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1.0 INTRODUCTION

P.W. Grosser Consulting Engineer & Hydrogeologist, P.C. (PWGC) has prepared this report to
document the findings of a site inspection, investigation and remediation of an exterior stairwell drain
at the property located at 84 North Village Avenue, Rockville Centre, New York. The property is
currently occupied by a dry cleaning facility known as Gem Cleaners. “The objective of the site
inspection was to evaluate the potential for the existence of on-site source areas that may be
contributing to groundwater contamination detected beneath the site. The findings of the inspection
led to the sampling of bottom deposits within a small diameter exterior stairwell drain located
adjacent to the basement door in the rear of the facility. After initial sample resuits indicated
concentrations of tetrachloroethene (PCE) above New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) soil cleanup objectives contained in their Technical and Administrative
Guidance Memorandum (TAGM HWR-94-4046), a boring was performed through the drain to define
the vertical extent of contamination. Subsequently, the drain was excavated and impacted soils above
TAGM soil cleanup objectives were removed and properly disposed. The former drain was backfilled

with clean material and a new structure was constructed.

After the identification and successful remediation of the potential source area, no further work at
the site is warranted and referral of the site for the NYSDEC Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste

Sites is not appropriate. The basis of these conclusions are set forth below.

2.0  SITE BACKGROUND

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc. (EEA) conducted a Phase 1 Environmental Site Assessment
at the facility in July, 1994. The Phase 1 identified the use of the site as a dry cleaning facility, which
uses and stores chemical products. The main chemical noted in use, as in most dry cleaning facilities,
was PCE. Also noted during the Phase | was the existence of a tloor drain on the first floor of the
subject building, a sump pit in the basement for the discharge of boiler condensate, and an exterior
drainage structure located in the paved parking area behind the facility. EEA indicated that a pipe

was noted within the exterior structure from an unknown source.
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Based on the information obtained during the Phase I, EEA performed a Phase II Environmental
Subsurface Investigation. Phase II work was completed in May, 1995. The scope of work for the
Phase II included a soil boring conducted through the exterior drainage structure. Multiple soil
samples were collected from within the structure and analyzed from various depths (2-4', 8-10', 13
-15', and 18-20") to provide a vertical profile of soil quality. Depth to water beneath the site is
approximately 18 feet below grade. In addition, a total of four groundwater monitoring wells (three
water table and one deep) were installed and sampled. One well was located approximately 300 feet
north (up-gradient) of the site, two wells (one water table and one deep) were installed directly
down-gradient from the exterior drainage structure, and one well was located down-gradient of the
sump pit located in the basement of the subject building. Since no water table elevation contours are
presented in EEA’s report, it is assumed EEA used regional groundwater flow patterns to determine

up-gradient and down-gradient positions relative to the site (see Figure 1).

The results of the Phase II investigation indicated that PCE was detected at 7 ug/kg, well below the
NYSDEC TAGM soil cleanup objective, in the 0-2' foot soil sample collected within the exterior
drainage structure. PCE was below detectable levels in subsequent soil samples collected within the
structure. The results of the groundwater samples collected from the monitoring wells indicated
relatively low concentrations of PCE in the groundwater beneath the property, in addition to well
MW-3 installed up-gradient of the site. The highest concentrations of PCE were detected in water
table monitoring well MW-1A (26 ug/l -56 ug/l), which is located adjacent to the exterior drainage

structure (see Figure 1).

EEA’s report, detailing the above findings was submitted to the NYSDEC for their review. The
report recommendations indicated that no additional testing or remediation would likely be required
as PCE concentrations in MW-1A would diminish over time to background levels. A copy of EEA’s

May, 1995 Phase Il report is included in Appendix A.

Subsequently, the NYSDEC contacted the property owner and indicated that in order for the

NYSDEC to consider a “no action” position, the potential for additional source areas needed to be
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evaluated. After an initial site inspection was conducted, Mr. Lafemina of the NYSDEC was
contacted by this office to discuss an appropriate scope of work related to the this project. The initial
inspection revealed an additional potential source area to be an exterior basement stairwell drain. Mr.
Lefemina informally indicated in a January 27, 1997 telephone conversation that a detailed discussion
of the site inspection results and the sampling of the stairwell drain would be sufficient to satisfied

the Department’s requirements.

3.0 SITE INSPECTION

The initial site inspection was conducted on January 22, 1997 and focused on the current operations
of the facility and the genefation of liquid waste. During the site inspection, it was noted that early
generation (transfer machine) equipment is still being utilized and the facility consumes approximately
200 gallons of PCE per year. Early generation machines do not employ many of the waste reduction
and recovery technologies that are inherent in the later generation equipment, such as refrigerator
condensers. Therefore, these operations tend to use more PCE throughout the year and generate
greater volumes of liquid waste. Equipment used during the process includes the following; a
Washex washing machine, Solve Miser dryer, Sniff-O-Miser sniffer, Filter King filters, Per
Corporation cooker, and Remi-Dri vacuum system. With the exception of the vacuum system, the
dry cleaning equipment is utilized on the first floor of the subject building. Figure 2 shows a general

layout of the first floor.

As part of the process, PCE is stored at the base of the washer. Prior to washing, the PCE is pumped
through the filters, which are designed to remove fatty acids, water and migrant dyes from the PCE.
To further remove impurities from the PCE, the PCE is routed to the cooker every other day. The
employee at the site indicated that both the muck generated by the cooking process and the spent
filters are placed in 30 gallon drums and disposed of by Saftey Kleen. Saftey Kleen drums were

observed at the site.

Once the washing operation is complete and the PCE drained, the clothes are transferred to the dryer.

The sniffer is connected to both the washer and dryer and is designed to capture vapors from these

(8]
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processes. Captured liquids and condensed vapors processed by the sniffer are separated into PCE/
water and are contained in pans located at the base of the unit. The employee indicated that the PCE
is reused and the water is disposed of in the buildings toilet. Coolant water generated by the dryer
is also disposed of in this manner. Also noted on the first floor of the building was a small diameter
floor drain, located immediately adjacent to the dryer (see Figure 2). This floor drain, originally
discussed in EEA’s Phase I, was clogged at the time of inspection. However, tracing of the piping
appeared to be associated with the floor drain, discharge to a waste sink located in the basement of

the facility.

Figure 3 shows the general layout of the basement. As described in EEA’s Phase I report, a sump
pit is located off the northwest corner of the active fuel oil fired boiler. The sump pit consists of a
pre-fabricated metal receptacle fitted into the basement floor which is currently receiving boiler
condensate. No piping was noted in the sump pit and probing with a steel bar revealed it contained
a solid bottom. The sump did contain a float activated sump pump, which turns on the pump when
liquids reach a designated level. The sump pump discharged, via flex hose, to the waste sink also
located in the basement. Numerous other pipes were also routed to the waste sink. One appeared
to be from the floor drain located on the first floor, while another appeared to be an abandoned

washing machine used for typical wet cleaning also located on the first floor.

The vacuum unit and associated equipment are located in the southwest corner of the basement. The
system is designed to pull vapor and residual water from the press and spotting board operations
located on the first floor. This vapor and water contains PCE released from the clothes. Water
collected during the process is drained through the bottom of the unit when the system is shut down,
while the vapor is typically released through a vent routed to the outside of the building. The vacuum
vent at Gem Cleaners, constructed of PVC, was routed along the basement’s west wall and
horizontally out through a hole cut in the wooden basement door. Since the vent pipe was not routed
vertically up, small quantities of water drawn into the system are released. The majority of liquid
appeared to drain on the inside of the basement door, where a six inch concrete curb exists preventing

water from entering or leaving the basement. Some liquid did appear to drain on the outside of the
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door to the exterior stairwell, where a small diameter drain (approximately 6 inches) is located. This
stairwell drain is located directly up-gradient (north) of monitoring well MW-1A. Additional liquid
generated by the vacuum system is drained at the base of the unit and contained in a small pail. The
employee at the facility indicated that this liquid was also disposed of in the building’s toilet. The
operator was made aware of the condition of the vacuum system vent and has since extended it

vertically up to the roof and capped it with a “T”, thereby, eliminating the discharge.

