The Citizens Development Company / Flower Fashion Site (the Site)
47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, New York

Dear Mr. Ascher:

In accordance with our Site Management Plan (SMP), attached is a copy of the Annual
Groundwater, Soil Vapor & Indoor Air Monitoring Report and Certification (the Report) for the
above-referenced Site. This document follows the Department's new “Periodic Review Report
General Guidance” outline included in the NYSDEC'’s 45 — Day Reminder Notice. It also includes
a signed Institutional and Engineering Controls Certification Form.

The findings presented in this Report indicate that the remedial activities completed remain
effective in reducing the concentrations of perchloroethene (PCE) in the groundwater, soil vapor
and indoor air at the Site and in the basements of the adjacent buildings. As described in detail
within our Report, we recommend the following for this Site:

o During December 2010, a third post-remediation soil boring was installed in the
northeastern portion of the rear yard (Figure 8). The PCE level at the 4 to 6 foot depth
was 3.0 uk/kg, significantly less than the TAGM standard. In accordance with the SMP,
we request permission to convert the SVE system to an SSD system by replacing the
current blower with a smaller and more energy efficient fan as outlined in the SMP.

e Based on the historical analytical results from well MW-4, we request permission to
terminate the program of annual groundwater monitoring at this Site.

o Lastly, we recommend that the program of indoor air monitoring and inspection of the
SSD system continue on an annual basis in accordance with the SMP.

17 Dupont Street, Plainview, NY 11803 m Tel. 516.576.8844 m Fax. 516.576.0093 m www.carichinc.com
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If there are any questions regarding this Report, please do not hesitate to call our Office.

CCl

Sincerely,
CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC.

Eric A. Weinstock
Vice President

Rosalie K. Rusinko, Esq., NYSDEC-Tarrytown
Charlotte Biblow, Esq., Farrell Fritz

Sal Panico, Cord Meyer Development, LLC
Jacgueline Nealon, NYSDCH
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Periodic Review Report (PRR) — December 2010
Citizen Development Company /Flower Fashion Site
47 Northern Boulevard
Great Neck, New York
NYSDEC Site # 1-30-070

1.0 infroduction

The Citizen Development Corp./Fashion Flower (CDC/FF) site (the Site), located at 47 Northern
Boulevard in Great Neck, New York (Figure 1), is currently occupied by an AT&T cellular
telephone store, Previous tenants of this Property were: a Cingular cellular telephone store; a
florist; and a dry cleaner. For the purposes of this document, the contaminant of concern is
tetrachloroethene (a.k.a perchloroethene or “PCE") which is a remnant of the operation of the
former dry cleaner. The media that were impacted included soil, soil vapor, groundwater and
indoor air.

A. Nature & Extent of Contamination and Remedial History

During the 1980's and 1990’s, a series of investigative and remedial activities including soil
borings, well installations & sampling, soil vapor surveys, soil excavation, soil vapor extraction
(SVE) system and groundwater pump & treat systems were employed at the CDC/FF Site to
address a release of the dry cleaning chemical perchloroethene and its degradation products.
During the 2000’s, this was followed by a sub-slab depressurization (SSD) system below the
building, an additional soil vapor survey, a second soil removal effort, a program of in-situ
chemical oxidation, the operation of a second SVE system and the installation of additional
monitoring wells,

As displayed in the chronologic tabulation included in Section 2 of this report, this Site has a long
history of environmental investigative and remedial activities. A list of references for the work
performed is included at the end of this Report. For the purposes of this periodic review, this
Report will focus on the most recent investigative and remedial effort as outlined in the Site
Management Plan (SMP) (Ref 12). These are; in-situ chemical oxidation, operation of an SVE
system in the rear of the Property; operation of the SSD system below the building, and post
remediation groundwater and indoor air monitoring.

B. Effectiveness of Remedial Program

The effectiveness of the corrective actions implemented at this Site has been evaluated by
reviewing data collected regarding the following components of the remedial program. These are
discussed in detail in Section 3 of this Report.

In-Situ Chemical Oxidation — The last in-situ chemical oxidation application was applied during the
summer of 2006. Based on the results of the monitoring wells downgradient of the application
Site, this remedial effort is deemed to have been effective. Well MW-4 (the well that has
historically had the highest PCE levels at the Site), contained PCE at a concentration of 7.1 ug/l
during the December 2010 sampling round, just slightly above the groundwater standard of 5.0
ugft.
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Operation of the SVE System in the Rear of the Property — The SVE system has remained in
operation from January 2005 to the present. The new shallow SVE wells were installed during the
summer of 2009. Over that period of time, it has been effective in reducing the concentration of
remnant PCE soil vapors below the rear portion of the Property. The mttual PCE concentration in
the untreated or “raw” soil vapor in January 2005 was 540,000 ug/m®. During the December
2010 sampling round, this was reduced to 4,342 ug/m®.

Qperation of the SSD System Below the Building — The operation of the SSD fan is checked on a
regular basis. No operational problems have been reported during 2010. Based on the resuits of
the indoor air samples collected in the AT&T store, the SSD system is deemed to have been

effective and protective.

Post Remediation Groundwater and Indoor Air Monitoring — The results of the groundwater and
indoor air monitoring program are discussed in Sections 2 and 3 of this Report. The groundwater
PCE results are either below, or only slightly above groundwater standards in all of the sampled
wells. The indoor air PCE results are also either below, or only slightly above State background
levels. As such, the Groundwater and Indoor Air Monitoring program is deemed to have been
effective and protective.

C. Compliance

The Site is currently in compliance with the Site Management Plan (SMP)

D. Recommendations

* During December 2010, a third post-remediation soil boring was installed in the
northeastern portion of the rear yard (Figure 6). The PCE level at the 4 to 6 foot depth
was 3.0 uk/kg, significantly less than the TAGM standard. In accordance with the SMP,
we request permission to convert the SVE system to an SSD system by replacing the
current blower with a smaller and more energy efficient fan as outlined in the SMP.

s Based on the historical analytical results from well MW-4, we request permission to
terminate the program of annual groundwater monitoring at this Site.

e Lastly, we recommend that the program of indoor air monitoring and inspection of the
SSD system continue on an annual basis in accordance with the SMP.

2.0 Site Overview
A. Chronology of Investigative and Remedial Activities

During the 1980's and 1990’s, a series of investigative and remedial activities including soil
borings, well installations & sampling, soil vapor surveys, soil excavation, soil vapor extraction
(SVE) system and groundwater pump & treat systems were employed at the CDC/FF Site to
address a release of the dry cleaning chemical perchloroethene and its degradation products.
During the 2000's, this was followed by a sub-slab depressurization (SSD) system below the
building, an additional soil vapor survey, a second soil removal effort, a program of in-situ
chemical oxidation, the operation of a second SVE system and the installation of additional
monitoring wells.
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As displayed in the chronologic tabulation below, this Site has a long history of environmental
investigative and remedial activities. A list of references for the work performed is included at the
end of this Report.

A chronology of the Site activities is presented in the following tabulation.

Action Time Period
Initial subsurface investigations 1983 - 1984
Initial sail removal action in northwest corner of Property 1984
Operation of the initial SVE and groundwater pump and treat systems 1986 — 1990
Post remediation groundwater monitoring 1990 - Present
Instaliation and operation of a SSD system below the building 2002 — Present
Post remediation indoor air monitoring 2002 — Present
Performance of a second soil vapor survey 2003
Second soll removal action in northeast corner of Property 2004
Application of in-situ chemical oxidation in rear of Property 2004 — 2006
installation of additional deep monitoring wells 2005
Operation of second SVE system 2005 — Present
Preparation of a Site Management Plan 2006
Performance of post-remediation borings 2009
Installation of two new shallow SVE wells 2009
Performance of additional post-remediation borings 2010
B. Nature and Extent of Contamination

As the source of contamination was the operation of a former dry cleaning facility, the contaminant
of concern is tetrachioroethene (a.k.a perchioroethene, PCE or "Perc”) which is the trade name
for dry cleaning fluid. The media that were impacted included soil, soil vapor, groundwater and
indoor air. The extent of contamination in each of these media is discussed below.

Soil -~ Two known areas of soil contamination existed below the rear of the Property in the past as
shown on Figure 2. One portion of contaminated soil located below the northwest portion of the
property was removed in 1984 under the oversight of the Nassau County Department of Health,

A second soil removal action was performed in the northeast portion of the Property in 2004 under
the oversight of the NYSDEC (Ref. 8). This was followed in-situ treatments with permanganate, a
chemical oxidant, followed by the operation of a SVE system (Ref. 9).
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Soil Vapor — In the past, elevated PCE levels were measured in the rear of the Property. During
2004, concentrations as high as 2,400,000 ug/m® of PCE were recorded in the rear yard of the
Property. Since that time, a soil removal effort followed by chemical oxidation treatment and the
operation of an SVE system have been employed. The concentration of PCE in the exhaust of
the SVE system during our December 2010 sampling event was 4,342 ug/m®, a sngnlficant
improvement since the 2004 sample collection. The historical results of the VOCs detected in the
exhaust of the SVE system are included on Table 3 and the location of the SVE system is shown
on Figure 3.

Indoor Air Quality — Indoor air sampling was initiated in 2002. Samples were collected from the
basement and ground floor level of 47 Northern Bivd.; the basement of 56 Northern Bivd.; the
ground floor level of 45 Northern Blvd. {(an adjoining strip-type shopping center which has no
basement); and from a designated outdoor sampling point. PCE was detected above the
NYSDOH background fevel of 10 ug/m’ and action level of 100 ug/m® in both 47 and 55 Northern
Bivd locations during the initial 2002 sampling event. Results decreased after the SSD and SVE
systems were placed into operation. During the December 2010 sampling event, the PCE levels
at all locations were below the NYSDOH action level. Two samples in the basement of 55
Northern Bivd. were slightly above the NYSDOH background level. The historical results of PCE
detected in the indoor air are included on Table 4, and the sample locations are shown on Figure
4.

Groundwater — A series of groundwater wells had been installed at the Site. Wells MW-1A, 18,
1C, and 1D are all upgradient water table monitoring wefls. These have historically shown low,
but measurable, levels of PCE entering the Property. The historical results of VOCs detected in
the Site well MW-4 are included on Table 1, and the well locations are shown on Figure 5.

Wells MW-2, 3, 4 are downgradient water table monitoring wells located along the northern
boundary of the Site. In the past, these have contained PCE levels in the range of 100 to 1,000
ug/t with well MW-4 displaying the highest concentrations. Since the completion of the chemical
oxidation program, the PCE levels decreased significantly. In fact, during the December 2009
sampling round, the PCE concentrations in wells MW-2 and 3 were 2.0 ug/l and 0.85 ug/l. Well
MW-4, the well that has historically had the highest PCE levels at the site, contained 7.1 ug/l in
December 2010, just slightly above the groundwater standard of 5.0 ug/l. (Well MW-4 is currently
the only well sampled in the annual monitoring program.)