Since the employee working at the facility indicated that waste water generated at the facility was
disposed of in the buildings’s toilet, dye testing was performed to document discharge to the
municipal sanitary sewer. This area of Nassau County is located in sewered District 2. Sanitary
sewer connections began as early as 1953 in this District. Dye testing was performed by placing
water soluble dye tablets in the facilities toilet and inducing flow. The closest access to the municipal
sewer system is located in the sidewalk (via a steel manhole cover) directly in front of the building
This manhole cover was opened and the dye placed in the facilities toilet was observed. In addition,
since it was observed that the sump pit and likely the floor drain discharges to the waste sink, this
structure was dye tested. A 5 gallon mixture of dye and potable water was placed in the waste sink
and observed in the municipal sewer system. After unclogging of the floor drain located on the first

floor, discharge to the waste sink was confirmed.

The site inspection also included a survey of the area surrounding the building. The area around the
site is almost entirely paved, with the exception of the exterior drainage structure identified by EEA,
several basement window boxes associated with the adjacent building, and a small patch of exposed
soil located along the western side of the garage (see Figure 1). The property appeared to be filled,
as grade of a Village of Rockville Centre Parking lot adjacent to the site was approximately 3 feet

lower.

The cover of the exterior drainage structure was removed so that the structure could be inspected.
The structure was approximately four feet in diameter, with depth to bottom sediments estimated to

be 3 feet. Unlike the observations made in the EEA report, no piping was noted within the structure.

AITON




P.W. GROSSER CONSULTING

Additionally, the detached garage located directly behind the Gem Cleaners building was inspected

for floor drains and no structures were noted.

The results of the site inspection only identified the exterior stairwell drain as a potential source of
groundwater contamination. Though waste water containing PCE is generated at the site, it appears
most of it is discharged to the municipal sanitary sewer via the facilities toilet. The sump pit and floor
drain identified by EEA both discharge to the waste sink, which was also confirmed to discharge to

the sewer system.

The stairwell drain is subject to discharge of small quantities of liquid from the vacuum system. In
addition, this drain represents the most likely receptacle for inadvertent manual discharge of waste

water. Therefore, the sampling of bottom deposits within this structure was performed.

4.0 INITIAL SAMPLING OF EXTERIOR STAIRWELL DRAIN

A sample of bottom deposits within the exterior stairwell drain was collected on March 21, 1997,
by a representative of PWGC. The sample was collected using a stainless steel hand auger that was
properly decontaminated prior to use with a non-phosphate detergent scrub and distilled water rinse.
To document the effectiveness of decontamination procedures, a rinsate field blank from the hand

auger was also collected.

The sample was collected from 12 to 18 inches below the bottom of the drain. Upon collection, the
appropriate laboratory supplied glassware was immediately filled with sample material, while the
remaining portion was placed in a baggie for headspace screening with a photoionizatrion detector
(PID). A PID response of greater than 200 calibration gas equilvalents (cge) was noted. The sample
was delivered to Ecotest Laboratories, Inc. (Ecotest), a New York State Certified laboratory and
analyzed for PCE, trichloroethylene (TCE), 1,2 dichloroethene (DCE), and vinyl chloride by EPA
Method 8010. These compounds represent the contaminant of concern and its common associated

breakdown products.
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The analytical results for the initial sample were as follows:

Parameter Congentration(ug/kg) M Sqil Cleanu
PCE 12,000 1,400

TCE 2,600 700

DCE 4,400 300

Vinyl Chloride BDL 200

As shown above, PCE, TCE and DCE were detected in excess of their respective TAGM soil cleanup
.objectives. Compounds analyzed for were below detectable levels in the field blank sample.

Analytical results for the initial sampling are contained in Appendix B.

5.0 SOIL BORING RESULTS

A soil boring through the exterior stairwell drain was conducted on May 16, 1997. The objectives
of the soil boring were to vertically define the extent of PCE impacted soil within the exterior
stairwell drain and to document soil conditions above the water table, prior to remediation. The
boring was performed by Advanced Cleanup Technologies, Inc., Farmindale , N.Y ., under the field

observation of a representative of PWGC.

The borings were advanced using a remote hydraulically driven probing unit capable of collecting soil
samples at discreet depths. Soil samples were collected utilizing a 11/4-inch diameter by 2 foot long
sampling tube lined with a dedicated acetate liner. Continuous soil samples were collected from two
feet below the bottom of the drain to the water table, which was encountered at 10.5 feet below the
surface of the structure. Upon retrieval, the sample was immediately screened for VOC’s through
a slit cut in the acetate liner. The section of the core exhibiting the highest PID response was then
transferred to appropriate laboratory supplied glassware. A soil boring log, containing soil

descriptions and PID response is shown on Table 1.
A total of three samples (4'-6', 6'-8', and 8'-10') were retained from the soil boring for laboratory
SMY 7
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TABLE 1

Exterior Stairwell Drain- Soil Boring Log

Gem Cleaners

84 North Village Avenue, Rockville Centre, N.Y.

Depth | Rec. [PID|Odor Visual Description/Comments
ft. ft. [cge
2-4 0 |NA| NA |No Recovery- sample moist and too soft
Black medium sands and muck, wet. Rock blocked
4-6A | .25 25] yes |sampler. Not enough recovery for sample analysis.
4-6B* | 2 | 5| no |Brown medium sands, trace gravel
Brown medium sands, some gray staining near top of
6-8* | 1.5 |37 yes {sample. )
Brown medium sands, trace gravel. Sample dry at the top,
8-10* | 1.5| 2 | no |moist towards the bottom. o
Brown fine to medium sands, trace gravel. Entire sample
10-12 | 2 | O [ no [saturated. -

* = Sample Submitted for laboratory analysis.
PID response was taken directly from the acetate liners,

S
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analysis. No recovery was obtained from the 2'-4' sample interval as the material near the top of the
drain was moist and extremely soft. The 4'-6' sample was collected off-center, near the side of the
drain, due to a small cobble encountered at this depth. However, the results of this sample can be
used to represent soil quality near the sides of the structure. The bottom portion of the 8'-10' sample
interval was slightly moist, indicating the bottom of the sample was in close proximity to the water
table. To confirm the depth of the water table, a sample from the 10' -12' depth was collected. The
sample was completely saturated, confirming the existence of the water table within the 10'-10.5' foot
depth range. Since this sample was saturated and not representative of soil conditions above the
water table, it was not retained for laboratory analysis. The samples were delivered to Ecotest and

analyzed for PCE, TCE, DCE, and vinyl chloride by EPA Method 8010.

Table 2 contains the compounds quantified in the samples collected at the above referenced depths
(copies of the analytical results are included in Appendix B). Compounds quantified in these samples
are compared to their respective soil clean-up objectives. As presented in Table 1, PCE and TCE
in the 4'-6' sample were detected below their TAGM soil cleanup objectives indicating the
contamination is primarily confined to the center of the structure. The PCE concentration in the 6'-8'
foot sample was the same as in the initial sample however, concentrations of TCE and DCE were an
order of magnitude lower. As can be seen in Table 1, the concentrations of PCE and TCE drop well
below their respective soil cleanup objectives, directly above the water table. As noted on the soil
boring log, the 8'-10' sample interval represents the first depth at which no staining of the soils were
noted. Prior to this depth, black staining was noted within the first six feet, which lessened to greyish

in the 6'-8' sample interval.

6.0 REMEDIATION OF EXTERIOR STAIRWELL DRAIN

Initial sampling of the stairwell drain and soil boring results, indicate that remediation of the structure
down to 8 feet is appropriate to remove the potential source of groundwater contamination at the
site. Remediation of the structure was performed on July 31, 1997 by Trade-Winds Environmental

Restoration Inc.(Trade-Winds), under the field observation of a representgtive of PWGC.
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TABLE 2
Gem Cleaners
84 N. Village Ave., Rockville Centre, New York
Soil Boring Sample Results

Parameter 4'-6'B» 6'-8' g-10' TAGM*
EPA Method 8010 (ug/kg) | Depth Depth Depth Clean-up

Objective
PCE 350 12,000 90 1,400
TCE tH 270 10 700
DCE BDL 100 BDL 300
Vinyl Chloride BDL BDL BDL 200
Notes:

BDL = Below Detectable Levels
~ . Sample was collected off-center towards the side of the drain.

* =New York State Department of Environmental Conservation, Technical and Administrative Guidance

Memorandum, Revised 1/24/94 (HWR-94-4046).
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The scope of the remediation included the excavation of the existing drain and impacted soil to 8 feet
below grade, documented as exceeding TAGM soil cleanup objectives. The previously collected 8-10
foot soil boring sample is considered the “clean” endpoint. This information, along with soil removal
methods were presented to the NYSDEC in a June 11, 1997 letter, prior to initiating remediation.
The NYSDEC, through informal conversation, indicated that the scope of work presented was

adequate to address the concerns documented at the site.