A series of multi-depth monitoring wells were installed in the area of MW-4. These are identified
as MW-4(75) which is 75 feet deep, MW-4(90) which is 90 feet deep, and MW-4D which is 146
feet deep. During the December 2009 monitoring event, PCE was not detected in the water
samples from any of these wells.

There were also a series of off-site wells installed for this Site. These are identified as weils MW-
5, 6, 7, 8 and 10. The off-site wells were last sampled in 2005, At that time, the PCE detections
were all relatively low, between 1 and 13 ug/l.

3.0 Evaluation of Remedy Performance, Effectiveness and Protectiveness

For the purposes of our periodic review, this report will evaluate the most recent investigative and
remedial effort as outlined in the SMP. These are: in-situ chemical oxidation; operation of an SVE
system in the rear of the Property; operation of the SSD system below the building, and post
remediation groundwater and indoor air monitoring.

In-Situ_Chemical Oxidation — Permanganate is a strong oxidizer that has a long history of
application for the control of odors at wastewater treatment plants. The application of
permanganate directly to subsurface soils and groundwater has been proven successful for the
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remediation of PCE. Once in contact with PCE, the permanganate converts the contaminant to
harmless by-products as shown below:

2NaMnO4 + C2HCH4 — 2C02 + 2Mn0O2 + 2H+ + 2Na- +4Cl —

(Permanganate + Perchloroethene — Carbon Dioxide Gas + Manganese Dioxide + Hydrogen
fons + Sodium ions + Chiorine ions)

During the Fall of 2004, liquid permanganate was applied to a series of 27 shallow injection points
and two water table injection points located in the rear of the Property.  Additional applications of
permanganate were applied to the water table injection points during the Summers of 2005 and
2006 (Ref 9).

The monitoring wells downgradient of the permanganate application site, wells MW-2, 3 and 4,
were monitored periodically after the application program. The PCE levels in these wells have
declined as a result of this treatment. During the December 2010 sampling round, the PCE
concentrations in wells MW-2 and 3 were 2.0 ug/l and 0.85 ug/l. Well MW-4, the well that has
historically had the highest PCE levels at the Site, contained 7.1 ugll, jUS't slightly above the
groundwater standard of 5.0 ug/l.

Based on these results, the chemical oxidation program is deemed to have been effective and
protective.

Operation of the SVE System in the Rear of the Property ~ After the permanganate application

program was completed an SVE system was placed in the northeast portion of the rear yard fo
remove the remnant PCE vapors that were not addressed by the soil removal and in-situ chemical
oxidation programs. The SVE system for this Site includes three shallow horizontal SVE wells
installed in the backfilied excavation area. Five of the shallow permanganate injection points were
also converted in SVE wells. A description of the SVE system is included in Reference 9.

The SVE system has remained in operation from January 2005 to the present except for periodic
repairs. Over that period of time, it has been effective in reducing the concentration of remnant
PCE soil vapors below the rear portion of the Property. The mitlal PCE concentration in the
untreated or "raw” soil vapor in January 2005 was 540,000 ug/m®. During the December 2010
sampling round, this was reduced {o 4,342 ug/m>.

With respect to termination of the SVE system, the SMP states that once the levels of total VOCs
in the SVE wells decreases to a near constant or asymptotic concentration, operation of the
system will be suspended. In addition it states that three soil borings will then be placed in the
rear yard. Soil samples will be collected at a level of 3 to 4 feet below grade in the native soil
below the imported fill and analyzed for halogenated volatile organics. If the concentration of PCE
and its degradation products in these samples do not exceed the NYSDEC TAGM (Ref 11)
Cleanup Objectives, the SVE blower will be replaced with a smaller SSD biower.

Three post-remediation soil borings were installed in the rear of the Property (Ref. 13). in 2009,
the soil samples in two of these borings were below the TAGM. Two new shaflow SVE wells were
installed later that year in the area of the third boring, the boring that exceeded the TAGM (Ref.
14). The boring in the third location was re-instalied and tested for VOCs in March 2010 {Ref. 15)
and December 2010. The results of the December sample analysis are included on Tabile 2 and
were significantly below the TAGM levels, Therefore, we recommend that the SVE blower be
replaced with a more energy efficient SSD fan as outlined in the SMP.

Operation of the SSD System Below the Building — The operation of the SSD fan is checked on a
regular basis. No operationa! problems have been reported during 2010.
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Based on the results of the indoor air samples collected in the AT&T store, the SSD system is
deemed to have been effective and protective.

Post Remediation Groundwater and Indoor Air Monitoring — The results of the groundwater and
indoor air monitoring program are discussed in Section 2 of this Report and documented in
Reference 7. The groundwater PCE results are only slightly above groundwater standards. The
indoor air sample PCE results are also either below or only slightly above State background
levels. The concentration of PCE at 65 Northern Bivd. increased slightly during 2007-2008 while
the blower was temporarily out of operation, but have since decreased to near background levels,

Based on these resuits, we believe the remedy and the post remediation monitoring program have
been effective and protective. Furthermore, we request that the groundwater monitoring portion
of this program be terminated as the results past sampling rounds have demonstrated that the
remedy was successful.

4.0 Institutional Controls/Engineering Controls {IC/EC) Pian Compliance

A, Requirements and Compliance

Institutional Controls — Two institutional controls have been implemented for the site: 1) a deed
restriction; and 2) groundwater beneath the Site cannot be used for potable or industrial purposes
without treatment unless first obtaining permission to do so from NYSDEC. The deed notification
has been filed, and the groundwater beneath the Site is not being used for potable or industrial
purposes.

Engineering Controls — SVE and SSD systems were constructed and operate at the Site as
engineering controls. The SMP includes provisions to convert the SVE system to a second SSD
system which will remain in operation as part of the remedy. The SVE and SSD systems are
performing properly as described in Section 3 of this Report.

B. Certification

An annual inspection of the Site is performed, and an Annual Certification is provided to the
NYSDEC as required in the SMP.

5.0 Monitoring Plan Compliance

The following monitoring programs are described in the SMP and include: groundwater
monitoring, soil vapor monitoring, and indoor air quality monitoring.

5.1 Groundwater Monitoring

Groundwater at this Site is monitored on an annual basis and includes the sampling and analysis
of groundwater from monitoring of wells MW-1A, 1C, 2, 3, 4, 4(75), 4(90) and 4D. All groundwater
samples, including the required QA/QC samples, are delivered under chain-of-custody control
overnight to NYS-certified Laboratory and analyzed for volatile organic compounds (EPA Method
8260) in accordance with NYSDEC ASP Category B deliverables. The results of the December
2040 monitoring round are included on Table 1.

Termination Criteria - The SMP states that the groundwater monitoring program will be terminated
after groundwater standards are achieved or NYSDEC indicates monitoring is no longer required.
Based on the December 2010 data, we request permission to terminate the groundwater
monitoring program at this Site.
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5.2 Soil Vapor

Confirmatory soil vapor samples from the SVE system are collected on a semi-annual basis using
a Summa® air sample canister.  This sample is collected from a sample port located before the
carbon treatment unit, and analyzed in accordance with USEPA TO-15 methodology. The SMP
states that once the levels of total VOCs in the SVE wells decrease {o a near constant or
asymptotic concentration, operation of the system will be suspended. The December 2009
monitoring round results are included on Table 9.

Termination Criteria - Three soil borings will then be placed in the rear yard. Soil samples will be
collected at a level of 3 to 4 feet below grade in the native soil below the imported fill, and
analyzed for halogenated volatile organics. [f the concentration of PCE and its degradation
products in these samples do not exceed the NYSDEC TAGM (Ref. 11) Cleanup Objectives, the
SVE blower will be replaced with a smaller SSD blower.

Three soil borings were installed in 2009. Two of the three soil borings revealed soil PCE
concentrations below TAGM values. In the summer of 2009, two new shallow SVE wells were
instalied. The soil from 4 to 6 feet in the location of the third boring was resampled in December
2010 and the results are now below TAGM levels. Therefore, we request permission fo convert
the SVE system to an SSD system as outlined in the SMP.

53 Sub-Slab Depressurization System

Monitoring of the SSD system will consist of checking to confirm that the SSD blowers are
operating. A field technician visited the Site in June and December and confirmed that there was
a flow of air out of the SSD system and that the blower was functioning.

Termination Criteria -The SSD systems will be terminated when monitoring of the indoor air
confirms that there are no impacts to the indoor quality of the Cingular store (now an AT&T store)
and the 3 adjoining stores after the SSD blowers have been turned off for a period of 30 days
during winter conditions.

54 Indoor Air Quality

Indoor air samples were collected at the following locations on an annual basis during the winter
heating season.

BUILDING SAMPLE LOCATION & IDENTIFICATION
CDC/FF Site (Cingular Store) Ground Floor and Basement
47 Northern Blvd. {Sample ID: PDM-1 and PDM-2)
Health Nut Store No longer sampled
45 Northern Blvd.
Cambridge Educational Center Basement (waiting room and NW Test Center)
55 Northern Blvd. {Sample ID: PDM-4 and PDM-5)
Qutdoor Ambient Air Behind Site Building

{Sample I1D: PDM-6)

New 3M sampling badges were brought out to the Site and exposed for a period of approximately
24-hours. The samples were analyzed by ELAP-approved Galson Laboratories for the analysis of
PCE. Monitoring of the indoor air quality at locations PDM-1 through 2 and 4 through 6 will
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continue as long as the soil vapor extraction and sub-slab depressurization systems are in
operation or the NYSDEC indicates monitoring is no lenger required.

During the December 2010 sampling event, the PCE levels at all locations were below the
NYSDOH action level. Two samples in the basement of 55 Northern Blvd. was slightly above the
NYSDOH background level. The December 2010 monitoring round results are included on Table
4,

Termination Criteria - Once the air quality in the Cingular store (now an AT&T store) and the three
adjoining stores remams at or below the established NYS background level for PCE (which is
currently 10 ug/m ) during one round of sampling during the winter heating season with the SSD
system turned off for a period of 30 days, the indoor air monitoring program will be terminated and
the Site will be eligible for delisting from the Registry.

6.0 Operations & Maintenance Plan Compliance

Currently there are two mechanisms in place at the Site that continue to control subsurface soil
vapor contamination. These include a SVE system and a sub-slab depressurization system. The
components of these are described in Section 4 of this Report

6.1 SVE system

The following operations and maintenance procedures apply to the individual components of the
SVE system and were employed during 2010

SVE Blower

Monthly

+ Check the vacuum gauge at the inlet and record vaiue.

s Clean the inside and outside of the cocling fan.

Moisture Knock-Out Drum

« The water level in the drum should be checked cnce a month. Turn off the power to the
blower, place a container in front of the drain valve at the bottom of the drum and open the
drain valve. If water flows out of the drum, the drum should be drained and the water stored
in a suitable plastic container with a water-tight lid. The system can then be restarted.
Contact CA RICH to arrange for the proper disposal of the water.

+ The moisture knock-out drum contains an air filter to prevent sediment from entering the
blower. The filter should be checked every six months or after a significant increase in the

measured vacuum at the inlet to the blower is observed. The filter element should be either
cleaned or replaced depending on the condition of the slement.

Vacuum Relief Valve

» There are no periodic maintenance procedures recommended by the manufacturer.
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Carbon Canisters

« The sampling ports on the discharge side of the blower (after the carbon filtration units)
should be monitored quarterly using a Photo-lonization Detector (PID) such as a MiniRae®
2000 and the values recorded. Once the meter indicates breakthrough of the carbon, CA
RICH should be contacted to arrange for reptacement of the carbon unit(s).

+ There are no periodic maintenance procedures recommended by the manufacturer.
6.2 Sub-Slab Depressurization System

Currently, there is a Sub-Slab Depressurization (SSD) system operating in the basement of the
existing building. The system consists of a perforated pipe buried beneath the basement floor
that is connected to a Fantech® low pressure SSD blower that exhausts extracted soil vapor at a
rate of approximately 150 cfm. Indoor air quality tests currently indicate that this system is
effectively controlling any PCE vapors inside the building.

Operations & Maintenance procedures that apply to the Fantec® low pressure blower includes a
physical inspection of the blower to confirm that air is being discharged and that the fan is
operating. These inspection were performed during 2010.

7.0 Overall Periodic Review Report Conclusions and Recommendations

The corrective actions implemented at this Site has been evaluated by reviewing data collected at
the Site, and they are deemed to be effective and proteclive.

+ Based on the results of the monitoring wells downgradient of the application site, the In-
Situ Chemical Oxidation remedial effort is deemed to have been effective. Well MW-4,
(the well that has historically had the highest PCE levels at the site), contained PCE at a
concentration of 7.1 ug/l during the December 2010 sampling round, just slightly above
the groundwater standard of 5.0 ug/l. Based on the historical analytical resuits, we
request permission to terminate the program of annual groundwater monitoring at this site

« During 2009, three post-remediation soif borings were installed. The PCE levels in two of
those borings were less than the TAGM levels. Since that time, two additional SVE wells
have been installed at the Site. The soil from 4 to 6 feet in the location of the third boring
was resampled in December 2010 and the results are now below TAGM levels. In
accordance with the SMP, we request permission to convert the SVE system to a smaller
and more energy efficient SSD system as outlined in the SMP.

e The operation of the existing SSD fan is checked on a regular basis. No operational
problems have been reported during 2010. Based on the results of the indoor air
samples collected in the AT&T store, the SSD system is deemed to have been effective
and protective. No modifications to the SSD system are recommended at this time.

» Lastly, we recommend that the program of indoor air monitoring and inspection of the
SSD system continue on an annual basis in accordance with the SMP.
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Bilco Doors

Site Building

POST REMEDIATION BORING LOCATIONS
CHAIN LINK FENCE

(/:) SOIL EXCAVATION AREA

SEE TABLE 2 FOR RESULTS OF SOIL SAMPLES
FROM BORINGS PRB-3, 1A, AND 1B

CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC,

Certified Groundwater and Environmental Specialists
17 Dupont Street, Plainview, New York 11803

TITLE: DATE:
Post Remediation l 1/5/2010
. . SCALE:
Boring locations As Shown
FIGURE: DRAWN BY:
CDC/FLOWER FASHION STM.
S 47 NORTHERN 8LVD
20094 GREAT NECK, NY 11020 EAW
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Table 2
Summary of VOCs in Soll Samples
CDEC/FF Site, Great Neck, New York

Sample Number PRB-03 {4-6) PRB-01A PRB-1B (4-6)
Boring Description] 3rd boring from initia Re-sampling adjacent to 3rd Re-sampling adjacent to 3rd boring
sampling effort boring from initial sampling effort from initial sampling effort NYSDEC
Depth in Feet 4106 4106 4106 TAGM™
Date 6/9/2008 3/24/2010 121212010 Standard
Units ug/Kg ug/Kg ug/Kg ug/Kg
1,1 Dichloroethansf < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1,1 Dichloroethene} < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1,1-Dichloropropene; < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
1,2 Dibromoethane} < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1,2 Dichiorobenzene (V)| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1,2 Dichloroathane} < 1,100 < 6 < 12 NA
1,2 Dichlorcpropane} < 1,100 < 3] < 58 NA
1,3 Dichiorobenzens (v)j < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1,3-Dichlorcpropane; < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1.4 Dichlorobenzene (v)| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
11% Trichloreethanef < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
1112 Tetrachlorcethane| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
412 Trichlorcethane} < 1,100 < B < 5.8 NA
1122Tetrachloreethane} < 1,100 < & < 5.8 NA
123-Trichlorobenzene} < 1,100 < 6 < 5.5 NA
123-Trichlorepropane| < 1,100 < 5 < 5.8 NA
124-Trichlorobenzene (V)| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
124-Trimethylbenzena} < 1,100 < 51 < 5.8 NA
135-Trimethylbenzene} < 1,100 < B < 5.8 NA
2,2-Dichloropropane} < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
2.Chlorctciuene} < 1,100 < 3] < 58 NA
4-Chlorctctuene} < 1,100 < B < 5.8 NA
Acetone} < 11,000 < &0 < 5.8 NA
Benzene} < 1,100 < [ < 5.8 NA
Bromobenzeng| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
Bromochlorocmethane} < 1,100 < B < 58 NA
Bromodichloromethane} < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
Bromoformf < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
c-1,2-Dichloreethenef < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
c-1,3Dichlorepropenat < 1,100 < 5 < 5.8 NA
Carbon Tetrachloridef < 1.100 < 51 < 5.8 NA
Chiorobenzene| < 1,100 < [} < 5.8 NA
Chlorodibromemethanef < 1,100 < <] < 5.8 NA
Chloroform| < 1,100 < & < 5.8 NA
DBCP] < 1,100 < 8 < 5.8 NA
Dibromamethane| < 1,100 < & < 5.8 NA
Ethyl Benzenef < 1,100 < [+ < 5.8 NA
Hexachlorcbutadiena| < 1,100 < 8 < 5.8 NA
Iscpropylbenzene| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
m+ p Xylene| < 2,300 < 12 < 5.8 NA
Methylene Chloride| < 1,100 < [ < 5.5 NA
n-Propylbenzene| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
Naphthalene(v)| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
o Xylene} < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
p-isopropyltolueng| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
sec-Butylbenzene} < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
Styrene| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
t-1,2-Dichioroethene} < 1,100 < B < 5.8 NA
t-1,3Dichloropropene} < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA
tert-Butylbenzene| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
Tetrachloroethene 4,500,000 8,700 3.0 1,400
Toluene| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
Trichloroethene| < 1,100 < 8 < 5.8 NA
Trichioroflucromethane| < 1,100 < 6 < 58 NA
Vinyl Chloride| < 1,100 < 6 < 5.8 NA

Notes: < = |less than or not detected
NA = Not applicable as constituent is not detected
*= NYSDEC (Jan. 24, 1994), Technical & Adminisirative Guidance
Memorandum: Determination of Scil Cleanup Cbjectives and Cleanup Levets.
** = NYSDEC (Dec. 14, 2006} DER Part 375 Table 375-6.8(b) Restricted Use
Soil Cleanup Cbjectives
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Table 4
Citizens Development Co./Flower Fashion Site
Summary of Perchloroethene Indoor Air Readings
Units - ug/im3

Sample # PDM-1 PDM-2 PDM-3 PDM-4 PDM-5 PDM-6*

Location: Cingular/AT&T Cingular/AT&T Health Nut 55 No. Bivd. 55 No. Bivd. Outdoors
NW test rm. Reception
Level: (Ground Fl.)  (Downstairs) (Ground Fl.} (Downstairs) (Downstairs) NA

Date
11/20/02 120 280 NA 170 150 7
12/02/03 27 18 4 47 47 6.4
06/15/04 22 27 6.6 39 39 10
12/17/04 47 52 55 70 91 26
06/23/05 4.5 8.3 1.4 8.8 10 57
12/13/05 25 1.8 <0.5 6.2 6.2 <0.5
12/04/06 23 1.4 <1.4 9.7 8.9 <1.4
12127/07 8.5 34 2.0 59 48 16
02/06/08 52 3.0 26 22 48 6.1
03/27/08 NA NA NA 21 17 3
04/29/08 NA NA NA 29 34 7.1
05/29/08 NA NA NA 14 17 11
12/05/08 3.1 2.0 <1 19 1 2.9
12117109 <1 <1 NA 30 32 <1
12402/10 2 3.1 NA 40 37 <1
Notes:

1-AT&T store now known as Cingular

2-Subslab venting system in basement of AT&T installed during the Spring of 2002
3-SVE system in rear yard instalted January 2005

4-November 20, 2002 samples collected and analyzed by NYSDOH

5-December 27, 2007 - SVE system shut down for unknown time period (<1 month)
6-January 25, 2008 - SVE repairs completed and system restarted

7- Additonal SVE wells added during August 2009

* - Outdoor air sample NA - Not Analyzed

See attached Figure 4 for sample locations

H:/Projects/CDC-FFitables & graphs/IAQ.wk4
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Enclosure 1 : l
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION e
Site Management Petlodic Review Raport Notlce 4

Institutional and Engineering Controls Gertification Form

Site Details Box 1
Site No, 130070
Site Name Citizens Development Go.
Site Address: 47 Northern Bpulevard Zip Code: 11020
Clty/Town: Great Neck
County: Nassat!
Allowable Use(s) {if applicable, does not address local zoning): industrial
Site Acreage: 1.0
Box 2
Verification of Site Detalls
YES NO
1, Are the Site Dstalls above, correct? K o
If NO, are changes hendwritten abave or included on a separate shest? 0
2. Has some or all of the sile propery been sold, subdivided, merged, of undergons & '
tax map amendment since the initlal/last certification? ' ] 'y(
If YES, Is documentation or evidence that documentation has been previously
submitted Included with this certification? O
3. Have any federal, stale, and/or local permits {a.g., bullding, discharge} been issued
far or at the property since the initial/last certification? g K
I} YES, Is documsiHation (or evidence that documentation has been previcusly
submitted) included with this certification? |
4. [f use of the site is restricted, is the curent uss of the site sonstsient with those
restrictions? ﬁ( 0
[f NO, Is an explanation included with this certification? I
5. For non-slgnificant-threat Brownfleld Cleanup Program Sites subject to ECL 27-1415.7(c),
has any new Information revealed that assumptions mads In the Qualitative Exposure
Assessment regarding offsite contamination are no longer valid? 0O G
If YES, Is the new information or evidence that new information has been previousty
* submitted included with this Certification? : O
6. For non-significant-threat Brownfleld Cleanup Program Sites subject to ECL 27-1415.7(c),
stlf valid {(must be

are tha assumptions in the Qualitative Exposure Assessment
certifiad evary flve years)? 0 O




SITE NO. 130070 Box 3

Description of Institutional Controls.