Prior to the removal of impacted soil, the drain and the majority of surrounding concrete making up
the stairwell floor were removed. Once the concrete was removed, it was apparent the drain was of
block construction. The diameter of the drain ranged from 2.0 feet near the surface to 1.5 feet at

approximately 3.0 feet below grade, where the blocks were supported by native soil.

The soil within the blocks were removed using a trailer mounted Vector, which utilizes a vacuum to
extract soil and is equipped to discharge directly into drums. After removing the soil within the drain,
the majority of blocks were removed to facilitate the placement of a S foot section of 2 foot diameter,
3/4 inch thick PVC well screen. Soils immediately adjacent to the outside of the former blocks were
excavated to remove material potentially impacted through the blocks. Therefore, the top portion

of the excavation was approximately 3 feet wide.

Starting at 3 feet below grade, the well screen was advanced within the excavation to prevent collapse
and undermining of the adjacent structure. Soils within the excavation were removed, in a two foot
diameter down to 8.5 feet below grade. An additional 1.5 feet of material was excavated in the center
of the well screen to provide a greater level of confidence of clean out and at approximately 10 feet
soils remained dry. However, following setting of the well screen, water was visible seeping into the
deepest portion of the excavation. Additionally, remaining soils within the top 3 feet and bottom 3
feet of the excavation were screened for VOC’s with a PID, and no reponse was noted. A total of

ﬂ
six 55-gallon drums of sqil were removed during remediation procedures.

nas—

After removal of the soil was complete, the well screen and excavation was backfilled with clean sand
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and on a the following day a new drain was constructed to prevent flooding. New concrete was
poured around the drain to secure it into place. Photos depicting the remediation of the drain, newly

installed drain, and rerouted PVC vacuum vent, immediately follow this report.

7.0  SOIL DISPOSAL

During remediation of the stairwell drain, impacted soils were placed directly into DOT certified 55-
gallon drums. A total of six 55-gallon drums were generated from the clean out. Due to the nature
'of the waste, the soils were handled as hazardous to be destroyed by incineration. Soil disposal was
coordinated by Trade-Winds. The soils were transported by Bechem Transport, Inc. (USEPA ID
# CYD982191942) and the designated disposal facility is LWD, Inc., Calvert City KY, (USEPA ID
# KYDO088438817). The generator copy of the hazardous waste manifests is contained in Appendix
C. A signed copy of the manifest by the disposal facility and certificate of destruction will be

forwarded upon receipt.

8.0 SUMMARY & CONCLUSIONS

A Phase II investigation performed by EEA as a follow-up to their Phase I Site Assessment
performed at the subject site, documented relatively low concentrations of PCE in the groundwater
beneath, as well as up-gradient of the site. The highest concentrations of PCE were detected in
water table monitoring well MW-1A (26 ug/l -56 ug/l), located adjacent to an exterior drywell
believed by EEA to be the most likely source of groundwater contamination. However, results of
soil samples collected within the structure indicated that PCE was only detected at 7 ug/kg in the 0-2'
foot soil sample. PCE was below detectable levels in subsequent deeper soil samples collected within

the structure down to the water table.

A detailed site inspection was performed by PWGC to evaluate the potential for the existence of other
on-site source areas that may be contributing to groundwater contamination detected beneath the site.
The site inspection focused on the current operations of the facility and the generation of liquid waste.
The results of the site inspection indicated that liquid waste is currently being discharged via the toilet

or waste sink to the municipal sewer system as documented through dye testing. The floor drain and

10
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basement sump identified as concerns by EEA, were documented as discharging to the waste sink
which discharges to the sanitary sewer rather than to the exterior drywell sampled as part of their

investigation.

During the site inspection, an exterior basement stairwell drain located directly outside the basement
door, was identified as a potentially receiving discharge of waste water containing PCE. The drain
is located up-gradient relative to monitoring well MW-1A. During the time of the inspection, the
drain was documented as receiving waste from the site’s vacuum system vent and also represents the
most likely structure to receive inadvertent manual disposal ot waste water. Subsequently, the vent

was re-routed directly to the roof of the building and capped with a “T” to prevent discharge.

Through sampling of the stairwell drain, impacted soils (in excess of TAGM soil cleanup objectives)
were documented as existing to 8 feet beneath the surface of the drain, which was approximately 2
feet above the current water table at the drain’s location. Subsequently, the impacted soil was

removed and properly disposed.

Though the stairwell drain may have contributed to the low levels of PCE documented in the MW-
1A, up-gradient sources apparently exist as documented by the detection of PCE in a well up-gradient
of the site. Though up-gradient concentrations were lower, the well was installed approximately 300
feet away and on-site well MW-1A may be installed in a more contaminated portion of the plume.
However, if the soils within the drain did contribute to groundwater contamination, they have
effectively been removed, and concentrations in the well will return to background levels through

natural attenuation.

Therefore, no further work in relation to the site is warranted and that the site should not be referred
to the NYSDEC list of Inactive Hazardous Waste Sites in any Classification form. This is based on

the following:

. EEA sampled the only drywell located on the property and eliminated the structure as a

11
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potential source of groundwater contamination.

J A detailed site inspection only identified an exterior stairwell drain as potentially being an

alternate on-site source of contamination.

. The stairwell drain was confirmed to be impacted by PCE and subsequently, effectively
remediated.
. Only relatively low levels of PCE were documented in on-site wells, while also being detected

in an up-gradient well.

’ If the impacted soil with the stairwell drain contributed to groundwater contamination in the
past, the concentrations should lessen to background levels through natural attenuation within

a short period of time.
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Photo # 1:  Stairwell drain conditions, prior to remediation.

Photo# 2:

Installing 2' diameter well scrgén-in excavation for support.
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Photo #3: Excavated stairwell drain with installed well screen.
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Photo #4: Backfilling stairwell drain. ~\1/ -
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Photo #6: Rerouted vacuum system venh., -

5 Yearsof Eecellonce
ATTON




)

V XIAONAddV

P——— ————
—T—

ONILINSNOD HASSOHD ‘Md




0€GTL MAOA MIN ‘ALID NAQIVD « HNNFAV NOLTIH S§S

"ou] ‘spsAjpuy usuiuoiiouy £ A8aug

S VH

—
~ ~



PHASE II ENVIRONMENTAL
SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION
PROPERTY LOCATED AT
84 NORTH VILLAGE AVENUE
ROCKVILLE CENTRE, NEW YORK

Prepared for:

MR. GEORGE BRAUCH
169 HEMPSTEAD AVENUE
ROCKVILLE CENTRE, NEW YORK

Prepared by:

EEA, Inc.

55 Hilton Avenue
Garden City, New York 11530
(516) 746-4400
{212) 227-3200

MAY 1995

Projact: 95706




PHASE Il ENVIRONMENTAL SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION
GEM CLEANERS

84 NORTH VILLAGE AVENUE

ROCKVILLE CENTRE, NEW YORK

TABLE OF CONTENTS

Page
INTRODUCTION .. ...t tiieieeeseeesocneoenecccscasasacannanaas 1
SCOPEOFWORK ........ . e e e etsetrsacecnaecseneseeeeananas 1
RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSES .....covveceneee ceteceneceans 3
DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS ........ciceverncannnn 8
RECOMMENDATIONS ...ttt ittt eeiecronsssscnaanasananens 8
SAMPLING METHODOLOGY . ... veiveierenrocnersesonoacannancenes 9
APPENDIX:

Laboratory Data Sheets
Chain-of-Custody Record
Soll Boring Logs




!

PHASE II ENVIRONMENTAL SUBSURFACE INVESTIGATION
GEM CLEANERS

84 NORTH VILLAGE AVENUE

ROCKVILLE CENTRE, NEW YORK

INTRODUCTION

EEA, Inc. has completed a Phase II Environmental Subsurface
Investigation of the property located at 84 North Village Avenue,
Rockville Centre, New York. A Phase I Environmental Site
Assessment (ESA-94196) was also completed by EEA for this property
in July 1994.

EEA's research into the history of site use indicates that the
property had been occupied by Gem Cleaners, which operates a dry
cleaning facility and tailor shop. This operation uses and stores

—_significant amounts of toxic and hazardous materials and chemical
products, and generates toxic or hazardous wastes. Various
aboveground and belowground tanks, drums, and containers containing
a variety of materials, such as Tetrachloroethene (PCE) were noted.