Parcel " Institutionel Gontrol

8_B L Image: 0020051202

Degision Document
Ground Water Use Restriction

' Box 4
Description of Engineering Gontrols

Enginesring Gonfrol

FParcel

8_B_L Image: 0020051202
. Vapor Mitigation

Attach documentation if IG/ECs cannet be certified or why IC/ECs are no longer applicahle.
{See inskuctions) i

Contro! Description for Site No, 130070

Pareél: 6020051202
The OtJ-2 ROD calls for Institutional contrels In the form of an ervironmental ea
use and continued OME&M of the soil vapor extraction system and the active sub

sement {o restrict groundwater
-slab depressurization system.




Box 5

Periodic Review Report {PRR) Certification Statements

1. | certify by checking °YES" below that:

a) the Periodic Revisw report and ali attachments were prepared under the direciion of, and
reviewed by, the party making the certification; .

knowledge and belief, the work and conclusions described In this cert‘rﬁcatidn
th the raquirements of the site remedial program, and generally accepled
: YES NO

-G

2. [ this site has an IC/EC Plan (or equivalent as required in the Dacision Document), for each [nstitutional
or Englneering control listed In Boxes 3 and/or 4, | certify by checking "YES" below that all of the

following statements are frue:

b} tothebestof my
are in accorgance wi

ntrol andfor Engineering Control(s) employed at this site Is unchanged since the date that the

{a) the Insiltutional Co
st appraved by the Depariment;

Control was put In-place, or was Ia
{b) nothing has ocoﬁrred that would Impalr the ability of such Control, to protect public health and

tha environment;

{c) access to the site will continue to be provided to the Deparimsent, to evaluate the remedy, Including access fo

evaluate the continued maintenance of this Control;

{d) nothing has occutred that would constitute a v[olatfon or failure to comply with the Site Managemént Plan for this

Confrol; and : .

{e) ¥ afinanclat assurance mechanlsm Is required by the oversight document for the site, the mechanism remains valld

and sutfictent for its Intended purpose esteblished In the decurnent.

YES NO
K o
valent as reguirad In the Declsion Document);

3. [ this slte has an Operation and Maintenance (O&M) Plan (or equi

| ceriify by checking “YES® below that the O&M Plan Reguirements {or equivalent as required Inthe
Deslsion Document) are belng met.
¥ O

4, ithis site has a Monitoring Plan {or equivalent as required In the remedy selection document);

| cerilfy by checking "YES® below that the requirements of the Monitoring Plan {or equivalent as reguired
in the Decislon Document) Is being met.
YES NO

X o




o CERTIFICATIONS
SITE NO. 130070
Box 6

SITE OWNER OR DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE SIGNATURE
| certify that all informaflon and slatements It Buxes 2 andfor 4 ere lte, | undsrstand that a false statement
made heralri Is punishable es a Class “AY misdameanor, pursuant fo Section 21045 of the  PenalLaw.

cpc : :
4 ;6’20//:{; Ao EES, Ay

| fc::ﬁf/i’ CHLLES _IlE QuLERS
printnams - oriat buslnsss address ERE
am certifylng as Q ol (:’:_7Q\ (Owiner or Remodla! Party)

for e Slle named In the Site Detalls Section of this form.

)

Siqnature of Owner of Remedal Paily Rendering Cerllfication

IG/EG CERTIFICATIONS
Box 7

NTAL PROFESSIONAL {QEF) SIGNATURE
[ understand that a falsa stalement mada heraln ls

tlon 210,45 of the Penal Lavi,

QUALIFIED ENVIRONME

| cartlfy that ail Infofmation In Boxes 4 and § are rua,
punishable as & Class "A* mlsdemeanor, pursuzgnt to Sec

[ Eric Wein 5'/‘.:9 2 o CARih, 17 m/mi‘“ﬁ‘_:,' Flassviens 45 ey

print buslness eddress

prinf neme
Bwhev

am cartiiying as a Qualliled Envlronmental Professlonal for I

(Owner or Remedial Party) for the Site namad In the Slle Dstalls Sgcllon of ths form,

Signalure of Qualified Environmental Prafassional, for
tha Ownst or Remedlal Party, Rendsring Certification

L
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P remier Environmental Services
e

DATA USABILTY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)
OF THE
CDC FLOWER STATION SITE
GREAT NECK, NEW YORK

ORGANIC ANALYSES IN
AQUEOUS AND NON-AQUEOUS SAMPLES

ACCUTEST LABORATORIES, INC.
DAYTON. NEW JERSEY

LABORATORY REPORT: JA63130

February , 2011

Prepared for
C.A. Rich Consultants, Inc.
Plainview, New York

Prepared by
Premier Environmental Services
2815 Covered Bridge Road
Merrick, New York 11566
(516)223-9761

2815 COVERED BRIDGE ROAD, MERRICK, NEW YORK 11566
(616) 223-9761 » FAX (616) 223-0983



NYS DEC Data Usability Summary Report

DATA VALIDATION FOR: Volatile Organic Analyses
(EPA Method 8260B)

SITE: CDC- Flower Station
Great Neck, NY

CONTRACT LAB: Accutest Laboratories, Inc.
Dayton, New Jersey

LAB REPORT NO.: JA63130

REVIEWER: Renee Cohen

DATE REVIEW COMPLETED: February, 2011

MATRIX: Aqueous and Non-Aqueous

The data validation was performed according to the guidelines in the described in the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation, Division of Environmental Remediation, Guidance for the
Development of Data Usability Summary Reports (DUSR). In addition the data was been reviewed using the
protocol specified in the NYS Analytical Services Protocol (*95).

All data are considered valid and acceptable except those analytes which have been rejected “R”
(unreliable/unusable). Due to various QC problems some analytes may have been qualified with a “J”
(estimated), “N” (presumptive evidence for the presence of the material, “U” (non-detect), or “JN”
(presumptive evidence for the presence of the material at an estimated value) flag. All actions are detailed on
the attached sheets. A copy of the data qualifiers that may be used in this report is located in Appendix A of
this report. Appendix B of this report contains a copy of each sample result page associated with this data
set. When data qualifiers were necessary they have been added to these result pages.

Several factors should be noted for all persons using this data. Persons using this data should be aware that
no result is guaranteed to be accurate even if it has passed all QC tests. The main purpose of this review is to
appropriately qualify outlicrs and to determine whether the results presented meet the specific site/project
criteria for data quality and data use,

This data assessment includes two (2) non-aqueous samples, two (2) aqueous samples, two (2) Field Blank
samples and one (1) Trip Blank sample collected December 2, 2010. The samples associated with this data
set are summarized in Table 1 of this report. All of the samples were delivered to Accutest Laboratories,
located in Dayton, New Jersey. The samples were received at the laboratory on December 3, 2010. All
samples were received in good condition. The samples were analyzed for Volatile Organic Analytes (EPA
Method 8260B) as specified on the Chain of Custody (COC) documentation that accompanied the samples to
the laboratory. A copy of the COC documents asseciated with this data set is located in Appendix C of this
report.



DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)

1. OVERVIEW:

Two (2) non-aqueous,, two (2) aqueous samples, two (2) Field Blank samples and one (1) Trip Blank sample were
submitted to the laboratory for the analyses requested on the Chain of Custody (COC) documentation. The samples
were analyzed for Volatile Organic Analytes using EPA Test Methods for the Evaluation of Solid Waste (SW 846),
Method 8260B. The laboratory reported the Halogenated Volatile Organic Compounds. The laboratory provided a
deliverables package in accordance with the guidelines in the NYSDEC ASP, Rev ‘95, Category B.

2. HOLDING TIME:

The amount of an analyte in a sample can change with time due to chemical instability, degradation,
volatilization, etc. If the specified holding time is exceeded, the data may not be valid. Preserved volatile
organic analyses are required to be analyzed within 10 days of validated time of sample receipt (VTSR) in
accordance with the NYSDEC ASP, Rev ‘95. The technical holding time for properly preserved aqueous and
non-aqueous samples is 14 days from collection.

The aqueous and non-aqueous samples in this data set were analyzed for Volatile Organic Analytes. The samples
and associated QC samples were analyzed within the ten (10) days of VTSR. All sample analyses were completed
by December 9, 2010. The holding times for all analyses associated with this data set were met.

3. SURROGATES:

All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample preparation to evaluate the overall
laboratory performance and the efficicncy of the analytical technique. If the measured surrogate
concentrations are outside the QC limits, qualifiers were applied to the effected samples.

Each sample was spiked with the surrogate compounds Dibromofluoromethane, 1,2-Dichloroethane-d4, 4-
Bromofluorobenzene and Toluene-d8. In-house surrogate recovery limits were reported by the laboratory. The
percent recovery of each surrogate met QC criteria in each of the field samples and QC samples associated with this
data set.

4. MATRIX SPIKE/SPIKE DUPLICATE, MS/MSD:

The MS/MSD data are generated to determine the long term precision and accuracy of the analytical method
in various matrices. The MS/MSD may be used in conjunction with other QC criteria for additional
qualification of data. The laboratory used the in-house generated recovery criteria and RPD (precision) data
for reporting purposes.

Additional sample volume was collected at location MW-4 for MS/MSD analysis. Accutest Laboratories performed
a full component MS/MSD and reported the percent recovery of each target analyte and relative percent difference
on this summary form. A review of the percent recoveries and relative percent differences was performed. 2-
Chloroethylvinyl ether was not detected in either the MS or MSD sample due to the preservation of the VOA vial.
Data was not qualified based on the percent recovery or the RPD of the site specific MS/MSD sample set.

In addition to the site specific MS/MSD analysis was performed on sample PRB-1B (4-6). The matrix spike sample
was fortified with all target analytes. The percent recovery of all target analytes and each RPD met QC criteria.

In addition one (1) Blank Spike sample is associated with each sample batch as required by the method. The Blank
spike sample was fortified with all target analytes. The recover of all analytes in each of the blank spike samples
met QC criteria.



DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)

5. BLANK CONTAMINATION:

Quality assurance (QA) blanks, such as the method, trip, field, or rinse blanks are prepared to identify any
contamination that may have been introduced into the samples during sample preparation or field activity.
Method blanks measure laboratory contamination. Trip blanks measure cross-contamination of samples
during shipment. Field blanks measure cross-contamination of samples during field operations. Samples
are then qualified based on blank contamination when detected.