/
- -

One floor drain was noted on the first floor of the subject
building. In addition, a sump pit was noted in the basement of the

subject building. This pit appears to be used for the discharge of -

boiler condensate.

One exterior drainage structure (possibly a drywell or

leaching pool) was observed in the rear paved section of the
property. In addition, a pipe was noted extending inside this
drainage structure from an unknown source, possibly from drains
within the building.

From the information gathered during EEA's Phase I
investigation, the following Phase II Scope of Work was developed
and performed at the subject property.

S8COPE OF WORK

o Collect several soil samples within the rear drywell
structure at various depth intervals above the water
table. The samples were analyzed for volatile organic
chemicals including Perchloroethylene (PCE), using United
States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) Method
8010.

o Construct and sample. a total of four (4) groundwater
monitoring wells. Two wells (MW-1A and MW-1B) are located
adjacent to the exterior drainage structure, and monitor
groundwater quality in shallow and deep groundwater
environments. Monitoring Well MWw-2 is 1located

84 North Village Avenue - 1 -



downgradient of the sump pit which is found in the
building's basement. An upgradient monitoring well (Mw-
4) was placed approximately 300 feet north of the

property in the Village of Rockville Centre parking
field.

o The groundwater collected from the monitoring wells was
analyzed for volatile organic chemicals which include
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) using USEPA Method 8010.

o Soil Sampling Protocol

The soil borings were performed by continuous split spoon
sampling. Soil samples were obtained every two feet. Each split
spoon sample was screened in the field by utilizing an OVA portable
gas analyzer. The sample exhibiting the highest non-methane
organic vapor reading was sent to the laboratory for analysis, as
stated above.

o Groundwater Sampling

The groundwater samples were obtained by installing a
permanent monitoring well. The water samples were obtained by
placing a 2-inch ID PVC casing in a 6-inch augered hole at each

location. The PVC screen was installed above the level of the
perched groundwater.ﬁ
B _-—:‘_-—--—g ——‘—‘/

The wells were developed on the same day, drilled, and hand
bailed until visually free of suspended materials or sediments. A
dedicated teflon bailer was used for each well. The groundwater
samples were sent to the laboratory for the stated analyses.

(o} Laboratory Testing

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(NYSDEC) approved laboratories were used for all laboratory
analyses. The laboratory operates a Quality Assurance/Quality
Control (QA/QC) program that consists of proper laboratory
practices (including the required chain-of-custody), an internal
quality control program, and external quality control audits by New
York State.

All work performed was completed following United States
Environmental Protectlon Agency (Region II) and NYSDEC protocols
and guidelines.”

o) Field Decontamination

To avoid contamination and cross-contamination of samples, all
sampling equipment was cleaned prior to collection of each sample.
All sampling equipment was decontaminated using the attached
decontamination procdedure.

84 North Village Avenue - 2 -



RESULTS OF LABORATORY ANALYSES

The results of soil and groundwater samples were prepared by
EcoTest Laboratories, Inc. (New York State certified laboratory).
The tables below present a summary of the results. The chain-of-
custody records, as well as the analytical laboratory data sheets,
are presented in the Appendix to this report. The sample
collection locations are shown on Figures 1 and 2.

84 North Village Avenue - 3 -
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TABLE 1

RESULTS ORGANIC CHEMICAL COMPOUNDS (SOILS)

EPA METHOD 8010

NYSDEC'
Sample Recommended
Collection Cleanup
Location and Objectives
$B-1 SB-1A S8-1B S8-1C
24 ft 810 ft 1315 #t 18-20 #
Chiotomethane <5 <S <5 <5 1,900
Vinyl Chleride <S5 <5 <5 <5
Bromomethane <S5 <5 <5 <5 NA
Chioroethane <5 29 23 <5 1,900
Trichiorofiuomethane <10 <10 <10 <10
1.1 Dichioroethene <5 <5 <5 <5 400
Methylene Chioride <5 <5 <5 <5 100
t-1,2-Dichloroethene <S <S5 <5 <S 300
1,1 Dichloroethane <5 <5 <5 <5 200
Chioroform <5 <5 <5 <5 300
111 Trichlocoethane <5 <5 <5 <5 800
Carbon Tetrachloride <S <5 <5 <5 600
Dichlorodifluomethane <10 <10 <10 <10 NA
1.2 Dichlorosthane <5 <5 <S5 <5 100
Trichlorosthene <5 <5 <5 <5 700
1.2 Dichlorapropane <S <5 <5 <5 300
Bromodichloromethane <$S <5 <5 <5 NA
2chloroethvinylether <10 <10 <10 <10 NA
t-1,3 Dichioropropene <10 <10 <10 <10 NA
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ’ <10 <10 <10 <10 - NA
112 Trichloroethane <10 <10 <10 <10 NA
Tetrachloroethene 7 <5 <5 <5 1,400
Chlorodibromomethane <5 <5 <5 <S NA
Chlorobanzene <5 <5 <5 <S5 1,700

84 North Village Avenue - 4 -
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TABLE 1 - Continued

RESULTS ORGANIC CHEMICAL COMPOUNDS
EPA METHOODS 8010

—_—  — — ——
NYSCEC'
Sample Recommended
Collection Cleanup
Anaslytical Parameters Objectives
(egrkg) (TAGM)

SB-1 SB-1A SB-1B SB-1C

2-4 ft . 810 ft 13-15 #t 18-20 ft
Bromoform <10 <10 <10 <10 NA ’
1122Tetrachloroethane <10 <10 <10 <10 600
m Dichlorobenzene <10 <10 <5 <10 7.900
p Dichlorobenzene <10 <10 <5 <10 1,600
o Dichlorobenzene <10 <10 <5 <10 8,500

ag/kg - presented in parts per billion, micrograms per kilogram
NA - Not available, no guideline has been established at this time.
1 New York State Deﬁ;mnont of Environmental Consaervation
Technical and Administrative Guidance Memorandum (TAGM)
Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives January 24, 1934 (Revised).

84 North Village Avenue - 5 -



TABLE 2

RESULTS ORGANIC CHEMICAL COMPOUNDS
EPA METHOD 601 (GROUNDWATER)

Sample Collection Location and Depth

NYSDEC'
Sept. | Sept | March | March | April April April Aprl | Groundwater
Analytical Parameters 1994 1854 1995 1985 1895 1995 1995 1995 Standards
{mg/kg) MWAIA | MW-2 | MW-1A | MW-1B | MW-1A | MW-1B8 | Mw-2 | Mws (TAGM)

Chioromethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
Vinyl Chioride <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 2
Bromomethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
Chioroethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 50
Trichlorofluomethane <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
1,1 Dichioroethene <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
Methylene Chloride <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
t-1,2-Dichioroethene 47 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
1,1 Dichloroethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 S
Chiloroform <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 7
111 Trichioroethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
Carbon Tetrachloride <1 <1 <1 ‘<1 <1 <1 <1 <1 s
Dichiorofluomethane <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
1,2 Dichloroethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
Trichloroethene 5 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <] 5
1,2 Dichloropropane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
Bromodichloromethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 50
2chloroethvinylether <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
t-1,3 Dichloropropene <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
¢ 13 Dichloropropene <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
112 Trichloroethane <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA
Tetrachloroethene -58 9 26 2 49 <1 3 4 5

‘ Chlorodibromomethane <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA

' Chlorobenzene <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 <1 5

“ Bromoform <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 NA

[L1 122T etrachioroethane <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 ]

84 North Village Avenue - 6 -



TABLE 2 - Continued

RESULTS ORGANIC CHEMICAL COMPOUNDS
EPA METHOD 8240 PLUS LIBRARY SEARCH (GROUNDWATER)

Sample Collection Location and Depth

NYSDEeC!
Sept. Sept. March March April Aprit April April Groundwater
Analytical Parametars 1994 1994 1955 1995 1995 1955 1985 1995 Standards
®gkg) MW-1A | MW-2 | MW-1A | MW-1B | MW-1A | MW-1B MwW-2 MW-3 (TAGM)
m Dichlorobenzene <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 47
p Dichlorobenzene <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 5
o Dichiorobenzene <2 <2 <2 <2 <1 <1 <1 <1 5

29/kg - presented in parts per billion, micrograms per kilogram
NA - Not available, no guideline has been established
ND - Not detected above method detection limits

! New York State Department of Environmental Conservation,

Technical and Administrative Guidance Memorandum (TAGM)

84 North Village Avenue - 7 =~




DISCUSSION OF FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

Rear Drywell Structure

Results of soil sampling within this drywell structure show
low concentration levels of Tetrachloroethene (PCE) (7ug/kg) in the
soil sample collected in September 1994. Subsequent sampling
conducted in April 1995 at depth ranges of 8 to 10 feet, 13 to 15
feet, and 18 to 20 feet did not detect PCE in any of the samples
tested. Table 1 shows a summary of the laboratory results.

Groundwater Monitoring Wells

Four permanent groundwater monitoring wells were installed on
the subject property in locations upgradient and downgradient of
the subject building. Table 2 shows a summary of the laboratory
results.

Results of groundwater testing show a low concentration of PCE
in MW-1A. This well monitors the water table in the vicinity of
the drywell. MW-1B, which monitors the deeper groundwater
environment, did not show any detectable concentrations of PCE.

Upgradient Monitor Well (MW-3) and sidegradient Monitor Well
(MW-2) did show 1low concentrations of PCE; however, the
concentrations are below NYSDEC Groundwater Standards (5 ug/L).

From the information collected during this investigation,
there is no indication of soil contamination present in the drywell
sampled. Low levels of PCE exist in the shallow groundwater, but
not in the deeper =zone. This indicates that significant
contamination of the groundwater has not occurred from operations
at this property. Low concentrations of PCE were also found in
groundwater upgradient and sidegradient of the property, and is
likely derived from another off-site source.

RECOMMENDATIONS
No additional testing or remediation is anticipated to be

required. It is expected that, over time, the concentration of PCE
in MW-1A will diminish to background levels.

”
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SAMPLING METHODOLOGY

a. Soil Borings

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

The auger then bored down to a depth of two feet. A split-
spoon sampler was then inserted in the hollow stem and driven to a
depth of four feet to obtain the first intermediate sample. Next,
the auger bore down to four feet and the split-spoon sampler driven
to six feet, to obtain the second intermediate sample. This
procedure was repeated until the end of the boring.

An organic vapor analysis (OVA) was performed on all soil
samples using a Thermo Environmental 580 B Photoionization Detector
with headspace adaptor. The sample producing the highest organic
vapor reading was sent to the laboratory for analysis.

b. Ground Water Monitor Wells

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

The well was developed on the same day, drilled, and hand

bailed until visually free of suspected materials or sediments. A
dedicated teflon bailer was used for each well.

c. Quality Assurance and Control

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

Step 1: Steam clean equipment.

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

Step 3: Rinse with hot tap water.
Step 4: Rinse twice with deionized water.

84 North Village Avenue - 9 -



Step 5: Air dry.
Step 6: Rinse twice with deionized water.
Step 7: Air dry.

Step 8: Keep in clean unused aluminum foil.

This decontamination procedure was used for all borings.

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

84 North Village Avenue - 10 -
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EN ERGY AND ENVIRONMENTAL ANALYSTS

55 HILTON AVENUE, GARDEN C{TY, NEW YORK
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MONITOR WELL CONSTRUCTION SPECIFICATION
ENERGY AND ENVIROMENTAL ANALYSTS, INC.

JOB NUMBER : 951¢  WELL IDENTIFICATION : MwW- 172

DATE: 3/3/25 _
BYDROGEOLOGIST: NJ. Kecenia
DRILLING CONTRACTOR : T3 T

LPROTECTIVE CASING <¥ES NO
2. CONCRETE SEAL YES O
3.RISER PIPE TYPE: NL
LENGTH: 5°FT
DIAMETER :c2 FT /N
4. TYPE OF BACKFILL: N 0EF -
HOW INSTALLED %AC«FILLED

' o ; .

5. TYPE OF LOWER SEAL : %e i crve

6. SCREEN TYPE: V&
SLOTTED LENGTH : OFT
SLOT SIZE; O- \

7. TYPE OF BACKFILL :
Nptoza |

COMMENTS;
P&C e?a 2oL HDH%LCZ(ua/

WATER LEVEL CHECKS :
DATE | DOEFTH REMARKS
Yoifog| \B.20 | EP%
6 dladiadl 13.7 SrH 2




MONITOR WELL CONSTRUCTION SPECTFICATION
ENERGY AND ENVIROMENTAL ANALYSTS, INC,

JOB NUMBER :9570(  WELL IDENTIFICATION : M\W-3

DATE: 4 /24 /95
HYDROGEOLOGIST: &0 Recchia
DRILLING CONTRACTOR i T DT

LPROTECTIVE CASING XES®> NO
2. CONCRETE SEAL &E® NO

3.RISER PIPETYPE: V<
LENGTH: /4 FT
DIAMETER : & FT /nv/
4. TYPE OF BACKFILL : SACAFre <
. HOWINSTALLED B9k Frcep
"~ 5. TYPE OF LOWER SEAL: Bruroo7s
6.SCREEN TYPE: ~U/<&
SLOTTED LENGTH : 2FT
SLOTSIZE; 2.0
7. TYPE OF BACKFILL: '
Sriliesa SALD
COMMENTS ;

0/05 ;?AO/fep% ML
Re Pﬂ/f/y o7

WATER LEVEL CHECKS :

DATE| DOEFTH | REMARKS
424 | 4.5 Eoc.
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EEA, Inc.

Groundwater Sampling Data Sheet

Project Name: C"‘-‘Gp\ C\f Anees Project No.: 95 /)OQ

Sampfer Name: 2\3 , Q?dc L\l A Sample ID No.: ML - \B
Date: %/o? l r/qg Time:__|1 30

Well pipe diameter: Q inches

Depth to well bottom: (O .
Depth to water surface: _]13.60

Total volume: 77.%8 gallons

Purge volume: 0. ﬂ gallons
Purge method: %’\4 POM'P 4 89(16%

Depth to water after purging: 8.7 :2/ ft

Water temperature: L °C

Conductivity: (50 umhos

pE: 5-q A
Color:_C A2

Turbidity: < 5 O NTUs
Recharge: (circle) slow fast

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

Additional comments:

(Degi: ovse Loe (|

! below measuring point



ENERGY AND ENVII?ONMENTAL ANALYSTS, INC. _
55| ILTON AVENUE, GARDEN CITY, NEW YORIC  516-746-4400 2 |2 2?7 3200
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(SOl e i R . REMARKS-TESTS REQUIRED,
Water, atc) | OATE| TiME | . SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION - /' /.- SPECIAL TURNAROUND, SPECIAL Q.C. ot¢
Wk [ Zhfoad MW= h 0| USEPA_ (o0 )
3 y
whteR_|zveizel MW - 1% 2| v USEPA_ 0]
s/

st bl 1200 | MM a2 H1 BELA—HOI—
! . 21 t
Bﬂlyuhhggb’: Qigm_:g:;é)/ DATETIME SEAL INTACT ? | Regéived by: (Sjgnature) Relinquished by: (Signalure) DATE/TIME | SEAL INTACT 2 | Received by: (Signature)
;‘/ <. -c/¢’;/ oA P .
Hep{esfa:lipg? (jl//fl{/,'? /_‘Z( };,’/14 /3% YES NO &R Féf Zn;’é,) AL Representing: YES NO NA | Representing:
Relinquished by: (Signature) DATE/MME | sear iNTACT 7 | Received by: (Signature) Relinquished by: (Signature) DATE/TIME | geaL INTACT 7 | Received by: (Signature)
f»’lapresanting: I YES NO NA | Representing: Representing: YES NO NA |ARepresenling:




CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N.BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB N0.C951198/1 03/30/95
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue

Garden City, NY 11530
ATIN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Gem Cleaners, EEA 95706
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:03/21/95 RECEIVED:03/21/95

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-1A, 10:40 am

- ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAHBTERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 Chlorobenzene . ug/L <1
Bromomethane ug/L 1 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Dichlordifluomethane ug/L <2 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Chloroethane ug/L <1

Methylene Chloride ug/L <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <2
1,1 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
1,2 chhloroethene ug/L <1
‘Chloroform ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/L <2
Trichloroethylene ug/L <1
Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <2
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <2
2chloroethvinylether ug/L <2
Bromoform ug/L <2
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <2
Tetrachloroethene ug/L 26

cc.

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR

rn= 5693 NYSDOH ID# 10320



co

EST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

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

LAB NO.C951198/1 03/30/95

ATTIN:

SOURCE OF SAMPLE:

COLLECTED BY:

Energy & Envirommental Analysts, Inec.
55 Hilton Avenue

Garden City, NY 11530 .
Nicholas Recchia

Gem Cleaners, EEA 95706
Client DATE COL°'D:03/21/95 RECEIVED:03/21/95

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-1iB, 11:30 am
ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 e Chlorobenzene - ug/L- <1
Bromomethane ug/L <1 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Diehlordifluomethane ug/L <2 1,2 Dichlorobenzene wug/L <2
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Chloroethane ug/L <1
Methylene Chloride ug/L <1

Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <2

1,1 Dichloroethene
1,1 Dichloroethane
1,2 Dichloroethene

"Chloroform

1,2 Dichloroethane

ug/L <1
ug/L <1
ug/L <1
ug/L <1
ug/L <1

111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/L <2

Trichloroethylene

ug/L <1

Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <2
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <2
2chloroethvinylether ug/L <2
Bromoform
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <2

Tetrachloroethene
cc:
REMARKS:
rn= 5694

ug/L <2
ug/L 2

”

DIRECTOR

R

NYSDOH ID# 10320



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703  (516) 422-5777 « FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB N0.C951734/1 05/09/95

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue
Garden City, NY 11530

ATIN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA 95706
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95

* SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-1A, 8-10 ft., 11:30 am

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/Kg <5 - Chlorobenzene -— ——-ug/Kg <5
Bromomethane ug/Kg <5 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Dichlordifluomethane ug/Kg <10 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Vinyl Chloride ug/Kg <5 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Chloroethane ug/Kg 29

Methylene Chloride ug/Kg <5
Trichlorofluomethane ug/Kg <10
1,1 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5
1,1 Dichlorocethane ug/Kg <5
1.2 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5
‘Chloroform : ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/Kg <5
111 Trichlorcethane ug/Kg <5
- Carbon Tetrachloride ug/Kg <5
Bromodichloromethane ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/Kg <5
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/Kg <10
Trichloroethylene ug/Kg <5
Chlorodibromomethane ug/Kg <5
112 Trichloroethane ug/Kg <10
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/Kg <10
2chloroethvinylether ug/Kg <10
Bromoform ug/Kg <10
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/Kg <10
Tetrachlorocethene ug/Kg <5

cC:

REMARKS :

DIRECTO

rn= 8714 NYSDOH ID# 10320



COUNEST LABORATORIES, INC..

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

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

LAB N0.C951734/2

Energy & Environmental Analysts,

55

Hilton Avenue

Garden City, NY 11530
ATIN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA 95706

COLLECTED BY: Client
SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-1B, 13-1iS5 ft.,

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Chloromethane
Bromomethane
Dichlordifluomethane
Vinyl Chloride
Chloroethane
Methylene Chloride
Trichlorofluomethane
1,1 Dichloroethene
1.1 Dichloroethane
1,2 Dichloroethene
Chloroform

1,2 Dichloroethane
111 Trichloroethane
Carbon Tetrachloride
Bromodichloromethane
1,2 Dichloropropane
t-1,3Dichloropropene
Trichloroethylene
Chlorodibromomethane
112 Trichloroethane
¢ 13 Dichloropropene
2chloroethvinylether
Bromoform
1122Tetrachloroethan
Tetrachloroethene

cc:

REMARKS:

rn= 8715

ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg 23
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <5
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <10
ug/Kg <5

NYSDOH ID# 10320

05/09/95

Inc.

12:00 pm

DATE COL'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Chlorobenzene

1,3 Dichlorobenzene
1,2 Dichlorobenzene

ug/Ks.
ug/Kg
ug/Kg

1.4 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg

DIRECTOR ﬁy

.<5

<5
<5
<5

Y

ru}y




CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. | ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. ¢ N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 « FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB N0.C951734/3 ' 05/09/95

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue
Garden City, NY 11530

ATIN: Nicholas Recchia

'~ SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA 95706

COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95
SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB-1C, 18-20 ft., 12:30 pm

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/Kg <5 -.Chlorobenzene - . .. .ug/Kg <5
Bromomethane ug/Kg <5 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/Xg <10
Dichlordifluomethane ug/Kg <10 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Vinyl Chloride ug/Kg <5 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Chloroethane ug/Kg <5

Methylene Chloride ug/Kg <S5
Trichlorofluomethane ug/Kg <10
1.1 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5
1,1 Dichloroethane ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5
Chloroform ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/Kg <5
111 Trichloroethane ug/Kg <5
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/Kg <5
Bromodichloromethane ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/Kg <5
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/Kg <10
Trichloroethylene ug/Kg <5
Chlorodibromomethane ug/Kg <5
112 Trichloroethane ug/Kg <10
c 13 Dichloropropene ug/Kg <10
2chloroethvinylether ug/Kg <10
Bromoform ug/Kg <10
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/Kg <10
Tetrachloroethene ug/Kg <5

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTORm 0

rn= 8716 NYSDOH ID# 10320 []V



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. - ENVIRONMENTA-'L‘- TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C951734/5 ~05/09/95

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue
Garden City, NY 11530

ATIN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA 95706
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-~1A, 13:00 pm

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 S .Chlorobenzene -—. .. .ug/L- <1
Bromomethane ug/L <1 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Dichlordifluomethane ug/L <1 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Chlorgethane ug/L <1

Methylene Chloride ug/L <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
Chloroform ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1i
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/L <1
Trichloroethylene ug/L <1
Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
2chloroethvinylether ug/L <1
Bromoform ug/L <1
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <1
Tetrachloroethene ug/L 49

cec:

REMARKS:

DIRECTO

rn= 8718 NYSDOH ID# 10320 ‘



COHNEST LABORATORIES, INC. . ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N, BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516} 422-5770
LAB NO.C951734/4 05/09/95
Energy & Environmental Analysts., Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue

Garden City, NY 11530
ATTIN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA 95706
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-1B, 12:30 pm

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <1 .. . Chlorobenzene _ __ . __ug/L <1
Bromomethane ug/L <1 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Dichlordifluomethane ug/L <1 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Chloroethane ug/L <i

Methylene Chloride ug/L <1
Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
1.2 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
Chloroform ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1 -
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/L <1
Trichloroethylene ug/L <1
Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
2chloroethvinylether ug/L <1
Bromoform ug/L <1
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <1
Tetrachloroethene ug/L <1

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTO

™n 8717 NYSDOH ID+# 10320



- B=COMNEST LABORATORIES,INC. . ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

™

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

LAB N0O.C951734/6 05/09/95

e
idoead

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue

a Garden City. NY 11530

C ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

' SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA 95706

COLLECTED BY: C(Client DATE COL'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95

. SAMPLE: Water sample, MW~2, 13:30 pm

v' ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane ug/L <L ..... Chlorobenzene ._ ... . ug/L . <1
Bromomethane ug/L <1 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
DichlordifIuomethane ug/L <1 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 1,4 Dichlorcbenzene ug/L <1
Chloroethane ug/L <1

Methylene Chloride ug/L <1
- Trichlorofluomethane ug/L <1
: — 1,1 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
.1 1,1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
“* 1,2 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
Chloroform ug/L <1
: 1,2 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
© .35 111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <1
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/L <1
Trichloroethylene ug/L <1
Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <1
2chlorcethvinylether ug/L <1
Bromoform ug/L <1
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <1
Tetrachloroethene ug/L 3

cc:

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR

rn= 8719 NYSDOH ID# 10320 L/



coO

Methylene Chloride

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

LAB NO.C951734/7

ATTIN:

- SOURCE OF SAMPLE:

COLLECTED BY:
SAMPLE:

EST LABORATORIES, INC.

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

05/09/95

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.

55 Hilton Avenue
Garden City, NY 11530
Nicholas Recchia

EEA 95706

Client

DATE COL°'D:04/24/95 RECEIVED:04/24/95

Water sample, MW-3, 14:00 pm

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chloromethane
Bromomethane
Dichlordifluomethane ug/L
Vinyl Chloride
Chlorocethane

ug/L
ug/L

ug/L
ug/L
ug/L

Trichlorofluomethane ug/L

1,1 Dichloroethene
1,1 Dichloroethane
1,2 Dichloroethene

Chloroform

1,2 Dichloroethane

ug/L
ug/L
ug/L
ug/L
ug/L

111 Trichloroethane ug/L
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L
Bromodichloromethane ug/L
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L
t~1.3Dichloropropene ug/L

Trichloroethylene

ug/L

Chlorodibromomethane ug/L
112 Trichloroethane ug/L
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L
2chloroethvinylether ug/L
Bromoform
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L

Tetrachloroethene
ce:
REMARKS:
rn= 8720

ug/L
ug/L

NYSDOH ID# 10320

<l. PO

<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1l
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1

&

<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
4

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Chlorobenzene - - —ug/L -

1.3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L
1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L
1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L

DIRECTOR

<1
<1
<1
<1




CONEST LABORATORIES, INC.

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

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

LAB NO.C943887/2 09/16/94

ATIN:

SOURCE OF SAMPLE:

COLLECTED BY:

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue

Garden City, NY 11330

Nicnolas Recchia '

EEA-947253
Ciient DATE COL'D:09/01/94 RECEIVED:09/01/94

SAMPLE: Soil sample, SB=1l, 2-4 ft., 10:00 am
ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Chioromethane ug/Kg <5 - . . -Chlorobenzene --—. -ug/Kg <5
Bromomethane ug/Kg <35 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Dichlordifluomethane ug/Kg <10 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Vinyl Chloride ug/Kg <5 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/Kg <10
Chloroethane ug/Kg <5
Methylene Chloride ug/Kg <5
Trichlorofluomethane ug/Kg <10
1,1 Dichioroethene ug/Kg <5
1.1 Dichloroethane ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5
- Chloroform ug/Kg <5
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/Kg <5
111 Trichloroethane ug/Kg <5
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/Kg <5
Bromodichloromethane ug/Kg <535
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/Kg <5
t~i,3Dichioropropene ug/Kg <10
Tricnloroetnylene ug/Kg <5
Chlorodibromomethane ug/Kg <5
112 Trichloroethane wug/Kg <10
¢ 13 Dichioropropene ug/Kg <10
2chloroethvinylether ug/Kg <10
Bromoform ug/Kg <10
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/Kg <10
Tetrachloroethene ug/Kg 7
cc:
REMARKS:
\
DIRECTOR }
(VA ‘ o
rn= NTSDOH ID# 10320



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ‘ ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

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

LAB NO.C943887/1 09/16/94
Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue

Garden City, NY 11530
ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: EEA~-947253
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:05/01/94 RECEIVED:09/01/%4
SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-1, 09:30 am _
ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ' ' ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

‘Chloromethane ug/L <l . ... _._.._Chlorobenzepe . ... .ug/L _. <l
Bromomethane ug/L <1l 1,3 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Dichlordifluomethane ug/L <2 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1 1.4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L <2
Chioroethane ug/L <1

Methylene Chloride ug/L <1
Trichlorofiuomethane ug/L <2
1,1 Dienloroethene ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/L 47
. Cnloroform ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
11l Trichlorcethane ug/L <l
Carbon Tetrachloride ug/L <l
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <i
1,2 Dichloropropane -ug/L <l
t-i,3Dichlioropropene ug/L <2
Trichloroethylene ug/L 5
Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Trichloroetnane ug/L <2
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <2
2cnloroethvinylether ug/L <2

Bromoform ug/L <2
1122Tetrachlioroethan ug/L <2
Tetrachloroethene ug/L 56
cc:
REMARKS:

DIRECTOR /f
-

i

rn= 19252 NYSDOH ID# 10320 \




CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

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

LAB N0.C943887/3 09/16/94

Energy & Environmental Analysts, Inc.
55 Hilton Avenue
Garden City, NY 11530

ATTN: Nicholas Recchia

SQURCE OF SAIMPLE: EEA-94725

COLLECTED BY: Ciient DATE COL'D:09/01/94 RECEIVED:09/01/94

SAMPLE: Water sample, MW-2, 11:30 am

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS | ) ANALYTICAL PARAMHETERS
Chloromethane _ ug/L <1 __ .__ . Chlorobenzene _  ug/L
Bromometnane ug/L <1l 1,3 Dichiorobenzene ug/L
Dichlordifiuvomethane ug/L <2 1,2 Dichlorobenzene ug/L
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <l 1,4 Dichlorobenzene ug/L
Chloroethane ug/L <1

Methylene Chloride ug/L <1
Trichlorofiuomethane ug/L <2
1,1 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
1,1 Dichloroethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/L <l
. Chloroform. ug/L <l
1,2 Dichioroethane ug/L <l
111 Trichloroethane ug/L <1
Carbon Tetrachioride ug/L <l
Bromodichloromethane ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloropropane ug/L <1
t-1,3Dichloropropene ug/L <2
Trichloroethylene ug/L <1
Chlorodibromomethane ug/L <1
112 Tricnloroethane ug/L <2
¢ 13 Dichloropropene ug/L <2
2chloroethvinylether ug/L <2

Bromoform ug/L <2
1122Tetrachloroethan ug/L <2
Tetrachloroethene ug/L 9
cc:
REMARKS:

DIRECTOR

<i
<2
<2

-

<Z

rn= 15254 NYSDOH ID# 10320



ML
@oapa0xD Jo MYy

e //‘T‘\“ ~

4 XIaN3ddV

S ——

ONILTINSNOD HIsSsSOWD "‘M'd

—



aCO l EST LABORATORIES, INC. - ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

’7 Sheffield Avenue, North Babylon, New York 11703
16) 422-5777 « FAX (516) 422-5770

ent: P\, GROIGEIC

dress: | 00 SOUTH MAd STREET
A7 202 SAWILLE Y 6%
one: 529 (553 FAX SF559-87105
rson receiving report: | 1] TR oD

mpledby: A/ <0 o)

uce: ETPIRPIHH CEH CUnérS
)No.:. ')EE‘?IZ/
IATRIX . | COLLECTED |

o oy [DRTE] TME|: SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION

L % 12124 <5’/AIZV\)81LS/M’/YDZA’M)£ 1 ?CE,’(CP),,QQEF\/"@VLCM//?&
R Py ois| £122.0> Lk F1E173 ROe, e VWA CHR 10
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e
CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB N0.C971271/1 04/03/97

P.W. Grosser Consulting
100 South Main Street, Suite 202
Sayville, NY 11782

ATTN: James P. Rhodes, Jr.

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: Gem Cleaners, GBR9701

COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:03/21/97 RECEIVED:03/21/97
SAMPLE: Soil sample, Stairwell storm drain, 1025

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Tetrachloroethene ug/Kg 12000

Trichloroethylene ug/Kg 2600

1,2 Dichloroethene ug/Kg 4400

Vinyl Chloride ug/Kg <50

% Solids 64

ccC.

REMARKS:

DIRECTOR

ST

rns 8565 NYSDOH ID# 10320



COUNEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE.e N.BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 ¢ (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB N0.C971271/2 04/03/97

"P.W. Grosser Consulting
100 South Main Street, Suite 202
Sayville, NY 11782

ATTN: James P. Rhodes, Jr.

SQURCE OF SAMPLE: Gem Cleaners, GBR9701
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:03/21/97 RECEIVED:03/21/97

SAMPLE: Water sample, Field Blank, 1015

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Tetrachloroethene ug/L <1
Trichloroethylene ug/L <1
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/L <1
Vinyl Chloride ug/L <1

cc:

REMARKS:

\
DIRECTOR ) M /
BT

= 8566 NYSDOH ID# 10320



ECOTEST LABORATORIES, INC. - ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 Sheffield Avenue, North Babylon, New York 11703

(516) 422-5777 + FAX (51 6) 422-5770

Slient: £,

")Y 9% k N —
t\ddress ;“ G D o }f\, \ \ <, 1':}4?_ -,A’--(ff({
SR b
Phone: +*, "+ - iy, FA SEL g DS |
Person receivnng report. "_:{\ AN \ﬁ/\_h {_Qc;? { / ,‘
Source:  © ?f-—) \J ) \\ (- ‘;/I,Q € .§ //'0\ N
Job No.: T W AWAY
MATRIX "
(Sail, ..
Water, etc) BATE
‘I “ *—‘d D %: o
;. ol | (P(_,E NCE TCE dmd
: A MLV E K L\I\Tl C ‘w\‘rle\
? ALl E '
{ A E
i Yo 8%
} f\ A HO?D
o |
} |
||

DATE/TIME

Relmqmshed py I(étg atu?e) SEALINTACT? Rece ved( by (Slgneture) Relinquished by: (Signature) DATE/TIME | seal INTACT ? | Received by: (Signature)
S SN Y X

Representmg j ') uj ( ( >/ ///ﬁ ,.z:’ YES NO (NA) Represent\lﬁg E}/E Representing: YES NO NA | Representing:

Relinquished by: (Slgnature) DATE/TIME | AL INTACT ? | Received by: (Signature)™ Relinquished by: (Signature) DATE/TIME | seaL INTACT 2 | Received by: (Signature)

Renresenting: | YES NO NA | Representing: Representing: YES NO NA | Representing:
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E coO ' EST LABORATORIES, INC. 'ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 » (516) 422-5777 » FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C972114/3 06/10/97

P.W. Grosser Consulting
100 South Main Street, Suite 202
Sayville, NY 11782

ATTN: James P. Rhodes, Jr.

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: 84 Village Avenue, #GBR-9701
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL’'D:05/16/97 RECEIVED:05/16/97

SAMPLE: Soil sample, 4—6B ft., 11:40 am

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Tetrachloroethene ug/Kg 350
Trichloroethylene ug/Kg 11
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5

Vinyl Chloride ug/XKg <5
% Solids 96
cc:
REMARKS:

/"“-. Y |

DIRECTOR A
/

rn= 13792 NYSDOH 1ID# 10320



E co ' EST LABORATORIES, INC.

ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

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

LAB N0.C972114/4

06/10/97

ATTN:

SOURCE OF SAMPLE:
COLLECTED BY:

SAMPLE:

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Tetrachloroethene
Trichloroethylene
1,2 Dichloroethene

Vinyl Chloride

% Solids

ccec.

REMARKS:

rn= 13793

P.W. Grosser Consulting

100 South Main Street, Suite 202
Sayville, NY 11782

James P. Rhodes, Jr.

84 Village Avenue, #GBR-9701
Client DATE COL'D:05/16/97 RECEIVED:05/16/97

Soil sample, 6-8 ft., 11:15 am

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
ug/Kg 12000

ug/Kg 270

ug/Kg 100

ug/Kg <5

93

DIRECTOR

PR -

NYSDOH ID# 10320



CONEST LABORATORIES, INC. ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING

377 SHEFFIELD AVE. e N. BABYLON, N.Y. 11703 e (516) 422-5777 ¢ FAX (516) 422-5770
LAB NO.C972114/5 06/10/97

P.W. Grosser Consulting
100 South Main Street, Suite 202
Sayville, NY 11782

ATTN: James P. Rhodes, Jr.

SOURCE OF SAMPLE: 84 Village Avenue, #GBR-9701
COLLECTED BY: Client DATE COL'D:05/16/97 RECEIVED:05/16/97

SAMPLE: Soil sample, 8-10 ft., 11:20 am

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS
Tetrachloroethene ug/Kg 90
Trichloroethylene ug/Kg 10 .
1,2 Dichloroethene ug/Kg <5

Vinyl Chloride ug/Kg <5
% Solids 91
cc:
REMARKS:;

rn= 13794 NYSDOH ID# 10320
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AUG 14 *97 18:19 FR TRADEWINDS S16 7SS 4@18 TO 958987@S

DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF SOLID & HAZARDOUS MATERIALS ’

HAZARDOUS WASTE MANIFEST
P.O. Box 12820, Ajbany, New York 12212

P.@as

*~

Plgase prnt or type. Do not Staple. Form Agprovea. OMB ~o. 2030-0039. Expwes 90036

1n case of amergency or spill immediately call ihe National Response Center {(800) 424-6802 and the N.Y. Depl. of Environmental Conservation (518) 457-7362.

N AZA T. Generators US EPA No. Manifest 2. Page 1 | Information in the shaded areas
U WASTE MANIFEST X DO 3.16105850.6820 3| - ouedyreeaian 7
ypp1316058566i8/29 1
3. Generator's Name and Mailing Address Gen Cleaners ) A smmmros« Doeumontﬂo [T
84 North Village Road ;’G:W’B . ’8427 82 7
ora!ofsl
4. Generator's Phone ( §16) 766~3445 Rockville Cemtre, NY 11570 [ g e
5. Traneporter 1 (Company Name) .. 8. US EPAID Number .,Q,ganrmmslo ;\j i ), { wﬁ[
: b&mlzmgmqwz«mmmm( gL
7. Teansporter 2 (Company Name) ‘8. US EPA ID Number ED State Trangporters: (D 1. 6@ i el
S O O O A O K R s
9. Designaled Facility Name and Site Adoress 10. US EPA ID Number G Stafe’ Fggﬂ_-_ty*s o~ i
Im e whshosel TET Tt gienb ) IRSTAT RN AT
wl - . .
Highwvay 1523, PO Box 327 o e “ F“-"‘""‘ Phone. o, s
Calvert City, KY 42029 Ky DO8,8,4 3,8,8,1,7 (5821 .395,-8313, i
: - 12. Containers 13 14, o
11. US 00T Description (Inciuding Proper Shipping Name, Hazarg Class ang 10 Numbor) Total Uait ;..
No. Type Quantity WiVoll ' Waste'No,
¢| & _RQ, Hazardous Waste Solids, ®.0.S.,
N {Tetrechloroothylene){Fo01) -
Rl 9. wa3077, PG 1L : b e MMival x106bipiM| 12101010l P
A\ b,
T
2 "s’\"fé’“"‘""
L | R
c. EPA
RS
| l I
d EpA
'-S'T‘iﬁ-f--r-rNOT
RN NN ENEN R
J. Additional Descriptions for Materials listed Above Ry o O 0t o] 1& Handling Codes for Wastes,Listad Above
L g . B D
. Tetrachloroethylese , , | . . . wesSvl, (B0
S e Lt e e LA Ve U e JEIR AR N TEDE RS 00 S ST [ KON S M .
b . o !.. . 1 . ‘.drvzi B VI IR TL I P I Ty P l’:.',' .,"b.w - D ‘d a D
15. Special Handhng Instructions and Additionai Information W -Contact: '!'rade Winds 516-735-4000
1
l1la)

16. GENERATOR'S CERTIFICATION: | heredy declare that Tie contents of tis consignment are fully ang accurately descnbad above Dy Droper shpming name and are
classeg, packed, marked &nd isbeled. and are n all respects In proper conaion for transport Dy hghway according 10 appiicable international and nationai govarnment
reguiatons and Siale laws and raguiatons
1t 1 gm & ‘arge quantly generator. | certfy that | have program n place to reduce the volume and axity o waste genarated to ho dogreo | have determincd 10 HE SCoONOMICally
practicabie ang inat t nIve setocicd the praclicable mothod treatment, 31Q0rage, Or disposial Ccurrently avalable 10 me which MuiMizes thy present and future Pireat 1o numan
neann and the environment; QR if | am 3 small gencrater, | have made a good faith etont 10 m-mmue My witle anc Seigct the Sest wasie m3nagoment method that 15 avadanic
to me and that | can afford.

Pnnted/Typed Name sngnawrv K Mo. Day  Year

c!kb\\;;q S‘uh\\s_-(“.k\r- ( '\‘g‘-.‘\’} .
; 17. Transported1 (Acknowledgement of Receipt of Materiais)
Al Py yped ]
N
| Thd  Geme
0| 18. Transporter 2 (Acknowledgement or Receipt of Matenals)
fr‘ Pnnted/Typed Name Signature Mo. Day Year
E . 3.
R ’ | I N

19. Discrepancy Indication Space

. . : S,

A B . -

f 20. Faciity Owner or Operator: Cestification of receipt of hatardous materials covered Dy this manlifest except as noted in item 19,

L

“I’ Panted/Typed Name Signature Mo. Day  Year
Y | N S

EPA Form 8700-22 (Rev. 9-88) Previous editions are absolate.

1

COPY 3-Disposer State-mailed by generator

291218 8 AN

l



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMEN: IRONMENTAL CONSERVATION

g TRANSMIh L SLIP
TO / 7} ] — -5 DATE .
/71"21 74 z‘lt;ai /3/1@ 3 71{’ r . f',.,'/ > 5 /2' ;/L -
FROM -~ - 4 ¢
/'") - < P e Ly 7L : AL /
RE: — ,_) / - ) e
, /J "(/‘ /“\ “hj ¥ z//[. / 8 L pos _./ (S’ /(/ /
/ 7
Al - ‘r/-. ‘// ~ // / (» s '"/
Nbe ¢ a rlacleds  Ea Copry Y
. 7 . / 77 / /
L S S P A Y S e e
(i é’f”u] C/(“’ G €15,
)
'ﬁ{f//"
FOR ACTION AS INDICATED:
[J Please Handle [l For Your Information (] Comments
) File [J Return to me by

[ Approval/Signature
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