A) Method Blank contamination

Three (3) aqueous method blank samples are associated with this data set. Each was free from contamination of all
target analytes.

B) Field Blank contamination

One (1) aqueous and one (1) non-aqueous Field Blank sample are reported with set. The non-aqueous sample Field
Blank sample (PRBFB12210) was free from contamination of all target analytes. The aqueous sample Field Blank
sample (MW4FB122110) was free from contamination of all target analytes.

C) Trip Blank contamination

The Trip Blank sample (TRIP BLANK) was free from contamination of all target analytes.



DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)

6. GC/MS CALIBRATION:

Satisfactory instrument calibration is established to ensure that the instrument is capable of producing
acceptable quantitative data. An initial calibration demonstrates that the instrument is capable of giving
acceptable performance at the beginning of an experimental sequence, The continuing calibration verifies
that the instrument is giving satisfactory daily performance. USEPA data validation criteria is the same for
all analytes in both GC/MS Volatile and GC/MS Semivolatile Organic analyses, therefore, all text discussion
is for VOA and SVOA samples analyses.

A) RESPONSE FACTOR

The response factor measures the instrument’s response to specific chemical compounds. USEPA data
review requires that the response factor of all analytes be greater than or equal to 0.05 in both initial and
continuing calibration analyses. A value less than 0.05 indicates a serious detection and quantitation problem
(poor sensitivity), USEPA data validation criteria states that if the minimum RRF criteria are not met in an
initial calibration the positive results are qualified “J”. Non-detect results in the initial calibration with a
RRF <0.05 are qualified “R”, unusable. If RRF criteria is not met in the continuing calibration curve
analysis, affected positive analytes will be qualified “J” estimated. Those analytes not detected are not
qualified. The SW-846 Methods cite specific analytes known as System Performance Check Compounds
(SPCC). Minimum response criteria has been set for these analytes. If the minimum criteria are not met,
analyses must stop and the source of problems must be found and corrected. Data associated with this set has
been reviewed for the criteria in the cited in the EPA Method and the USEPA criteria.

One (1) aqueous initial calibration curve and one (1) non-aqueous calibration curve analysis is associated with this
data set. The laboratory performed an aqueous initial multi-level calibration on December 2, 2010 (Inst. 4D). The
RREF for all target compounds met QC criteria in this initial calibration curve.

One (1) continuing calibration standard is associated with this data set. The response factor for all target analytes
met QC criteria in this continuing calibration standard analysis.

The laboratory performed a non-aqueous initial multi-level calibration on December 1, 2010 (Inst. V). The RRF for
all target compounds.

Two (2) continuing calibration standard is associated with this data set. The response factor for all target analytes
met QC criteria in this continuing calibration standard analysis.



DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)

6. GC/MS CALIBRATION (cont’d):
B) PERCENT RELATIVE STANDARD DEVIATION (RSD) AND PERCENT DIFFERENCE (%D):

Percent RSD is calculated from the initial calibration and is used to indicate the stability of the specific
compound response factor over increasing concentration. Percent D compares the response factor of the
compounds in the continuing calibration standard to the mean response factor (RRF) from the initial
calibration. Percent D is a measure of the instrument's daily performance. Region II data validation criteria
states that the percent RSD of the initial calibration curve must be less than or equal to 30%. The %D must
be <25% in the continuing calibration standard. This criteria has been applied to all target analytes. A value
outside of these limits indicates potential detection and quantitation errors. For these reasons, all positive
results are flagged as estimated, “J” and non-detects may be flagged “UJ”, based on professional judgment.
If %RSD and %D grossly exceed QC criteria (>90%), non-detects data may be qualified “R”, unusable. Data
associated with this set has been reviewed for the criteria in the cited in the USEPA Data Validation
Guidelines.

One (1) aqueous initial calibration curve and one (1) non-aqueous calibration curve analysis is associated with this
data set. The laboratory performed an aqueous initial multi-level calibration on December 2, 2010 (Inst. 4D). The
%RSD of all target compounds met QC criteria in this initial calibration curve.

One (1) continuing calibration standard is associated with this data set. The %Difference/%Dirift for all target
analytes met QC criteria in this continuing calibration standard analysis.

The laboratory performed a non-aqueous initial multi-level calibration on December 1, 2010 (Inst. V). The %RSD
for all target compounds met QC criteria in this initial calibration curve,

Two (2) continuing calibration standard is associated with this data set. The %Difference/%Drift factor for all target
analytes met QC criteria in each of these continuing calibration standard analyses with the exception of that listed
below:

File ID Date of Analysis Analyte %Difference
V110209.D 12/9/10 Bromodichloromethane 26.1
Trans 1,3-Dichloropropene 27.2
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 27.8
Tetrachloroethene 27.0
Dibromochloromethane 26.8
Bromoform 31.0

This continuing calibration standard analysis is associated with the site specific MS/MSD analysis of sample PRB-
1B (4-6). All other non-aqueous samples in this data set were analyzed with the CCV standard V110227.D in which
all %Difference/%Drift criteria were met.



DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)

7. GC/MS MASS SPECTROMETER TUNING:

Tuning and performance criteria are established to ensure adequate mass resolution, proper identification of
compounds, and to some degree, sufficient instrument sensitivity. These criteria are not sample specific.
Instrument performance is determined using standard materials. Therefore, these criteria should be met in
all circumstances. The tuning standard for volatile organics is Bromofluorobenzene (BFB). If the mass
calibration is in error, or missing, all associated data will be classified as unusable, "'R".

All BFB Instrument Tuning criteria were met for these sample analyses.
8. GC/MS INTERNAL STANDARDS PERFORMANCE:

Internal standard (IS) performance criteria ensure that the GC/MS sensitivity and response are stable during
every run. The method recommends that the internal standard area count must not vary by more than a
factor of 2 (-50%to +100%) from the associated continuing calibration standard. The method recommends
that the retention time of the internal standard must not vary more than +30 seconds from the associated
continuing calibration standard. The EPA CLP validation guidelines state that if the area count is outside
the (-50% to +100%) range of the associated standard, all of the positive results for compounds quantitated
using that IS are qualified estimated, “J”, and all non-detects below 50% are qualified “UJ”, non detects
above 100% should not be qualified or “R” if there is a severe loss of sensitivity. The internal standard
evaluation criteria are applied to all field and QC samples.

All samples were fortified with the internal standards Tert Butyl Alcohol-d9, Pentafluorobenzene, 1,4-
Difluorobenzene, Chlorobenzene-d5 and 1,4-Dichlorobenzene-d4. All internal standard area criteria were met n
each of the samples associated with this data set.

9. COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION:

Target compounds are identified on the GC/MS by using the analyte's relative retention time (RRT) and by
comparison to the ion spectra obtained from known standards. For the results to be a positive hit, the sample
peak must be within + 0.06 RRT units of the standard compound, and have an ion spectra which has a ratio
of the primary and secondary ion intensities with 20% of that in the standard compound.

The samples in this data set were analyzed in accordance with EPA Method 8260B. The Halogenated list of
analytes was reported. The samples in this data set were all analyzed and reported without dilution to the laboratory
reporting limit. The laboratory provided the sample chromatogram, quantitation report and spectra for the positive
hits detected in each of the samples in this sample set. The sample data was reported in accordance with the cited
method.



DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT (DUSR)

10. FIELD DUPLICATE ANALYSES:

Field duplicate samples are collected and analyzed as an indication of overall precision. These results are
expected to have more variability than laboratory duplicate samples. Soil samples will have a greater
variance due to the difficulties associated with collecting exact duplicate soil samples than aqueous samples.
If the RPD among sample duplicates was greater than thirty-five (35) for sample results above the method
detection limit the data was qualified based on the actions cited in the validation guidelines used to review this
data set. Analytes reported above the reporting limit are listed.

CA Rich Consultants collected one (1) non-aqueous and one (1) aqueous sample in duplicate in this data set. Below
is a summary of detected analytes in these field duplicate sample analyses.

Sample ID: PRB-1B (4-6) (JA63130-1)/MW-XX (JA63130-5)

Analyte Result Result RPD
(ug/kg) (ug/kg) (%)

Tetrachloroethene 3.0J 0.92J >100

Sample ID: MW-4 (JA63130-4)/PRB-XX (JA63130-2)

Analyte Result Result RPD
(ug/l) (ug/l) (%)

Tetrachloroethene 7.1 6.3 1.9

The results of the duplicate sample data are reported above. Tetrachloroethene has been qualified “J” estimated in
the soil sample field duplicate sample set. The aqueous field duplicate analysis met the criteria described in the
validation guidelines.

Qualified data result pages are located in Appendix B of this report.

11, OVERALL ASSESSMENT:

Analytical QC criteria were met for these analyses. The data reported agrees with the raw data provided in the final
report. The laboratory reported the sample data using acceptable protocols and laboratory qualifiers as defined in

the report package. The data provided for this data set is acceptable for use with the noted data qualifiers.

A copy of the data result pages is located in Appendix B of this report. Qualifiers when applied are noted on these
data result pages.



TABLE 1



CLIENT SAMPLE ID

PRB-1B(4-6)
PRB-1B(4-6)MS
PRB-1B(4-6)MSD
PRB-XX
PRBFB12210
MW-4

MW-4MS
MW-4MSD
MW-XX
MW-4FB122110
TRIP BLANK

LABORATORY SAMPLE ID

JA63130-1
JA63130-1MS
JA63130-1MSD
JA63130-2
JA63130-3
JA63130-4
JA63130-4MS
JA63130-4MSD
JA63130-5
JA63130-6
JA63130-7
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DATA QUALIFIER DEFINITIONS

U - The analyte was analyzed for, but was not detected above the reported sample
quantitation limit.

J - The analyte was positively identified; the associated numerical value is the
approximate concentration of the analyte in the sample.

N - The analysis indicates the presence of an analyte for which there is presumptive
evidence to make a “tentative identification.”

NJ - The analysis indicates the presence of an analyte that has been “tentatively
identified” and the associated numerical value represents its approximate concentration.

UJ - The analyte was not detected above the reported sample quantitation limit.

However, the reported quantitation limit is approximate and may or may not represent the
actual limit of quantitation necessary to accurately and precisely measure the analyte in
the sample.

R - The sample results are unreliable/unusable. The presence or absence of the analyte
cannot be verified.

K — The analyte is present. The reported value may be biased high. The actual value is
expected to be lower than reported.

L - The analyte is present. The reported value may be biased low. The actual value is
expected to be higher than reported.

UL - The analyte was not detected, and the reported quantitation limit is probably higher
than reported.
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagelof2 =

Client Sample ID: PRB-1B(4-6) w
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-1 Date Sampled: 12/02/10 T
Matrix: SO - Seil Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: 93.1
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 V110233.D 1 12/09/10  JLI n/a n/a VV4662
Run #2

Initial Weight
Run #1 46¢g
Run #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL  Units Q
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND 5.8 0.30 ug’kg
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 5.8 0.18 ug’kg
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 5.8 0.47 ug/kg
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 5.8 0.65 ug/kg
108-90-7  Chlorobenzene ND 5.8 0.40 ug/kg
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND 5.8 1.2 ug/kg
110-75-8 2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether ND 29 0.48 ug/kg
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 5.8 0.37 ug/kg
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 5.8 0.19 ug/kg
124-48-1 Dibromochloromethane ND 5.8 0.13 ug/kg
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 5.8 0.32 ug/kg
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 5.8 0.32 ug’kg
106-46-7  1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 5.8 0.39 ug/kg
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 5.8 1.1 ug/kg
75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 5.8 0.16 ug/kg
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.2 0.40 ug/kg
75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 5.8 0.77 ug/kg
156-59-2 cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 5.8 0.28 ug/kg
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 5.8 0.52 ug/kg
540-59-0  1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 5.8 0.28 ug/kg
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 5.8 0.15 ug/kg
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 5.8 0.16 ug/kg
10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 5.8 0.11 ug/kg
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 5.8 0.26 ug/kg
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 5.8 0.34 ug/kg
127-18-4 Tetrachloroethene 3.0 =>x 5.8 0.17 ug/kg ]
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 5.8 0.15 ug/kg
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 5.8 0.22 ug/kg
79-01-6 Trichloroethene ND 5.8 0.61 ug/kg
75-69-4 Trichlorofluoromethane ND 5.8 0.27 ug/kg
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride ND 5.8 0.21 ug/kg
ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit ] = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank

E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Page2of2 2
Client Sample ID: PRB-1B(4-6)
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-1 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: SO - Soil Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW346 8260B Percent Solids: 93.1
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 97% 67-127%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 86% 65-132%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 108% 74-129%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 85% 62-138%
ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: (V4K

Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Page1of2  §,

Client Sample ID: PRB-XX }5}
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-2 Date Sampled: 12/02/10 Tips
Matrix: SO - Soil Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 82608 Percent Solids: 88.2
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 V110234.D 1 12/09/10 JLI n/a n/a VV4662
Run #2

Initial Weight
Run #1 46¢g
Run #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND 6.2 0.32 ug’kg
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 6.2 0.19 ug’kg
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 6.2 0.50 ug/kg
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 6.2 0.68 ug’kg
108-90-7  Chlorobenzene ND 6.2 0.42 ug/kg
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND 6.2 1.2 ug/kg
110-75-8  2-Chlorocthyl vinyl ether ND 31 0.51 ug/kg
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 6.2 0.39 ug/kg
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 6.2 0.20 ug’kg
124-48-1 Dibromochloromethane ND 6.2 0.14 ug/kg
85-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 6.2 0.33 ug/kg
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 6.2 0.34 ug/kg
106-46-7 1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 6.2 0.42 ug/kg
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 6.2 1.2 ug/kg
75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 6.2 0.17 ug’kg
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.2 0.43 ug/kg
75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 6.2 0.82 ug/kg
156-59-2  cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 6.2 0.29 ug/kg
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 6.2 0.55 ug/kg
540-59-0 1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 6.2 0.29 ug/kg
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 6.2 0.16 ug/kg
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 6.2 0.16 ug/kg
10061-02-6  trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 6.2 0.12 ug/kg
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 6.2 0.27 ug/kg
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 6.2 0.36 ug/kg
127-18-4  Tetrachloroethene 092,73~ 6.2 0.18 ug’kg ]
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 6.2 0.16 ug’kg
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 6.2 0.23 ug’kg
79-01-6 Trichloroethene ND 6.2 0.65 ug/kg
75-69-4 Trichlorofluoromethane ND 6.2 0.28 ug/kg
75-01-4 Vinyl chleride ND 6.2 0.22 ug’kg

ND = Not detected

RL = Reporting Limit
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range

MDL - Method Detection Limit

J:
B=
N:

Indicates an estimated value
Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagezof2
Client Sample ID: PRB-XX
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-2 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: SO - Seil Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: 88.2
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Runi# 2 Limits
1868-53-7 Dibromofluoromethane 98% 67-127%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 88% 65-132%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 109% 74-129%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 83% 62-138%
ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated methed blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: [BZEVAEHE

Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagelof2 )

Client Sample ID: PRBFB12210
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-3 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Field Blank Soil Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 4D04783.D 1 12/08/10  MMC n/a nfa v4D210
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0ml
Run #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 4.0 0.23 ug/l
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 2.0 030  ug/
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 1.0 026  ug/
108-90-7  Chlorobenzene ND 1.0 039  ug/
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND 1.0 0.37 ug/l
110-75-8  2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether ND 10 1.4 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 0.23  ug/l
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
124-48-1  Dibromochloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
106-46-7  1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 028 ugll
73-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 5.0 092  wug/l
75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
107-06-2  1,2-Dichlorcethane ND 1.0 0.33 ug/l
75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 040 ug
156-59-2  cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 022 ugl
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
540-59-0 1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 1.0 0.27  ug/
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.21 ug/l
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
127-18-4  Tetrachlorcethene ND 1.0 0.27 ug/l
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.26  ug/l
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.23 ug/1
79-01-6 Trichloroethene ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
75-69-4 Trichlorofluoromethane ND 5.0 0.54  ug/
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride ND 1.0 044  ug/

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated methed blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Page2of2 1,
Client Sample ID: PRBFB12210
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-3 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Field Blank Soil Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 95% 76-120%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 95% 64-135%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 102% 76-117%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 100% 72-122%
ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: [BEZDIYLYRe S

Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagelofz 3

Client Sample ID: MW-4
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-4 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix; AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 4D04782.D 1 12/08/10 MMC na n/a V4D210
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0 ml
Run #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL  Units Q
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 4.0 0.23 ug/l
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 1.0 0.26  ugl
108-90-7  Chlorebenzene ND 1.0 038  ug/l
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND 1.0 0.37 ug/l
110-75-8  2-Chloroethy! vinyl ether ND 10 1.4 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
124-48-1  Dibromochloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.26  ugfl
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
106-46-7  1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.28 ug/l
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 5.0 0.92 ug/l
75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.33 ug/l
75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.40 ug/l
156-59-2  cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 022  ug/l
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
540-59-0 1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 1.0 0.27  ug/
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.21 ug/l
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
127-18-4  Tetrachloroethene 7.1 1.0 0.27 ug/l
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
79-00-5 1.1,2-Trichlorcethane ND 1.0 0.23 ug/
79-01-6 Trichlorcethene ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
75-69-4 Trichlorofluoromethane ND 5.0 0.54 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride ND 1.0 0.44  ug/

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit ] = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagezof2 o
Client Sample ID: MW-4 f
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-4 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CAS No.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 94% 76-120%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 93% 64-135%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 103% 76-117%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 101% 72-122%
ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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34D0A784'DEE

Raw Data:

Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagelof2

Client Sample ID: MW-XX
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-5 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW3a46 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 4D04784.D 1 12/08/10 MMC n/a n/a V4D210
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0mi
Run #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL  Units Q
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 4.0 0.23  ugl
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 1.0 0.26  ug/l
108-90-7  Chlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.39  ug/
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND 1.0 0.37 ug/l
110-75-8  2-Chloroethyl vinyl ether ND 10 1.4 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 0.23  ugl
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
124-48-1  Dibromochloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
106-46-7  1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.28  ug/l
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 5.0 0.92 ug/l
75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
107-06-2  1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.33 ug/l
75-354 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.40  ugA
156-59-2  cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.22  ug/l
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.25  ug/
540-59-0 1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 1.0 0.27 ug/l
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.21 ug/l
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
127-18-4  Tetrachloroethene 6.3 1.0 0.27 ug/l
71-55-6 1,1.1-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
79-01-6 Trichloroethene ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
75-69-4 Trichloroflucromethane ND 5.0 0.54 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride ND 1.0 0.44  ug/

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Page20f2  §,
Client Sample ID: MW-XX
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-5 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix; AQ - Ground Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CAS No.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2  Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 94% 76-120%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 96% 64-135%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 102% 76-117%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 102% 72-122%

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value

RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in asseciated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumplive evidence of a compound
@ ACCUTEST
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Raw Data: [HZIVyAIS(0E

Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagelof2 &

Client Sample ID: MWA4FB122110
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-6 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Field Blank Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW346 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

FileID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 4D04785.D 1 12/08/10 MMC n/a n/a V4D210
Run #2

Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0ml
Run #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL |Units Q
75-27-4 Bromeodichloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 4.0 0.23 ug/l
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 2.0 030 ugi
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
108-90-7  Chlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.39 ug/l
75-00-3 Chlorcethane ND 1.0 0.37 ug/l
110-75-8  2-Chloroethyl viny! ether ND 10 1.4 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloreform ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
124-48-1  Dibromochloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
541-73-1  1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 025 ugl
106-46-7  1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.28 ug/l
75-71-8 Dichlorodifluoromethane ND 5.0 092  ugl
75-34-3 1.1-Dichlorocthane ND 1.0 029  ug/l
107-06-2  1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.33 ug/l
75-35-4 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 040  ug/
156-39-2  cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND Lo 0.25 ug/l
540-59-0  1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 1.0 0.27  ug/l
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.25 gl
10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.21 ug/l
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
127-18-4  Tetrachloroethene ND 1.0 0.27  ugl
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
79-01-6 Trichlorcethene ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
75-69-4 Trichlorofluoromethane ND 5.0 0.54 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride ND 1.0 0.44  ug/l

ND = Not detected MDL - Methed Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated methed blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Page2of2 5
Client Sample ID: MW4FB122110
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-6 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Field Blank Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 82608 Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CAS No.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run# 2 Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 95% 76-120%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 95% 64-135%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 102% 76-117%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorobenzene 102% 72-122%

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value

RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
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Raw Data: [BXIEY4A{SinEA

Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Pagelof2 &

Client Sample ID: TRIP BLANK
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-7 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Trip Blank Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW346 8260B Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY

File ID DF Analyzed By Prep Date Prep Batch  Analytical Batch
Run #1 4D04786.D 1 12/08/10 MMC n/a n/a V4D210
|Run #2

- Purge Volume
Run #1 5.0mi
IRun #2
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo. Compound Result RL MDL Units Q
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
75-25-2 Bromoform ND 4.0 0.23 ug/l
74-83-9 Bromomethane ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride ND 1.0 0.26  ug/l
108-90-7  Chlorobenzene ND 1.0 039  wugl
75-00-3 Chloroethane ND 1.0 037 gl
110-75-8  2-Chloreethyl vinyl ether ND 10 1.4 ug/l
67-66-3 Chloroform ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
74-87-3 Chloromethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
124-48-1  Dibromochloromethane ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
95-50-1 1,2-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
541-73-1 1,3-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
106-46-7  1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND 1.0 028 ugl
75-71-8 Dichlorediflucromethane ND 5.0 0.92 ug/l
75-34-3 1,1-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.29 ug/l
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane ND 1.0 0.33 ug/l
75-354 1,1-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.40 ug/l
156-59-2  cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.22  ugl
156-60-5  trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
540-59-0 1,2-Dichloroethene (total) ND 1.0 0.22 ug/l
78-87-5 1,2-Dichloropropane ND 1.0 0.27  ugl
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.25 ug/l
10061-02-6 trans-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 1.0 0.21 ug/l
75-09-2 Methylene chloride ND 2.0 0.30 ug/l
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
127-18-4  Tetrachloroethene ND 1.0 0.27  ugl
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.26 ug/l
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichloroethane ND 1.0 0.23 ug/l
79-01-6 Trichloroethene ND 1.0 0.24 ug/l
75-69-4 Trichlorofluoromethane ND 5.0 0.54 ug/l
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride ND 1.0 0.44 ug/l

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit ] = Indicates an estimated value

RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank

E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound
[ B 18 of 294
W ACCUTEST

JAB3I30  emumaress .



Accutest Laboratories

Report of Analysis Page2of2 5
Client Sample ID: TRIP BLANK
Lab Sample ID:  JA63130-7 Date Sampled: 12/02/10
Matrix: AQ - Trip Blank Water Date Received: 12/03/10
Method: SW846 82608 Percent Solids: n/a
Project: Flower Station, 47 Northern Boulevard, Great Neck, NY
VOA Halogenated List
CASNo.  Surrogate Recoveries Run# 1 Run#2  Limits
1868-53-7  Dibromofluoromethane 95% 76-120%
17060-07-0 1,2-Dichloroethane-D4 97% 64-135%
2037-26-5 Toluene-D8 102% 76-117%
460-00-4 4-Bromofluorcbenzene 101% 72-122%

ND = Not detected MDL - Method Detection Limit J = Indicates an estimated value
RL = Reporting Limit B = Indicates analyte found in associated method blank
E = Indicates value exceeds calibration range N = Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound

[ %] 19 of 294
WACCUTEST
JAG3130 Lasoearonies



APPENDIX C



$0
' CHAIN OF CUSTODY PAGE | oF d
CCHI.E,:‘?E = ‘ 2235 Routc 130, Dayton, NJ 08810 -

Tel: 732-329-0200 FAX: 732-329-3499/3480 23 " FE= 1 vfto _te
WWw, atutest.com o==e rﬂ--' TAG'H 30
BN [ tnformaticn - — o R ted see TEST CODE shwet) : | Matx Codes
FE-cbe s e
acaf Nece AV & v
[T} WWE § wg-‘;ua
= == o eon
g #O-Flox) Clark.
Jenstooie [T & R
[ M of grovervet Bolles g
— Fickd 1D/ Pont of Cooctiqn [P o e e w | v g i g gﬂg g g = / LAB USE orLY
/| _PRB~2A [3-G) 192)jo_|0T751MY| 30| & X ans,
1L 1PRB-1B (4-G) MS 1¥ajio [094smyIsQ | X /] leoss
£LB-1B (4-6) MSD 13/2jre 10995 imysOT X ¥ [
2 | PRB-XX [2]2[10 {9945 MVISO | & X \
3| PRAER j23/0 FYEYIT) g mMYIFR |2 X T
04
FWYH(WM Lt Outa Dedveratlo informaton Commeres § Specist nsnchons.
xmu-mn-y- Aporoeed Oy (Actumat PG | Dotet [ comwnercite s~ {Lovel ) [0 wvase Cotegory A 4 {
[ 5% 90 Buminens Oays ( by Cortract anly) D Commaencist °8° { Lavel 2] n MYASP Catagory 8
[ veoey s _— 3 Foms (Lavaize) [ State Forne ; % Y
3 soeyman —_— ) mmsances 3 e00 fomn
£ 20y commaoncy 3 commercai ¢ Come
D 200y EMENGENCY Commercial *A” = Remdis Ony
3 100y tammaency Cormercal “F o Rens's « OC Sunmwry
M&w Cusl muwmmw_—&"zb:m%h:u;
Tl o> "Eﬁtam : df el FEwE
’Mw 3 ’Mﬂ“m “‘.r m'“
f— = i 17 S e o 7 35
4 “T# /7-;3/ o ¥

JA63130: Chain of Custody
Page 1 of 4

[ [ 21 of 294
[ Acc:u'rss-r
JAB3130  ‘emomatomiss




esimoivmOmwY osiesve
1s3LMNOOv R

p6zozz TN

¥ Jo 7 a3eq
Apoisn) Jo urey) :QEIEIVe

34 Z*-Am ‘7—‘: n-vm-Em —:: g L | Jn--il ey ang)] . a---—-u’
» ? € 3
TR ) P el P —~7od .| “OE e Q”m_‘
i - cnuw::.'-l::ld. 148 w.m.::‘::nr:mmmmwpn:m CF) wmmmmw:' -
I e vt
wuog am (O] seovonurn [ snutoos O
R i P -n-u::g (e umu (O wenwteges ]
0°7¢8 N3 7w pof¥UshOlbf jof] Lt et am—— et sttt g vl
i R s T CORION] WORIIASG) F30 TVIND SONNG | sy PR
) O
AR I B3 Y VL
<] M| Spw] @i o/;%/gl UTeXT i b |~
K X £ M9 ﬁ\v w ” L2747 ,E ~-m Py
X X € [ AW dell[orfe/E Vo =
X Al YA ZUR SW H-MM || h-
fa $ 1o oa el =/el =MW
AWO FSNOVY < e 3 oy _:- L -y 29105000 VORINLTD) 2 1ad 7 G Pred :-_—
S —
e g ] TR S
ey e NI hES8ILTRS
H m.?-'fm § = = = 'W Yivom sv'a;i;
B K = WP Ll R
< ?fé?s ?Wm‘ﬁu%'—i TR ﬁmﬁ
ke 1] 2V A | Ly T 5,
e L I R i 3000 4641 98 ] sekivuy paeo . : VOO INeIg T - RS UORIIIO Guroday 1 D R
DA EI7N oo JE— WO ISIINIE MMM
— L ) @ Sanpres s X% TN, 0svug?;§;)6rz§-is(;‘;‘nxav%£:’glz'?;gzssggl' :pl ‘6‘:0 B3)NOLVHOBYY
¥ 40 T 39vd AQOILSND 40 NIVHD @, J-SEU-"'OD‘E=




€& RICH Environmental Specialists

Appendix B
Indoor Air Laboratory Data




Mr. Eric Weinstock December 10, 2010
CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

17 Dupont Street

Plainview, NY 11803

DOH ELAP# 11626 Accounti 14715 Login# L229687

Dear Mr. Weinstack:

Enclosed are the analytical results for the samples received by our laboratory on December 03, 2010. All
test results meet the quality control requirements of AIHA and NELAC unless otherwise stated in this report.
All samples on the chain of custody were received in good condition unless otherwise noted.

Results in this report are based on the sampling data provided by the client and refer only to the samples

as they were received at the laboratory. Unless otherwise requested, all samples will be discarded 14 days
from the date of this report.

Please contact Charlene Moser at (888) 432-5227, if you would like any additional information regarding
this report.

Thank you for using Galson Laboratories.
Sincerely,

Galson Laboratories
Tries Y l(mwjgf/

Mary G. Unangst
Laboratory Director

Enclosure(s)

Page 1 of 4 Report Reference:1 Generated:10-DEC-10 15:15



GALS

LABORATORIES

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Client CA Rich Consultants, Inc
6601 Kirkville Road Site 47 Northern Blvd
East Syracuse, NY 13057 Project No. FF-CDC
(315) 432-5227
FAX: (315) 437-0571 Date Sampled 02-DEC-10 Account No.: 14715
www.galsonlabs.com Date Received 03-DEC-10 Login No. L229687
Date Analyzed 07-DEC-10
Report ID 674696
Perchloroethylene
Time Raw Total Conc
Sample ID Lab ID minutes ug ug ug/m3
PDM-1 L229687-1 1495 6./07 0.07 2
PDM-2 L229687-2 1500 [0 e Bt @43 £
PDM-4 L229687-3 1465 1.7 1.7 40
PDM-5 1.229687-4 1475 1.6 1.6 37
PDM-6 1.229687-5 1490 <0.06 <0.06 <1
COMMENTS: Please see attached lab footnote report for any applicable footnotes.
Level of gquantitation: 0.06 ug Submitted by: mln
Analytical Method mod. NYS DOH 311-9 Approved by : rjw
OSHA PEL (TWA) 100 ppm Date 10-DEC-10 NYS DOH # 11626
Collection Media M3M-3500 QC by: Tony D'Amico
< -Less Than mg -Milligrams m3 -Cubic Meters kg -Kilograms
> -Greater Than ug -Micrograms 1 -Liters NS -Not Specified

NA -Not Applicable

ND -Not Detect

ed

ppm -Parts per Million

Page 2 of 4 Report Reference:1 Generated:10-DEC-10 15:15



LABORATORY FOOTNOTE REPORT

Client Name : CA Rich Consultants, Inc

Site : 47 Northern Blvd

Project No. : FF-CDC
6601 Kirkville Road
East Syracuse, NY 13057 Date Sampled : 02-DEC-10 Account No.: 14715
(315) 432-5227 Date Received: 03-DEC-10 Login No. : L229687
FAX: (315) 437-0571 Date Analyzed: 07-DEC-10

www.galsonlabs.com

Unless otherwise noted below, all guality control results associated with the samples
were within established control limits.

Unrounded results are carried through the calculations that yield the final result and the final
result is rounded to the number of significant figures appropriate tc the accuracy of the
analytical method. Please note that results appearing in the columns preceeding the final
result column may have been rounded in order to fit the report format and therefore, if carried
through the calculations, may not yield an identical final result to the one reported.

The stated L0OQs for each analyte represent the demonstrated LOQ concentrations prior to correction
for desorption efficiency (if applicable).

L229687 (Report ID: 674698):
Total ug corrected for a desorption efficiency of 103%.
SOPs: GC-S0P-12(3), GC-50P-16(5), GC-SOP-9(4)

< -Less Than mg -Milligrams m3 -Cubic Meters kg -Kilograms
> -Greater Than ug -Micrograms g -Liters NS -Not Specified
NA -Not Applicable ND -Not Destected ppm -Parts per Million

Page 3 of 4 Report Reference:1 Generated:10-DEC-10 15:15
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Appendix C
SVE System Laboratory Data




CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING
377 SHEFFIELD AVE. ¢ N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 o (631) 422-5777e FAX (631) 422-5770

Email: ecotestlab@aol.com Website: www.ecotestlabs.com

LAB NO.105589.00 12/06/10

C.A. Rich Consultants, Incorporated
17 Dupont. Street
Plainview, NY 11803
ATTN: Eric Weinstock PO#:

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: CDC-FF, 47 Northern Blvd., Great Neck, NY
SOURCE OF SAMPLE:

COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:12/02/10 RECEIVED:12/02/10
TIME COL'D:0815
MATRIX:Air SAMPLE: RAW 12/2/10
DATE TIME ANALYTICAL

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS UNITS RESULT FLAG OF ANALYSIS LRL  METHOD

Propylene ppbv < 0.5 120310 0.5 EPATO-15
Dichlorodifluoromethane ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
1,2-Dichlorotetrafluoroethan ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
Chloromethane ppbv < 1 120310 1 EPATO-15
1,3 Butadiene ppbv < 1 120310 1 EPAT0-15
Vinyl Chloride ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
Bromomethane ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
Chloroethane ppbv < 1 120310 1 EPATO0-15
Vinyl Bromide ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
Trichlorofluoromethane ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
Ethyl alcohol ppbv < 2 120310 2 EPATO-15
Freon 113 ppbv < 0.1 120310 0.1 EPATO-15
1,1 Dichloroethene ppbv < 0.1 120310 0.1 EPATO-15
Acetone ppbv < 1 120310 1 EPATO-15
Carbon disulfide ppbv < 0.5 120310 0.5 EPATO-15
Isopropyl Alcohol ppbv < 5 120310 5 EPATO-15
3-Chloropropene ppbv < 0.5 120310 0.5 EPAT0-15
Methylene Chloride pppv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO0-15
tert. Butyl Alcohol ppbv < 2 120310 2 EPATO-15
ter.ButylMethylEther ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
t=1,2-Dichloroethene ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO-15
Acrylonitrile ppbv < 1 120310 1 EPAT0-15
Hexane pphv < 0.5 120310 0.5 EPATO-15
Vinyl Acetate ppbv < 0.5 120310 0.5 EPATO-15
1,1 Dichloroethane ppbv < 0.2 120310 0.2 EPATO0-15

ce:
LRL=Laboratory Reporting Limit

REMARKS: Grab sample.
The LOQ for all analytes was confirmed with a daily 10Q std.

DIRECTOR ﬂ\

rn = 31910 NYSDOH ID # 10320 afe 1 of 3

Analytical results relate to the samples as received by the laboratory.
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ECOTEST ID 105589.00 [ |
SOURCE OF SAMPLE CDC-FF, 47 Northern Blvd., Great Neck, NY
SAMPLE ID RAW 12/2/10
DATE SAMPLED 12/2/2010
MATRIX Air
ANALYTICAL METHOD EPATO-15

DATE OF CONC LRL

ANALYTE CAS NO ANALYSIS UG/M3 UG/M3

1,1 Dichloroethane 75-34.3 12/3/2010| <|0.81 0.81
1,1 Dichloroethene 75-35-4 12/3/2010: <:0.40 0.40
1,2 Dibromoethane 106-93-4 12/3/2010| <|1.54 1.54
1,2 Dichlorobenzene (v) 95-50-1 12/3/2010;, <{3.01 3.01
1,2 Dichloroethane 107-06-2 12/3/2010| <|2.03 2.03
1,2 Dichloropropane 78-87-5 12/3/2010; <;2.31 2.31
1,2-Dichlorotetrafluoroethane |76-14-2 12/3/2010| <|1.40 1.40
1,3 Butadiene 106-99-0 12/3/2010]| <2.21 2.21
1,3 Dichlorobenzene (v) 541-73-1 12/3/2010| <!1.20 1.20
1,4 Dichlorobenzene (v) 106-46-7 12/3/2010] <(3.01 3.01
1,4-Dioxane 123-91-1 12/3/2010| <|3.60 3.60
111 Trichloroethane 71-55-6 12/3/2010| <|1.09 1.09
112 Trichloroethane 79-00-5 12/3/2010! <}1.09 1.09
1122Tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 12/3/2010| <|[1.37 1.37
124-Trimethylbenzene 95-63-6 12/3/2010| <|2.46 2.46
135-Trimethylbenzene 108-67-8 12/3/2010| <|2.46 2.46
2,2,4-Trimethylpentane 540-84-1 12/3/2010! <:2.33 2.33
2-Hexanone 591-78-6 12/3/2010| <|2.05 2.05
3-Chloropropene 107-05-1 12/3/2010]| <|1.57 1.57
Acetone 67-64-1 12/3/2010| <|2.38 2.38
Acrylonitrile 107-13-1 12/3/2010] <2,17 2.17
Benzene 71-43-2 12/3/20106| <|[0.64 0.64
Benzyl Chloride 100-44-7 12/3/2010] <{1.04 1.04
Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 12/3/2010| <|1.33 1.33
Bromoform 75-25-2 12/3/2010; <|2.07 2.07
Bromomethane 74-83-9 12/3/2016| <|0.78 0.78
c-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-59-2 12/3/2010 32.53 0.79
c-1,3Dichloropropene 10061-01-5 12/3/2010| <|2.27 2.27
Carbon disulfide 75-15-0 12/3/2010| <|[1.56 1.56
Carbon Tetrachloride 56-23-5 12/3/2010| <i2.52 2.52
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 12/3/2010| <|0.92 0.92
Chlorodibromomethane 124-48-1 12/3/2010! <]1.69 1.69
Chloroethane 75-00-3 12/3/2016| <|2.64 2.64
Chloroform 67-66-3 12/3/2010| <|0.97 0.97
Chloromethane 74-87-3 12/3/2010| <|2.07 2.07
Cyclohexane 110-82-7 12/3/2010;: <0.69 0.69
Dichlorodifluoromethane 75-71-8 12/3/2010| <|0.99 0.99
Ethyl Acetate 141-78-6 12/3/2010; <|18.01 18.01
Ethyl alcohol 64-17-5 12/3/2010| <|3.77 3.77
Ethyl Benzene 100-41-4 12/3/2010| <|0.87 0.87
Freon 113 76-13-1 12/3/2010] <|0.77 0.77

Page 1
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Heptane 142-82-5 12/3/2010; <|2.05 2.05
Hexachloxobutadiene 87-68-3 12/3/2016| <5.34 5.34
Hexane 110-534-3 12/3/2010{ <|1.76 1.76
Isopropyl Alcohol 67-63-0 12/3/2010| </12.28 12,28
m + p Xylene XYL-MP 12/3/2010] <|2.17 2.17
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 78-93-3 12/3/20106| <|2.95 2.95
Methylene Chloride 75-09-2 12/3/2010| <|0.69 0.69
Methylisobutylketone 108-10-1 12/3/2010| <!4.10 4.10
o Xylene 95-47-6 12/3/2010; <|0.87 0.87
p-EthyItoluene 622-96-8 12/3/2010| <|2.46 2.46
Propylene 115-07-1 12/3/2010| <|0.86 0.86
Styrene 100-42-5 12/3/2010| <|0.85 0.85
t-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-60-5 12/3/2010;: <|0.79 0.79
t-1,3Dichloropropene 10061-02-6 12/3/2016| <[0.91 0.91
ter.ButyiMethylEther 1634-04-4 12/3/2010| <|0.70 0.70
tert. Butyl Alcohol 75-65-0 12/3/2010| <:6.06 6.06
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 12/3/2010 4342.40 1.36
Tetrahydrofuran 109-99.9 12/3/2010| <|1.47 1.47
Toluene 108-88-3 12/3/2010] <|0.75 0.75
Trichloroethene 79-01-6 12/3/2010 29.01 1.07
Trichlorofluoromethane 75-69.4 12/3/2010] <|1.12 1.12
Vinyl Acetate 108-05-4 12/3/2010| <|1.76 1.76
Vinyl Bromide 593-60-2 12/3/2010| <i0.88 0.88
Vinyl Chloride 75-01-4 12/3/2010) <|{0.5} 0.51

Page 2




| 91544

ST LABORATORIES INC.

377 Sheffield Ave.

North Babylon, NY 11703
tel. 631-422-5777, fax 631-422-5770, Email ECOTESTLAB@aol.com

CANISTER SAMPLING DATA SHEET
CANISTER SERTAL NO. SAMPLE TRAIN SERIAL NO. FLOW

EcoTest 35 NA GRAB

This above referenced Summa can atid sample train was received in good condition

DATE: 11/30/2010

CLIENT: CA Rich

CLIENTS AGENT (print:  #1 t:\ gel UAge o
SIGNED: 9 Livdiail 17//;/,; !

Client agrees to pay all replacement costs associated with loss or damage of canist
train. Client acknowledges that this canister is valid for a maximum of 30 days from the date of
evacuation. Client is responstbe for any vacuun loss or contamination while in clients custody.

VAC leaving EcoTest: 29" Hg PERSON RECEIVING REPORT: f-£¢ /oy sk
Date Evacuated: 11/30/2010 ANALYSIS: 10 /4"

VAC/PRES returned EcoTest: D TAT:  S{ancdd o

CANISTER SERIAL NO. g

SAMPLE TRAIN SERIAL NO. AL/

RETURNED IN GOOD CONDITION TO ECOTEST LABORATORIES INC.

DATE: PARNE

SIGNED: ,_;// / for ECOTEST LABS.

ALL INFORMATION BELOW MUST BE PROVIDED BY CLIENT:

CLIENT (4 ;:’.I(" /’f (i sy /‘i!;—}; 15 e SAMPLE TYPE

SOURCE _¢)e 7 4 Moctiuns Alvet_CREAT e H1Y | CHECK ONE

SAMPLE eI AMBIENT AIR

DATE SAMPLED /.2 /4//¢ SUB SLAB VAPOR

TIME SAMPLING STARTED: 05/ 4 VAPOR WELL

TIME SAMPLING FINISHED: £ 575" SVE SYSTEM pY
TEMPERATURE SAMPLING STARTED: _ 32° 7 EXPECTED CONC
TEMPERA TURE SAMPLING FINISHED: _ 30 £ CHECK ONE

DATE: [ 2 /2 / 20/C LOW

CLIENT: O 2rek Cuvecu Mty Tirc. MEDIUM

CLIENTS AGENT: <L/, SORCT o — HIGH ,
RELINQUISHED BY: W(’ Al /H\-zﬁs\ ) DATEMIME: | llo | TH%s]
RECEIVED BY: o i DATRIIME: IR
RELINQUISHED BY: DATE/TIME: '

RECEIVED BY: DATE/TIME:




