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SECTION 1.0
EXECUTIVE SUMMARY AND SITE OVERVIEW

1.1 INTRODUCTION

This Periodic Review Report (PRR) was prepared by FPM Group, Ltd. (FPM) to document
activities conducted at the Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site (Site) from April 15, 2025
through May 2, 2026. These activities were conducted under a Site Management Plan (SMP)
approved by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) in
January 2024.

The Site is classified by the NYSDEC as an Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Site (NYSDEC
Registry # 1-52-035) and was remediated in 1999 and 2000 in accordance with the August 1999
Interim Remedial Measure (IRM) Work Plan. The remedial activities were documented in the
October 2000 IRM Report and are briefly summarized herein. The March 2002 Record of
Decision (ROD) for the Site states the selected remedy for the Site is No Further Action with
continued groundwater monitoring.

An Environmental Easement (EE) was recorded for the Site during the prior reporting period and
the SMP was also finalized and approved. Site management activities conducted between
September 2015 and April 15, 2024 were documented in a PRR submitted to the NYSDEC in
May 2024 and, following revision and resubmittal in April 2025, accepted by the NYSDEC on
May 5, 2025. Site management activities conducted during the most recent prior reporting
period (April 15, 2024 to April 15, 2025) were documented in a PRR submitted to the NYSDEC
on July 1, 2025 and accepted by the NYSDEC on July 2, 2025. Site management activities
conducted during this reporting period are summarized herein in accordance with guidelines
provided by the NYSDEC in the Institutional and Engineering Controls Certification Form
provided via email on March 24, 2026. Copies of NYSDEC correspondence received during the
reporting period are included in Appendix A.

1.2 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
The findings in this PRR are summarized as follows:

Effectiveness of Remedial Program

o The remedial program is effective, as evidenced by a significant reduction of volatile
organic compound (VOC) concentrations in groundwater following the removal of
impacted sediments from Site leaching pools in 1999 and 2000. Groundwater conditions
have continued to gradually improve, as documented in groundwater monitoring reports
discussed in this PRR.

e  The approved Site use is industrial. The Site has been used continuously throughout the
reporting period for industrial uses only. This use restriction is effective at protecting the
public from residual materials that remain present onsite.

e The use of onsite groundwater is prohibited without required water quality treatment.
Groundwater use did not occur during the reporting period; this restriction was effective at
protecting the public from residual impacts in groundwater.
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Groundwater monitoring was conducted June 2025 during this reporting period.
Groundwater data have demonstrated that contaminant concentrations at the Site have
continued to generally decline following the removal of source material. Groundwater
monitoring has also demonstrated that emerging contaminants do not present a concern.
The groundwater monitoring data show that the remedy has been effective at improving
and protecting groundwater quality.

The cover over the remaining contaminated soil remained in place and was not breached
during the reporting period. An Excavation Work Plan (EWP) in the SMP provides
measures to evaluate and address residual contaminated soil in the covered areas if the
cover is breached. The cover engineering control (EC) is protective of the public and
effective at preventing potential exposure to residual contaminated soil.

The SMP includes provisions to conduct soil vapor intrusion (SVI) monitoring if the Site
use changes or if chemicals containing chlorinated VOCs are no longer used in the onsite
operations. Prior testing has demonstrated that indoor air quality did not appear to be
affected by SVI. As the Site was used only for industrial purposes during the reporting
period and the uses continued to include products containing tetrachloroethylene (PCE) and
related chlorinated solvents, no additional SVI monitoring was warranted during the
reporting period. This approach remains protective of the Site occupants.

The EE includes provisions for notification of restrictions on Site usage to be provided by
statements in the property deed and instruments of conveyance relating to the Site. There
have been no property transfers or instruments of conveyance since the EE was recorded
and this requirement remains protective of the public.

Compliance

Groundwater monitoring for VOCs was conducted in 2017 and then suspended while the
provisions of the EE and SMP were negotiated and Site ownership changed. Groundwater
monitoring was conducted for emerging contaminants in 2018 in compliance with a
NYSDEC request. Groundwater monitoring for VOCs was resumed in the first quarter of
2024 following NYSDEC approval of the SMP, as documented in the 2024 PRR.
Groundwater monitoring events for VOCs are scheduled on a once-per-five-quarter basis,
in compliance with the SMP. A groundwater monitoring event was conducted in June
2025 (second quarter of 2025), during this reporting period. The procedures and results of
this monitoring event were initially documented in a July 3, 2025 report. The NYSDEC
required this report to be revised and resubmitted as per August 22, 2025 correspondence.
The report was revised and resubmitted on August 26, 2025, following which it was
accepted by the NYSDEC on August 28, 2025. The next groundwater monitoring event is
scheduled for the third quarter of 2026, in compliance with the approved schedule.

As discussed in the 2025 groundwater monitoring report, the Site’s remaining groundwater
monitoring wells include MW-1, MW-2, MW-6, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10 and MW-12.
Wells MW-3, MW-4, and MW-7 were confirmed to have been previously abandoned and
wells MW-5, MW-11, MW-13 and MW-14 could not be located and are presumed to have
been destroyed during paving and/or snowplowing activities. The current monitoring
program includes downgradient wells MW-8, MW-9, and MW-12, which were monitored
for VOCs in June 2025. No exceedances of the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water
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Quality Standards (Standards) were detected in any of these wells. The recent historic
monitoring data indicate that generally low VOC impacts remained present at the Site from
2017 to the present, primarily in and downgradient of the former leaching pools (former
source area). PCE somewhat exceeded its NYSDEC Standard in immediate downgradient
proximity to the former source area (well MW-14) when this well was last sampled in
2017. No VOCs were detected above the NYSDEC Standards in 2017, 2024, or 2025 at
any of the wells further downgradient, including wells MW-8, MW-9, MW-12, and/or
MW-13. These data indicate that the source of groundwater VOCs has been remediated
and the site-related groundwater plume is decreasing in both size and concentration and is
limited to the proximity of the former source area. It is likely that VOC concentrations in
the downgradient groundwater will continue to generally decrease, consistent with the
observed continued declining trend for the past 20 years following remediation.

e  Compliance with the Site’s institutional controls (ICs) is verified by performing a Site-wide
inspection on at least an annual basis, as per the SMP. Site-wide inspections were
performed in June 2025 and again on April 28, 2026, near the end of the reporting period,
and confirmed compliance with the ICs throughout the reporting period. No deficiencies
were noted.

o The Site’s ECs, including the pavement cover in the former LP-1 area and the concrete
building slab, remained in place throughout the reporting period, in compliance with the
SMP.

o Soil sampling and soil vapor/indoor air sampling were not conducted during the reporting
period as the conditions that would trigger sampling of these media did not occur. These
aspects of the site management program remain compliant with the SMP.

Recommendations

Based on the current Site conditions, FPM has no recommendations for changes to the remedy.

J Should the use of chemicals containing chlorinated solvent VOCs cease, the Site use
change, or additional data indicate that SVI is occurring, then SVI testing should be
performed as per the SMP to determine if SVI mitigation may be warranted.

1.3 SITE OVERVIEW

The Site consists of approximately 1.2 acres located at 80 East Montauk Highway in
Lindenhurst, New York. A map of the Site location is shown on Figure 1.3.1, an aerial view of
the Site and its vicinity is presented in Figure 1.3.2, and the Site layout is shown in Figure 1.3.3,
which has been modified to show the current status of the Site’s monitoring wells. All figures
are provided in Section 7 - Figures. Neguntatogue Creek is located east of the Site and flows
south into Great South Bay. Bordering the property to the north is an undeveloped parcel owned
by the Village of Lindenhurst. Immediately to the east is an automobile dealership. The south
and west boundaries of the property are formed by East Montauk Highway and Lincoln Avenue,
respectively. The surrounding area is primarily commercial and residential.

After completion of the remedial work, some contamination has been left at this Site, which is
hereafter referred to as “residual contamination”. ICs and ECs have been incorporated into the
Site remedy to control exposure to any residual contamination to ensure protection of public
health and the environment. An EE has been granted to the NYSDEC and recorded with the
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Suffolk County Clerk; this Easement requires compliance with the SMP and all ECs and ICs
placed on the Site.

The Site was formerly owned and occupied by Cardwell Condenser, which manufactured
electrical components. Between 1957 and 1987 process wastewater from plating operations was
discharged to leaching pools located north of the Site building. Investigations conducted at the
Site between 1986 and 1994 and a Remedial Investigation (RI) conducted in 1998 indicated that
onsite soil and groundwater were impacted by VOCs and metals. Low to moderate
concentrations of VOCs were present in the groundwater at the Site, with the groundwater
samples exhibiting exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards all located downgradient of VOC-
impacted leaching pools. An exposure assessment was performed and it was concluded that the
potential for ingestion, dermal, or inhalation contact with the impacted leaching pool sediments
and groundwater was minimal. In addition, the potential for impact to Neguntatogue Creek was
also evaluated to be insignificant. Remediation of the VOC-impacted leaching pools was
performed in 1999 and 2000 to reduce the potential for impact to groundwater and Neguntatogue
Creek. The results are documented in the October 2000 IRM Report.

The March 2002 ROD for the Site stated that the selected remedy is No Further Action with
continued groundwater monitoring. The ROD states that Site closure criteria will be met when
the “groundwater monitoring shows a continued decline in groundwater contaminant
concentrations.” The prior O&M Plan for the Site outlined procedures for semiannual
monitoring at Site groundwater wells MW-8, MW-9, MW-12, MW-13, and MW-14, which was
performed since 2002 in substantial conformance with the O&M Plan and subsequent NYSDEC
modifications. Groundwater monitoring conducted prior to the current reporting period was
documented in the 2010, 2015, and 2024 PRRs and prior groundwater monitoring reports. The
prior groundwater monitoring results are summarized herein and show a general declining trend
of VOC groundwater contaminants at all sampled wells.

SVI evaluations were performed at the Site in December 2009 and August 2015 in accordance
with NYSDEC-approved work plans. Based on these investigations soil vapor beneath the Site
is impacted by chlorinated solvents, primarily PCE, trichloroethene (TCE), and 1,1,1-
trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA), all of which were formerly present in the source area. Residual
concentrations of PCE (meeting applicable NYSDEC soil cleanup objectives for the use of the
property) remained present in soil in one former leaching pool in this area following remediation
and likely contribute to soil vapor conditions. Soil vapor conditions appear to have been affected
by paving of the former source area in proximity to the building in 2015 and by the lower water
table observed in 2015. Indoor air quality does not appear to be affected by SVI but does appear
to be affected by ambient air conditions and the use of certain chemicals containing PCE and/or
methylene chloride within the building. The New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH)
recommended that if the property use should change or the use of chlorinated solvents cease at
the facility, then an additional SVI investigation should be performed. Chlorinated solvents
continue to be used in the facility operations, as discussed in Section 3.1, and, therefore, an
additional SVI investigation was not indicated or performed during this reporting period.

1.4 EVALUATION OF REMEDY PERFORMANCE, EFFECTIVENESS AND
PROTECTIVENESS

The remedy has been managed in general compliance with the prior O&M Plan and with the
SMP approved in 2024. The remedy continues to perform effectively and protect the public
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from the remaining residual materials at the Site. The EE recorded during a prior reporting
period includes ICs that are effective protective of the public; the provisions of the ICs were
followed during this reporting period. The SMP includes ECs, including a cover over the former
leaching pool LP-1 area and the monitoring well system, that are protective. These ECs
remained present during the reporting period and were inspected for compliance with the SMP.
The ECs were effective and protect the public from exposure to residual materials at the Site.

The approved Site use is industrial. The Site has been used continuously throughout the
reporting period for industrial uses only. This use restriction is effective at protecting the
public from residual materials that remain present onsite.

The use of onsite groundwater is prohibited without required water quality treatment.
Groundwater use did not occur during the reporting period; this restriction was effective
at protecting the public from residual impacts in groundwater.

Groundwater monitoring was conducted in June 2025 during this reporting period and
was documented in a groundwater monitoring report that was accepted by the NYSDEC
on August 28, 2025 following revision. The data documented that contaminant
concentrations at the Site have continued to generally decline following the removal of
source material. Groundwater monitoring has also shown that emerging contaminants do
not present a concern. The groundwater monitoring data demonstrate that the remedy has
been effective at improving and protecting groundwater quality.

The cover over the remaining contaminated soil remained in place and was not breached
during the reporting period. An EWP in the SMP provides measures to evaluate and
address residual contaminated soil in the covered areas if the cover is breached. The
cover EC is protective and has been effective at preventing potential exposure to residual
contaminated soil.

The SMP includes provisions to conduct SVI monitoring if the Site use changes or if
chemicals containing chlorinated VOCs are no longer used in the onsite operations. Prior
SVI testing has demonstrated that indoor air quality did not appear to be affected by SVI.
As the Site was used only for industrial purposes during the reporting period and the uses
continued to include products containing PCE and related chlorinated solvents, no
additional SVI monitoring was warranted during the reporting period. This approach
remains protective of the Site occupants.

The EE includes provisions for notification of restrictions on Site usage to be provided by
statements in the property deed and instruments of conveyance relating to the Site. There
have been no property transfers or instruments of conveyance since the EE was recorded
and this requirement is protective.
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SECTION 2.0
ENGINEERING AND INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS COMPLIANCE

Remedial activities were previously conducted at this Site and included removal of materials
from VOC-impacted leaching pools. ICs were initially implemented via the ROD for this Site to
control human exposure to residual materials such that the Site would be suitable for industrial
use. An SMP that included ICs and ECs for the Site was submitted to the NYSDEC in 2017 and,
after several revisions and recording of an EE, was approved by the NYSDEC in January 2024.
The ECs and ICs, as implemented, continue to control human exposure to residual materials such
that the Site is suitable for industrial use.

The ICs implemented at the Site are as follows:
e The property may be used for industrial use;
e All ECs must be operated and maintained as specified in the SMP;
e All ECs must be inspected at a frequency and in a manner defined in the SMP;

e The use of groundwater underlying the property is prohibited without necessary water
quality treatment as determined by the NYSDOH or the Suffolk County Department of
Health Services to render it safe for use as drinking water or for industrial purposes, and
the user must first notify and obtain written approval to do so from the NYSDEC;

e Groundwater and other environmental or public health monitoring must be performed as
defined in the SMP;

e Data and information pertinent to site management of the property must be reported at the
frequency and in a manner defined in the SMP;

e All future activities that will disturb remaining contaminated material must be conducted
in accordance with the SMP;

e Monitoring to assess the performance and effectiveness of the remedy must be performed
as defined in the SMP;

e Operation, maintenance, monitoring, inspection, and reporting of any mechanical or
physical component of the remedy shall be performed as defined in the SMP; and

e Access to the Site must be provided to agents, employees, or other representatives of the
State of New York with reasonable prior notice to the property owner to assure
compliance with the restrictions identified by the EE.

There were no ECs established in the ROD for this Site. However, the existing pavement over
the former LP-1 location functions as an EC to limit stormwater infiltration, thus reducing the
potential for residual soil to impact groundwater conditions. The existing building slab also
functions as an EC to prevent contact with sub-slab soil and reduce the potential for SVI. The
groundwater monitoring well system also functions as an EC to allow ready access to
groundwater for the required monitoring. These physical features are considered ECs, as
articulated in the SMP.
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2.1 ENGINEERING CONTROLS COMPONENTS
2.1.1 Cover

Soil exceeding the NYSDEC Part 375 Soil Cleanup Objectives (SCOs) for protection of
groundwater remains present below the former LP-1 location to the north of the Site building.
Asphalt pavement over this area presently reduces the potential for groundwater impacts by
limiting stormwater infiltration. VOC-impacted soil may also be present beneath the slab of the
onsite building. The existing cover in this area consists of the concrete slab of the building,
which prevents contact with sub-slab soil and reduces the potential for SVI. Figure 2.1.1.1 (see
Section 7 — Figures) shows the location of the asphalt pavement cover over the former LP-1
leaching pool area and the location of the concrete building slab, which also acts as a cover.

The cover was inspected following the procedures in the Monitoring and Sampling Plan included
in the SMP. The results of the most recent inspections (June 2, 2025 and April 28, 2026) are
documented in the Site-Wide Inspection forms included in Appendix C. The cover over each
area was found to be continuous and in good condition, with no indications of removal,
breaching, excavation, or other disturbance.

The EWP provided in the SMP outlines the procedures required to be implemented if excavation
is conducted in the covered areas, including if the cover is breached, penetrated or temporarily
removed in these areas, and any underlying remaining contamination is disturbed. The EWP was
not implemented or required during the reporting period as there was no breach of the cover.

2.1.2 Groundwater Monitoring Well System

Groundwater monitoring wells remain in place at the Site and are used to confirm that the levels
of VOCs continue to decline following the remediation of the source area. Figure 1.3.3 (see
Section 7 — Figures) shows the locations of the Site’s former and existing monitoring wells.
Wells MW-8, MW-9, and MW-12 are presently included in the monitoring program for the Site.

The groundwater monitoring wells were observed during the June 2, 2025 and April 28, 2026
Site-wide inspections, as documented in the inspection forms in Appendix C. The wells were
also inspected during prior groundwater monitoring events. The well conditions during the prior
monitoring events were documented on the sampling logs prepared for each event.

The monitoring wells in the system were generally found to be in good condition during each
prior monitoring event and during the Site-wide inspections, with some exceptions. The
following issues were noted during the January 2024 and June 2025 monitoring events:

e Well MW-12 had been damaged during parking lot paving. While the well remained
functional, the manhole required replacement. Manhole replacement was performed on
April 11, 2024 and this well remains secure.

e Well MW-13 appears to have been destroyed during parking lot paving. As nearby well
MW-12 provides substantially similar information, replacement of well MW-13 was not
recommended and has not been required by the NYSDEC.

e Well MW-14 could not be located during the January 2024 monitoring event and
subsequent exploration of the former well area was not successful in locating the well.
Replacement of well MW-14 was not recommended as prior data demonstrate that Site-
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related impacts had been minimal in this well for several years. The NYSDEC has not
required that this monitoring well be replaced.

e As discussed in the report documenting the June 2025 groundwater monitoring event,
wells MW-3, MW-4, and MW-7 located to the south of the onsite building were
confirmed to have been previously abandoned.

e Wells MW-5 and MW-11, located offsite in an unpaved area adjoining the road and
upgradient of the former source area, could not be located and are suspected to have been
destroyed during snowplowing operations. Replacement of these wells was not
recommended and has not been required by the NYSDEC.

e Wells MW-9 and MW-12 were found to be partially filled with sediment during the June
2025 monitoring event. It was recommended that these wells be redeveloped to remove
accumulated sediment. This work was performed during this reporting period, as
documented in Section 3.2.2.

e It was also recommended that the top of casing relative elevations for the remaining
monitoring wells be resurveyed to provide better information with which to assess the
groundwater flow direction. This work was performed during this reporting period, as
documented in Section 3.2.3.

Wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-6, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10 and MW-12 continue to remain present as
part of the groundwater monitoring system. Wells MW-8, MW-9 and MW-12 continue to be
monitored under the current groundwater monitoring program. No changes are recommended
for the groundwater monitoring well system or monitoring program.

2.2 INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS COMPONENTS

ICs are implemented at the Site to (1) implement, maintain, and monitor the ECs; (2) prevent
future exposure to residual contamination; and (3) restrict the use of the Site to industrial uses
only. Adherence to these ICs on the Site is required under an EE recorded with the Suffolk
County Clerk in April 2023. A copy of the recorded EE is included in Appendix B.

Implementation, maintenance, and monitoring of the ECs is conducted in accordance with the
SMP approved by the NYSDEC in January 2024. Prior to that time the ECs were managed
under a NYSDEC-approved O&M Plan.  Prevention of future exposure to residual
contamination and restrictions on Site usage are discussed below.

2.2.1 Prevention of Exposure to Residual Contamination

The EWP in the SMP provides measures to evaluate and address residual contaminated soil in
the covered areas if the cover is breached. The cover was not breached during the reporting
period and, therefore, implementation of the EWP was not required. As the cover has remained
intact, potential exposure to residual contaminated soil has been prevented.

To prevent potential exposure to residual contaminated groundwater beneath the Site, the EE
includes a provision that prohibits the use of groundwater underlying the Site without the
necessary water quality treatment, as determined by the NYSDOH or Suffolk County
Department of Health Services (SCDHS), to render it safe for use as drinking water or for
industrial purposes. As documented in the Site-wide inspections (see Section 3.1), groundwater
use is not occurring at this Site, nor is groundwater use contemplated. We conclude that
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potential exposure to residual contamination in groundwater did not occur during the reporting
period.

To prevent potential exposure to soil vapors beneath the Site, the SMP includes provisions to
conduct SVI monitoring if the Site use changes or if chemicals containing chlorinated VOCs are
no longer used in the onsite operations. As documented in the Site-wide inspections, the Site
was used only for industrial purposes during the reporting period and the industrial uses have
continued to include the use of products containing PCE and related chlorinated solvents (see
Section 3.1). Prior SVI testing has demonstrated that indoor air quality does not appear to be
affected by SVI but does appear to be affected by ambient air conditions and the use of certain
chemicals containing PCE and/or methylene chloride within the building. As the Site use has not
changed and chlorinated solvents continue to be used in onsite operations, we conclude that no
additional SVI assessment is warranted at this time.

2.2.2 Restrictions on Site Usage

The Site usage is restricted to industrial uses. Confirmation of Site usage is documented in the
Site-Wide Inspection forms, copies of which are included in Appendix C. The Site usage is
documented to have been industrial (screen printing and embroidering) throughout the reporting
period.

As per the EE, notification of restrictions on Site usage must also be provided by statements
required in the property deed and instruments of conveyance relating to the Site. We note that
the EE was recorded in April 2023 following the transfer of Site ownership from Viking 80 East
Properties, LLC to Buccino Realty, LLC (the current Site owner) on November 10, 2021 and,
therefore, was not in effect at the time that property transfer occurred. There have been no
property transfers or instruments of conveyance since the EE was recorded.

23 EC/IC CERTIFICATION

An EC/IC Certification Form has been completed for the Site. The completed certification form
is included in Appendix D.
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SECTION 3.0
MONITORING PLAN COMPLIANCE

The Monitoring Plan in the SMP for the Site includes measures for evaluating the performance
and effectiveness of the remedy. The Monitoring Plan includes a means (Site-wide inspection)
for evaluating the Site’s compliance with the ICs and the condition and continued effectiveness
of the ECs. The Monitoring Plan also includes provisions for post-remediation media monitoring
and sampling. Each aspect of the Monitoring Plan is discussed below. Direct monitoring of the
ECs is discussed in Section 2 of this PRR.

3.1 SITE-WIDE INSPECTION

Compliance with the EE IC is verified by performing a Site-wide inspection on at least an annual
basis. Site-wide inspections were performed on June 2, 2025 (previously reported in the 2025
PRR) and April 28, 2026 during this reporting period; copies of the completed inspection forms
are included in Appendix C. As discussed in Section 2.2.2, the Site-wide inspections confirmed
that the Site is used for industrial purposes (screen printing and embroidering) and the Site was
actively used for this purpose throughout the reporting period. Several products containing
chlorinated VOCs and/or methylene chloride were observed in use at the facility and a Site
representative confirmed that these products (or equivalent) were in use onsite throughout the
reporting period. No deficiencies were noted and FPM has no recommendations for changes in
Site usage or confirmation procedures.

The Site-wide inspections also confirmed that the cover EC (pavement in the former LP-1 area
and the concrete building slab) remained in-place and in good condition during the reporting
period. The EWP was not implemented during the reporting period as the cover remained intact
over the remaining contaminated soil. FPM has no recommendations for changes to the cover
EC.

The Site-wide inspections included a visual assessment of the Site’s monitoring wells. In
addition, redevelopment of wells MW-9 and MW-12 and resurveying of the relative elevations
of the top of casing for each of the remaining monitoring wells was conducted, as recommended
in the report documenting the June 2025 monitoring event. The procedures and results of this
work are documented in the following sections.

3.2 GROUNDWATER MONITORING
3.2.1 Groundwater Monitoring System Components

A network of monitoring wells is present at the Site, as shown on Figure 1.3.3, (Section 7 —
Figures) to evaluate groundwater quality in the vicinity and downgradient of the former source
area and onsite building. Wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-6, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10 and MW-12
remain present as part of the groundwater monitoring system and wells MW-8, MW-9 and MW-
12 are the current designated wells for the monitoring program. Groundwater monitoring was
conducted in June 2025 during this reporting period and the procedures and results were initially
documented in a July 3, 2025 report, a copy of which is included in Appendix E. The NYSDEC
required this report to be revised and resubmitted as per August 22, 2025 correspondence. The
report was revised and resubmitted on August 26, 2025, following which it was accepted by the
NYSDEC on August 28, 2025. The procedures and results of this monitoring event are
summarized herein.
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3.2.2 Monitoring Well Redevelopment

As documented in the report of the June 2025 groundwater monitoring event, wells MW-9 and
MW-12 contained accumulated sediment, which precluded low-flow purging, and it was
recommended that these wells be redeveloped to remove accumulated sediment.

On April 28, 2026, FPM Qualified Environmental Professionals (QEPs) redeveloped monitoring
wells MW-9 and MW-12. Redevelopment activities were completed using a Whale pump and
hand bailer to physically remove accumulated sediment from the bottom of each well. Well
development continued until much of the accumulated sediment (approximately two to three
feet) was removed from each well.

Following sediment removal, the well depths were measured and compared to available well
construction information to confirm that the excessive sediment accumulation had been reduced
and a sufficient length of each screen was exposed so the wells are suitable for monitoring and
sampling activities. For MW-12 approximately 5.5 feet of screen below the water table is now
exposed and for MW-9 at least 3 feet of screen below the water table is now exposed. Available
information concerning well depths, screen intervals, and depth to the well bottoms is included
on Table 3.2.3.1 in Section § — Tables.

If significant sediment accumulation is observed again during future groundwater monitoring
events, then additional redevelopment activities will be undertaken to ensure that the wells
remain suitable for monitoring and sampling.

3.2.3 Monitoring Well Surveying

As documented in the report of the June 2025 groundwater monitoring event, anomalous water
level readings were obtained in some wells and it was recommended that the relative elevations
of the tops of the well casings be resurveyed so that more accurate measurements of the water
table surface could be obtained. On April 28, 2026 FPM QEPs re-surveyed the relative elevation
of each of the Site’s monitoring wells. The resulting measurements are documented on Table
3.2.3.1 in Section 8 — Tables.

Monitoring well surveying was performed using a standard optical transit and survey rod
operated by a dedicated rodperson to establish internally-consistent relative elevations for the top
of casing (TOC) for each monitoring well across the Site. Prior to surveying, a permanent
reference point was marked on the north side of each well casing to provide a consistent
measuring location for future groundwater gauging activities to minimize variability between
monitoring events. The transit was set at a stable location with a clear line-of-sight to the wells,
and the height of instrument above ground surface was established and recorded. The rodperson
positioned the survey rod vertically on the marked north-side reference point of each well casing
while transit readings were obtained. Relative elevations were calculated based on backsight and
foresight measurements from the established instrument setup, allowing for consistent
comparison between wells. Survey results were reviewed for consistency and incorporated into
the Site’s relative elevation dataset to support refinement of groundwater contouring and
interpretation of hydraulic gradients. The resulting surveyed elevations are presented in Table
3.2.3.1 in Section 8 — Tables and will serve as the standardized reference elevations for future
groundwater level monitoring activities.
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3.2.4 Groundwater Monitoring Procedures - June 2025

Groundwater monitoring procedures for the June 2025 groundwater monitoring event were in
general compliance with the approved SMP, including the use of low-flow procedures, with the
exceptions of wells MW-9 and MW-12 where accumulated sediment precluded use of the low-
flow pump. These wells have since been redeveloped to remove excess sediment, as discussed
in Section 3.2.2. Health and safety procedures were used during all onsite events and health and
safety monitoring was conducted in accordance with the SMP during the June 2025 monitoring
event. The monitoring results are recorded in the sampler’s field notebook; organic vapors were
not detected during the June 2025 monitoring event.

During the June 2025 sampling event depth-to-water measurements were obtained prior to
purging and were used to evaluate the groundwater flow direction. Sampling was performed
after the stability parameters had stabilized and the turbidity was generally less than 50
nephelometric turbidity units (NTU).

Following purging, each well was sampled and the samples were submitted under chain of
custody to Eurofins Environmental Testing (Eurofins), a NYSDOH Environmental Laboratory
Approval Program (ELAP)-certified laboratory. QA/QC samples were also collected in
accordance with the procedures in the SMP. All samples were analyzed for Target Compound
List (TCL) VOCs by NYSDEC Analytical Services Protocol (ASP) methods with Category B
deliverables. The data in the resulting electronic data deliverable (EDD) were uploaded to the
NYSDEC’s Electronic Information Management System (EIMS) and a data usability summary
report (DUSR) was prepared for the laboratory package. The DUSR results indicated that the
chemical analytical data were of acceptable quality for their intended purposes.

3.2.3 Groundwater Monitoring Results and Comparison with Remedial Objectives

Groundwater Flow Direction

Regional groundwater flow in the Upper Glacial Aquifer in the Site area is generally to the
southeast. Groundwater levels have been measured during multiple events at the Site monitoring
wells. Table 3.2.3.1 (see Section 8 — Tables) summarizes the measurements obtained during the
current and prior reporting periods and the pertinent data (top of well casing relative elevation)
for each well. The groundwater levels typically indicate a southeast groundwater flow direction
toward Neguntatogue Creek and Great South Bay, consistent with prior measurements and the
regional groundwater flow direction. Water levels measured during the June 2025 monitoring
event are shown on Figure 3.2.3.1 (see Section 7 — Figures) and are generally consistent with
prior measurements. It was noted that the water level in well W-2 was not consistent with
nearby monitoring wells MW-8 or MW-9; it is possible that a field measurement error occurred
at this well or that the top of the MW-2 casing has altered.

As discussed above, on April 28, 2026 the top of casing elevations were re-surveyed for all the
remaining Site wells. The resulting data were integrated with the depth-to-water measurements
obtained in June 2025 and are shown on Figure 3.2.3.2. These data show a south-southeasterly
flow direction towards Great South Bay, which is consistent with the regional groundwater flow
direction for the Upper Glacial Aquifer. Additional water level information will be obtained
during future monitoring events to provide additional data with which to evaluate the
groundwater flow direction.
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Volatile Organic Compounds

The VOC data from the June 2025 sampling event are presented in Table 3.2.3.2 (see Section § -
Tables); data from previous sampling events are also shown for comparison purposes. Figure
3.2.3.1 (see Section 7 — Figures) shows the VOC data from the past three monitoring events for
each well in the monitoring system as well as the data from June 2025. It should be noted that
the data tables on Figure 3.2.3.1 include the VOCs that have been most consistently detected at
this Site, including PCE, cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE), vinyl chloride (VC), and TCE.
The data are evaluated with respect to the NYSDEC Standards, exceedances of which are shaded
and shown in bold type.

Well MW-1, which is located a short distance upgradient of the former LP-1 area, was not
sampled during the June 2025 monitoring event and exhibited no detections of any Site-related
VOCs in January 2024. These results are consistent with historic results from this monitoring
well and demonstrate that Site-related impacts are not present upgradient of the former source
area.

Well MW-14, formerly located in the immediate vicinity of the former source area and now
destroyed, was most recently sampled for VOCs in June 2017 and August 2015, and during prior
monitoring events. VOC concentrations remained below the NYSDEC Standards in 2015 and
2017 with the exceptions of relatively low concentrations of PCE (14 to 19 micrograms per liter,
or ug/l). PCE was not detected in 2009 or 2011 and was detected below its NYSDEC Standard
in 2013. PCE was previously detected at up to 300 pg/l in this well. Other Site-related VOCs,
including cis-1,2-DCE, VC, and TCE, were previously detected in this well above NYSDEC
Standards

At well MW-9, located somewhat downgradient of the former source area, no exceedances of
the NYSDEC Standards were noted for any VOCs during the June 2025 monitoring event or in
prior years dating back to 2009. No Site-related VOCs have been detected in this well since at
least 2011. PCE was previously detected at up to 279 pg/l in this well (1998) and other Site-
related VOCs, including cis-1,2-DCE, TCE, and VC, previously exceeded NYSDEC Standards
through 2007.

At well MW-8, located further downgradient of the former source area, no exceedances of the
NYSDEC Standards were noted for any VOCs during the June 2025 monitoring event or in prior
years dating back to 2017. PCE was most recently detected above its NYSDEC Standard in this
well in October 2013 and August 2015 (29 and 31 pg/l, respectively). PCE was previously
detected at up to 368 pg/l in this well (1998) and other Site-related VOCs, including cis-1,2-DCE
and TCE, also previously exceeded Standards.

At well MW-12 in the vicinity of Neguntatogue Creek no exceedances of the NYSDEC
Standards were noted for any VOCs during the June 2025 monitoring event or in prior years
dating back to 2017. Exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards were most recently noted in this
well in August 2015, including PCE at 7.6 ug/l and cis-1,2-DCE at 8.1 ug/l. Previously, PCE,
cis-1,2-DCE, TCE, and/or VC have been sporadically detected in this well at low to moderate
concentrations.

Well MW-10, which is located downgradient and somewhat crossgradient of the former source
area, was not sampled during the June 2025 monitoring event and exhibited no detections of any
Site-related VOCs in January 2024. This well was previously sampled in 1998, at which time
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low estimated concentrations (below Standards) of PCE and TCE were detected, suggestive of
the outer edge of the Site-related plume. The 2024 data are consistent with the overall
diminution of the plume of Site-related VOCs over time documented at the other monitoring
wells.

The concentrations of Site-related VOCs in each well for the three most recent monitoring events
shown on Figure 3.2.3.1 (see Section 7 — Figures) indicate that generally low VOC impacts
remained present at the Site from 2017 to June 2025, primarily in and downgradient of the
former source area. PCE somewhat exceeded its NYSDEC Standard in immediate downgradient
proximity to the former source area (well MW-14) when this well was last sampled in 2017.
Further downgradient at wells MW-8 and MW-9 no VOCs were detected above the NYSDEC
Standards in 2017, 2024, or 2025. Similarly, at wells MW-12 and/or MW-13 in the vicinity of
Neguntatogue Creek no VOCs were detected above NYSDEC Standards in 2017, 2024, or 2025.
These data indicate that the source of groundwater VOCs has been remediated and the remaining
residual concentrations are limited and anticipated to continue to decline.

Emerging Contaminants

As documented in a May 16, 2018 report, select Site wells were sampled for the emerging
contaminants per- and polyfluoroalkyl substances (PFAS) and 1,4-dioxane in 2018 following a
NYSDEC-approved work plan. The results, which are presented on Table 3.2.3.3 (see Section 8
— Tables), are compared to the current (April 2023) NYSDEC Guidance Values for assessing
PFAS and 1,4-dioxane in groundwater.

Several PFAS were detected in the sampled wells in 2018, with all the detections at low
estimated concentrations well below the Guidance Values. 1,4-dioxane was also detected at low
estimated concentrations in all the wells sampled, with all detections well below the NYSDEC
Guidance Value. As noted in the May 2018 report, comparable low estimated concentrations of
PFOS, PFOA, and 1,4-dioxane were detected in the field blank samples and a low estimated
concentration of PFOA was detected in the laboratory’s method blank sample. Based on this
information, it is possible that the detections in the samples may result from low levels of field
and/or laboratory contamination.

The PFAS and 1,4-dioxane detections were noted in the upgradient well (MW-1), the well in the
former source area (MW-14), and the downgradient well (MW-8), and there appeared to be no
relationship between the detection locations and levels and the location of the former source area
or the VOC plume associated with the Site. These data indicate that PFAS and 1,4-dioxane are
not present at levels of concern and are not associated with the VOC impacts in groundwater at
this Site.

It was recommended that no further 1,4-dioxane or PFAS monitoring be required. Emerging
contaminant monitoring is not required in the SMP for this Site.

Efforts to Locate Additional Site Monitoring Wells

Efforts to locate all the remaining Site monitoring wells were made during the June 2025
monitoring event, as documented in the August 26, 2025 groundwater monitoring report. Wells
MW-1, MW-2, MW-6, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, and MW-12 were located, accessed, and
assessed as described above. Wells MW-13 and MW-14 were not located during the 2024
monitoring event and were not evident during the June 2025 monitoring event. These wells are
presumed to have been destroyed, as previously discussed.
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Wells MW-3, MW-4, and MW-7 were formerly located in a grassy area to the south of the Site
building and wells MW-5 and MW-11 were formerly located offsite in a public park to the north
of the Site. None of these wells was visible during the June 2025 Site-wide inspection or
monitoring event. The vicinity of the locations of wells MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-7, and
MW-11 were screened with a hand-held Schonstedt GA-52CX magnetic locator instrument in
June 2025 to identify the steel manhole lid that formerly covered each well.

Magnetic anomalies were identified at the onsite well locations (MW-3, MW-4 and MW-7) and
each was hand-excavated to expose the associated well. Each of these locations was found to
have a former monitoring well that appeared to have been abandoned. The casings appeared to
have been filled with concrete, cut off below grade, and, and in one case, capped with the steel
manhole that had been welded shut. These wells were installed by NYSDEC contractors
between 1986 and 1992 and were last monitored in 1989 (MW-3), 1992 (MW-7), and 1998
(MW-4). None of these wells exhibited exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards for any VOCs
and none were included in the monitoring programs in the 2002 Operation and Monitoring Plan
or the current SMP for this Site. The current and most recent former Site owners (Peter Buccino
and David Kjeldsen, respectively) were asked if they had any knowledge of the abandonment of
these wells, but neither had any information about well abandonment. The now-deceased
brother of the former Site owner (Bob Kjeldsen) managed all the environmental matters
concerning the Site, so no further information is available. It appears likely that he had the wells
abandoned after it was determined that they were not to be included in the monitoring program.

No magnetic anomalies were identified at the MW-5 or MW-11 locations, which are located
offsite in a public park. Each location was probed with a steel rod and the surface vegetation and
some soil were removed to improve visibility. No wells were found at the former well locations.
We noted that this area of the park does not have any concrete curb and is not landscaped. The
area is overgrown with weedy vegetation and appears to be periodically scraped during
snowplowing activities. It appears that these wells were either destroyed during snowplowing or
abandoned by Bob Kjeldsen.

3.2.4 Summary of Groundwater Monitoring

Groundwater monitoring conducted during this reporting period and prior reporting periods
demonstrates that VOC concentrations have continued to remain low in the former source area;
only one VOC was noted to be somewhat above its NYSDEC Standard (PCE at 19 ug/l) in well
MW-14 this area during the 2017 monitoring event. No exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards
were noted for any VOCs further downgradient of the former source area during the 2017, 2024,
or 2025 monitoring events. It is likely that VOC concentrations in the downgradient
groundwater will continue to generally decrease, consistent with the observed continued
declining trend for the past 20 years following remediation.

Emerging contaminant sampling conducted during a prior reporting period demonstrates that
PFAS and 1,4-dioxane are not present at levels of concern, or associated with the former source
area or VOC impacts in groundwater at this Site.

3.2.5 Groundwater Monitoring Deficiencies

No groundwater monitoring deficiencies were identified during this reporting period.
Deficiencies were noted during the prior reporting period and have been addressed as follows:
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o Groundwater monitoring is slated to be performed every fifth quarter as per the SMP.
Groundwater monitoring during prior reporting periods was conducted at irregular
intervals due to ongoing revisions of the SMP prior to its approval and a transfer of
property ownership. Under the approved SMP groundwater monitoring was conducted in
1Q 2024 and was also conducted in June 2025 (2Q 2025) in compliance with the SMP.
Groundwater monitoring is presently scheduled to be performed in September 2026 (3Q
2026) and a five-quarter intervals thereafter, as shown on Table 3.2.5.1 (Section 8 —
Tables). The prior deficiency in the monitoring schedule has been resolved.

. Groundwater monitoring was not conducted at well MW-13 in January 2024 as the well
was not located and appears to have been destroyed during paving. Nearby well MW-12
was sampled and, based on prior data, provides substantially similar information as well
MW-13. As noted in the May 2024 PRR (revised April 2025), which was accepted by
the NYSDEC, it is not proposed to replace well MW-13.

. Groundwater monitoring was not conducted at well MW-14 in January 2024 as the well
was not located during the sampling event. The area of well MW-14 was subsequently
screened with a magnetic locating device and probed in an effort to find the well, but the
well was not located and it was concluded that the well was destroyed during a winter
snowplowing event. As noted in the May 2024 PRR (revised April 2025), which was
accepted by the NYSDEQ, it is not proposed to replace well MW-14.

o Groundwater monitoring conducted in January 2024 did not include the use of low-flow
purging or sampling techniques, which are required as per the SMP. Low-flow purging
and sampling were conducted during the June 2025 monitoring event, as feasible, and
will be used during future monitoring events in compliance with the SMP.

. Water level measurements have typically been obtained only at the wells that are
monitored. As there was some uncertainty in the groundwater flow directions derived
from the January 2024 data, water level measurements will be obtained at additional
water table wells during future groundwater monitoring events to provide additional data
to assess groundwater flow directions.

3.2.6 Groundwater Monitoring Conclusions

Groundwater monitoring was conducted in June 2025 during the current reporting period, in
compliance the schedule and in general accordance with the procedures in the SMP. The
groundwater levels obtained from the water table wells indicate a southeast groundwater flow
direction toward Neguntatogue Creek to the east and Great South Bay to the south and are
generally consistent with prior measurements and the regional groundwater flow direction. The
groundwater level at MW-2 was anomalous and further assessment was recommended and has
been conducted.

No exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards were identified in downgradient wells MW-8, MW-9
or MW-12 in June 2025. The current and recent historic monitoring data indicate that generally
low VOC impacts remained present at the Site from 2017 to the present, primarily in and
downgradient of the former leaching pools (former source area). PCE somewhat exceeded its
NYSDEC Standard in immediate downgradient proximity to the former source area (well MW-
14) when this well was last sampled in 2017. No VOCs were detected above the NYSDEC
Standards in 2017, 2024, or 2025 at any of the wells further downgradient, including wells MW-
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8, MW-9, MW-12, and/or MW-13. These data indicate that the source of groundwater VOCs
has been remediated and the site-related groundwater plume is decreasing in both size and
concentration and is limited to the proximity of the former source area. It is likely that VOC
concentrations in the downgradient groundwater will continue to generally decrease, consistent
with the observed continued declining trend for the past 20 years following remediation.

Based on the June 2025 monitoring observations, results, and recommendations, wells MW-9
and MW-12 were redeveloped in April 2026 to remove accumulated sediment to facilitate low-
flow sampling and more accurate water level readings in both wells. The top of casing relative
elevations were also resurveyed for all the remaining wells in April 2026 to provide better
information with which to assess the groundwater flow direction.

Based on the recent and historical monitoring results, continuation of the groundwater
monitoring program in the SMP is recommended at this time. The monitoring program should
include wells MW-8, MW-9, and MW-12, as noted in our August 26, 2025 groundwater
monitoring report. If the additional data at MW-9 are consistent with prior data (no Site-related
VOCs have been detected in this downgradient well since 2009 and no exceedances of the
NYSDEC Standards have been noted since 2007), then termination of monitoring may be
recommended for well MW-9.

33 SOIL VAPOR AND INDOOR AIR SAMPLING

Soil vapor and indoor air sampling were not performed during the monitoring period. As
discussed in Section 3.1, the Site continues to be used for industrial purposes and products
containing chlorinated VOCs, including PCE and methylene chloride, continued to be used
onsite throughout the reporting period. If these conditions change, this sampling will be
performed in accordance with the SMP. FPM has no recommendations for changes to the soil
vapor and indoor air sampling.

3.4  SOIL SAMPLING

Soil sampling was not conducted during the reporting period as the cover (pavement over the
LP-1 area and the concrete building slab) was not breached or removed and no excavation was
conducted in either area. If the cover is breached, then soil sampling will be conducted in
accordance with the SMP. FPM has no recommendations for changes to the soil sampling.
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SECTION 4.0
OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE PLAN COMPLIANCE

The Site has no mechanical remedial systems requiring operation and maintenance and the SMP
has no requirements for operation or maintenance of any such systems. If installation and
operation of a mechanical system, such as a sub-slab depressurization system, becomes
necessary, an O&M Plan will be prepared and submitted for NYSDEC approval, in consultation
with the NYSDOH. In this case, the SMP will be modified to reflect the approved O&M Plan
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SECTION 5.0
GREEN REMEDIATION EVALUATION
AND CLIMATE CHANGE VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT

NYSDEC’s DER-31 Green Remediation requires that green remediation concepts and
techniques be considered during all stages of the remedial program, including site
management, with the goal of improving the sustainability of the cleanup and summarizing
the net environmental benefit of any implemented green technology.

5.1 GREEN REMEDIATION ASSESSMENT

The green remediation assessment included in this PRR was requested by the NYSDEC Project
Manager and includes a discussion of green remediation techniques implemented during monitoring,
inspection, and maintenance of the Site remedy during this reporting period. These techniques
are intended to minimize waste generation and conserve energy and resources.

5.1.1 Waste Generation Minimization

Several types of waste are generated during site management activities, including vehicle
emissions, wastewater, and used personal protective equipment (PPE). Vehicle emissions are
minimized by using one vehicle to transport multiple personnel and their equipment to and from
the Site for monitoring, maintenance, inspection, and other activities. Emissions are further
minimized by scheduling multiple site management activities during each visit to reduce the
number of vehicle trips to and from the Site. The reduction of vehicle trips also indirectly
minimizes waste generation associated with vehicle maintenance and repairs.

Wastewater is generated from equipment decontamination and monitoring well purging prior to
sampling. Generation of decontamination wastewater is minimized by using buckets to contain
the wash water and initial rinsewater during use and using clean spray bottles filled with
deionized water to complete the final rinse of each item being decontaminated. Typically, wash
water and initial rinsewater used for decontamination purposes are obtained from a public water
source at FPM’s office and deionized water used for the final rinse is purchased from a grocery
store. Deionized water is purchased in bulk and stored at FPM’s office to minimize the number
of trips needed to obtain supplies. Decontamination water is transported to the Site with the
other supplies and equipment needed for sampling. Use of running hoses or other uncontrolled
water sources is not permitted during decontamination. Generation of well purging wastewater
is minimized by using low-flow techniques and terminating purging when stable conditions have
been reached for each well.

Spent PPE is generated during each sampling or other event for which PPE is required. While
PPE use cannot be eliminated, FPM takes steps to minimize generation of spent PPE. These
include discarding PPE only when torn, soiled, or otherwise damaged in a manner that prevents
it from protecting the wearer from hazards, cleaning PPE when feasible so it can be reused, and
using the minimum amount of PPE required for each task. Spent PPE is typically disposed as
ordinary solid waste to minimize the use of plastic bags or other containerization for disposal.

During this reporting period the locations of several former monitoring wells were exposed by
digging holes at the location of each well to confirm their condition. The soil removed during
this activity was placed back into each excavation and the overlying sod was carefully replaced.
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These actions, which did not involve the areas under the Site cover, eliminated the need to
dispose of any soil and reduced the need for post-excavation landscape maintenance.

5.1.2 Resource and Energy Conservation

Transportation to and from the Site, use of consumables in relation to visiting the Site to
conduct inspections and/or collect samples, and shipping samples to a laboratory for analyses
have direct and inherent resource and energy costs. The schedules and means of site
management activities are prepared so that these tasks can be accomplished in a manner that
does not impact the remedy protectiveness but reduces energy expenditure and/or resource use as
feasible.

Use of fuel (gasoline) for transport is minimized by using one vehicle to transport multiple
personnel and equipment to and from the Site for monitoring, maintenance, inspection, and other
site management activities. Fuel use is further minimized by scheduling multiple site
management activities during each visit to reduce the number of vehicle trips to and from the
Site. The reduction of vehicle trips also indirectly minimizes resource use associated with
vehicle maintenance and repairs. If power is needed to operate equipment at the Site, then an
extension cord connected to the onsite building or a rechargeable battery pack is used as a power
source, which eliminates both emissions and fuel use associated with a generator.

Sample shipment to the laboratory is typically accomplished by transporting the samples to
FPM’s office immediately following collection and then using a lab courier to pick up the
samples for delivery to the lab. Coolers containing laboratory-provided containers for sampling
are delivered to FPM’s office in the same manner. The lab couriers typically schedule pickups
and deliveries to multiple local environmental consultants each day, which minimizes their use
of fuel and labor resources. This practice also minimizes use of financial resources needed for
sampling programs. FPM does not ship samples directly to laboratories using Fed Ex or other
delivery services unless absolutely necessary as these shipment methods use excess financial
resources and have occasionally resulted in delivery of samples outside of holding times, which
is extremely wasteful of financial, labor, and other resources.

Resource use is also minimized by recommending reduced sampling and/or reporting
frequencies or other changes when supported by Site conditions. In the case of this Site,
recommendations have been made and accepted to reduce the number of wells that are sampled
to just those wells that provide useful information concerning Site-related groundwater
conditions. It has also been determined that several of the Site’s monitoring wells were
previously abandoned or have been destroyed by snowplowing, paving, or other activities. An
assessment of the value of these wells was made and, as it was determined that these wells were
no longer expected to provide useful information concerning Site-related groundwater quality,
replacement of these wells was not recommended. This recommendation minimized the use of
resources and energy that would have been needed for well replacement.

5.2 CLIMATE CHANGE VULNERABILITY ASSESSMENT

Increases in both the severity and frequency of storms/weather events, an increase in sea level
elevations along with accompanying flooding impacts, shifting precipitation patterns and wide
temperature fluctuations resulting from global climactic change and instability have the potential
to significantly impact the performance, effectiveness and protectiveness of a given Site remedy
and associated remedial systems. Vulnerability assessments provide information so that the Site
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and associated remedial systems are prepared for potential impacts from the increasing frequency
and intensity of severe storms/weather events and associated flooding.

As noted by the NYSDEC Project Manager, at this time completion of a Climate Screening
Checklist is required. This Checklist has been completed and a copy is provided in Appendix F.
This Checklist summarizes the vulnerability of the Site to severe storms/weather events,
flooding, and other potential hazards. Attachments to this checklist provide additional
information and supporting documentation. Based on this assessment, no further action is
recommended based on the information available at this time.
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SECTION 6.0
CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The overall condition of the Site and compliance with the requirements of the SMP and EE are
evaluated in this section. This section also includes conclusions and any recommendations for
changes in the SMP.

6.1 COMPLIANCE WITH SMP

Assessment of the overall Site condition and compliance with the SMP during the reporting
period was performed during the Site-wide inspections conducted on June 2, 2025 and April 28,
2026. The complete Site-Wide Inspection Checklists and photologs documenting the Site
conditions are included in Appendix C. The Site’s compliance with the SMP is summarized in
the following sections.

6.1.1 EC/IC Plan Compliance

o The cover EC (pavement in the LP-1 area and the concrete building slab) remained in
place and was not breached during the reporting period. No change is recommended for
the cover EC.

o The remaining wells that comprise the groundwater monitoring system EC (wells MW-1,
MW-2, MW-6, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, and MW-12) remained in place throughout the
reporting period. Wells MW-13 and MW-14 could not be located during prior
monitoring events and were determined to have been destroyed or paved over. MW-14 is
not planned to be replaced as the most recent groundwater data from this well are
indicative of a limited residual condition that is unlikely to change significantly. MW-13
is not planned to be replaced as nearby well MW-12 provides substantially similar
information. Wells MW-3, MW-4, and MW-7 were formerly located in a grassy area to
the south of the Site building; this area was investigated and these wells were determined
to have been previously abandoned. Wells MW-5 and MW-11 were formerly located
offsite in a public park to the north of the Site. The former locations of these wells were
evaluated and it was determined that they were likely destroyed by snowplowing. None
of these wells is recommended to be replaced at this time. No other changes are
recommended for the groundwater monitoring system EC.

o ICs required for the Site, as enumerated in the EE, have been implemented, including
restrictions on Site use, inclusion of appropriate information in Site conveyance
documents, and prohibition of groundwater use. The Site has been used for industrial
purposes (screen printing and embroidery) throughout the reporting period, in compliance
with the EE. No conveyance documents have been executed since the EE was recorded.
Groundwater use did not occur during the reporting period. All the ICs, as applicable,
remained fully implemented during the reporting period. No changes are recommended
for the ICs.

6.1.2 Monitoring Plan Compliance

e Site-wide inspections were conducted in in June 2025 and April 2026 during this
reporting period to assess Site compliance with all ICs, evaluate the condition and
continued effectiveness of the ECs, confirm that site management activities are being
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conducted, and confirm that Site records are up to date. The inspections confirmed that
the Site is in compliance with the EC and IC requirements and the EE and SMP. No
changes are recommended for the annual Site-wide inspection component of the
monitoring plan.

e Groundwater monitoring for VOCs was conducted during June 2025 (2Q 2025) during
this reporting period, in compliance with the SMP. The next monitoring is scheduled for
September 2026 (3Q 2026), also in compliance with the monitoring schedule in the SMP.
No changes are recommended for the groundwater monitoring program.

e Soil sampling and soil vapor/indoor air sampling were not conducted during the reporting
period as the conditions that would trigger sampling of these media did not occur. No
changes are recommended for these aspects of the monitoring plan in the SMP.

6.2 PERFORMANCE AND EFFECTIVENESS OF THE REMEDY

The remedy has been implemented and managed during this reporting period in general
compliance with the SMP approved by the NYSDEC in January 2024. The remedy continues to
perform effectively and protect the public from the remaining residual materials at the Site.

The cover remains present and in good condition over the remaining soil contamination at the
Site. The groundwater monitoring system remains largely present and operational to allow for
monitoring of groundwater conditions in and downgradient of the source area. Downgradient
well MW-12 remains functional and provides for groundwater quality monitoring in the vicinity
of Neguntatogue Creek. Several monitoring wells have been abandoned or destroyed and are not
scheduled to be replaced at this time. If downgradient groundwater exhibits increases in Site-
related VOCs during future monitoring events, then well replacement may be considered.

The approved Site use is industrial. The Site was occupied and used for screen printing and
embroidery throughout the reporting period; this use is an industrial use. Site use is consistent
with the approved use and is protective.

Groundwater monitoring was conducted during this reporting period in general compliance with
the SMP. The monitoring results were consistent with the anticipated continuing decline in Site-
related VOC impacts. Monitoring for PFAS and 1,4-dioxane was conducted during a prior
reporting period and demonstrated that these emerging contaminants do not present a concern for
the Site.  Groundwater monitoring has been effective for documenting the continued
improvement in Site-related groundwater quality following remediation.

Soil vapor beneath the Site building is impacted by chlorinated solvents, primarily PCE, TCE
and 1,1,1-TCA, all of which were formerly present in the source area. Residual concentrations
of PCE (meeting applicable NYSDEC soil cleanup objectives for residential use and the use of
the property) remained present in soil in one former leaching pool in this area following
remediation and likely contribute to soil vapor conditions. Soil vapor conditions appear to have
been affected by paving of the former source area in proximity to the building and by the lower
water table observed in 2015. Soil vapor samples previously collected from onsite locations
outside of the Site building did not contain elevated levels of VOCs and indicated that soil
vapors dissipate away from the Site building. There does not appear to be the potential for SVI
other than at the Site building.
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Indoor air quality does not appear to be affected by SVI but does appear to be affected by
ambient air conditions and the use of certain chemicals containing PCE and/or methylene
chloride within the building. Based on the apparent absence of SVI and the ongoing use of
certain chemicals within the Site building, SVI mitigation is not warranted at this time.

6.3 RECOMMENDATIONS
Based on the current Site conditions, FPM has no recommendations for changes to the remedy.

o Should the use of certain VOC chemicals cease, the Site use change, or additional data
indicate that SVI is occurring, then SVI mitigation may be warranted.
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TABLE 3.2.3.1
WATER TABLE DATA
CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE
80 EAST MONTAUK HIGHWAY, LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

We‘:'ll:;pth Screened CaTs?: orfel Ca.l;?: °:e| Depth to ‘.:_v:;: Depth to ‘.:_v:;: Depth to ‘.:_v:;: Depth to ‘.:_v:;: Depth to ‘.:_v:;: Depth to | Water Table|| Depth to Depth to | Water Table
Well No. Constructed Interval (in ft. ele?/ . elevg(ft) * || Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative || Bottom (ft) | Water (ft) Relative
(ft) below grade) (historic, ft) | April 2026 12/10/09 Elev. (ft) 8/14/15 Elev. (ft) 6/8/17 Elev. (ft) 4117118 Elev. (ft) 1/29/24 Elev. (ft) 6/19/2025 Elev. (ft) 4/28/26 4/28/26 Elev. (ft)

MW-1* NA NA 100.89 100.55 - - - - - - 6.71 94.18 6.81 94.08 7.27 93.62 25.81 7.51 93.04
Mw-2* NA NA 100.00 - - - - - - - - - - - 3.82 96.18 - - -
MW-6** NA NA 97.24 97.05 - - - - - - - - - - 4.27 92.97 62.61 4.48 9257
MW-8* NA NA 97.34 97.25 4.12 93.22 4.41 92.93 4.37 92.97 4.34 93.00 4.65 92.69 4.42 92.92 14.62 4.70 92.55
MW-9* NA NA 96.70 96.47 3.53 93.17 3.88 92.82 3.85 92.85 - - 1.59 95.11 2.85 93.85 4.48 1.98 94.49
MW-10* 13 1.5-13 95.58 95.41 - - - - - - - - 2.23 93.35 2.83 92.75 12.31 3.11 92.30
MW-12* 16 4-16 96.99 96.99 4.45 92.54 4.48 92.51 4.42 92.57 - - 4.70 92.29 4.12 92.87 9.81 4.23 92.76
MW-13* 16 4-16 96.95 - 4.40 92.55 4.42 92.53 4.37 92.58 - - - - - - - - -
MW-14* NA NA 97.89 - 4.22 93.67 4.63 93.26 4.60 93.29 4.58 93.31 - - - - - - -
Notes:

* = Denotes water table well (emergent screen)

** = Denotes deeper well (submerged screen)

Si\CardwellC:

\Table 3.2.3.1-Water Table Data2026-rev

NA = Well depth information not available.
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TABLE 3.2.3.2

GROUNDWATER CHEMICAL ANALYTICAL DATA - VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS

CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE
LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

WellNo|  Mw-1 MW-8 MW-88 MW-8 MW-85 MW-9 MW-10 NYSDEC Slass
Sample Date| 1/29/24 6/3/98 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 4/19/11 | 10/1/13 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/17 | 1/29/24 6/19/25 6/3/98 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 |12/10/09 | 4/19/11 | 10/1/13 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/17 | 1/29/24 | 6/20/25 | 6/3/98 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 10/1/13 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/17 | 1/29/24 W;::;g::l:y

Target Compound List Volatile Organic Compounds in micrograms per liter (ug/l)

Vinyl Chloride ND ND ND 0.5JM 2J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 57.2 ND 4JM 08J ND 46J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 2
Methylene Chloride ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.40JB |0.33JB ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.40JB | 0.32JB ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5*
Chloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND -
Chloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 9.22J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Acetone ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 13JB | 28JB ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 9J 6J ND ND 278 12*B 39 ND 4.1 ND 36 ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND -
Carbon Disulfide ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND -
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 21.0J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
1,1-Dichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 32.8J ND ND ND ND 1.9J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 17 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 049J | 047J ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Chloroform ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.10J ND 0.12J ND ND 0.86 J 0.74J 57 52 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.42J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS 041J 7
Methyl Ethyl Ketone ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 22J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 15J 52J ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Methyl tert butyl ether 0.59J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.32J ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Bromodichloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.53J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Dibromochloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.49J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 41.6J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Trichloroethene ND 21.9J 3J 4J 3J 3J 0.77J ND 0.62J 0.28J 1.1 0.82J 1.1 ND ND ND ND 62.3 05J 8J 08J 1J 14J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.722J NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Bromoform ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Benzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 13.9J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.087 J ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 1
Tetrachloroethene ND 368 97 70 120 88 B 34 12 25 13J 29 31 4.0 241 22 26 29 279 6J 160 14 16 B 53 1" 0.11J ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.652J NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Toluene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 13.9J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.16 J ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Chlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 104 J ND ND ND ND 0.90J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Styrene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
4-Methyl-2-pentanone ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Xylene (total) ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 239J 5J 3J 6J 1J ND ND 0.22J 0.12J | 0.66J ND 0.59J ND ND ND ND 580 07J 44 3J 1J 6.7J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5*
trans-1,2-Dichloroehtene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5*
Egtrilp\;zl:glse Organic 0.59 413.8 105 775 131 92 34.77 12 27.54 7.03 30.88 | 31.82 7.39 2.96 2.96 8.3 8.1 1,121.32 72 216 27.6 24 68.5 1" 30.45 17.52 | 40.087 | 0.47 4.1 ND 36.0 1.374 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS 041 -

Notes:

ND = Not detected at or above instrument detection limit.

NS = Not sampled

J = Estimated concentration less than the quantitation limit but greater than the instrument detection limit.
B = Compound detected in an associated blank sample.

- = Not established.

* = The principal organic contaminant standard for groundwater of 5 ug/l applies to this substance.
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation.
Bold shaded values exceed the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standard.




TABLE 3.2.3.2 (CONTINUED)
GROUNDWATER CHEMICAL ANALYTICAL DATA - VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS
CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE
LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

Well No. MW-12 MW-13 T TR
Sample Date| 1/5/00 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 4/19/11 | 101113 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/117 | 1/29/24 | 6/20/25 | 1/5/00 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 4119111 | 101113 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/117 | 1/29/24 | 5/8/02 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 411911 | 101113 | 8114115 | 6/8/117 | 112012 | VAt Q"‘Ty

Target Compound List Volatile Organic Compounds in micrograms per liter (ug/l)

Vinyl Chloride ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0414 ND 84 | 060J | ND ND ND ND NS 24 07J ND ND | 024JM | ND ND | 0704 | 0.82J | ND NS 174 ND 33 44 ND 64J | 44 449 ND ND ND ND ND NS 2
Methylene Chloride ND ND NS NS NS NS NS | 044JB |038JB| ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND | 04208 |031JB| ND ND | 025J | Ns ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 050JB |0.37JB| ND ND ND NS 5
Chloromethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0194 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS -
Chioroethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
Acetone ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 11J8 | 360B| ND ND | 23J ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND 30J0B | 36J8B| ND ND 174 NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 19B | 56JB| ND ND | 224 NS -
Carbon Disulfide ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND 021J | ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS -
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND | 016J | ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 44 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
1,1-Dichloroethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 037J | 0644 | 17 ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 0404 | 041J | 17 NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 0754 | ND ND NS 5
Chioroform ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0.10J ND ND ND | 035J | 036J | ND ND NS ND ND ND | 053J | ND ND ND ND ND | 033J | Ns ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 059 ND ND ND ND NS 7
Methyl Ethyl Ketone ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND 344 ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND 42 ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 134 | 604 ND ND ND NS 50
Bromodichloromethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 066 J ND ND ND ND NS 50
Dibromochloromethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND | 048J | ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0544 ND ND ND ND NS 50
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
Trichloroethene 8J 09J NS NS NS NS NS 154 ND 25 18 | 023J | 0674 | ND 20 NS 14 14 044 | 15 ND ND ND | 0244 | 30 ND NS 53 3J 13 1 3J 444 | 25 25 ND ND | 0214 | 12 1.1 NS 5
Bromoform ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0114 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0204 ND ND ND ND NS 50
Benzene ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 1
Tetrachloroethene 270 3J NS NS NS NS NS 45 019J | 29 76 | 0144 | 20 0.92 6J NS 120 19 128 52 25J | 087J | ND ND 13 ND NS 300 53 17 56 54B | 94J | 80J 8.0J ND ND 23 14 19 NS 5
Toluene 054 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND | 088J | ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 0224 | ND ND NS 5
Chiorobenzene 074 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND | 092J | ND ND | 066J | ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 038J | ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
Styrene 044 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 24 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 50
Xylene (total) 06 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 3J 24 NS NS NS NS NS 16 ND 50 61 | 0520 | 22 |o062J | 24 NS 18 5J 24 14 134 ND ND 15 98 | 034J | Ns 150 24 171 28 3J 36 20 20 ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene | ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0154 ND | 048J | ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
gz'jp‘gz':g': Organic 2852 | 59 NS NS NS NS NS 65 757 | 6661 | 1614 | 542 | 589 ND 28 NS 141 25.7 144 67.5 404 45 8.1 284 | 2659 | 432 NS 524 58 234 99 60 56.2 349 34.9 2279 | 1197 | 118 | 152 | 223 NS -

Notes:

ND = Not detected at or above instrument detection limit.

NS = Not sampled

J = Estimated concentration less than the quantitation limit but greater than the instrument detection limit.
B = Compound detected in an associated blank sample.

- = Not established.

= The principal organic contaminant standard for groundwater of 5 ug/l applies to this substance.

** = Well was destroyed between 2017 and 2024.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation.

Bold shaded values exceed the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standard.

FPM
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TABLE 3.2.3.3
EMERGING CONTAMINANT SAMPLING RESULTS
CARDWELL CONDENSER CORPORATION SITE #152035
80 EAST MONTAUK HIGHWAY, LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

Sample Location MW-1 MW-8 MW-14 MW-14D FB NYSDEC Guidance
Sample Date 4117118 VEINTED Gl AL EE)

Perfluorinated Alkyl Substances in nanograms per liter (ng/l)
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHxA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) ND ND 0.108 J ND ND -
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 0.833JB | 0.883JB | 0.917JB | 0.880JB | 0.996 JB 6.7
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 0.292J 0.342 J 0.338J 0.312J ND -
Perfluorodecanoic acid (PFDA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluoroundecanoic acid (PFUNnA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorotridecanoic Acid (PFTriA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorotetradecanoic acid (PFTeA) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHxS) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluoroheptanesulfonic Acid (PFHpS) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorodecanesulfonic acid (PFDS) ND ND ND ND ND -
Perfluorooctanesulfonic acid (PFOS) 0.238 J 0.192J ND ND 0.324 J 2.7
Perfluorooctane Sulfonamide (FOSA) ND ND ND ND ND -
gé?ée(t’t\]xlﬂsﬁglng)octane sulfonamidoacetic ND ND ND ND ND )
l;l(-:itztrz)’::é);:rgg(;rzf))ctane sulfonamidoacetic ND ND ND ND ND )
6:2FTS ND ND ND ND ND -
8:2FTS ND ND ND ND ND -
1, 4 - Dioxane in nanograms per liter (ng/l)
1,4-Dioxane 0.0961 J 0.145J 0.129J 0.132J 0.0938 J 350***

Notes:

ND = Not detected.

J = Result is an estimated value below the reporting limit.
B = Analyte detected in an associated Method Blank.

FPM
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TABLE 3.2.5.1

GROUNDWATER MONITORING SCHEDULE

CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE

LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

Monitoring Schedule (general)] 1Q 2024 | 2Q 2025 | 3Q 2026 | 4Q 2027 | 1Q 2029 | 2Q 2030 | 3Q 2031 | 4Q 2032 | 1Q 2034 | 2Q 2035
Monitoring Date (completed events only)| 1/29/24 | 6/19/25

MW-1,
MW-8,
MW-9 MW-8, MW-8, MW-8, MW-8, MW-8, MW-8, MW-8, Mw-8, MW-8,

Wells Monitored MW-1 0’ MW-9, MW-9, MW-9, MW-9, MW-9, MW-9, MW-9, Mw-9, MW-9,
MW-1 3’ MW-12 MW-12 MW-12 MW-12 MW-12 MW-12 MW-12 MW-12 MW-12
MW-14

Notes:

Schedule includes monitoring events following SMP approval (January 2024)
Schedule shown through 2035 for illustrative purposes. Schedule modifications may be made if approved by the NYSDEC.




APPENDIX A

REGULATORY AGENCY CORRESPONDENCE

Periodic Review Report l ‘ M



NEW. | Department of T Goveror
STATE | Environmental

Conservation AMANDA LEFTON
Commissioner

July 02, 2025

Buccino Realty, LLC

Peter Buccino

80 EAST MONTAUK HWY.
LINDENHURST, N.Y., NY 11757

Re: Site Management (SM) Periodic Review Report (PRR) Response Letter

Cardwell Condenser Corporation, Site No.: 152035
Lindenhurst (V), Suffolk County

Dear Peter Buccino (as the Certifying Party):

The Department has reviewed your Periodic Review Report (PRR) and IC/EC
Certification for following period: April 15, 2024 to April 15, 2025.

The Department hereby accepts the PRR and associated Certification. The
frequency of Periodic Reviews for this site is 1 year, your next PRR is due on June 1,
2026. You will receive a reminder letter and updated certification form 75-days prior to
the due date. Regardless of receipt or not, of the reminder notice, the next PRR
including the signed certification form, is still due on the date specified above.

If you have any questions, or need additional forms, please contact me at 518-
402-9176 or e-mail: jared.donaldson@dec.ny.gov.

Sincerely,

W ﬁmQIiQ&OfVL..

Jared Donaldson
Project Manager

ec:  Richard Mustico
Bob Corcoran
Girish Desai
Jennifer Andaloro (OGC)
Stephanie Selmer (DOH)
Michael Izdebski (DOH)
Barry Cohen (Certilman Balin)
Stephanie Davis (FPM)
Ben Cancemi (FPM)

Division of Environmental Remediation, Remedial Bureau A
625 Broadway, 12t Floor, Albany, NY 12233 - 7015 | dec.ny.gov | derweb@dec.ny.gov | 518-402-9543
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NEW KATHY HOCHUL
Ef New. | Department of Governor

STATE | Environmental

Conservation AMANDA LEFTON
Commissioner

August 22, 2025

Buccino Realty, LLC

Peter Buccino

80 EAST MONTAUK HWY.
LINDENHURST, N.Y., NY 11757

Re: June 2025 Groundwater Monitoring Report
Cardwell Condenser Corporation, Site No.: 152035
Lindenhurst (V), Suffolk County

Dear Peter Buccino:

The New York State Departments of Environmental Conservation (Department) and
Health (NYSDOH) have reviewed the Draft Periodic Review Report dated July 2025 for
the above referenced site and reject it with the following comments:

e General: Based on monitoring well construction information provided in the 2025
Periodic Review Report and the depth to well bottom provided in the June 2025
field forms, it appears that the screen in MW-9 is almost entirely filled with
sediment and the sample collected from this location may not be representative
of actual groundwater conditions. Presently, the Department and NYSDOH do
not agree with the recommendation to remove MW-9 from the monitoring well
network. Please proceed with redevelopment of the well and continued sampling
as part of the monitoring program. Removal from the monitoring program can be
reassessed once representative data is evaluated.

e Groundwater Monitoring Results — Groundwater Flow Direction: It appears the
groundwater elevation anomaly observed in the central portion of the site (MW-2)
has been observed during consecutive monitoring events. To ensure accurate
groundwater contours, the elevated readings may be worth further
investigation/discussion if they appear during the next monitoring event.

e Table 1 — Water Table Data: Please amend Table 1 to include depth to well
bottoms and historical constructed well depths and screened intervals to help
assess the condition of the monitoring well network and to inform decisions
regarding monitoring well redevelopment.

e Attachment A — Well Sampling Data Forms: Measurements to determine
groundwater parameter stability were collected every two minutes.
Measurements are considered stable when indicator parameters have stabilized
for three consecutive five-minute readings, per EPA Region 2’s Low Stress

Division of Environmental Remediation, Remedial Bureau A
625 Broadway, 12t Floor, Albany, NY 12233 - 7015 | dec.ny.gov | derweb@dec.ny.gov | 518-402-9543
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Groundwater Sampling Protocol. Additionally, low flow sampling should have a
set flow rate of 300-500 mL/min which is difficult to achieve with a bailer. Please
ensure proper low-flow sampling technique for future sampling events, consider
using a peristaltic pump to achieve stable flow rates.

Please revise and resubmit a revised report within 30 days of the date of this letter. If
you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at 518-402-9176 or
jared.donaldson@dec.ny.gov.

Sincerely,

W ﬁmwﬁéa&mg

Jared Donaldson
Project Manager

ec:  Richard Mustico
Bob Corcoran
Girish Desai
Jennifer Andaloro (OGC)
Stephanie Selmer (DOH)
Michael Izdebski (DOH)
Barry Cohen (Certilman Balin)
Stephanie Davis (FPM)
Ben Cancemi (FPM)
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NEW | Department of KATHY HOCHUL
STATE | Environmental

Conservation AMANDA LEFTON
Commissioner

August 28, 2025

Buccino Realty, LLC

Peter Buccino

80 EAST MONTAUK HWY.
LINDENHURST, N.Y., NY 11757

Re: June 2025 Groundwater Monitoring Report
Cardwell Condenser Corporation, Site No.: 152035
Lindenhurst (V), Suffolk County

Dear Peter Buccino:

The New York State Departments of Environmental Conservation (Department) and
Health (NYSDOH) have reviewed the Draft Groundwater Monitoring Report dated
August 2025 for the above referenced site and find it to be acceptable. If you have any
questions, please feel free to contact me at 518-402-9176 or
jared.donaldson@dec.ny.gov.

Sincerely,
W ﬁmw.off&tw\__

Jared Donaldson
Project Manager

ec:  Richard Mustico
Bob Corcoran
Girish Desai
Jennifer Andaloro (OGC)
Stephanie Selmer (DOH)
Michael Izdebski (DOH)
Barry Cohen (Certilman Balin)
Stephanie Davis (FPM)
Ben Cancemi (FPM)

Division of Environmental Remediation, Remedial Bureau A
625 Broadway, 12t Floor, Albany, NY 12233 - 7015 | dec.ny.gov | derweb@dec.ny.gov | 518-402-9543
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Yer« | Department of KATHY HOCHUL
STATE EnVironmental Governor
' Conservation AMANDA LEFTON

Commissioner
3/24/2026

Peter Buccino

Owner

Buccino Realty, LLC

80 EAST MONTAUK HWY.
Lindenhurst, N.Y., NY 11757
peter.buccino@yvikingsolutions.com

Re: Reminder Notice: Site Management Periodic Review Report and IC/EC Certification Submittal
Site Name: Cardwell Condenser Corporation
Site No.: 152035
Site Address: 80 East Montauk Highway
Lindenhurst (V), NY 11757

Dear Peter Buccino:

This letter serves as a reminder that sites in active Site Management (SM) require the submittal of a periodic
progress report. This report, referred to as the Periodic Review Report (PRR), must document the implementation
of, and compliance with, site-specific SM requirements. Section 6.3(b) of DER-10 Technical Guidance for Site
Investigation and Remediation (available online at http://www.dec.ny.gov/regulations/67386.html) provides
guidance regarding the information that must be included in the PRR. Further, if the site is comprised of multiple
parcels, then you as the Certifying Party must arrange to submit one PRR for all parcels that comprise the site.
The PRR must be received by the Department no later than June 01, 2026. Guidance on the content of a PRR is
enclosed.

Site Management is defined in regulation (6 NYCRR 375-1.2(at)) and in Chapter 6 of DER-10. Depending on
when the remedial program for your site was completed, SM may be governed by multiple documents (e.g.,
Operation, Maintenance, and Monitoring Plan; Soil Management Plan) or one comprehensive Site Management
Plan.

A Site Management Plan (SMP) may contain one or all of the following elements, as applicable to the site: a
plan to maintain institutional controls and/or engineering controls (“IC/EC Plan”); a plan for monitoring the
performance and effectiveness of the selected remedy (“Monitoring Plan”); and/or a plan for the operation and
maintenance of the selected remedy (“O&M Plan”). Additionally, the technical requirements for SM are stated in
the decision document (e.g., Record of Decision) and, in some cases, the legal agreement directing the
remediation of the site (e.g., order on consent, voluntary agreement, etc.).

When you submit the PRR (by the due date above), include the enclosed forms documenting that all SM
requirements are being met. The Institutional Controls (ICs) portion of the form (Box 6) must be signed by you
or your designated representative. The Engineering Controls (ECs) portion of the form (Box 7) must be signed
by a Qualified Environmental Professional (QEP). If you cannot certify that all SM requirements are being met,
you must submit a Corrective Measures Work Plan that identifies the actions to be taken to restore compliance.
The work plan must include a schedule to be approved by the Department. The Periodic Review process will not
be considered complete until all necessary corrective measures are completed and all required controls are
certified. Instructions for completing the certifications are enclosed.

Division of Environmental Remediation, Remedial Bureau A
625 Broadway, 12t Floor, Albany, NY 12233 - 7015 | dec.ny.gov | derweb@dec.ny.gov | 518-402-9543




All site-related documents and data, including the PRR, must be submitted in electronic format to the
Department of Environmental Conservation. The required format for documents is an Adobe PDF file with
optical character recognition and no password protection. Data must be submitted as an electronic data
deliverable (EDD) according to the instructions on the following webpage:

https://www.dec.ny.gov/chemical/62440.html

Documents may be submitted to the project manager by contacting the project manager for a link to DEC's
file transfer service.

The Department will not approve the PRR unless all documents and data generated in support of the PRR have¢
been submitted using the required formats and protocols.

You may contact Jared Donaldson, the Project Manager, at 518-402-9176 or jared.donaldson@dec.ny.gov
with any questions or concerns about the site. Please notify the project manager before conducting inspections
or field work. You may also write to the project manager at the following address:

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Remediation, BURA

625 Broadway

Albany, NY 12233-7015

Enclosures

PRR General Guidance
Certification Form Instructions
Certification Forms

ec: w/ enclosures

Buccino Realty, LLC - peter.buccino@yvikingsolutions.com

ec: w/ enclosures
Jared Donaldson, Project Manager

Bob Corcoran, Section Chief
Girish Desai, Hazardous Waste Remediation Supervisor, Region 1

FPM Group - Stephanie Davis - s.davis@fpm-group.com



Enclosure 1
Certification Instructions
I.  Verification of Site Details (Box 1 and Box 2):

Answer the three questions in the Verification of Site Details Section. The Owner and/or Qualified Environmental
Professional (QEP) may include handwritten changes and/or other supporting documentation, as necessary.

II. Certification of Institutional Controls/ Engineering Controls (IC/ECs)(Boxes 3, 4, and 5)
1.1.1. Review the listed IC/ECs, confirming that all existing controls are listed, and that all existing controls are
still applicable. If there is a control that is no longer applicable the Owner / Remedial Party should petition the

Department separately to request approval to remove the control.

2. In Box 5, complete certifications for all Plan components, as applicable, by checking the corresponding
checkbox.

3. If you cannot certify “YES” for each Control listed in Box 3 & Box 4, sign and date the form in Box 5. Attach
supporting documentation that explains why the Certification cannot be rendered, as well as a plan of proposed
corrective measures, and an associated schedule for completing the corrective measures. Note that this
Certification form must be submitted even if an IC or EC cannot be certified; however, the certification process
will not be considered complete until corrective action is completed.

If the Department concurs with the explanation, the proposed corrective measures, and the proposed schedule, a
letter authorizing the implementation of those corrective measures will be issued by the Department's Project
Manager. Once the corrective measures are complete, a new Periodic Review Report (with IC/EC Certification)
must be submitted within 45 days to the Department. If the Department has any questions or concerns regarding
the PRR and/or completion of the IC/EC Certification, the Project Manager will contact you.

III. IC/EC Certification by Signature (Box 6 and Box 7):
If you certified "YES" for each Control, please complete and sign the IC/EC Certifications page as follows:

e For the Institutional Controls on the use of the property, the certification statement in Box 6 shall be
completed and may be made by the property owner or designated representative.

e For the Engineering Controls, the certification statement in Box 7 must be completed by a Professional
Engineer or Qualified Environmental Professional, as noted on the form.



Enclosure 2 _)/_I"IE'#
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION : YORK

Site Management Periodic Review Report Notice STATE
Institutional and Engineering Controls Certification Form

Site Details Box 1
Site No. 152035

Site Name Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Site Address: 80 East Montauk Highway  Zip Code: 11757
City/Town: Lindenhurst (V)

County: Suffolk

Site Acreage: 1.200

Reporting Period: May 02, 2025 to May 02, 2026

YES NO
1. Is the information above correct? [ [
If NO, include handwritten above or on a separate sheet.
2. Has some or all of the site property been sold, subdivided, merged, or undergone a
tax map amendment during this Reporting Period? 0 0
3. Has there been any change of use at the site during this Reporting Period
(see 6NYCRR 375-1.11(d))? ] ]
4. Have any federal, state, and/or local permits (e.g., building, discharge) been issued
for or at the property during this Reporting Period? ] ]
If you answered YES to questions 2 thru 4, include documentation or evidence
that documentation has been previously submitted with this certification form.
5. Is the site currently undergoing development? 0 0
Box 2
YES NO
6. Is the current site use consistent with the use(s) listed below? ] ]
Industrial
7. Are all ICs in place and functioning as designed? ] ]

IF THE ANSWER TO EITHER QUESTION 6 OR 7 IS NO, sign and date below and
DO NOT COMPLETE THE REST OF THIS FORM. Otherwise continue.

A Corrective Measures Work Plan must be submitted along with this form to address these issues.

Signature of Owner, Remedial Party or Designated Representative Date




SITE NO. 152035 Box 3

Description of Institutional Controls

Parcel Owner Institutional Control
19-3-48 Buccino Realty, LLC

Decision Document

Ground Water Use Restriction
Landuse Restriction
Monitoring Plan

Site Management Plan

IC/EC Plan

The property may be used for industrial use only;

All Engineering Controls must be operated and maintained as specified in the Site Management
Plan;

All Engineering Controls must be inspected at a frequency and in a manner defined in the Site
Management Plan;

The use of groundwater underlying the property is prohibited without necessary water quality
treatment as determined by the NYSDOH or the Suffolk County Department of Health Services

to render it safe for use as drinking water or for industrial purposes, and the user must first notify and
obtain written approval to do so from the Department.

Groundwater and other environmental or public health monitoring must be performed as defined
in the SMP;

?

Data and information pertinent to site management of the Controlled Property must be reported
at the frequency and in a manner defined in this SMP;

?

All future activities that will disturb remaining contaminated material must be conducted in
accordance with the SMP;

?

Monitoring to assess the performance and effectiveness of the remedy must be performed as
defined in this SMP;

?

Operation, maintenance, monitoring, inspection, and reporting of any mechanical or physical
component of the remedy shall be performed as defined in the SMP; and

?

Access to the Site must be provided to agents, employees or other representatives of the State of
New York with reasonable prior notice to the property owner to assure compliance with the
restrictions identified by the Environmental Easement.

Box 4

Description of Engineering Controls

Parcel Engineering Control
19-3-48

Cover System
Soil exceeding the NYSDEC SCOs for protection of groundwater remains present below the
former LP-1 location to the north of the Site building. Pavement over this area presently reduces the
potential for groundwater impacts by limiting stormwater infiltration. This pavement cover is comprised
of asphalt pavement.




Box 5

Periodic Review Report (PRR) Certification Statements
1. | certify by checking "YES" below that:

a) the Periodic Review report and all attachments were prepared under the direction of, and
reviewed by, the party making the Engineering Control certification;

b) to the best of my knowledge and belief, the work and conclusions described in this certification
are in accordance with the requirements of the site remedial program, and generally accepted
engineering practices; and the information presented is accurate and compete.
YES NO

0 0

2. For each Engineering control listed in Box 4, | certify by checking "YES" below that all of the
following statements are true:

(a) The Engineering Control(s) employed at this site is unchanged
since the date that the Control was put in-place, or was last approved by the Department;

(b) nothing has occurred that would impair the ability of such Control, to protect public health and
the environment;

(c) access to the site will continue to be provided to the Department, to evaluate the
remedy, including access to evaluate the continued maintenance of this Control;

(d) nothing has occurred that would constitute a violation or failure to comply with the
Site Management Plan for this Control; and

(e) if a financial assurance mechanism is required by the oversight document for the site, the
mechanism remains valid and sufficient for its intended purpose established in the document.

YES NO

U U

IF THE ANSWER TO QUESTION 2 IS NO, sign and date below and
DO NOT COMPLETE THE REST OF THIS FORM. Otherwise continue.

A Corrective Measures Work Plan must be submitted along with this form to address these issues.

Signature of Owner, Remedial Party or Designated Representative Date




IC CERTIFICATIONS
SITE NO. 152035
Box 6

SITE OWNER OR DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE SIGNATURE
| certify that all information and statements in Boxes 1,2, and 3 are true. | understand that a false
statement made herein is punishable as a Class “A” misdemeanor, pursuant to Section 210.45 of the
Penal Law.

| at L)
print name print business address

am certifying as (Owner or Remedial Party)

for the Site named in the Site Details Section of this form.

Signature of Owner, Remedial Party, or Designated Representative Date
Rendering Certification




EC CERTIFICATIONS

Box 7
Qualified Environmental Professional Signature

| certify that all information in Boxes 4 and 5 are true. | understand that a false statement made herein is

punishable as a Class “A” misdemeanor, pursuant to Section 210.45 of the Penal Law.

| at t)
print name print business address

am certifying as a Qualified Environmental Professional for the

(Owner or Remedial Party)

Signature of Qualified Environmental Professional, for Stamp Date
the Owner or Remedial Party, Rendering Certification (Required for PE)




II.

and

III.

IV.

VL

Enclosure 3
Periodic Review Report (PRR) General Guidance

Executive Summary: (1/2-page or less)
A. Provide a brief summary of site, nature and extent of contamination, and remedial history.
B. Effectiveness of the Remedial Program - Provide overall conclusions regarding;
1. progress made during the reporting period toward meeting the remedial objectives for the site
2. the ultimate ability of the remedial program to achieve the remedial objectives for the site.
C. Compliance
1. Identify any areas of non-compliance regarding the major elements of the Site Management Plan
(SMP, i.e., the Institutional/Engineering Control (IC/EC) Plan, the Monitoring Plan, and the
Operation & Maintenance (O&M) Plan).
2. Propose steps to be taken and a schedule to correct any areas of non-compliance.
D. Recommendations
1. recommend whether any changes to the SMP are needed
2. recommend any changes to the frequency for submittal of PRRs (increase, decrease)
3. recommend whether the requirements for discontinuing site management have been met.

Site Overview (one page or less)
A. Describe the site location, boundaries (figure), significant features, surrounding area, and the nature
extent of contamination prior to site remediation.
B. Describe the chronology of the main features of the remedial program for the site, the components of
the selected remedy, cleanup goals, site closure criteria, and any significant changes to the selected
remedy that have been made since remedy selection.

Evaluate Remedy Performance, Effectiveness, and Protectiveness
Using tables, graphs, charts and bulleted text to the extent practicable, describe the effectiveness of the
remedy in achieving the remedial goals for the site. Base findings, recommendations, and conclusions
on objective data. Evaluations and should be presented simply and concisely.

IC/EC Plan Compliance Report (if applicable)
A. IC/EC Requirements and Compliance
1. Describe each control, its objective, and how performance of the control is evaluated.
2. Summarize the status of each goal (whether it is fully in place and its effectiveness).
3. Corrective Measures: describe steps proposed to address any deficiencies in ICECs.
4. Conclusions and recommendations for changes.
B. IC/EC Certification
1. The certification must be complete (even if there are IC/EC deficiencies), and certified by the
appropriate party as set forth in a Department-approved certification form(s).

Monitoring Plan Compliance Report (if applicable)

A. Components of the Monitoring Plan (tabular presentations preferred) - Describe the requirements of the
monitoring plan by media (i.e., soil, groundwater, sediment, etc.) and by any remedial technologies

being used at the site.

B. Summary of Monitoring Completed During Reporting Period - Describe the monitoring tasks actually
completed during this PRR reporting period. Tables and/or figures should be used to show all data.

C. Comparisons with Remedial Objectives - Compare the results of all monitoring with the remedial
objectives for the site. Include trend analyses where possible.

D. Monitoring Deficiencies - Describe any ways in which monitoring did not fully comply with the
monitoring plan.

E. Conclusions and Recommendations for Changes - Provide overall conclusions regarding the monitoring
completed and the resulting evaluations regarding remedial effectiveness.

Operation & Maintenance (O&M) Plan Compliance Report (if applicable)

A. Components of O&M Plan - Describe the requirements of the O&M plan including required activities,
frequencies, recordkeeping, etc.

B. Summary of O&M Completed During Reporting Period - Describe the O&M tasks actually completed
during this PRR reporting period.

C. Evaluation of Remedial Systems - Based upon the results of the O&M activities completed, evaluated



the ability of each component of the remedy subject to O&M requirements to perform as
designed/expected.

O&M Deficiencies - Identify any deficiencies in complying with the O&M plan during this PRR
reporting period.

Conclusions and Recommendations for Improvements - Provide an overall conclusion regarding O&M
for the site and identify any suggested improvements requiring changes in the O&M Plan.

VII. Overall PRR Conclusions and Recommendations

A.

Compliance with SMP - For each component of the SMP (i.e., IC/EC, monitoring, O&M), summarize;

1. whether all requirements of each plan were met during the reporting period

2. any requirements not met

3. proposed plans and a schedule for coming into full compliance.

Performance and Effectiveness of the Remedy - Based upon your evaluation of the components of the

SMP, form conclusions about the performance of each component and the ability of the remedy to
achieve the remedial objectives for the site.

Future PRR Submittals

1. Recommend, with supporting justification, whether the frequency of the submittal of PRRs should
be changed (either increased or decreased).

2. Ifthe requirements for site closure have been achieved, contact the Departments Project Manager
for the site to determine what, if any, additional documentation is needed to support a decision to
discontinue site management.

VIII. Additional Guidance

Additional guidance regarding the preparation and submittal of an acceptable PRR can be obtained from
the Departments Project Manager for the site.
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Site-Wide Inspection Checklist
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site
80 East Montauk Highway
Lindenhurst, New York

Date of Inspection: __June 2, 2025

Site-wide inspections will be performed annually, at a minimum. A site-wide inspection
will also be performed after severe events that may affect the pavement cover over the former LP-

1 area, or the monitoring wells.

The 2025 site-wide inspection was performed on June 2, 2025. The weather during the
inspection was partly cloudy/partly sunny and there were no conditions that prevented
observation of the key areas of the Site surface. Mr. Peter Buccino, a representative of the Site
owner entity and operator of the onsite manufacturing operation, accompanied the inspector
and provided information concerning Site operations and conditions, particularly for the time
between the last Periodic Review Report (2024) and the date of this inspection. Mr. Rob
Ferguson of FPM accompanied the inspector and assisted with the inspection activities. The
results of the site-wide inspection are documented below, together with additional information

concerning activities that occurred after the inspection was conducted.

The following inspection checklist will be completed during each site-wide inspection.
Supporting documentation will be attached, as necessary. The completed site-wide inspection

checklist and supporting documentation will be included in the associated Periodic Review Report.
Compliance with Institutional Controls

Institutional Controls (ICs) are required to: (1) implement, maintain and monitor the
engineering controls (ECs) described in the Site Management Plan (SMP); (2) prevent future
exposure to residual contamination by controlling disturbances of residual materials; and (3)
restrict the use of the Site to industrial, commercial, restricted residential, or residential uses.
Adherence to these ICs on the Site (Controlled Property) is required under the Environmental
Easement. These ICs are described in Section 3.2 of the Site Management Plan. Please complete

the following checklist to confirm compliance with the Site ICs:

o The Controlled Property may be used for industrial, commercial, restricted residential, or



residential use. Confirm the use of the Site:

The Site use is industrial. Based on the observations during the site-wide inspection and
prior monitoring events, and information from Mr. Buccino, this use has not changed
during the reporting period. The onsite operations include screen-printing, embroidery,
packaging, shipping, and associated operations to manufacture and distribute T-shirts
and associated promotional clothing. Maintenance of the machinery is also performed
onsite. Photos illustrating the onsite industrial operations are included in the attached

photolog.

All Engineering Controls (pavement cover over former LP-1 area and groundwater
monitoring wells) must be operated and maintained as specified in the SMP for the

Controlled Property. Confirm operation and maintenance of ECs:

The asphalt pavement cover over the former LP-1 area is present and in good condition,
as shown in the photolog. The concrete building slab is also intact and in good condition,
as shown in the photolog. There is no evidence of breaches, excavations, or damage to
either area of cover, and the Site representative reported that no breaches of the cover
occurred during the reporting period. Most of the groundwater monitoring wells,
including all wells in the current monitoring program, were visually observed during the
Site-wide inspection. Several wells in a grassy area had been covered by overgrown grass
and were not visible. The two offsite upgradient wells were also covered by overgrown
vegetation and could not be visually observed. The approximate locations of these wells
were identified using a scaled site plan and a magnetic locating device. These wells will
be uncovered and their condition assessed during the upcoming (June) groundwater

monitoring event

As noted in the prior PRR, former well MW-13 appears to have been paved over and
could not be located. As nearby well MW-12 provides essentially the same information,
well MW-13 is not planned to be replaced. Well MW-14 was not located during the 2024
site-wide inspection or groundwater monitoring event and was not evident during this
site-wide inspection. This well was likely destroyed during winter snow removal

operations. As noted in the prior PRR, this well is not planned to be replaced.



Annual inspections and certifications must be conducted in accordance with the SMP.

Confirm compliance with annual inspections and certifications:

The SMP for this Site was approved in January 2024 and annual site-wide inspections
have been conducted on January 29, 2024 and June 2, 2025, in compliance with the
SMP requirements. The ICEC certification for the prior reporting period was completed
and submitted to the NYSDEC in the May 2024 PRR. The ICEC certification for the
current reporting period will be completed and submitted to the NYSDEC in the next
PRR, which we understand is due on July 20, 2025. The ICEC certifications are in
compliance with the SMP.

Groundwater and other environmental or public health monitoring, and reporting of
information thus obtained, must be performed in a manner specified in the SMP. Confirm

that the required monitoring and reporting are in accordance with the SMP:

Groundwater monitoring was conducted and reported in 2017 and 2018 (prior to
NYSDEC approval of the SMP) in compliance with NYSDEC requests. Groundwater
monitoring was also conducted on January 29, 2024 (1Q 2024) shortly after SMP
approval, with the results reported in the May 2024 PRR. The groundwater monitoring
frequency is once-per-five-quarters and the next groundwater monitoring event is
scheduled for June 19, 2025 (2Q 2025). As this monitoring event is outside of the current
reporting period and the results will not be available until July 2025, this event will be
reported separately. Groundwater monitoring and reporting are generally in compliance

with the approved SMP and prior NYSDEC requests.

Onsite environmental monitoring devices, including but not limited to groundwater
monitoring wells, will be protected and replaced as necessary to ensure continued
functioning in the manner specified in the SMP. Confirm that monitoring devices have

been protected and/or replaced:

The majority of the onsite monitoring wells are protected by manholes with bolt-down
lids that are set in concrete pads. One well (MW-1) is protected by a metal standpipe.
All the wells that were located (MWs 1, 2, 6, 8, 9, 10, and 12) were found to be protected



during the site-wide inspection. Wells MW-3, MW-4 and MW-7 are in a grassy lawn
area and are presently covered by turf. A magnetic locating device was used to identify
the approximate locations of the steel manhole lids for these wells. The wells will be
uncovered and assessed during the upcoming groundwater monitoring event. Wells
MW-5 and MW-11 are located upgradient and offsite in an adjoining park. The well
locations are heavily overgrown and could not be visually observed during the site-wide
inspection. The vegetation in the well areas will be cleared during the upcoming
groundwater monitoring event and the wells will be located and assessed. Well MW-13,
which was located offsite in the neighboring parking lot, could not be located during the
2024 or 2025 site-wide inspections and appears to have been paved over. MW-14 also
could not be located during the 2024 or 2025 site-wide inspection and a 2024 subsequent
investigation. This well is likely to have been destroyed during winter snowplowing
operations. As discussed in the May 2024 PRR, replacement of these wells is not

recommended at this time.

All soil disturbance activities that will impact residual contaminated material must be
conducted in accordance with the NYSDEC-approved SMP and the Excavation Work Plan
(EWP). Confirm that these activities, if they have occurred, are in compliance with the

SMP and EWP:

Based on the site-wide inspection observations and information from the property owner
representative, no soil disturbance occurred during the reporting period in the areas
where residual contaminated soil is, or may be, present. Therefore, the EWP was not

triggered.

Use of the groundwater underlying the Controlled Property is prohibited without treatment

rendering it safe for the intended purpose. Confirm that groundwater use has not occurred:

Based on the site-wide inspection observations and information from the property owner
representative, no groundwater use occurred during the reporting period. No supply

wells were observed onsite.

As per the Environmental Easement, the Controlled Property may not be used for a higher
level of use (commercial, restricted residential, residential, or unrestricted use), and the

above-stated ECs may not be discontinued without proper notification of the NYSDEC of



the change, approval of that use by the NYSDEC, and an amendment of the SMP approved

by the NYSDEC. Confirm continued compliance with the Environmental Easement:

Based on the site-wide inspection observations and information from the property owner,
the property was used only for industrial purposes and remained in compliance with the

terms of the Environmental Easement throughout the reporting period.

Grantor covenants and agrees that until such time as the Environmental Easement is
extinguished in accordance with the requirements of Article 71, Title 36 of the ECL, the
property deed and all subsequent instruments of conveyance relating to the Controlled

Property shall state in at least fifteen-point bold-faced type:

This property is subject to an environmental easement held by
the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation pursuant to Title 36 to Article 71 of the
Environmental Conservation Law.

Confirm that property deed and all subsequent instruments of conveyance are in

compliance:

The most recent property deed/instrument of conveyance was recorded on November 10,
2021, prior to recording of the Environmental Easement, which occurred on April 5,
2023. No deeds or instruments of conveyance have been recorded since the Easement

was recorded. The property is, therefore, in compliance with this requirement.

Grantor covenants and agrees that the Environmental Easement shall be incorporated in
full or by reference in any leases, license, or other instruments granting a right to use the
Controlled Property. Confirm that leases, licenses or other right-to-use documents

incorporate or reference the Environmental Easement:

The property owner’s representative reported that no leases, licenses, or other
instruments granting a right to use the Controlled Property have been made or recorded
since the Easement was recorded. The property is, therefore, in compliance with this

requirement.

Grantor covenants and agrees that it shall annually, or such time as NYSDEC may allow,

submit to NYSDEC a written statement by an expert the NYSDEC may find acceptable



certifying under penalty of perjury that the controls employed at the Controlled Property
are unchanged from the previous certification or that any changes to the controls employed
at the Controlled Property were approved by the NYSDEC, and that nothing has occurred
that would impair the ability of such control to protect the public health and environment
or constitute a violation or failure to comply with any SMP for such controls and giving
access to such Controlled Property to evaluate continued maintenance of such controls.

Confirm the submittal of the Annual Certification Statement:

This Certification Statement was included in the May 2024 PRR and will be included in
the 2025 PRR.

Compliance with Engineering Controls
Provide a written evaluation of the condition and continued effectiveness of the ECs:

° The pavement cover over the former LP-1 area EC:

The asphalt pavement cover over the former LP-1 area is present and in good condition.
The concrete building slab is also intact and in good condition. There is no evidence of
breaches, excavations, or damage to either area of cover, and the Site representative
reported that no breaches of the cover occurred during the reporting period. The cover
EC was effective in preventing exposure to residual contaminated soil present at this

Site.

° The groundwater monitoring well EC:

The groundwater monitoring wells that comprise this EC were found to be generally in
good condition with some exceptions. Well MW-13 appears to have been paved over and
could not be located in 2024 or 2025. Well MW-14 also could not be located during the
2024 or 2025 site-wide inspections and the 2024 groundwater monitoring event. It is
likely that this well was destroyed by winter snowplowing. As discussed in the May 2024
PRR, replacement of these wells was not recommended. Although two of the wells in the
Site’s monitoring plan are no longer present, the groundwater monitoring well EC
remains largely in place and effective for evaluation of residual Site-related groundwater

contamination.



General Site Conditions

Provide a written description of the Site conditions at the time of the site-wide inspection. Attach

digital photographs or other supporting information as needed.

The Site was in active use as a screen printing and embroidery facility for manufacture of
promotional T-shirts and associated promotional items at the time of the inspection.
Chemicals in use throughout the manufacturing areas of the facility include paints, inks,
spot cleaners for removing ink from fabrics, machine cleaners and lubricants, and ordinary
building maintenance chemicals. Spot cleaners include Saati Remove TSR, which contains
15 to 35% PCE, and Saati Remove ER2, which is noted to contain 55% volatiles. Machine
cleaners include methylene chloride, which is contained in and distributed from one 55-
gallon drum. Three additional 55-gallon drums of methylene chloride are also present.
Machine lubricants include Marvelair tool oil, which contains unspecified chlorinated
hydrocarbons, and Marvel Mystery oil, which contains light petroleum distillates, including
dichlorobenzenes. The building and grounds are in good condition with the ECs in place,
as noted above. A photolog showing Site conditions on June 2, 2025, the day of the 2025

site-wide inspection, is attached.
Site Management Activities

Provide a discussion and assessment of ongoing site management activities including as
applicable, but not limited to, soil/residual materials management, groundwater monitoring,
community air monitoring, nuisance control, well replacement/repair, health and safety
monitoring, and other applicable and pertinent activities. Attach supporting documentation as

necessary.

Residual contaminated soil management was not required and did not occur during the
reporting period. The Site owner representative reported that there are, at present, no plans
for future disturbance of the cover or other activities that might trigger the need for

management of residual contaminated soil.

Groundwater monitoring will be conducted in June 2025 (2Q 2025) in compliance with the

once-per-five-quarters monitoring frequency.



Compliance with Schedules

The Monitoring and Sampling Plan included in Section 4 of the SMP does not include any
permit requirements but does include a schedule for groundwater and other monitoring. Discuss

compliance with the groundwater monitoring schedule:

Following NYSDEC approval of the SMP, groundwater monitoring was conducted during
the first quarter of 2024 in compliance with the schedule. Groundwater monitoring is
scheduled to be conducted during the second quarter of 2025 (June 2025) in compliance
with the SMP schedule. No other monitoring was required during the reporting period and

no other monitoring is anticipated to be required.
Site Records

The Site records include, but are not limited to, groundwater monitoring reports, EC
inspections, site-wide inspection checklists, soil management documents, community air
monitoring documents, regulatory agency correspondence, reports, and the PRR. Confirm that

each type of Site record is up to date and provide comments:

The January 2024 groundwater monitoring event was reported in the May 2024 PRR. The

records of groundwater monitoring events are compliant.

EC inspection was conducted during the June 2, 2025 site-wide inspection in compliance

with the SMP. The results are documented in this site-wide inspection checklist.

Soil management and community air monitoring were not required or conducted during

the reporting period.

Regulatory agency correspondence during the reporting period included emails and letters
associated with the process of revising and obtaining approval for the May 2024 PRR.
Copies of these letters will be included in the July 2025 PRR.

Inspector Information
Name and Affiliation of Inspector(s): Stephanie O. Davis, PG, FPM Group, Ltd.

Date of Inspection: June 2, 2025



Reason for Inspection: Site-wide inspection for 2025

List additional inspections or activities conducted in association with this inspection: None

Attachments: Photolog



Photolog, June 2, 2025
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk‘ Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

Above: View f front (south side, at left) and part of east side of the industrial building at the
subject property looking northwest.

Above: View of part of the back of the industrial building (at left) at the subject property looking
west. The asphalt pavement cover over the former LP-1 area was observed to be in good
condition throughout the covered area. The small pile of sand (at center, not in the covered
area) is used on the parking and driveway areas during snow and ice conditions. Well MW-1,
which is upgradient of the capped area and protected by a steel standpipe, is visible in the
right background.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2025\Sitewideinspection2025\Photolog2025.Docx '1 - ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, June 2, 2025
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

Above: Representative view of the first floor interior of the industrial building showing some of
the equipment used in the screen printing operations. Much of the equipment is in active
operation.

s
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Above: Another view of the first floor interior of the industrial building showing some of the

screen-printing equipment.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2025\Sitewideinspection2025\Photolog2025.Docx '2' ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, June 2, 2025
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY
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Above: Representative view of the concrete buirding slab in the manufacturing areas on the
first floor of the building. The concrete was observed to be intact throughout the first floor, with
much of its surface painted or coated.

Above: Another representative view of the concrete building slab in the shipping area on the
first floor of the building. The concrete was observed to be intact throughout the first floor, with
much of its surface painted or coated.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2025\Sitewideinspection2025\Photolog2025.Docx '3' ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, June 2, 2025
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

Above: Representative view of the concrete building slab in a chemical storage area on the

first floor of the building. The drums include virgin methylene chloride and waste ink (black
drum). No spills or evidence of releases was noted and the concrete was observed to be
intact throughout this area, with much of its surface painted or coated.

Above: Representative view of the concrete building“slab in the basemnt, which underlies a
portion of the building and is used solely for storage and utilities. The concrete was observed
to be intact and in good condition throughout the basement.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2025\Sitewideinspection2025\Photolog2025.Docx '4' ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, June 2, 2025
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
| 80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

Above: This product is used to thin inks and contains 2-butoxyethanol and other chemicals.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2025\Sitewideinspection2025\Photolog2025.Docx '5' ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, June 2, 2025
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY
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Above: This product is also used to remove ink from the screen printing equipment. It
contains several chemicals, including 55% volatile organic compounds.
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Site-Wide Inspection Checklist
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site
80 East Montauk Highway
Lindenhurst, New York

Date of Inspection: April 28, 2026

Site-wide inspections will be performed annually, at a minimum. A site-wide inspection
will also be performed after severe events that may affect the pavement cover over the former LP-

1 area, or the monitoring wells.

The 2026 site-wide inspection was performed on April 28, 2026. The weather during the
inspection was partly cloudy/partly sunny and there were no conditions that prevented
observation of the key areas of the Site surface. Mr. Peter Buccino, a representative of the Site
owner entity and operator of the onsite manufacturing operation, accompanied the inspector
and provided information concerning Site operations and conditions, particularly for the time
between the last Periodic Review Report (2025) and the date of this inspection. Mr. Jake Stumm
of FPM accompanied the inspector and assisted with the inspection activities. The results of
the site-wide inspection are documented below, together with additional information concerning

activities that occurred after the inspection was conducted.

The following inspection checklist will be completed during each site-wide inspection.
Supporting documentation will be attached, as necessary. The completed site-wide inspection

checklist and supporting documentation will be included in the associated Periodic Review Report.
Compliance with Institutional Controls

Institutional Controls (ICs) are required to: (1) implement, maintain and monitor the
engineering controls (ECs) described in the Site Management Plan (SMP); (2) prevent future
exposure to residual contamination by controlling disturbances of residual materials; and (3)
restrict the use of the Site to industrial, commercial, restricted residential, or residential uses.
Adherence to these ICs on the Site (Controlled Property) is required under the Environmental
Easement. These ICs are described in Section 3.2 of the Site Management Plan. Please complete

the following checklist to confirm compliance with the Site ICs:

o The Controlled Property may be used for industrial, commercial, restricted residential, or



residential use. Confirm the use of the Site:

The Site use is industrial. Based on the observations during the site-wide inspection and
prior monitoring events, and information from Mr. Buccino, this use has not changed
during the reporting period. The onsite operations include screen-printing, embroidery,
packaging, shipping, and associated operations to manufacture and distribute T-shirts
and associated promotional clothing. Maintenance of the machinery is also performed
onsite. Photos illustrating the onsite industrial operations are included in the attached

photolog.

All Engineering Controls (pavement cover over former LP-1 area and groundwater
monitoring wells) must be operated and maintained as specified in the SMP for the

Controlled Property. Confirm operation and maintenance of ECs:

The asphalt pavement cover over the former LP-1 area is present and in good condition,
as shown in the photolog. The concrete building slab is also intact and in good condition,
as shown in the photolog. There is no evidence of breaches, excavations, or damage to
either area of cover, and the Site representative reported that no breaches of the cover
occurred during the reporting period. The remaining groundwater monitoring wells,
including all wells in the current monitoring program, were visually observed during the
site-wide inspection. As documented in our August 26, 2025 groundwater monitoring
report, several wells are no longer present at the Site, including wells MW-3, MW-4,
MW-5, MW-7, MW-11, MW-13, and MW-14. These wells were either previously
abandoned or have been destroyed, as described in the report, and are not planned to be

replaced.

Annual inspections and certifications must be conducted in accordance with the SMP.

Confirm compliance with annual inspections and certifications:

The SMP for this Site was approved in January 2024 and annual site-wide inspections
were conducted on June 2, 2025 and April 28, 2026, in compliance with the SMP
requirements. The ICEC certification for the prior reporting period was completed and

submitted to the NYSDEC in the May 2024 PRR. The ICEC certification for the current



reporting period will be completed and submitted to the NYSDEC in the next PRR, which

we understand is due on June 1, 2026. The ICEC certifications are in compliance with

the SMP.

Groundwater and other environmental or public health monitoring, and reporting of
information thus obtained, must be performed in a manner specified in the SMP. Confirm

that the required monitoring and reporting are in accordance with the SMP:

Groundwater monitoring was conducted and reported in 2017 and 2018 (prior to
NYSDEC approval of the SMP) in compliance with NYSDEC requests. Groundwater
monitoring was also conducted on January 29, 2024 (1Q 2024) shortly after SMP
approval, with the results reported in the May 2024 PRR. The most recent groundwater
monitoring event occurred on June 19, 2025 (2Q 2025) and was reported shortly
thereafter, with the report accepted by the NYSDEC on August 28, 2025. The
groundwater monitoring frequency is once-per-five-quarters and the next groundwater
monitoring event is scheduled for September 2026 (3Q 2026). As this monitoring event
is outside of the current reporting period and the results will not be available until
October 2026, this event will be reported separately. Groundwater monitoring and
reporting are generally in compliance with the approved SMP and prior NYSDEC

requests.

Onsite environmental monitoring devices, including but not limited to groundwater
monitoring wells, will be protected and replaced as necessary to ensure continued
functioning in the manner specified in the SMP. Confirm that monitoring devices have

been protected and/or replaced:

The majority of the onsite monitoring wells are protected by manholes with bolt-down
lids that are set in concrete pads. One well (MW-1) is protected by a metal standpipe.
All the wells that were located (MWs 1, 2, 6, 8, 9, 10, and 12) were found to be protected
during the site-wide inspection. As documented in our August 26, 2025 groundwater
monitoring report, several wells are no longer present at the Site, including wells MW-
3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-7, MW-11, MW-13, and MW-14. These wells were either
previously abandoned or have been destroyed, as described in the report, and are not

planned to be replaced.



All soil disturbance activities that will impact residual contaminated material must be
conducted in accordance with the NYSDEC-approved SMP and the Excavation Work Plan
(EWP). Confirm that these activities, if they have occurred, are in compliance with the

SMP and EWP:

Based on the site-wide inspection observations and information from the property owner
representative, no soil disturbance occurred during the reporting period in the areas
where residual contaminated soil is, or may be, present. Therefore, the EWP was not

triggered.

Use of the groundwater underlying the Controlled Property is prohibited without treatment

rendering it safe for the intended purpose. Confirm that groundwater use has not occurred:

Based on the site-wide inspection observations and information from the property owner
representative, no groundwater use occurred during the reporting period. No water

supply wells were reported or observed onsite.

As per the Environmental Easement, the Controlled Property may not be used for a higher
level of use (commercial, restricted residential, residential, or unrestricted use), and the
above-stated ECs may not be discontinued without proper notification of the NYSDEC of
the change, approval of that use by the NYSDEC, and an amendment of the SMP approved

by the NYSDEC. Confirm continued compliance with the Environmental Easement:

Based on the site-wide inspection observations and information from the property owner,
the property was used only for industrial purposes and remained in compliance with the

terms of the Environmental Easement throughout the reporting period.

Grantor covenants and agrees that until such time as the Environmental Easement is
extinguished in accordance with the requirements of Article 71, Title 36 of the ECL, the
property deed and all subsequent instruments of conveyance relating to the Controlled

Property shall state in at least fifteen-point bold-faced type:

This property is subject to an environmental easement held by
the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation pursuant to Title 36 to Article 71 of the
Environmental Conservation Law.



Confirm that property deed and all subsequent instruments of conveyance are in

compliance:

The most recent property deed/instrument of conveyance was recorded on November 10,
2021, prior to recording of the Environmental Easement, which occurred on April 5,
2023. No deeds or instruments of conveyance have been recorded since the Easement

was recorded. The property is, therefore, in compliance with this requirement.

o Grantor covenants and agrees that the Environmental Easement shall be incorporated in
full or by reference in any leases, license, or other instruments granting a right to use the
Controlled Property. Confirm that leases, licenses or other right-to-use documents

incorporate or reference the Environmental Easement:

The property owner’s representative reported that no leases, licenses, or other
instruments granting a right to use the Controlled Property have been made or recorded
since the Easement was recorded. The property is, therefore, in compliance with this

requirement.

o Grantor covenants and agrees that it shall annually, or such time as NYSDEC may allow,
submit to NYSDEC a written statement by an expert the NYSDEC may find acceptable
certifying under penalty of perjury that the controls employed at the Controlled Property
are unchanged from the previous certification or that any changes to the controls employed
at the Controlled Property were approved by the NYSDEC, and that nothing has occurred
that would impair the ability of such control to protect the public health and environment
or constitute a violation or failure to comply with any SMP for such controls and giving
access to such Controlled Property to evaluate continued maintenance of such controls.

Confirm the submittal of the Annual Certification Statement:

This Certification Statement was included in the prior PRRs and will be included in the
2026 PRR.

Compliance with Engineering Controls
Provide a written evaluation of the condition and continued effectiveness of the ECs:

° The pavement cover over the former LP-1 area EC:




The asphalt pavement cover over the former LP-1 area is present and in good condition.
The concrete building slab is also intact and in good condition. There is no evidence of
breaches, excavations, or damage to either area of cover, and the Site representative
reported that no breaches of the cover occurred during the reporting period. The cover
EC was effective in preventing exposure to residual contaminated soil present at this

Site.

° The groundwater monitoring well EC:

The remaining groundwater monitoring wells that comprise this EC were found to be
generally in good condition. As previously noted, wells MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-7,
MW-11, MW-13, and MW-14 are no longer present and are not planned to be replaced.
Although some of the Site wells are no longer present, the groundwater monitoring well
EC remains sufficiently in place and effective for evaluation of residual Site-related

groundwater contamination.
General Site Conditions

Provide a written description of the Site conditions at the time of the site-wide inspection. Attach

digital photographs or other supporting information as needed.

The Site was in active use as a screen printing and embroidery facility for manufacture of
promotional T-shirts and associated promotional items at the time of the inspection.
Chemicals in use throughout the manufacturing areas of the facility include paints, inks,
spot cleaners for removing ink from fabrics, machine cleaners and lubricants, and ordinary
building maintenance chemicals. Spot cleaners include Saati Remove TSR, which contains
15to 35% PCE, and Saati Remove ER2, which is noted to contain 55% volatiles. Machine
cleaners include methylene chloride, which is contained in and distributed from one 55-
gallon drum. Three additional 55-gallon drums of methylene chloride are also present.
Machine lubricants include Marvelair tool oil, which contains unspecified chlorinated
hydrocarbons, and Marvel Mystery oil, which contains light petroleum distillates, including
dichlorobenzenes. The building and grounds are in good condition with the ECs in place,
as noted above. A photolog showing Site conditions on April 28, 2026, the day of the 2026

site-wide inspection, is attached.



Site Management Activities

Provide a discussion and assessment of ongoing site management activities including as
applicable, but not limited to, soil/residual materials management, groundwater monitoring,
community air monitoring, nuisance control, well replacement/repair, health and safety
monitoring, and other applicable and pertinent activities. Attach supporting documentation as

necessary.

Residual contaminated soil management was not required and did not occur during the
reporting period. The Site owner representative reported that there are, at present, no plans
for future disturbance of the cover or other activities that might trigger the need for

management of residual contaminated soil.

Groundwater monitoring was conducted in June 2025 (2Q 2025) in compliance with the
once-per-five-quarters monitoring frequency and is scheduled to be conducted again in

September 2026.
Compliance with Schedules

The Monitoring and Sampling Plan included in Section 4 of the SMP does not include any
permit requirements but does include a schedule for groundwater and other monitoring. Discuss

compliance with the groundwater monitoring schedule:

Following NYSDEC approval of the SMP, groundwater monitoring was conducted during
the first quarter of 2024 and the second quarter of 2025 in compliance with the schedule.
Groundwater monitoring is scheduled to be conducted during the third quarter of 2026
(September 2026) in compliance with the SMP schedule. No other monitoring was required

during the reporting period and no other monitoring is anticipated to be required.
Site Records

The Site records include, but are not limited to, groundwater monitoring reports, EC
inspections, site-wide inspection checklists, soil management documents, community air
monitoring documents, regulatory agency correspondence, reports, and the PRR. Confirm that

each type of Site record is up to date and provide comments:



The June 2025 groundwater monitoring event was initially reported in July 2025, with a
revised report prepared in August 2025 to address NYSDEC comments. The revised report
was accepted by the NYSDEC on August 28, 2025. The records of groundwater monitoring

events are compliant.

The EC inspection was conducted during the April 28, 2026 site-wide inspection in
compliance with the SMP. The results are documented in this site-wide inspection

checklist.

Soil management and community air monitoring were not required or conducted during

the reporting period.

Regulatory agency correspondence during the reporting period included emails and letters
associated with the process of revising and obtaining approval for the 2025 PRR and the
2025 groundwater monitoring report. Copies of these letters will be included in the 2026
PRR.

Inspector Information

Name and Affiliation of Inspector(s): Robert Ferguson, FPM Group, Ltd.
Date of Inspection: April 28, 2026

Reason for Inspection: Site-wide inspection for 2026

List additional inspections or activities conducted in association with this inspection: None

Attachments: Photolog



Photolog, April 28, 2026
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY
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Abov: View of front (south side) and part of east side of the industrial building at the subject
property looking north.

o

Above: View of e at side and prto h back of the industrial bUIldI at the subject
property looking northwest.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2026\Appc-Site-Wide Insp\Photolog2026.Docx '1 - ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, April 28, 2026
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

Above: View of the rear of the onsite building and part of the asphalt pavement cover over the
former LP-1 area (far right). The pavement was observed to be in good condition throughout
the covered area.

.

Above: Representative view of the concrete building slab in the manufacturing areas on the
first floor of the building. The concrete was observed to be intact throughout the first floor, with
much of its surface painted or coated.
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Photolog, April 28, 2026
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

B L T—1

Above: Representative view of the concrete building slab in the packing and shipping area on
the first floor of the building. The concrete was observed to be intact throughout the first floor,
with much of its surface painted or coated.

. .

Above: Representative view of the concrete building slab in the basement, which underlies a

portion of the building and is used solely for storage and utilities. The concrete was observed
to be intact and in good condition throughout the basement.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2026\Appc-Site-Wide Insp\Photolog2026.Docx '3' ‘ ‘ M



Photolog, April 28, 2026
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site, NYSDEC #152035
80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

Above: View of monitoring well MW-6 in the employee parking area on the east side of the
building.

Above: View ' MW-1 located in the grassy area to the north of the building. This well is
protected and operable.

S:\Cardwellcondenser\PRR 2026\Appc-Site-Wide Insp\Photolog2026.Docx '4' ‘ ‘ M
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Enclosure 2 (—"‘m
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION ~ YORK
Site Management Periodic Review Report Notice L@T“E
Institutional and Engineering Controls Certification Form ”

Site Details Box 1
Site No. 152035

Site Name Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Site Address: 80 East Montauk Highway  Zip Code: 11757
City/Town: Lindenhurst (V)

County: Suffolk

Site Acreage: 1.200

Reporting Period: May 02, 2025 to May 02, 2026

YES NO
1. Is the information above correct? O
If NO, include handwritten above or on a separate sheet.
2. Has some or all of the site property been sold, subdivided, merged, or undergone a 7
tax map amendment during this Reporting Period? O [
3. Has there been any change of use at the site during this Reporting Period
(see BNYCRR 375-1.11(d))? ' O E’/I
4. Have any federal, state, and/or local permits (e.g., building, discharge) been issued _
for or at the property during this Reporting Period? a L‘U/
If you answered YES to questions 2 thru 4, include documentation or evidence
that documentation has been previously submitted with this certification form.
5. Is the site currently undergoing development? O @/
Box 2
YES NO
6. Is the current site use consistent with the use(s) listed below? E/ O
Industrial
7. Are all ICs in place and functioning as designed? D/ O

IF THE ANSWER TO EITHER QUESTION 6 OR 7 IS NO, sign and date below and
DO NOT COMPLETE THE REST OF THIS FORM. Otherwise continue.

A Corrective Measures Work Plan must be submitted along with this form to address these issues.

Signature of Owner, Remedial Party or Designated Representative Date




SITE NO. 152035 Box 3

Description of Institutional Controls
Parcel Owner Institutional Control
19-3-48 Buccino Realty, LLC

Decision Document

Ground Water Use Restriction
Landuse Restriction
Monitoring Plan

Site Management Plan

IC/EC Plan

The property may be used for industrial use only;

All Engineering Controls must be operated and maintained as specified in the Site Management
Plan;

All Engineering Controls must be inspected at a frequency and in a manner defined in the Site
Management Plan;

The use of groundwater underlying the property is prohibited without necessary water quality
treatment as determined by the NYSDOH or the Suffolk County Department of Health Services

to render it safe for use as drinking water or for industrial purposes, and the user must first notify and
obtain written approval to do so from the Department.

Groundwater and other environmental or public health monitoring must be performed as defined

in the SMP;
2

Data and information pertinent to site management of the Controlled Property must be reported
at the frequency and in a manner defined in this SMP;

?

All future activities that will disturb remaining contaminated material must be conducted in

accordance with the SMP;
?

Monitoring to assess the performance and effectiveness of the remedy must be performed as

defined in this SMP;
?

Operation, maintenance, monitoring, inspection, and reporting of any mechanical or physical
component of the remedy shall be performed as defined in the SMP; and

?

Access to the Site must be provided to agents, employees or other representatives of the State of
New York with reasonable prior notice to the property owner to assure compliance with the
restrictions identified by the Environmental Easement.

Box 4

Description of Engineering Controls
Parcel Engineering Control
19-3-48

Cover System
Soil exceeding the NYSDEC SCOs for protection of groundwater remains present below the
former LP-1 location to the north of the Site building. Pavement over this area presently reduces the
potential for groundwater impacts by limiting stormwater infiltration. This pavement cover is comprised
of asphalt pavement.




Box 5

Periodic Review Report (PRR) Certification Statements
1. | certify by checking "YES" below that:

a) the Periodic Review report and all attachments were prepared under the direction of, and
reviewed by, the party making the Engineering Control certification;

b) to the best of my knowledge and belief, the work and conclusions described in this certification
are in accordance with the requirements of the site remedial program, and generally accepted

engineering practices; and the information presented is accurate and compete.
YES NO

o

2. For each Engineering control listed in Box 4, | certify by checking "YES" below that all of the
following statements are true:

(a) The Engineering Control(s) employed at this site is unchanged
since the date that the Control was put in-place, or was last approved by the Department;

(b) nothing has occurred that would impair the ability of such Control, to protect public health and
the environment;

(c) access to the site will continue to be provided to the Department, to evaluate the
remedy, including access to evaluate the continued maintenance of this Control;

(d) nothing has occurred that would constitute a violation or failure to comply with the
Site Management Plan for this Control; and

(e) if a financial assurance mechanism is required by the oversight document for the site, the
mechanism remains valid and sufficient for its intended purpose established in the document.

YES NO
D/ 0

IF THE ANSWER TO QUESTION 2 IS NO, sign and date below and
DO NOT COMPLETE THE REST OF THIS FORM. Otherwise continue.

A Corrective Measures Work Plan must be submitted along with this form to address these issues.

Signature of Owner, Remedial Party or Designated Representative Date




IC CERTIFICATIONS

SITE NO. 152035
Box 6

SITE OWNER OR DESIGNATED REPRESENTATIVE SIGNATURE
| certify that all information and statements in Boxes 1,2, and 3 are true. | understand that a false
statement made herein is punishable as a Class “"A” misdemeanor, pursuant to Section 210.45 of the

Penal Law.

| PC 66\“ Iz Wee . .Ne at 87) AN (Y )‘ft.'.u/{ /'/,,Lf\.  Leadew ))L 287,
print name print business address
am certifying as e/ G (Owner or Remedial Party)

for the Site named.inthe Site Details Section of this form.
A =

e

P

Signa‘ﬂre 6f Owner, Remedial Party, or Designated Representative Date
Rendering Certification




EC CERTIFICATIONS

Box 7
Qualified Environmental Professional Signature

| certify that all information in Boxes 4 and 5 are true. | understand that a false statement made herein is
punishable as a Class “A” misdemeanor, pursuant to Section 210.45 of the Penal Law.

W Y - -
“ A LoD
I/ /7 i

Py i 3 ~ Ty A ,. - ¥ i i . a i R ./
| i i, kfi,:i A€o {f'lz { /i 4 { {’ ,f[ WA G s /(" & [ ’,'j‘ 1 /j»f:’{ /“I»‘J’fL‘a i ’V7,
. print name ¥ print business address
ie s > ; : ) 9
am certifying as a Qualified Environmental Professional for the ( en £

(Owner or Remedial Party)

S
.

N h " . s
R s A IR ™ gy - F o
€ f&‘; D%\Lg, L— ‘\ (;m/‘ / [/v/ﬂ. (- C /., 7 lf,\ *7 ’
Signature Of\\lallfled Environmental Profésélonal for Stamp Date
the Owner or Remedial Party, Rendering Certification (Required for PE)
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F F M roup Engineering and Environmental Science

CORPORATE HEADQUARTERS

An OIgoonlk ‘gmpany 640 Johnson Avenue
Suite 101
Bohemia, NY 11716
631-737-6200

Fax 631-737-2410

August 26, 2025
Mr. Jared Donaldson, PE
Project Manager
Remedial Bureau A, Division of Environmental Remediation
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
625 Broadway, 12" Floor
Albany, NY 12233-7015

Re:  June 2025 Groundwater Monitoring Report - Revised
Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site
NYSDEC Registry # 1-52035
FPM File No. 1270g-25-05

Dear Mr. Donaldson:

Groundwater monitoring was conducted at the above-referenced New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) site on June 19 and 20, 2025 (second quarter of 2025).
The procedures and results for this groundwater monitoring event are documented herein.

Groundwater Monitoring Procedures

Groundwater monitoring was performed by FPM Group, Ltd. (FPM) in general accordance with
the procedures in the NYSDEC-approved Site Management Plan (SMP) for the site. Wells MW-
8, MW-9, and MW-12 were sampled for the purpose of evaluating groundwater quality
downgradient of the remediated leaching pool area. Depth-to-water measurements were
obtained at additional site monitoring wells to provide more comprehensive data for evaluation
of the groundwater flow direction. Health and safety procedures were used during the
monitoring event and health and safety monitoring was conducted in accordance with the SMP.
The monitoring results were recorded in the sampler’s field notebook; organic vapors were not
detected during this monitoring event.

At the beginning of the monitoring process the site’s monitoring wells were located as feasible,
accessed, and the depth to water and well depth were measured with a decontaminated
interface probe (note: the MW-10 well depth was inadvertently not recorded) . No free-phase
product was detected in any of the wells that were located. It was noted that while most of the
wells appeared to be fully open, the lower portions of wells MW-9 and MW-12 were partially
filled with sediment, which reduced the height of the water column and precluded low-flow
purging and sampling. In particular, sediment nearly completely obstructed the screen interval
of MW-9. Wells MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MW-7, and MW-11 could not be located, as discussed
below.

The depths to the bottom of the wells and the depth to water measurements are shown on
Table 1 (attached) and the water level measurements were used to evaluate the site's
groundwater flow direction, as discussed below. It should be noted that most of the
measurements were obtained from water table wells (well with emergent screens); the
measurements from these wells were used to evaluate the groundwater flow direction. Well
MW-6 is installed more deeply in the Upper Glacial Aquifer and has a submerged screen. The
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water level measurement from this well was not used to evaluate the groundwater flow direction
as it does not represent the water table condition.

The depth to water and well depth for the wells to be sampled were recorded on well sampling
data sheets, copies of which are included in Attachment A. As noted above, the lower portions
of wells MW-9 and MW-12 were partially filled with sediment, which precluded low-flow purging.
Furthermore, the casing for MW-12 was bent to the extent that the low-flow pump could not be
lowered into the well. This damage likely resulted during the prior re-paving of the surrounding
parking lot, which also resulted in removing the top of the well and its protective manhole.
Although the manhole has been replaced and the well remains functional, a smaller-diameter
pump will be required for future sampling. None of the other wells contained appreciable
sediment.

After measuring the water levels and well depths the wells to be sampled were purged. MW-8
was purged with a decontaminated stainless-steel Geotech Geosub2 low-flow pump equipped
with dedicated disposable tubing. Two of the wells (MW-9 and MW-12) had a limited water
column that was insufficient for operation of this pump. These wells were purged using a
dedicated disposable bailer. Purging was performed until the parameters pH, conductivity,
oxidation-reduction potential (ORP), dissolved oxygen, and temperature had stabilized and the
turbidity was generally less than 50 nephelometric turbidity units (NTU). At well MW-9, which
had the most limited water column, the turbidity was reduced at the end of purging but was not
below 50 NTU. Some turbidity was also noted in well MW-12, although the level was below 50
NTU. Following purging, the groundwater in both these wells was allowed to recharge so that
the suspended solids settled out prior to sampling. Well purging and sampling information were
recorded on well sampling forms, which are included in Attachment A.

Well MW-8 was sampled using the dedicated tubing attached to the low-flow pump. Wells MW-
9 and MW-12 were sampled using a dedicated disposable bailer. Quality assurance/quality
control (QA/QC) samples, including two trip blanks, two field blanks, a field duplicate, and a
matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) sample, were also collected in accordance with
the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) in the SMP. The retrieved samples were
transferred into laboratory-supplied sample bottles and the filled sample bottles were labeled
and placed in a cooler with ice to depress the sample temperature to four degrees Celsius. A
chain of custody form was completed and kept with the filled cooler to document the sequence
of sample possession. The filled cooler was transmitted via lab courier to Eurofins
Environmental Testing (Eurofins), a NYSDOH Environmental Laboratory Approval Program
(ELAP)-certified laboratory. All samples were analyzed for Target Compound List (TCL) volatile
organic compounds (VOCs) by NYSDEC Analytical Services Protocol (ASP) methods with
Category B deliverables.

The laboratory provided the analytical data in a complete ASP Category B data package and an
electronic data deliverable (EDD). The data in the EDD are being uploaded to the NYSDEC's
Electronic Information Management System (EIMS). A data usability summary report (DUSR)
was also prepared for the laboratory package. The DUSR was prepared by Richard Baldwin,
PG, who is not an FPM employee, and is included in Attachment B.

The results from the QA/QC samples collected during this monitoring event were evaluated
during DUSR preparation; a complete discussion of the QA/QC results is included in the DUSR.
As per information in the DUSR, the chemical analytical data from the groundwater samples
collected were determined to be of acceptable quality for their intended purpose.

FPM
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Groundwater Monitoring Results
Groundwater Flow Direction

Regional groundwater flow in the Upper Glacial Aquifer in the Site area is generally to the
southeast. Groundwater levels have been measured during multiple events at the Site
monitoring wells. Table 1 (attached) summarizes the measurements obtained during this
monitoring event and prior monitoring events extending back to 2009. Water levels measured
during the June 2025 monitoring event are recorded and contoured as shown on Figure 1
(attached). It was noted that the water level in water table well MW-2 was not consistent with
the water levels in nearby water table wells MW-8 or MW-9 It is possible that a field
measurement error occurred at this well or that the top of casing elevation of MW-2 has altered
since the time it was installed and surveyed (1986). Further evaluation of this condition is
planned as discussed in the Summary and Recommendations section below.

The groundwater levels obtained from the water table wells during this monitoring event indicate
a southeast groundwater flow direction toward Neguntatogue Creek to the east and Great South
Bay, which is located about 0.8 miles to the south, and are generally consistent with prior
measurements and the regional groundwater flow direction. Depth to water measurements will
continue to be obtained at all the available Site monitoring table wells during future monitoring
events to provide additional data with which to evaluate the groundwater flow direction.

Volatile Organic Compounds

The VOC data from the June 2025 sampling event are presented on Table 2 (attached); data
from previous sampling events are also shown on Table 2 for comparison purposes. Figure 1
(attached) shows the VOC data from the past three monitoring events for each well in the
monitoring program and for the additional wells that were sampled in January 2024. It should
be noted that the data tables on Figure 1 include the VOCs that have been most consistently
detected at this Site, including PCE, cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE), vinyl chloride (VC),
and TCE. The data are evaluated with respect to the NYSDEC Standards, exceedances of
which are shaded and shown in bold type.

Well MW-1, which is located a short distance upgradient of the former LP-1 area, was not
sampled during the June 2025 monitoring event and exhibited no detections of any Site-related
VOCs in January 2024. These results are consistent with historic results from this monitoring
well and demonstrate that Site-related impacts are not present upgradient of the former source
area.

Well MW-14, formerly located in the immediate vicinity of the former source area and now
destroyed, was most recently sampled for VOCs in June 2017 and August 2015, and during
prior monitoring events. VOC concentrations remained below the NYSDEC Standards in 2015
and 2017 with the exceptions of relatively low concentrations of PCE (14 to 19 micrograms per
liter, or ug/l). PCE was not detected in 2009 or 2011 and was detected below its NYSDEC
Standard in 2013. PCE was previously detected at up to 300 ug/l in this well. Other Site-related
VOCs, including cis-1,2-DCE, VC, and TCE, were previously detected in this well above
NYSDEC Standards.

At well MW-9, located somewhat downgradient of the former source area, no exceedances of
the NYSDEC Standards were noted for any VOCs during the June 2025 monitoring event or in
prior years dating back to 2009. No Site-related VOCs have been detected in this well since at
least 2011. PCE was previously detected at up to 279 pg/l in this well (1998) and other Site-

FPM
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related VOCs, including cis-1,2-DCE, TCE, and VC, previously exceeded NYSDEC Standards
through 2007.

At well MW-8, located further downgradient of the former source area, no exceedances of the
NYSDEC Standards were noted for any VOCs during the June 2025 monitoring event or in prior
years dating back to 2017. PCE was most recently detected above its NYSDEC Standard in
this well in October 2013 and August 2015 (29 and 31 ug/l, respectively). PCE was previously
detected at up to 368 ug/l in this well (1998) and other Site-related VOCs, including cis-1,2-DCE
and TCE, also previously exceeded Standards.

At well MW-12 in the vicinity of Neguntatogue Creek no exceedances of the NYSDEC
Standards were noted for any VOCs during the June 2025 monitoring event or in prior years
dating back to 2017. Exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards were most recently noted in this
well in August 2015, including PCE at 7.6 ug/l and cis-1,2-DCE at 8.1 ug/l. Previously, PCE,
cis-1,2-DCE, TCE, and/or VC have been sporadically detected in this well at low to moderate
concentrations.

Well MW-13, formerly located in the vicinity of Neguntatogue Creek and now destroyed, was
not sampled during the June 2025 or January 2024 monitoring events and exhibited no
exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards in 2017, when it was last sampled. Exceedances of
the NYSDEC Standards were most recently noted in this well in August 2015, including PCE at
13 ug/l and cis-1,2-DCE at 9.8 ug/l. Previously, PCE, cis-1,2-DCE, and/or TCE have been
sporadically detected in this well at low to moderate concentrations.

Well MW-10, which is located downgradient and somewhat crossgradient of the former source
area, was not sampled during the June 2025 monitoring event and exhibited no detections of
any Site-related VOCs in January 2024. This well was previously sampled in 1998, at which
time low estimated concentrations (below Standards) of PCE and TCE were detected,
suggestive of the outer edge of the Site-related plume. The 2024 data are consistent with the
overall diminution of the plume of Site-related VOCs over time documented at the other
monitoring wells.

The concentrations of Site-related VOCs in each well for the three most recent monitoring
events are shown on Figure 1. These data indicate that generally low VOC impacts remained
present at the Site during the period from 2017 to the present, primarily in and downgradient of
the former source area. PCE somewhat exceeded its NYSDEC Standard in immediate
downgradient proximity to the former source area (well MW-14) when this well was last sampled
in 2017. Further downgradient at wells MW-8 and MW-9 no VOCs were detected above the
NYSDEC Standards in 2017, 2024, or 2025 and no Site-related VOCs have been detected in
MW-9 since at least 2011. Similarly, at wells MW-12 and/or MW-13 in the vicinity of
Neguntatogue Creek no VOCs were detected above NYSDEC Standards in 2017, 2024, or
2025. These data indicate that the source of groundwater VOCs has been remediated and the
remaining residual concentrations are limited and anticipated to continue to decline.

Efforts to Locate Additional Site Monitoring Wells

Efforts to locate all the remaining Site monitoring wells were made during the June 2025
monitoring event. Wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-6, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, and MW-12 were located,
accessed, and assessed as described above. Wells MW-13 and MW-14 were not located
during the 2024 monitoring event and were not evident during the June 2025 monitoring event.
These wells are presumed to have been destroyed, as previously discussed.

FPM



Mr. Jared Donaldson -5- August 26, 2025

Wells MW-3, MW-4, and MW-7 were formerly located in a grassy area to the south of the Site
building and wells MW-5 and MW-11 were formerly located offsite in a public park to the north of
the Site, as shown on Figure 1. None of these wells was visible during the June 2025 Site-wide
inspection or monitoring event. The vicinity of the locations of wells MW-3, MW-4, MW-5, MWV-
7, and MW-11 were screened with a hand-held Schonstedt GA-52CX magnetic locator
instrument in June 2025 to identify the steel manhole lid that formerly covered each well.

Magnetic anomalies were identified at the onsite well locations (MW-3, MW-4 and MW-7) and
each was hand-excavated to expose the associated well. Each of these locations was found to
have a former monitoring well that appeared to have been abandoned. The casings appeared
to have been filled with concrete, cut off below grade, and, and in one case, capped with the
steel manhole that had been welded shut. Photos showing the condition of these former wells
are included in Attachment C. These wells were installed by NYSDEC contractors between
1986 and 1992 and were last monitored in 1989 (MW-3), 1992 (MW-7), and 1998 (MW-4).
None of these wells exhibited exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards for any VOCs and none
were included in the monitoring programs in the 2002 Operation and Monitoring Plan or the
current SMP for this Site. The current and most recent former Site owners (Peter Buccino and
David Kjeldsen, respectively) were asked if they had any knowledge of the abandonment of
these wells, but neither had any information about well abandonment. The now-deceased
brother of the former Site owner (Bob Kjeldsen) managed all the environmental matters
concerning the Site, so no further information is available. It appears likely that he had the wells
abandoned after it was determined that they were not to be included in the monitoring program.

No magnetic anomalies were identified at the MW-5 or MW-11 locations. Each location was
probed with a steel rod and the surface vegetation and some soil were removed to improve
visibility. No wells were found at the former well locations. We noted that this area of the park
does not have any concrete curb and is not landscaped. The area is overgrown with weedy
vegetation and appears to be periodically scraped during snowplowing activities. It appears that
these wells were either destroyed during snowplowing or abandoned by Bob Kjeldsen.

Summary and Recommendations

Groundwater monitoring was conducted in June 2025 (2Q 2025) in general accordance with the
procedures in the SMP. The groundwater levels obtained from the water table wells indicate a
southeast groundwater flow direction toward Neguntatogue Creek to the east and Great South
Bay to the south and are generally consistent with prior measurements and the regional
groundwater flow direction. The groundwater level at MW-2 is anomalous and further
assessment is recommended, as discussed below.

No exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards were identified in downgradient wells MW-8, MW-9
or MW-12 in June 2025. The current and recent historic monitoring data indicate that generally
low VOC impacts remained present at the Site from 2017 to the present, primarily in and
downgradient of the former leaching pools (former source area). PCE somewhat exceeded its
NYSDEC Standard in immediate downgradient proximity to the former source area (well MW-
14) when this well was last sampled in 2017. No VOCs were detected above the NYSDEC
Standards in 2017, 2024, or 2025 at any of the wells further downgradient, including wells MW-
8, MW-9, MW-12, and/or MW-13. These data indicate that the source of groundwater VOCs
has been remediated and the site-related groundwater plume is decreasing in both size and
concentration and is limited to the proximity of the former source area. It is likely that VOC
concentrations in the downgradient groundwater will continue to generally decrease, consistent
with the observed continued declining trend for the past 20 years following remediation.



Mr. Jared Donaldson -B- August 26, 2025

Based on the June 2025 monitoring observations and results, we have the following
recommendations:

e Wells MW-9 and MW-12 should be redeveloped to remove accumulated sediment. This
will facilitate low-flow sampling and more accurate water level readings in both wells.

e Monitoring of wells MW-8 and MW-12 should be continued so that data are available to
evaluate the ongoing improvement of groundwater quality following remediation.

o Following redevelopment, well MW-9 should be monitored and the data assessed to
confirm that they represent actual groundwater conditions. If the additional data are
consistent with prior data (no Site-related VOCs have been detected in this
downgradient well since 2009 and no exceedances of the NYSDEC Standards have
been noted since 2007), then termination of monitoring may be recommended for well
MW-9.

e Prior to the next monitoring event the top of casing relative elevations should be
resurveyed for all the remaining wells. Given the age of the wells and possible
settlement over time, re-surveying is anticipated to provide better information with which
to assess the groundwater flow direction.

e Depth to groundwater measurements should continue to be obtained in the remaining
Site monitoring wells to provide data needed to evaluate the groundwater flow direction.

e A peristaltic pump will be considered for future monitoring events to achieve the required
flow rate of 300 to 500 ml/min (0.08 to 0.13 gallons per minute) for low-flow sampling.
Use of this type of pump will also facilitate purging and sampling well MW-12 which has
a bend in its casing. Indicator parameters will be measured every five minutes and
three consecutive stable readings will be used to assess stability.

Should you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (631) 737-6200, ext. 528.

Sincerely,

Sgee- 0l T¢

Stephanie O. Davis, PG
Senior Project Manager

SOD:sod
Attachments

cC: Peter Buccino
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80 EAST MONATUK HIGHWAY, LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

TABLE 1

WATER TABLE DATA
CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE

Top of |Well Depth Screen Depth to ‘_’rv:;r; Depth to ‘_’rv:;r; Depth to ‘_’rv:;r; Depth to ‘_’rv:;r; Depth to ‘_’rv:;r; Well Depth| Depth to |Water Table
Well No. |Casing rel.| (ft below Interval (ft || Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative Water (ft) Relative (ft) Water (ft) Relative
elev. (ft) grade) |below grade)|( 12/10/09 Elev. (ft) 8/14/15 Elev. (ft) 6/8/17 Elev. (ft) 4/17/18 Elev. (ft) 1/29/24 Elev. (ft) 6/19/2025 | 6/19/2025 Elev. (ft)
MW-1* 100.89 30*** 10 - 30*** - - - - - - 6.71 94.18 6.81 94.08 28.31 7.27 93.62
MWw-2* 100.00 28.5%** 8.5 - 28.5** - - - - - - - - - - 25.85 3.82 96.18
MW-6** 97.24 65*** 45 - 65** - - - - - - - - - - 62.81 4.27 92.97
MW-8* 97.34 12 4-12 4.12 93.22 4.41 92.93 4.37 92.97 4.34 93.00 4.65 92.69 14.22 4.42 92.92
MW-9* 96.70 14.2 4.2-14.2 3.53 93.17 3.88 92.82 3.85 92.85 - - 1.59 95.11 4.51 2.85 93.85
MW-10* 95.58 13 1.5-13 - - - - - - - - 2.23 93.35 - 2.83 92.75
MW-12* 96.99 16 4-16 4.45 92.54 4.48 92.51 4.42 92.57 - - 4.70 92.29 8.35 4.12 92.87
MW-13* 96.95 16 4-16 4.40 92.55 4.42 92.53 4.37 92.58 - - - - - - -
MW-14* 97.89 9 4-9 4.22 93.67 4.63 93.26 4.60 93.29 4.58 93.31 - - - - -
Notes:

- = Not measured
* = Denotes water table well (emergent screen)

=

dkk

Denotes deeper well (submerged screen)
Denotes derived information (well log unavailable)

S:\CardwellCondenser\GW Monitoring\2025\Revisions-Aug2025\Table1-Water Table Data2025rev.xls
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TABLE 2

GROUNDWATER CHEMICAL ANALYTICAL DATA - VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS

CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE
LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

WellNo|  Mw-1 MW-8 MW-88 MW-8 MW-85 MW-9 MW-10 NYSDEC Slass
Sample Date| 1/29/24 6/3/98 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 4/19/11 | 10/1/13 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/17 | 1/29/24 6/19/25 6/3/98 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 |12/10/09 | 4/19/11 | 10/1/13 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/17 | 1/29/24 | 6/20/25 | 6/3/98 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 10/1/13 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/17 | 1/29/24 W;::;g::l:y

Target Compound List Volatile Organic Compounds in micrograms per liter (ug/l)

Vinyl Chloride ND ND ND 0.5JM 2J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 57.2 ND 4JM 08J ND 46J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 2
Methylene Chloride ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.40JB |0.33JB ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.40JB | 0.32JB ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5*
Chloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND -
Chloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 9.22J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Acetone ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 13JB | 28JB ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 9J 6J ND ND 278 12*B 39 ND 4.1 ND 36 ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND -
Carbon Disulfide ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND -
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 21.0J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
1,1-Dichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 32.8J ND ND ND ND 1.9J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 17 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 049J | 047J ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Chloroform ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.10J ND 0.12J ND ND 0.86 J 0.74J 57 52 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.42J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS 041J 7
Methyl Ethyl Ketone ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 22J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 15J 52J ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Methyl tert butyl ether 0.59J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.32J ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Bromodichloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.53J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Dibromochloromethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.49J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 41.6J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Trichloroethene ND 21.9J 3J 4J 3J 3J 0.77J ND 0.62J 0.28J 1.1 0.82J 1.1 ND ND ND ND 62.3 05J 8J 08J 1J 14J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.722J NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Bromoform ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Benzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 13.9J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.087 J ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 1
Tetrachloroethene ND 368 97 70 120 88 B 34 12 25 13J 29 31 4.0 241 22 26 29 279 6J 160 14 16 B 53 1" 0.11J ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.652J NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Toluene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 13.9J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.16 J ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Chlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 104 J ND ND ND ND 0.90J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
Styrene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
4-Methyl-2-pentanone ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 50
Xylene (total) ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 239J 5J 3J 6J 1J ND ND 0.22J 0.12J | 0.66J ND 0.59J ND ND ND ND 580 07J 44 3J 1J 6.7J ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5*
trans-1,2-Dichloroehtene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS ND 5*
Egtrilp\;zl:glse Organic 0.59 413.8 105 775 131 92 34.77 12 27.54 7.03 30.88 | 31.82 7.39 2.96 2.96 8.3 8.1 1,121.32 72 216 27.6 24 68.5 1" 30.45 17.52 | 40.087 | 0.47 4.1 ND 36.0 1.374 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS 041 -

Notes:

ND = Not detected at or above instrument detection limit.

NS = Not sampled

J = Estimated concentration less than the quantitation limit but greater than the instrument detection limit.
B = Compound detected in an associated blank sample.

- = Not established.

* = The principal organic contaminant standard for groundwater of 5 ug/l applies to this substance.
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation.
Bold shaded values exceed the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standard.




TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)
GROUNDWATER CHEMICAL ANALYTICAL DATA - VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS
CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE
LINDENHURST, NEW YORK

Well No. MW-12 MW-13 T TR
Sample Date| 1/5/00 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 4/19/11 | 101113 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/117 | 1/29/24 | 6/20/25 | 1/5/00 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 4119111 | 101113 | 8/14/15 | 6/8/117 | 1/29/24 | 5/8/02 | 6/2/05 | 11/8/05 | 6/9/06 | 11/30/06 | 5/2/07 | 11/26/07 | 11/26/07 | 12/10/09 | 411911 | 101113 | 8114115 | 6/8/117 | 112012 | VAt Q"‘Ty

Target Compound List Volatile Organic Compounds in micrograms per liter (ug/l)

Vinyl Chloride ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0414 ND 84 | 060J | ND ND ND ND NS 24 07J ND ND | 024JM | ND ND | 0704 | 0.82J | ND NS 174 ND 33 44 ND 64J | 44 449 ND ND ND ND ND NS 2
Methylene Chloride ND ND NS NS NS NS NS | 044JB |038JB| ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND | 04208 |031JB| ND ND | 025J | Ns ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 050JB |0.37JB| ND ND ND NS 5
Chloromethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0194 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS -
Chioroethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
Acetone ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 11J8 | 360B| ND ND | 23J ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND 30J0B | 36J8B| ND ND 174 NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 19B | 56JB| ND ND | 224 NS -
Carbon Disulfide ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND 021J | ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS -
1,1-Dichloroethene ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND | 016J | ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 44 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
1,1-Dichloroethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
1,4-Dichlorobenzene ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 037J | 0644 | 17 ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 0404 | 041J | 17 NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 0754 | ND ND NS 5
Chioroform ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0.10J ND ND ND | 035J | 036J | ND ND NS ND ND ND | 053J | ND ND ND ND ND | 033J | Ns ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 059 ND ND ND ND NS 7
Methyl Ethyl Ketone ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND 344 ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND 42 ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 134 | 604 ND ND ND NS 50
Bromodichloromethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 066 J ND ND ND ND NS 50
Dibromochloromethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND | 048J | ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0544 ND ND ND ND NS 50
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
Trichloroethene 8J 09J NS NS NS NS NS 154 ND 25 18 | 023J | 0674 | ND 20 NS 14 14 044 | 15 ND ND ND | 0244 | 30 ND NS 53 3J 13 1 3J 444 | 25 25 ND ND | 0214 | 12 1.1 NS 5
Bromoform ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0114 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND 0204 ND ND ND ND NS 50
Benzene ND ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 1
Tetrachloroethene 270 3J NS NS NS NS NS 45 019J | 29 76 | 0144 | 20 0.92 6J NS 120 19 128 52 25J | 087J | ND ND 13 ND NS 300 53 17 56 54B | 94J | 80J 8.0J ND ND 23 14 19 NS 5
Toluene 054 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND | 088J | ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 0224 | ND ND NS 5
Chiorobenzene 074 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND | 092J | ND ND | 066J | ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND | 038J | ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
Styrene 044 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 24 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 50
Xylene (total) 06 ND NS NS NS NS NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 3J 24 NS NS NS NS NS 16 ND 50 61 | 0520 | 22 |o062J | 24 NS 18 5J 24 14 134 ND ND 15 98 | 034J | Ns 150 24 171 28 3J 36 20 20 ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene | ND ND NS NS NS NS NS 0154 ND | 048J | ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND NS 5
gz'jp‘gz':g': Organic 2852 | 59 NS NS NS NS NS 65 757 | 6661 | 1614 | 542 | 589 ND 28 NS 141 25.7 144 67.5 404 45 8.1 284 | 2659 | 432 NS 524 58 234 99 60 56.2 349 34.9 2279 | 1197 | 118 | 152 | 223 NS -

Notes:

ND = Not detected at or above instrument detection limit.

NS = Not sampled

J = Estimated concentration less than the quantitation limit but greater than the instrument detection limit.
B = Compound detected in an associated blank sample.

- = Not established.

= The principal organic contaminant standard for groundwater of 5 ug/l applies to this substance.

** = Well was destroyed between 2017 and 2024.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation.

Bold shaded values exceed the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standard.

FPM
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ATTACHMENT A

WELL SAMPLING DATA FORMS
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WELL SAMPLING DATA
Pl'Oject; CG(A\.\}&H C:O\’\((énser (c\fprwm'\u'eﬁ S'\Jrﬁ (& '52035\

Location: %0 E&sf ‘\/\on‘}n\xk H\S\r\m\‘l ; Lndmlmrﬂ’ /\)\I

Well No.: _ \d-12

DTW: H.12
Total Depth: . 35

Pump Type and Rate: Geo Syl / 2 baudec

Notes: X (Y\S ,W\S’D )"‘_ (CG S\"fl% L)?v\“—' Cc“\\-‘ 'g\\‘\' PL\W\\') C\b\"\'v\ \’EQ‘R

wremng) | o | ™| conpuctwity | | Reer | QXibaTionmebu | DERSCEP TN
() "e (mV) (mg/l)

letve Lo 7.53% | 9% -S. % - 573 T 2R 53.12
oot P49 (749 | 219 7.3 - o] 317 430
oz |~door 7] | 24% Gl | -59 q.13 37.7
3 fdod 738 [247 . 2 -3 9.09 23%.%
od Ld29 fae | 253 (ol. \ - ol <2.94 22,
015 432 [734 | 25| ©5.% | - 59 .92 204

clients/Hydro Dept Forms/WellSamplingFormLowFlow
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WELL SAMPLING DATA

Project: Carc'\me\\ C‘O(\APMe(’ Cor]{)cach‘o«\ Site G#'SZC%Q)

Location:%@ Eas+ ‘V\e-fﬁo.u\ﬂ Hﬁs\\mm\{' Lir\d'{v\l\ufs‘f" /\}\(

Well No.:  Mud-9
DTW: 7.%5
Total Depth: 1Sl |

Pump Type and Rate: GeeSul /Z be le¢

Notes-?'t ‘T\ic\)\\ 'Tu(\o\‘c\\H‘ *

TIME

Water Level pH

SPECIFIC

(HRS:MINS) ) conpucTVITY | | REQOR) | OXIDATIONREDU | PTOCLRP il
(#S) sC (mV) (mgfl)

a5 2.89 719 | leey 'y 47 | AT 7.87 7 1coo
-atdg |z2.9% [T.17 [ 983 8. 41 | 2.1 7.4 7 \oeco
L9 5] 2-9% |724 |&77 1€.234 |\ .83 PALINS
Lqisd |2.47 721 |91 1R 14 113 .17 RALLES
+q9: 67 |2.9% 724 ] 9%¢ \7.94 \ 12 b 49 RIAS
oo | D .ol [723]%%9 1 7. §H 1\ G . 7 4
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WELL SAMPLING DATA
Project: Cﬁrdwe\l Co«xden%e(’ (‘(‘.-r(rnru‘lww\ Site (# ISZO%SB

Location: $¢ Eest Montauk H\‘ag\\m\!: Licdeohent AN

Well No.: M- g
DTW: .42
Total Depth: 422

Pump Type and Rate:

GeoSub

(Z%-:51 Hz\

(Dup Mu-gg)

Notes: Low - Flow
wrsains) | | ™| conpuerwiry | | Re(R) | OXIDATIONREDU | BTN i
(1S) oc (mV) (mgl)
1 21 4 49 G.5Y | 258 23.%( 72 7.29 3
23 4 5] C.ug | V%9 9. 97 1€ G.4% z.4
W25 d 54 G.Ul | 77 19.23 1 41 %419 "N
W2y .Y &g .29 | \ %1 8. 92 (g7 .56 SIS
neq  |4ez #7136 \g 74 | 771 7.9 7 o4
31 4od |G.a) | 192 1§ 132 7.14 .3
WS Y G, G.43 [ 1 9) 1%, 14 | € 6 7. (1 =
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DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT
FOR JUNE 2025 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING
LAB REPORT #460-329153-1
CARDWELL CONDENSER SITE
LINDENHURST, SUFFOLK COUNTY, NEW YORK

This Data Summary Usability Report (DUSR) was prepared using the entire original laboratory
report, including the sample data summary report and the extended data package. The sampling
event included three groundwater samples collected from the groundwater monitoring well
network including MW-8, MW-9 and MW-12, and associated quality assurance/quality control
(QA/QC) samples collected on June 19 and 20, 2025.

Sample Collection Procedures

The samples were collected in laboratory-provided glassware utilizing dedicated or
decontaminated sampling equipment. Samples for QA/QC purposes were also obtained to
evaluate field sampling methods and laboratory procedures. All sample collection was conducted
under Chain of Custody (COC) procedures and in accordance with the QA/QC procedures
presented in the approved Site Management Plan (January 2024).

Sample Receipt

All holding times were met and proper preservation was noted for the samples. The samples
arrived at the lab in good condition and were properly preserved on ice. The temperature of the
cooler upon receipt was 1.1°C. Samples that require thermal preservation are considered
acceptable if the arrival temperature is within 2°C of the required temperature or method-specified
range.

Sample Analyses

The samples were transmitted via overnight courier and analyzed by Eurofins Environment
Testing (Eurofins), Inc. at their Edison, New Jersey facility, which is New York State Department
of Health (NYSDOH)-certified for the analyses performed. The samples were prepared and
analyzed for New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Target
Compound List (TCL) volatile organic compounds (VOCs) using Methods 5030C and 8260D. The
analytical and preparation methods and analytes are appropriate for the intended use of the data.
No problems with sample management or handling were reported by the laboratory.

Field QA/QC samples including a blind duplicate sample, two field blanks (equipment rinsate
blanks) and two trip blank samples, were collected to evaluate field sampling methods and
laboratory procedures. Extra volume was also provided for a site-specific matrix spike/matrix
spike duplicate (MS/MSD) QA/QC sample.

None of the samples required dilution for any of the analytes.

QA/QC Results

Equipment Blank Samples

Field blank samples were collected on June 19" and 20™. Acetone, detected at a concentration
of 5.1 micrograms per liter (ug/l) in the FB0620 sample, was the only TCL VOC detected at a
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concentration exceeding its respective Method Detection Limit (MDL). The acetone MDLs for all
of the samples within this SDG have been increased to 5.1 ug/l and assigned a “UJ” data qualifier.
In general, the field blank results indicate that potential contamination associated with field
sampling procedures is unlikely.

Surrogate Samples

Surrogate recoveries in each of the samples were within acceptance limits, indicating that the
data are anticipated to be accurate.

Trip Blank Samples

Two trip blank samples were used to verify that cross-contamination of samples did not occur in
the field or laboratory. The trip blank samples showed no detections of TCL VOCs. Based on
these results, cross-contamination does not appear to present a concern in this data set.

Blind Duplicate Sample

A duplicate sample was collected and utilized to evaluate the precision of the laboratory analysis.
The results from the duplicate sample (MW-85) and the associated parent sample (MW-8) are
almost identical and, therefore, the laboratory results are likely to be precise.

MS/MSD Samples

A matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) sample was prepared to evaluate the effect of
the matrix on the reliability of the analytical results. Spiking occurs in the laboratory prior to
sample preparation and analysis. One MS/MSD sample was collected during this sampling event.
Based on information provided by the analytical laboratory, the MS/MSD results were all within
QC limits, except as follows:

¢ Dichlorodifluoromethane failed the recovery criteria low for the MS of Sample MW-12MS
(460-329153-6) in Batch 460-1046417. 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane failed the recovery
criteria high. All of the sample results associated with this batch were appropriately
flagged.

e Dichlorodifluoromethane failed the recovery criteria low for the MSD of Sample MW-
12MSD (460-329153-6) in Batch 460-1046417. 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane, 1,1,2-
trichloroethane and 1,2-dibromo-3-chloropropane failed the recovery criteria high. All of
the sample results associated with this batch were appropriately flagged.

Based upon these results, matrix-related effects have not significantly affected the analytical
results.

Method Blank Samples

Method blank (MB) samples were analyzed by the laboratory to evaluate the potential for cross-
contamination associated with the sample preparation and analysis. The MB results did not show
concentrations of TCL VOCs above their MDLs. Based on these results, the sample data set
appears unaffected by cross-contamination during sample preparation and analysis.
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Laboratory Control Samples and Duplicates

Laboratory control samples (LCSs) and duplicates (LCSDs) were used by the laboratory to verify
the accuracy and precision of the analyses. The LCS/LCSD results were all within established
guidelines, with the following exceptions:

e 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane failed the recovery criteria high for LCS 460-1046417/4.
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane and 1,1,2-trichloroethane failed the recovery criteria high for
LCSD 460-1046417/5. All of the sample results associated with this batch were
appropriately flagged.

Continuing Calibration Verification

Continuing calibration verifications (CCVs) are midrange calibration standards that are analyzed
in order to verify that the calibration of the analytical system is still acceptable and instrument
calibration drift has not occurred. No target compounds exhibiting CCV excursions were noted in
the laboratory Form VllIs with the following exceptions:

e The CCV analyzed in Batch 460-1046417 was outside the method criteria for the following
analytes: 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane (biased high), chlorodifluoromethane (biased low)
dichlorodifluoromethane (biased low) and trichlorofluoromethane (biased low). A CCV
standard at or below the reporting limit (RL) was analyzed with the affected samples and
found to be acceptable. As indicated in the reference method, sample analysis proceeded;
however, any detection for the affected analytes should be considered as estimated. As
none of these TCL VOCs were detected in Batch 460-1046417 at concentrations above
their respective MDLs, no revisions to the summary table are required.

e The CCV analyzed in Batch 460-1046598 was outside the method criteria for the following
analytes: 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane and 1,1,2-trichloroethane (biased high); and,
dichlorodifluoromethane, chlorodifluoramethane and trichlorofluoromethane (biased low).
A CCV standard at or below the RL was analyzed with the affected samples and found to
be acceptable. As indicated in the reference method, sample analysis proceeded;
however, any detection for the affected analytes should be considered as estimated. As
none of these TCL VOCs were detected in Batch 460-1046598 at concentrations above
their respective MDLs, no revisions to the summary table are required.

e A few TCL VOCs were noted in the Form VlIs as CCV excursions but were not included
in the laboratory data sheets or data summary tables as they were not NYSDEC target
compounds.

Questions and Responses

1. s the data package complete as defined under the current requirements for the NYSDEC
ASP Category B or USEPA CLP deliverables?

The data package is complete. The external and internal chain of custody forms are present
and complete. The case narrative and sample analysis summaries are present and
complete. The analytical QA/QC summary forms, including surrogate recovery forms, LCS
forms, IDL forms, initial and continuing calibration summary forms, standards raw data,
tuning criteria report, and MB data are all present and complete. The data report forms,
including sample prep logs, and injection logs are all present and complete. The raw data
used to identify and quantify the contract-specified analytes are present and complete.
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Data completeness for the field program was also verified. The numbers and types of
samples collected are in general agreement with the Site Management Plan.

2. Have all holding times been met?

All samples were received and analyzed within the EPA-recommended holding times for the
analyses performed.

3. Do all the QC data: blanks, instrument tunings, calibration standards, calibration
verifications, surrogate recoveries, spike recoveries, replicate analyses, laboratory controls
and sample data, fall within the protocol-required limits and specifications?

No — Although nearly all the QC data were found to fall within the protocol-required limits
and specifications, minor exceptions were noted as discussed above. However, these
exceptions do not appear to significantly affect the data set.

4. Have all the data been generated using established and agreed-upon analytical protocols?

Yes - all of the data were generated using Method 5030C/8260D for TCL VOCs.

5.  Does an evaluation of the raw data confirm the results provided in the data summary sheets
and quality control verification forms?

Yes — a representative number of raw data results were compared with the reported data
results to confirm that the reported analytical results (identification and quantification) are
substantiated by the raw data.

6. Have the correct data qualifiers been used?
Yes — results below the quantitation limit and above the method detection limit have been
J-qualified, and results analyzed for but not detected have been U-qualified. Other qualifiers
associated with minor MS/MSD and LCS/LCSD excursions were indicated and applied.

7.  Have any quality control (QC) exceedances been specifically noted in the DUSR and have
the corresponding QC summary sheets from the data package been attached to the DUSR?

Yes — exceedances have been noted in the DUSR and the corresponding QC summary
sheets are attached.

Conclusions

The groundwater samples were collected in accordance with NYSDEC guidance. No field or
laboratory conditions occurred that would result in non-valid analytical data other than as noted
above. The data appear to be adequate for their intended purpose.

Attachments

C:\Users\Stephanie\Documents\Cardwell-1-2024GW_DUSR.Docx
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Login Sample Receipt Checklist

Client. FPM Group Ltd Job Number: 460-329153-1
Login Number: 329153 List Source: Eurcfins Edison
List Number: 1

Creator: Thundathorn, Sukanan 1

Question Answer Comment

Radioactivity wasn't checked or is </= background as measured by a survey N/A

meter.

The cooler's custody seal, if present, is intact. Frue

Sample custody seals, if present, are intact. True

The cooler or samples do not appear to have been compromised or True

tampered with.

Samples were received on ice. True

Cooler Temperature is acceptable. True

Cooler Temperature is recorded. True

COC is present. True

COC is filled oaut in ink and {egible. True

COC is filled out with all pertinent information. True

Is the Field Sampler's name present on COC? True

There are no discrepancies between the containers received and the COC.  True
Samples are received within Holding Time (excluding tests with immediate True

HTs)

Sample containers have legible labels. True
Containers are not broken or leaking. True
Sample collection date/times are provided. True
Appropriate sample containers are used. True
Sample bottles are completely filled. True
Sample Preservation Verified. True
There is sufficient vol. for all requested analyses, incl. any requested True
MS/MSDs

Containers requiring zero headspace have no headspace or bubble is True
<Bmm (1/4").

Multiphasic samples are not present. True
Samples do not require splitting or compositing. True
Residual Chlorine Checked. N/A
Eurofins Edison Page 652 of 652 6/30/2025
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Client: FPM Group Ltd

Project/Site: Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Client Sample Results

Client Sample ID: FB0620 (Equipment Blank)

Date Collected: 06/20/25 11:30
Date Received: 06/23/25 19:00

Method: SW846 8260D - Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS (Continued)

Job ID: 460-329153-1

Lab Sample ID: 460-329153-8

Matrix: Water

Analyte Result Qualifier RL MDL Unit D  Prepared Analyzed Dil Fac
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene o 037 U 10 0.37 ug/L N 06/27/25 19:28 1
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 038 U 1.0 0.38 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 021 U 1.0 0.21 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.087 U 0.30 0.087 ug/L 06/27/25 19.28 1
1,2-Dichloropropane 0074 U 0.92 0.074 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 034 U 1.0 0.34 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 033 U 1.0 0.33 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
2-Butanone (MEK) 38 U 50 3.9 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
2-Hexanone 11 U 50 1.1 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) 13 U 5.0 1.3 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Acetone 51 5.0 4.4 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Benzene 0.070 U 0.45 0.070 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Bromoform 054 U 1.0 0.54 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Bromomethane 055 U 1.0 0.55 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Carbon disulfide 082 U 1.0 0.82 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Carbon tetrachloride 021 U 1.0 0.21 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Chlorobenzene 038 U 1.0 0.38 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Chlorobromomethane 041 U 1.0 0.41 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Chlorodibromomethane 0.086 U 0.78 0.086 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Chloroethane 032 U 1.0 032 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Chloroform 033 U 1.0 0.33 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Chloromethane 040 U 1.0 0.40 ug/L 06/27125 19:28 1
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 048 U 1.0 0.48 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.068 U 0.45 0.0689 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Cyclohexane 032 U 1.0 0.32 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Dichlorobromomethane 015 U 0.98 0.15 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Dichlorodifluoromethane 031 U 1.0 0.31 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Ethylbenzene 030 U 1.0 0.30 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Ethylene Dibromide 050 U 1.0 0.50 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Isopropylbenzene 034 U 1.0 0.34 ug/L 06/27125 19:28 1
Methyl acetate 079 U 5.0 0.79 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Methyl tert-butyl ether 022 U 1.0 0.22 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Methylcyclohexane 071 U 1.0 0.71 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Methylene Chloride 065 U 1.0 0.65 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
m-Xylene & p-Xylene 030 U 1.0 0.30 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
o-Xylene 0386 U 1.0 0.36 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Styrene 042 U 1.0 0.42 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Tetrachloroethene 028 U 0.40 0.28 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Toluene 038 U 1.0 0.38 ug/L 06/27/2519:28 1
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 024 U 1.0 0.24 ugiL 06/27/25 19:28 1
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 012 U 0.45 0.12 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Trichloroethene 0.074 U 0.28 0.074 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Trichlorofluoromethane 032 U 1.0 0.32 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Vinyl chiloride 040 U 1.0 0.40 ug/L 06/27/25 19:28 1
Surrogate %Recovery Qualifier Limits Prepared Analyzed Dil Fac
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (Surr) 93 70-128 06/27/25 19:28 1
4-Bromofluorobenzene 99 76-120 06/27/25 19:28 1
Dibromofiuoromethane (Surr) 99 77-.132 06/27/25 19:28 1
Toluene-d8 (Surr) 96 80-120 06/27/25 19:28 1

Page 19 of 652
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QC Sample Results
Client: FPM Group Ltd Job ID: 460-329153-1
Project/Site: Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Method: 8260D - Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS (Continued) -
Lab Sample ID: MB 460-1046417/9 Client Sample ID: Method Blank

Matrix: Water Prep Type: Total/NA
Analysis Batch: 1046417

MB MB
Analyte Result Qualifier RL MDL Unit D Prepared Analyzed Dil Fac
Trichloroethene 0.074 U R 0.28 0.074 ug/L N 06/27/25 11:17 1
Trichlorofluoromethane 032U |/ 1.0 0.32 ug/L 06/27/25 11:17 1
Vinyl chloride 040 U 1.0 0.40 ug/L 06/27/25 11:17 1

MB MB
Surrogate %Recovery Qualifier Limits Prepared Analyzed Dil Fac
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (Surr) 89 70-128 06/27/25 11:17 1
4-Bromofluorobenzene 97 76.120 06/27/25 11:17 1
Dibromofluoromethane (Surr) 97 77-132 06/27/25 11:17 1
Toluene-d8 (Surr) 97 80-120 06/27/25 11:17 1
Lab Sample ID: LCS 460-1046417/4 Client Sample ID: Lab Control Sample
Matrix: Water Prep Type: Total/NA
Analysis Batch: 1046417

Spike LCS LCS %Rec

Analyte Added Result Qualifier Unit D %Rec Limits
1,1,1-Trichloroethane o 200 17.4 ~ug/L - 87/ 724128
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 20.0 278 *+ ug/L 140 63-139
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroetha 200 212 ug/L 106 65-142
ne
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 200 238 ug/L 119 74.125
1,1-Dichloroethane 200 19.7 ug/L 99| 73.130
1,1-Dichloroethene 20.0 216 ug/L 108 68-133
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 20.0 19.8 ug/L 99 55-150
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 20.0 20.7 ug/L 103 67 -132
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 20.0 245 ug/L 122 58.132
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 200 203 ug/L 102 80-120
1,2-Dichloroethane 20.0 17.7 ug/L 89| 66-129
1,2-Dichloropropane 200 20.2 ug/L 101 72.128
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 200 189 ug/L 94| 80-120
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 20.0 18.8 ug/L 94 80-120
2-Butanone (MEK) 100 96.9 ug/L 97| 65-142
2-Hexanone 100 82.1 ug/L 82 72.134
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) 100 86.4 ug/L 86 77-130
Acetone 100 106 ug/L 106 | 60-133
Benzene 20.0 19.1 ug/L 96 71-126
Bromoform 200 16.1 ug/L 81 58-128
Bromomethane 200 13.0 ug/L 65 33.150
Carbon disulfide 200 249 ug/L 124| 35-.150
Carbon tetrachloride 200 171 ug/L 85 65.131
Chlorobenzene 20.0 198 ug/L 99 80-120
Chlorobromomethane 200 236 ug/L 118 71-134
Chlorodibromomethane 20.0 179 ug/L 89 73-.121
Chloroethane 20.0 186 ug/L 93| 54.150
Chloroform 20.0 18.9 ug/L 94/ 78-125
Chloromethane 20.0 16.6 ug/L 83| 43.149
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 20.0 20.4 ug/L 102 78-121
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 20.0 16.9 ug/L 85 : 74.125
Cyclohexane 200 224 ug/L 112 64.142
Dichlorobromomethane 20.0 175 ug/L 88 76-121

Eurofins Edison
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QC Sample Results

Client: FPM Group Ltd
Project/Site: Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Job ID: 460-3291531

Method: 8260D - Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS (Continued)

L.ab Sample ID: LCS 460-1046417/4
Matrix: Water
Analysis Batch: 1046417

Client Sample ID: Lab Control Sample
Prep Type: Total/NA

Spike LCS LCS %Rec
Analyte Added Result Qualifier Unit D %Rec Limits
Dichlorodifluoromethane 20.0 937 ug/L n 47 38.144
Ethylbenzene 20.0 17.8 ug/L 89 78.-120
Ethylene Dibromide 20.0 218 ug/L 109 79-126
Isopropylbenzene 20.0 17.6 ug/L 88 79-125
Methyl acetate 40.0 433 ug/L 108| 50-147
Methyl tert-butyl ether 200 218 ug/L 109) 72-131
Methylcyclohexane 20.0 230 ug/L 1" 63-138
Methylene Chloride 200 226 ug/L 1 74127
m-Xylene & p-Xylene 200 17.2 ug/L 78-.120
o-Xylene 20.0 17.8 ug/L 78-120
Styrene 200 185 ug/L 82.127
Tetrachloroethene 20.0 19.0 ug/L 70-127
Toluene 200 191 ug/L 78-120
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 200 21.0 ug/L 1 70.126
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 200 16.7 ug/L 71-.127
Trichloroethene 200 193 ug/L 73.121
Trichlorofluoromethane 200 143 ug/L f 62.134
Vinyl chloride 20.0 159 ug/L 55.144

LCS LCS

Surrogate %Recovery Qualifier Limits
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (Surr) 89 70-128
4-Bromofiuorobenzene 99 76-120
Dibroemofluoromethane (Surr) 95 77-132
Toluene-d8 (Surr) 96 80-120
Lab Sample ID: LCSD 460-1046417/5 Client Sample ID: Lab Control Sample Dup
Matrix: Water Prep Type: Total/NA
Analysis Batch: 1046417

Spike LCSD LCSD %Rec RPD
Analyte Added Result Qualifier Unit D %Rec Limits RPD  Limit
1,1,1-Trichloroethane - 200 180 ug/L a 90 72-128 3 30
1,1.2,2-Tetrachloroethane 20.0 279 *+ ug/L 140 63-.139 0 30
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-triflucroetha 20.0 218 ug/L 109 ~, 65.142 3 30
ne
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 20.0 %3 "+ ug/L 127 74-125 6 30
1,1-Dichloroethane 200 203 ug/L 101 73-130 3 30
1,1-Dichloroethene 20.0 21.9 ug/L 110 68-133 2 30
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 200 202 ug/L 101 55-150 2 30
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 20.0 211 ug/L 106 | 67.132 2 30
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 20.0 259 ug/L 130 | 58-.132 6 30
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 20.0 215 ug/L 107 | 80-120 5 30
1,2-Dichloroethane 20.0 18.0 ug/L 90 | 66-129 1 30
1,2-Dichloropropane 20.0 21.2 ug/L 106 72-128 5 30
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 20.0 19.9 ug/L 100 | 80-120 6 30
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 20.0 19.7 ug/L 99 80-120 5 30
2-Butanone (MEK) 100 98.7 ug/L 99 | 65-142 2 30
2-Hexanone 100 849 ug/L 85 72-134 3 30
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) 100 89.1 ug/L 89 : 77-130 3 30
Acetone 100 116 ug/L 116 | 60-133 9 30
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Client: FPM Group Ltd

QC Sample Results

Project/Site: Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Method: 8260D - Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS (Continued)

Lab Sample ID: LCSD 460-1046417/5
Matrix: Water
Analysis Batch: 1046417

Job ID: 460-329153-1

Client Sample ID: Lab Control Sample Dup

Prep Type: Total/NA

Spike LCSD LCsD %Rec RPD
Analyte Added Result Qualifier Unit D %Rec Limits RPD Limit
Benzene - 20.0 195 ug/L - 98 ( 71-126 2 30
Bromoform 20.0 16.7 ug/L 84 58-128 E 30
Bromomethane 20.0 135 ug/L 67 | 33-150 4 30
Carbon disulfide 20.0 25.2 ug/L 126 | 35-150 1 30
Carbon tetrachloride 20.0 176 ug/L 88 65-131 3 30
Chlorobenzene 20.0 20.1 ug/L 100 80-120 2 30
Chlorobromomethane 200 237 ug/L 119 71-134 1 30
Chlorodibromomethane 20.0 18.4 ug/L 92 73121 3 30
Chloroethane 200 19.6 ug/L o8 54 150 5 30
Chloroform 20.0 19.6 ug/L 98 78-125 4 30
Chloromethane 200 175 ug/L 88 43.149 5 30
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 20.0 20.7 ug/L 103 78-121 1 30
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 20.0 175 ug/L 88 74.125 4 30
Cyclohexane 20.0 23.1 ug/L 116 64.142 3 30
Dichlorobromomethane 20.0 18.4 ug/L 92| 76-121 5 30
Dichlorodiflucromethane 20.0 9.61 ug/L 48 38-144 2 30
Ethylbenzene 20.0 185 ug/L 93 78-.120 4 30
Ethylene Dibromide 20.0 231 ug/L 115 79-126 6 30
Isopropylbenzene 200 18.0 ug/L 90 79.125 2 30
Methyl acetate 40.0 434 ug/L 108 | 50-147 0 30
Methyl tert-butyl ether 20.0 23.2 ug/L 116 | 72-131 6 30
Methylcyclohexane 20.0 239 ug/L 120 | 63-138 4 30
Methylene Chloride 20.0 23.2 ug/L 16 | 74127 2 30
m-Xylene & p-Xylene 20.0 17.7 ug/L 89 | 78.120 3 30
o-Xylene 20.0 18.4 ug/L 92 78-120 3 30
Styrene 20.0 19.2 ug/L 96 82.127 4 30
Tetrachloroethene 20.0 18.7 ug/L 94 70.127 1 30
Toluene 20.0 19.7 ug/L 98 78-.120 3 30
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 20.0 219 ug/L 109 | 70-126 4 30
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 20.0 17.3 ug/L 87 71-127 4 30
Trichloroethene 200 200 ug/L 100 {/73-121 4 30
Trichlorofluoromethane 20.0 15.4 ug/L 77 | 62-134 7 30
Vinyl chloride 20.0 17.0 ug/L 85 | 55.144 6 30

LCSD LCSD
Surrogate %Recovery Qualifier Limits
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (Surr) 89 T 70.128
4-Bromofluorobenzene 99 76-120
Dibromofluoromethane (Surr) 96 77132
Toluene-d8 (Surr) - 80- 120
Lab Sample ID: 460-3291 SQM; Client Sample ID: MW-12
Matrix: Water s Prep Type: Total/NA
Analysis Batch: 1046417
Sample Sample Spike MS MS
Analyte Result Qualifier Added Result Qualifier Unit
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 024 U 200 182 "~ ugll -
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.085 U*+F1 20.0 202 F1 ug/L
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-triflucroetha 031 U 20.0 22.1 ug/L
ne
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QC Sample Results
Client: FPM Group Ltd
Project/Site: Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Method: 8260D - Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS (Continued)

Lab Sample ID: 460-329153-6 MS
Matrix: Water
Analysis Batch: 1046417

Job ID: 460-329153-1

Client Sample ID: MW-12
Prep Type: Total/NA

Sample Sample Spike MS MS %Rec
Analyte Result Qualifier Added Result Qualifier Unit D %Rec ., Limits
1,1,2-Trichloroethane - 019 U*+F1 200 249 ug/L ~ 124Y 742125
1,1-Dichloroethane 026 U 20.0 20.9 ug/L 104 | 73-.130
1,1-Dichloroethene 026 U 20.0 21.7 ug/L 108 68-133
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 036 U 200 19.1 ug/L 95! 55.150
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 037 U 20.0 20.7 ug/L 104 | 67-132
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.38 UF1 200 25.3 ug/L 126 58-132
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 021 U 200 214 ug/L 107 } 80-120
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.087 U 200 185 ug/L 93| 66-129
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.074 U 200 216 ug/L 108 | 72-128
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 034 U 20.0 196 ug/L 98 | 80-120
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 033 U 20.0 199 ug/L 99 [ 80-120
2-Butanone (MEK) 39 U 100 94.8 ug/L 95 | 65.142
2-Hexanone 11 U 100 81.7 ug/L 82 72.134
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) 13 U 100 88.5 ug/L 89 77-130
Acetone 44 U 100 97.7 ug/L 98 60-133
Benzene 0070 U 20.0 19.7 ug/L 98 | 71-126
Bromoform 054 U 20.0 17.0 ug/L 85 ’ 58.128
Bromomethane 055 U 20.0 125 ug/L 63 [ 33-150
Carbon disulfide 082 U 20.0 25.0 ug/L 125 } 35-150
Carbon tetrachloride 021 U 20.0 177 ug/L 89 | 65-131
Chlorobenzene 038 U 200 204 ug/L 102 80-120
Chlorobromomethane 041 U 20.0 241 ug/L 121 71-134
Chlorodibromomethane 0.086 U 20.0 18.8 ug/L 73-121
Chloroethane 032 U 200 18.2 ug/L 54150
Chloroform 033 U 20.0 204 ug/L 78-125
Chloromethane 040 U 200 153 ug/L 43-149
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 062 J 200 214 ug/L 78121
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.069 U 200 17.6 ug/L 74125
Cyclohexane 032 U 20.0 238 ug/L 64142
Dichlorobromomethane 015 U 20.0 18.8 ug/L 121
Dichlorodifluoromethane Lo M e n o 20.0 6.94 F1 ug/L 38/144
Ethylbenzene 030 U 200 18.7 ug/L -120
Ethylene Dibromide 050 U 20.0 226 ug/L 79-126
Isopropylbenzene 034 U 20.0 18.2 ug/L \ 79-125
Methyl acetate 079 U 40.0 421 ug/L 105 ' 50-147
Methyl tert-butyl ether 022 U 20.0 229 ug/L 115 72-131
Methylcyclohexane 071 U 200 243 ug/L 122 63.138
Methylene Chloride 065 U 20.0 235 ug/L 118 74.127
m-Xylene & p-Xylene 030 U 200 17.8 ug/L 89 78-120
o-Xylene 036 U 200 18.8 ug/L 94 | 78-120
Styrene 042 U 20.0 19.1 ug/L 96 82-127
Tetrachloroethene 0.92 20.0 201 ug/L 96 | 70-127
Toluene 038 U 200 19.8 ug/L 99 | 78-120
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 024 U 20.0 219 ug/L 110 | 70-126
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 012 U 20.0 176 ug/L 88 71-127
Trichloroethene 0.074 U 20.0 199 ug/L 99 | 73.121
Trichloroflucromethane 032 U 20.0 146 ug/L 73 62.134
Vinyl chloride 040 U 20.0 15.2 ug/L 76 55-144
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Client: FPM Group Ltd

QC Sample Results

Project/Site: Cardwell Condenser Corporation

Method: 8260D - Volatile Organic Compounds by GC/MS (Continued)

Lab Sample ID: 460-329153-6 MS
Matrix: Water
Analysis Batch: 1046417

MS
Surrogate %Recovery
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 (Surr) 89
4-Bromofiuorobenzene 99
Dibromofluocromethane (Surr) 96
Toluene-d8 (Surr) 94

" Lab Sample ID: 460-329153-6 MSD
Matrix: Water
Analysis Batch: 1046417

Sample
Analyte Result
1,11-Trichloroethane 024
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.085
1.1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroetha 0.31
ne
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 0.19
1,1-Dichloroethane 0.26
1,1-Dichloroethene 0.26
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 0.36
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.37
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.38
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.21
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.087
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.074
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.34
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.33
2-Butanone (MEK) 39
2-Hexanone 14
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) 1:3
Acetone 4.4
Benzene 0.070
Bromoform 0.54
Bromomethane 0.55
Carbon disulfide 0.82
Carbon tetrachloride 0.21
Chlorobenzene 0.38
Chlorobromomethane 0.41
Chlorodibromomethane 0.086
Chloroethane 0.32
Chloroform 0.33
Chloromethane 0.40
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.62
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.069
Cyclohexane 0.32
Dichlorobromomethane 0.15
Dichlorodifluoromethane 0.31
Ethylbenzene 0.30
Ethylene Dibromide 0.50
Isopropylbenzene 0.34
Methyl acetate 0.79

MS
Qualifier

Sample
Qualifier

U
(WL 28 o |
U

U+ F1

c c

CcCECceceCCc o ~c o CccCcCcoccCccCcocCccgcccccccocecc

Job ID:

460-329153-1

Client Sample ID: MW-12
Prep Type: Total/NA

Limits
70-128
76-120
77-132
80-120
Client Sample ID: MW-12
Prep Type: Total/NA
Spike MSD MSD %Rec RPD
Adde(_i Result Qualifier Unit D %Rec /Limits RPD Limit
20.0 196 ug/L B 987/ 72.128 7 30
20.0 319 F1 ug/L 160 63-139 9 30
20.0 2386 ug/L 18 7 65-142 6 30
20.0 262 F1 ug/L 131 74-125 5 30
20.0 219 ug/L 10 » 73-130 5 30
20.0 234 ug/L 17 7 68-133 8 30
200 210 ug/L 105 / 55.150 10 30
20.0 22.1 ug/L 110 , 67-132 6 30
20.0 274 F1 ug/L 137 58-132 8 30
20.0 233 ug/L 116 , 80-120 8 30
20.0 19.4 ug/L 97 » 66-129 5 30
20.0 227 ug/L 114 - 72-128 5 30
20.0 21.4 ug/L 107 4 80-120 9 30
20.0 213 ug/L 106 7 80-120 7 30
100 101 ug/L 101 , 65-142 8 30
100 90.1 ug/L 90 + 72-134 10 30
100 04.2 ug/L 94 7 77-130 6 30
100 107 ug/L 107 » 60.133 9 30
20.0 21.1 ug/L 106 ¢ 71-126 7 30
20.0 18.7 ug/L 94/ 58.128 10 30
20.0 13.1 ug/L 66 © 33.150 5 30
20.0 26.8 ug/L 134 - 35.150 7 30
20.0 19.0 ug/L 95 « 65-131 7 30
20.0 22.1 ug/L 111 / 80-120 8 30
20.0 257 ug/L 129 + 71.134 6 30
20.0 20.0 ug/L 100, 73-121 7 30
20.0 19.0 ug/L 95 ¢/ 54.150 5 30
200 213 ug/L 107 + 78.125 4 30
20.0 15.7 ug/L 79 4 43_149 3 30
20.0 232 ug/L 13 ¢ 78121 8 30
20.0 186 ug/L 93 7 74.125 5 30
20.0 253 ug/L 127+ 64.142 6 30
20.0 199 ug/L 90 * 76-121 5 30
20.0 697 F1 ug/L 35 38.144 0 30
20.0 200 ug/L 100 , 78-120 7 30
20.0 234 ug/L 17 , 79-126 4 30
20.0 19.8 ug/L 9 , 79-125 9 30
40.0 44.4 ug/L 111 , 50.147 5 30
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Lab Name: Eurofins Edison

FORM VII

GC/MS VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Job No.: 460-329%9

SDG No.:

153=1

Lab Sample ID: CCVIS 460-1046598/3

Calibration Date: 06/27/

2025 21:34

Instrument ID: CVOAMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13
GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25(mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: A28632.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N
ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE %D MAX
TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT %D
n-Butyl acetate Ave 0.0608 0.0623 20.5 20.0 2.4 20.0
Chlorodibromomethane Lin2 0.3091 0.1000 18.3 20.0 -8.5 50.0
Ethylene Dibromide Ave 0.2765 0.3065 0.1000 22,2 20.0 10.8 20.0
Chlorobenzene Ave 1.010 1.019 0.5000 20.2 20.0 0.9 20.0
Ethylbenzene Ave 0.5607 0.4952 0.1000 177 20.0 =137 20.0
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane Ave 0.3399 0.3321 19.5 20.0 -2.3 20.0
m-Xylene & p-Xylene Ave 0.6776 0.5947 0.1000 17.6 20.0 =1 252 20.0
n-Butyl acrylate Ave 0.2220 0.1680 15.1 20.0 —Zﬁgg* &0
o-Xylene Ave 0.6601 0.5983 0.3000 18.1 20.0 -9.4 20.0
Styrene Ave 1.087 1.021 0.3000 18.8 20.0 —6.i 20.0
Amyl acetate (mixed isomers) Ave 0.8646 0.6760 15.6 20.0 —21}3* IVZFZQ’
Bromoform Ave 0.1816 0.1561 0.1000 172 20.0 -14.1 20.0
Isopropylbenzene Ave 1.465 1.268 0.1000 17:3 20.0 -13.4 20.0
Bromobenzene Ave 0.8B239 0.74786 18.1 20.0 =-9.3 20.0
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane Ave 0.5652 0.7661 0.3000 2.1 20.0 35.6* 20.0
N-Propylbenzene Ave 3.965 3.219 16.2 20.0 -18.8 20.0
1,2,3-Trichloropropane Ave 0.1606 0.2140 26.6 20.0 332+ peb.&”
trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene Ave 0.1715 0.0852 9.94 20.0 -5 * .RQ*E/
2-Chlorotoluene Ave 2.786 2.354 16.9 20.0 -15.5 20.0
4-Ethyltoluene Ave 3.278 2.602 15.9 20.0 -204 ™ ggpq’fr
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene Ave 2.577 2.147 16.7 20.0 -16.7 20.0
4-Chlorotoluene Ave 2.542 2.172 L2 20.0 -14.6 20.0
Butyl Methacrylate Ave 0.9274 0.7403 16.0 20.0 -20%x ﬂ‘g i
tert-Butylbenzene Ave 2.116 1.670 15.8 20.0 -213,1* AKX
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene Ave 2.654 2.230 16.8 20.0 -16.0 20.0
sec-Butylbenzene Ave 0.6153 0.4692 15.2 20.0 -?’.8* AL
4-Isopropyltoluene Ave 2.625 1.992 15.2 20.0 —'2%6* MM
1,3-Dichlorobenzene Ave 1.513 1.412 0.6000 18.7 20.0 -6.6 20.0
1,4-Dichlorobenzene Ave 1..559 1.479 0.5000 19.0 20.0 =81 20.0
1,2,3-Trimethylbenzene Ave 2.698 2.426 18.0 20.0 -10.1 20.0
Benzyl chloride Ave L. 332 1.134 20.0 20.0 0.1 50.0
Indan Ave 2.460 2.293 18.6 20.0 -6.8 20.0
p-Diethylbenzene Ave 1.549 1253 16.1 20.0 ~19.3 20.0
n-Butylbenzene Ave 1.265 1.016 16.1 20.0 =19..7 20.0
1,2-Dichlorobenzene Ave 1.309 1.316 0.4000 20.1 20.0 0.6 20.0
1,2,4,5-Tetramethylbenzene Ave 2.210 1.735 15,7 20.0 -2Ja5* /tﬁﬂpcg
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane Ave 0.0909 0.1152 0.0500 25.3 20.0 26.6 50.0
1,3,5-Trichlorcbenzene Ave 0.8479 0.6978 16.5 20.0 -17.7 20.0
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene Qua2 0.5832 0.2000 20.2 20.0 0 v 20.0
Hexachlorobutadiene Qua?2 0.15786 13.3 20.0 —3&‘3* 20.0
Naphthalene Lin2 1.439 25.7 20.0 28.3 50.0
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FORM VII

GC/MS VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Lab Name: Eurofins Edison Job No.: 460-329153-1

SDG No.:

Lab Sample ID: ICV 460-1037325/21 Calibration Date: 05/14/2025 11:47

Instrument ID: CVOAMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13

GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25(mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45

Lab File ID: A26575.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N

ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE D MAX
TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT ”((/’ 3D
¥

Chlorotrifluoroethene Ave 0.0504 0.0331 1351 20.0 -Ja. 3% 30.0
Dichlorodifluoromethane Ave 0.3447 0.2985 0.1000 17'.3 20.0 -13.4 30.0
Chlorodifluoromethane Ave 0.2916 0.2740 18.8 20.0 -6.0 30.0
Chloromethane Ave 0.3671 0.3223 0.0050 17.6 20.0 -12.2 30.0
Vinyl chloride Ave 0.3206 0.3435 0.0050 21.4 20.0 7.2 30.0
Butadiene Ave 0.2912 0.2935 20.2 20.0 0.8 30.0
Bromomethane Ave 0.2111 0.2042 0.0050 19.3 20.0 -3.3 30.0
Chloroethane Ave 0.2159 0.2030 0.0050 18.8 20.0 -6.0 30.0
Dichlorofluoromethane Ave 0.5861 0.5661 19.3 20.0 34 30.0
Trichloroflucromethane Ave 0.4143 0.4218 0.1000 20.4 20.0 | M8 30.0
Pentane QuaF 3.508 56.5 40.0 433+ 30.0
Ethanol Lin2 0.0733 794 800 -0.8 30.0
Ethyl ether Lin2 0.1735 18.5 20.0 -7.5 30.0
2-Methyl-1,3~-butadiene Ave 0.2154 0.2290 21 .3 20.0 6.3 30.0
1,2-Dichloro-1,1,2-triflucro | ave 0.2092 0.1936 18.5 20.0 -7.5 30.0
ethane
1,1,1-Trifluocro-2,2-dichloro Ave 0.3598 0.3408 18.9 20.0 -5.3 30.0
ethane
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-triflu | ave 0.2229 0.2458 0.1000 22.1 20.0 10.3 30.0
oroethane
Acrolein Lin2 1.698 31,77 39.5 =19.8 30.0
1,1-Dichloroethene Ave 0.2381 0.2415 0.1000 20.3 20.0 1.4 30.0
Acetone Ave 0.2526 0.2247 0.0010 89.0 100 =11.10 30.0
Isopropyl alcohol Ave 0.7510 0.7436 198 200 =120 30.0
Iodomethane Ave 0.2991 0.2747 18.4 20.0 -8.2 30.0
Carbon disulfide Ave 0.7910 0.8097 0.1000 20.5 20.0 2.4 30.0
3-Chloro-1l-propene Ave 0.1671 0.1640 19.6 20.0 -1.9 30.0
Methyl acetate Ave 8.613 8.317 0.0500 38.6 40.0 -3.4 30.0
Cyclopentene Ave 0.6524 0.4807 150 20.0 -24.8 30.0
Acetonitrile Ave l1.612 1.387 172 200 -13.9 30.0
Methylene Chloride Ave 0.2771 0.2694 0.1000 19.4 20.0 =2.8 30.0
2-Methyl-2-propanol Ave 1.182 1.132 192 200 -4.2 30.0
Methyl tert-butyl ether Ave 0.5907 0.5639 0.1000 12.1 20.0 ~-4.5 30.0
trans-1,2-Dichlorcethene Ave 0.2738 0.2632 0.1000 192 20.0 =3.9 30.0
Acrylonitrile Ave 0.0518 0.0484 187 200 -6.6 30.0
Hexane Ave 0.1473 0.1492 20.3 20.0 1.3 30.0
Isopropyl ether Ave 0.7762 0.7287 18.8 20.0 -6.1 30.0
1,1-Dichlorcethane Ave 0.4915 0.4908 0.2000 20.0 20.0 =02 30.0
Vinyl acetate Ave 3175 2. 873 36.2 40.0 -9.6 30.0
2-Chloro-1,3-butadiene Ave 0.2370 0.2365 20.0 20.0 =0.2 30.0
Tert-butyl ethyl ether Ave 0.7213 0.6633 18.4 20.0 -8.0 30.0
2,2-Dichloropropane Ave 0.0959 0.0948 19.8 20.0 -1.1 30.0
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FORM VII
GC/MS VOR CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Lab Name: Eurofins Edison Job No.: 460-329153-1
SDG No.:
Lab Sample ID: ICV 460-1037325/21 Calibration Date: 05/14/2025 11:47
Instrument ID: CVORMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13
GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25(mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: RA26575.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N
ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE D MAX
TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT %D
cis-1,2-Dichlorcethene Ave 0.3092 0.3004 0.1000 19.4 20.0 -2.9 30.0
Ethyl acetate Qua 0.3132 36.1 40.0 -9.8 30.0
2-Butanone (MEK) Ave 0.3554 0.3158 0.0100 B8.9 100 =i Ll 30.0
Methyl acrylate Ave 0.1427 0.1299 18.2 20.0 =9.0 30.0
Propionitrile Ave 1.696 1.547 182 200 -8.8 30.0
Chlorobromomethane Ave 0.1260 0.1241 19.7 20.0 -1.5 30.0
Tetrahydrofuran Lin2 1.101 42.7 40.0 6.8 30.0
Methacrylonitrile Ave 0.0678 0.0631 186 200 -6.9 30.0
Chloroform Ave 0.4923 0.4816 0.2000 19.6 20.0 -2.2 30.0
Cyclochexane Ave 0.3571 0.3946 0.1000 22.1 20.0 10.5 30.0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane Ave 0.4161 0.4147 0.1000 19.9 20.0 -0.3 30.0
Carbon tetrachloride Ave 0.3338 0.3427 0.1000 20.5 20.0 2.7 30.0
1,1-Dichloropropene Ave 0.3652 0.3562 19.5 20.0 -2.5 30.0
Isobutyl alcohol Ave 0.5039 0.4648 461 500 -7.8 30.0
Isooctane Ave 0.4284 0.4228 19.7 20.0 -1.3 30.0
Benzene Ave 1.591 1.525 0.5000 19.2 20.0 -4.1 30.0
Isopropyl acetate Lin2 0.0763 18.6 20.0 -6.8 30.0
Tert-amyl methyl ether Ave 0.1857 0.1775 19.1 20.0 -4.4 30.0
1,2-Dichloroethane Ave 0.3248 0.29214 0.1000 18.0 20.0 -10.0 30.0
n-Heptane Ave 0.1125 0.1111 19.7 20.0 =13 30.0
n-Butanol Ave 0.3412 0.2990 438 500 -12.4 30.0
Trichlorocethene Ave 0.2893 0.2888 0.2000 20.0 20.0 -0.2 30.0
Ethyl acrylate Ave 0.0278 0.0264 19.0 20.0 -4.9 30.0
Methylcyclohexane Ave 0.2981 0.3171 0.1000 2.3 20.0 6.4 30.0
1, 2-Dichloropropane Ave 0.2790 0.2639 0.1000 18.9 20.0 -5.4 30.0
Methyl methacrylate Ave 0.1268 0.1153 36.3 40.0 -9.1 30.0
1,4-Dioxane Ave 1.085 1.063 392 400 -2.0 30.0
n=Propyl acetate Ave 0.2130 0.1958 18.4 20.0 -8.0 30.0
Dibromomethane Ave 0.1402 0.1335 19.0 20.0 | A 30.0
Dichlorobromomethane Ave 0.3673 0.3539 0.2000 19.3 20.0 ‘;é:ﬁ 30.0
2-Nitropropane Lin2 0.0385 38.7 40.0 /’Ljfgﬂ 30.0
Epichlorchydrin Ave 0.2131 0.2832 26.6 20.0 k‘32. 30.0
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene Ave 0.6632 0.5772 0.2000 17.4 20.0 T 30.0
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) Ave 2.572 2.410 0.0500 93.7 100 -6.3 30.0
Toluene Ave 1..599 1.531 0.4000 1891 20.0 -4.3 30.0
trans-1, 3-Dichloropropene Ave 0.5345 0.5074 0.1000 19.0 20.0 =551 30.0
Ethyl methacrylate Ave 0.2498 0.2261 18.1 20.0 =9.5 30.0
1,1,2-Trichloroethane Ave 0.2321 0.2435 0.1000 21.0 20.0 4.9 30.0
Tetrachloroethene Ave 0.3686 0.3622 0.2000 19.7 20.0 -1.7 30.0
1,3-Dichloropropane Ave 0.4833 0.4637 19.2 20.0 -4.0 30.0
2-Hexanone Ave 0.9848 0.9295 0.0500 94 .4 100 -5.6 30.0
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FORM VII

GC/MS VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Lab Name: Eurofins Edison Job No.: 460-329153-1
SDG No.:
Lab Sample ID: CCVIS 460-1046417/3 Calibration Date: 06/27/2025 08:42
Instrument ID: CVOAMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13
GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25(mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: A28600.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N
ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE %D MAX
TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT %D
Chlorotrifluoroethene Ave 0.0504 0.0567 228 20.0 12.6 20.0
Dichlorodifluoromethane 1 Ave 0.3447 0.1593 0.1000 9.24 20.0 | -53.8% 20.0
Chlorodifluoromethane | Ave 0.2916 0.2179 14.9 20.0 -25,3% 20.0
Chloromethane Ave 0.3671 0.3080 0.0050 16.8 20.0 -16.1 20.0
Vinyl chloride Ave 0.3206 0.2683 0.0050 16.7 20.0 -16.; ‘{ﬂﬁ-ro
Butadiene Ave 0.2912 0.2228 15.3 20.0 - s+f" 20.0
Bromomethane Ave 0. 2313 0.1360 0.0050 12.9 20.0 -35.6 50.0
Chloroethane Ave 0.2159 0.2020 0.0050 18.7 20.0 -6.4 50.0
Dichlorofluoromethane Ave 0.5861 0.4968 17.0 20.0 -15.2 20.0
Trichlorofluoromethane Ave 0.4143 0.3044 0.1000 14.7 20.0 —26.5% 20.0
Pentane QuaF 3.238 52.2 40.0 308+
Ethanol Lin2 0.0749 813 800 ¥.6 /Vﬁgfg
Ethyl ether Lin2 0.2165 23.3 20.0 16.6 20.0
2-Methyl-1,3-butadiene Ave 0.2154 0.2114 19.6 20.0 =1.9 20.0
1,2-Dichlore-1,1,2-trifluore | pyve 0.2092 0.1999 19.1 20.0 -4.4 20.0
ethane
1,1,1-Trifluoro-2,2-dichloro | ave 0.3598 0.3682 20.5 20.0 2.3 20.0
ethane
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-triflu | ave 0.2229 0.2315 0.1000 20.8 20.0 3.9 20.0
orcethane -
Acrolein Lin2 2,295 44.3 40.0 10.6 50.0
1,1-Dichloroethene Ave 0.2381 0.2536 0.1000 21.3 20.0 6.5 20.0
Acetone Ave 0.2526 0.2385 0.0010 94 .4 100 -5.6 50.0
Iscpropyl alcohol Ave 0.7510 0.7438 198 200 -1.9' 30, ¢
Iodomethane Ave 0.2991 0.1915 12.8 20.0 | -3g&r] nfl0
Carbon disulfide Ave 0.7910 0.9778 0.1000 24.7 20.0 23.6 50.0
3-Chloro-l-propene Ave 0.1671 0.1578 18.9 20.0 -5.6 20.0
Methyl acetate Ave 8.613 9.213 0.0500 42.8 40.0 7.0 20.0
Cyclopentene Ave 0.6524 0.7229 2.2 20.0 10.8 20.0
Acetonitrile Ave 1.612 1.805 224 200 12.0 20.0
Methylene Chloride Ave 052771 0.3118 0.1000 22. 20.0 12.5 20.0
2-Methyl-2-propanol Ave 1.182 1.058 179 200 =10.5 50.0
Methyl tert-butyl ether Ave 0.5907 0.6454 0.1000 21.9 20.0 2.3 20.0
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene Ave 0.2738 0.2893 0.1000 21.1 20.0 5.6 294.'01
Acrylonitrile Ave 0.0518 0.0763 294 200 djﬂﬁ*
Hexane Ave 0.1473 0.1717 23.3 20.0 16.6 | ' 20.0
Isopropyl ether Ave 0.7762 0.7M57 20.0 20.0 =0.0 20.0
1,1-Dichloroethane Ave 0.4915 0.4859 0.2000 19.8 20.0 =%.1 20.0
Vinyl acetate Ave 3.175 2.982 37.6 40.0 -6.1 20.0
2=-Chloro-1, 3-butadiene Ave 0.2370 0.2362 19.9 20.0 -0.4 20.0
Tert-butyl ethyl ether Ave 0.7213 0.7069 19.6 20.0 =2.a 20.0
2, 2-Dichloropropane Ave 0.0959 0.0913 19.1 20.0 -4,7 20.0
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Lab Name: Eurofins Edison

GC/Ms

FORM VII

Job No.: 460-329

SDG No.:

VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

153=1

Lab Sample ID: CCVIS 460-1046417/3

Calibration Date: 06/27/

Instrument ID: CVOARMS1

Calib

Start Date

2025 08:42

: 05/14/

2025 04:13

GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25(mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: A28600.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N
ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE %D MAX
TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT %D
cis=1,2-Dichloroethene Ave 0.3092 0.3095 0.1000 20.0 20.0 0.0 20.0
Ethyl acetate Qua 0.3307 38.1 40.0 —4.27 20.0
2-Butanone (MBK) Ave 0.3554 0.3385 0.0100 95.3 100 4 50 r
Methyl acryfate Ave 0.1427 0.1799 25.2 20.0 X
Prapionitﬂa Ave 1.696 1.905 225 200 123 [ 20.0
Chlorobrdmomethane Ave 0.1260 0.1440 22.9 20.0 14 .4 20.0
Tetrahydrofuran Lin2 1.027 39.7 40.0 -0.8 20,0
Methacrylonitrile Ave 0.0678 0.0963 284 200 {71 ’//fd/rﬁ
Chleroform Ave 0.4923 0.4706 0.2000 19.1 20.0 Ya.a [ 20.0
Cyclohexane Ave D357 0.3976 0.1000 22.3 20,0 11.4 50.0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane Ave 0.4161 0.3681 0.1000 177 20.0 ~11 o5 20.0
Carbon tetrachloride Ave 0.3338 0.2843 0.1000 17.0 20.0 -14.8 20.0
1,1=Dichloropropene Ave 0.3652 0.3428 18.8 20.0 -6.1 20.0
Iscbutyl alcohol Ave 0.5039 0.4203 417 500 -16.6 50.0
Isooctane Ave 0.4284 0.4773 22.3 20.0 11.4 20.0
Benzene Ave 1.591 1.505 0.5000 18.9 20.0 -5.4 20.0
Isopropyl acetate Lin2 0.0935 23.6 20.0 18.1 20.0
Tert-amyl methyl ether Ave 0.1857 0.2067 22.3 20.0 11.3 20.0
1,2-Dichlorocethane Ave 0.3248 0.2873 0.1000 17.7 20.0 =115 20.0
n-Heptane Ave 0.1125 0.1276 22.7 20.0 13.4 20.0
n-Butanol Ave 0.3412 0.2534 371 500 =291 50.0
Trichloroethene Ave 0.2893 0.2718 0.2000 18.8 20.0 -6.1 20.0
Ethyl acrylate Ave 0.0278 0.0305 22.0 20.0 9.9 20.0
Methylcyclohexane Ave 0.2981 0.3375 0.1000 22.6 20.0 13.2 50.0
1,2-Dichloropropane Ave 0.2790 0.2853 0.1000 20.5 20.0 2.3 20.0
Methyl methacrylate Ave 0.1268 0.1489 46.9 40.0 17.4 20.0
1,4-Dioxane Ave 1.085 1.316 485 400 21.3 _‘50.0
n-Propyl acetate Ave 0.2130 0.2617 24.6 20.0 282 *hF “20.0
Dibromomethane Ave D.1402 0.1653 23.6 20.0 17.9 20.0
Dichlorobromomethane Ave 0.3673 0.3268 0.2000 17.8 20.0 -11.0 20.0
2-Nitropropane Lin2 0.0407 41.0 40.0 2.4 20.0
Epichlorchydrin Ave 0.2131 0.2053 385 400 -3.6 20.0
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene Ave 0.6632 0.5538 0.2000 16.7 20.0 -16.5 50.0
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) Ave 29712 2.189 0.0500 85.1 100 =-14.9 50.0
Toluene Ave 1.599 1.521 0.4000 19.0 20.0 -4 .9 20.0
trans-1, 3-Dichloropropene Ave 0.5345 0.4574 0.1000 17.1 20.0 -14.4 50.0
Ethyl methacrylate Ave 0.2498 0.2457 19.7 20.0 ~1.6 20.0
1,1,2-Trichloroethane Ave 0.2321 0.2765 0.1000 23.8 20.0 191 20.0
Tetrachloroethene Ave 0.3686 0.3458 0.2000 18.8 20.0 -6.2 20.0
1,3-Dichloropropane Ave 0.4833 0.5179 21.4 20.0 e 20.0
2-Hexanone Ave 0.9849 0.7749 0.0500 78.7 100 -21.3 50.0
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FORM VII
GC/MS VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Lab Name: Eurofins Edison Job No.: 460-329153-1
SDG No.:
Lab Sample ID: CCVIS 460-1046417/3 Calibration Date: 06/27/2025 08:42
Instrument ID: CVOARMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13
GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: A28600.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N

ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE %D MAX

TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT %D
n-Butyl acetate Ave 0.0608 0.0612 20.1 20.0 0.6 20.0
Chlorodibromomethane Lin2 0.2990 0.1000 ¥7.:7 20.0 -11.5 50.0
Ethylene Dibromide Ave 0.2765 0.3028 0.1000 21.9 20.0 9.5 20.0
Chlorobenzene Ave 1.010 0.9907 0.5000 19.6 20.0 =1.9 20.0
Ethylbenzene Ave 0.5607 0.4971 0.1000 i 20.0 -11.4 20.0
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane Ave 0.3399 0.3234 19.0 20.0 -4 .8 20.0
m-Xylene & p-Xylene Ave 0.6776 0.5765 0.1000 17.0 20.0 -14.?' 20.0
n-Butyl acrylate Ave 0.2220 0.1767 15.9 20.0 | -200a*| 7}
o-Xylene Ave 0.6601 0.5886 0.3000 ¥7..8 20.0 -10.8 20.0
Styrene Ave 1.087 0.9842 0.3000 18.1 20.0 -9.5 20.0
Amyl acetate (mixed isomers) Ave 0.8646 0.6736 15.6 20.0 -22’1* 144€ﬁ20
Bromoform Ave 0.1816 0.1507 0.1000 16.6 20.0 -17.0 20.0
Isopropylbenzene Ave 1.465 1,225 0.1000 17.4 20.0 -12.9 20.0
Bromobenzene Ave 0.8239 0.7428 18.0 20.0 -9.8 20.0
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane Ave 0.5652 0.7611 0.3000 26.9 20.0 34.7% 20.0
N-Propylbenzene Ave 3.965 3.241 16.4 20.0 -18.2 20.’0
1,2,3-Trichloropropane Ave 0.1606 0.2118 26.4 20.0 A //{%&0
trans-1,4-Dichloro-2-butene Ave 0.1715 0.0808 9.42 20.0 | -3 9% pfR%0
2-Chlorotoluene Ave 2.786 2.363 17.0 20.0 =152 20.0
4-Ethyltoluene Ave 3.278 2.583 15.8 20.0 -2) 2+ M(.o
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene Ave 2.577 2.179 16.9 20.0 | -15.4 | 20.0
4-Chlorotoluene Ave 2.542 2.182 17.2 20.0 -14.2 20.0
Butyl Methacrylate Ave 0.9274 0.7355 15.9 20.0 —K’?* //6@0
tert-Butylbenzene Ave 2.116 1.723 16.3 20.0 -18.6 20.0
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene Ave 2.654 2.230 16.8 20.0 -16.0 20.0
sec-Butylbenzene Ave 0.6153 0.4710 15.3 20.0 -—E‘Q’J*/"’EKO
4-Isopropyltoluene Ave 2.625 2.068 15.8 20.0 —;Z.z«f‘izo.o
1,3-Dichlorobenzene Ave 1.513 1.404 0.6000 18.6 20,0 =T ve 20.0
1,4-Dichlorobenzene Ave 1. 559 1.440 0.5000 18.5 20.0 =T.6 20.0
1,2,3=Trimethylbenzene Ave 2.699 2.456 18.2 20.0 -9.0 20.0
Benzyl chloride Ave 1.132 1.202 21.2 20.0 6.2 50.0
Indan Ave 2.460 2.252 18.3 20.0 -8.4 20.0
p-Diethylbenzene Ave 1.549 1.261 16.3 20.0 -18.6 20.0
n-Butylbenzene Rve 1.2865 1.070 16.9 20.0 -15.4 20.0
1,2-Dichlorobenzene Ave 1.309 1.326 0.4000 20.3 20.0 1.3 20.0
1,2,4,5-Tetramethylbenzene Ave 2.210 1.802 16.3 20.0 -18.5 20.0
1, 2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane Ave 0.0909 0.1063 0.0500 23.4 20.0 16.9 50.0
1,3,5-Trichlorobenzene Ave 0.8479 0.7186 17.0 20.0 -15.2 20.0
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene Qua2 0.5708 0.2000 19.7 20.0 =1.3 20.0
Hexachlorobutadiene Quaz 0.1716 14.6 20,0 | -2g/i%| p7%6.0 |
Naphthalene Lin2 1.427 25.4 20.0 27.2 [ 50.0
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FORM VII
GC/MS VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Lab Name: Eurofins Edison Job No.: 460-329153-1
SDG No.:
Lab Sample ID: CCVIS 460-1046598/3 Calibration Date: 06/27/2025 21:34
Instrument ID: CVOAMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13
GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25(mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: A28632.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N
ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE %D MAX
TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT %D
%
Chlorotrifluoroethene Ave 0.0504 0.0661 26.2 20.0 apez+[M 0.0
Dichlorodifluoromethane Ave 0.3447 0.2232 0.1000 13.0 20.0 ~35.2* 20.0
Chlorodiflucromethane Ave 0.2916 0.2012 13.8 20.0 =31 ;0% 200
Chloromethane Ave 0.3671 0.3701 0.0050 20.2 20.0 0.8 20.0
Vinyl chloride Ave 0.3206 0.3061 0.0050 19,1 20.0 -4.5 20.0
Butadiene Ave 0.2912 0.2418 16.6 20.0 =1%.0 20.0
Bromomethane Ave 0.2111 0.1435 0.0050 13.6 20.0 =32.0 50.0
Chlorcethane Ave 0.2159 0.2292 0.0050 21.2 20.0 6.1 50.0
Dichlorofluoromethane Ave 0.5861 0.5458 18.86 20.0 -6.9 20.0
Trichlorofluoromethane Ave 0.4143 0.3068 0.1000 14.8 20.0 -25.9% 20.0
Pentane QuaF 2.430 39.3 40.0 =-1.7 20.0
Ethanol Lin2 0.0702 759 800 =51 50.0
Ethyl ether Lin2 0.2155 23,2 20.0 16.1 20.0
2-Methyl-1,3-butadiene Ave 0.2154 0.1957 18.2 20.0 =9.2 20.0
l,2-Dichlore-1,1,2-trifluore | ayve 0.2092 0.2113 20.2 20.0 1.0 20.0
ethane
1,1,1-Trifluoro-2,2-dichloro | ave 0.3598 0.3944 21.9 20.0 9.6 20.0
ethane
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-triflu | ave 0.2229 0.2181 0.1000 19.6 20.0 -2.1 20.0
croethane
Acrolein Lin2 1.972 37.7 40.0 -5.8 50.0
1,1-Dichloroethene Ave 0.2381 0.2442 0.1000 20.5 20.0 2.6 20.0
Acetone Ave 0.2526 0.2383 0.0010 94.3 100 =8.7 50.0
Isopropyl alcohol Ave 0.7510 0.6903 184 200 -8.1, 504
Iodomethane Ave 0.2891 0.1907 12.8 20.0 | -38%+ MM.0
Carbon disulfide Ave 0.7910 0.8687 0.1000 22.0 20.0 9.8 50.0
3-Chloro-1l-propene Ave 0.1671 0.1571 18.8 20.0 -6.0 20.0
Methyl acetate Ave 8.613 8.359 0.0500 38.8 40.0 =3.0 20.0
Cyclopentene Ave 0.6524 0.6380 19.6 20.0 =-2.2 20.0
Acetonitrile Ave 1.612 1..757 218 200 9.0 20.0
Methylene Chloride Ave 02771 0.3166 0.1000 22.8 20.0 14.2 20.0
2-Methyl-2-propanol Ave 1.182 1.060 1748 200 -10.4 50.0
Methyl tert-butyl ether Ave 0.5907 0.6597 0.1000 22.3 20.0 11.7 20.0
trans-1,2-Dichlorcethene Ave 0.2738 0.2873 0.1000 21.0 20.0 4.9 20.9
Acrylonitrile Ave 0.0518 0.0793 306 200 53,21 "Zplb
Hexane Ave 0.1473 0.1409 19.1 20.0 A | V200
Isopropyl ether Ave 0.7762 0.7762 20.0 20.0 0.0 20.0
1,1-Dichloroethane Ave 0.4915 0.5031 0.2000 20.5 20.0 2.3 20.0
Vinyl acetate Ave 3.175 2.472 5.1 40.0 | -ag1+]  GcT
2-Chloro-1, 3-butadiene Ave 0.2370 0.2267 19.1 20.0 -4.4 [T 20.0
Tert-butyl ethyl ether Ave 0.7213 0.7260 20.1 20.0 0.6 20.0
2,2-Dichloropropane Ave 0.09859 0.0899 18.8 20.0 -6.2 20.0
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FORM VII

GC/MS VOA CONTINUING CALIBRATION DATA

Lab Name: Eurofins Edison

Job No.: 460-329

SDG No.:

153=1

Lab Sample ID: CCVIS 460-1046598/3

Calibration Date:

06/27/2025 21:34

Instrument ID: CVOAMS1 Calib Start Date: 05/14/2025 04:13
GC Column: Rtx-624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Calib End Date: 05/14/2025 10:45
Lab File ID: A28632.D Conc. Units: ug/L Heated Purge: (Y/N) N

ANALYTE CURVE AVE RRF RRF MIN RRF CALC SPIKE %D MRX

TYPE AMOUNT | AMOUNT 3D
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene Ave 0.3092 0.3162 0.1000 20.5 20.0 2.3 20.0
2-Butancone (MEK) Ave 0.3554 0.3194 0.0100 B89.9 100 -10.1 50.0
Ethyl acetate Qua 0.3040 35.0 40.0 =12.4 20.0
Methyl acrylate Ave 0.1427 0.1853 26.0 20.0 29 44 m_
Propionitrile Ave 1.696 1.858 219 200 46| z0.0
Chlorobromomethane Ave 0.1260 0.1487 23.6 20.0 18.0 20.0
Tetrahydrofuran Lin2 0.9877 38.1 40.0 -4.8 20.0
Methacrylonitrile Ave 0.0678 0.1020 301 200 5%" /\Arg
Chloroform Ave 0.4923 0.4842 0.2000 19.7 20.0 -r.6 | 20.0
Cyclohexane Ave 053571 0.3431 0.1000 19.2 20.0 -3.9 50.0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane Ave 0.4161 0.3682 0.1000 Erad 20.0 -11.5 20.0
Carbon tetrachloride Ave 0.3338 0.2761 0.1000 16.5 20.0 -17.3 20.0
1,1-Dichloropropene Ave 0.3652 0.3329 18.2 20.0 -8.9 20.0
Isobutyl alcohol Ave 0.5039 0.4069 404 500 -19:3 50.0
Isooctane Ave 0.4284 0.4059 18.9 20.0 =53 20.0
Benzene Ave 1.591 1.537 0.5000 19.3 20.0 -3.4 gJ‘.O
Isopropyl acetate Lin2 0.1024 26.2 20.0 30}(* /QO'./O
Tert-amyl methyl ether Ave 0.1857 0.2147 23.1 20.0 1%.6 |1 20.0
1,2-Dichloroethane Ave 0.3248 0.2908 0.1000 17.9 20.0 =10.5 20.0
n-Heptane Ave 0.1125 0,1047 18.6 20.0 -7.0 20.0
n-Butanol Ave 0..3412 0.2393 351 500 =-29.9 50.0
Trichlorocethene Ave 0.2883 0.2784 0.2000 19.2 20.0 -3.8 20.0
Ethyl acrylate Ave 0.0278 0.0303 21.8 20.0 9.0 20.0
Methylcyclohexane Ave 0.2981 0.2949 0.1000 19.8 20.0 -1.1 50.0
1,2-Dichloropropane Ave 0.2790 0.2939 0.1000 21.1 20.0 5.3 20.0
Methyl methacrylate Ave 0.1268 0.1564 49.3 40.0 A ﬂfﬁﬁr_
1,4-Dioxane Ave 1.085 1.300 480 400 19.9 50.'0
n-Propyl acetate Ave 0.2130 0.2677 25.1 20.0 28l ﬂo
Dibromomethane Ave 0.1402 0.1662 23.7 20.0 18.5 |© 20.0
Dichlorobromomethane Ave 0.3673 0.3359 0.2000 18.3 20.0 -8.5 20.0
2-Nitropropane Lin2 0.0422 42.86 40.0 6.5 20.0
Epichlorohydrin Ave 0.2131 0.1755 329 400 -17.6 20.0
cis=-1,3-Dichloropropene Ave 0.6632 0.5607 0.2000 16.9 20.0 -15.4 50.0
4-Methyl-2-pentanone (MIBK) Ave 2::572 2.136 0.0500 83.0 100 -17.0 50.0
Toluene Ave 1.599 1.:523 0.4000 19.0 20.0 -4.8 20.0
trans-1, 3-Dichloropropene Ave 0.5345 0.4484 0.1000 16.8 20.0 =16.1 50.0
Ethyl methacrylate Ave 0.2498 0.2488 19.9 20.0 -0.4 20.0
1,1,2-Trichloroethane Ave 0.2321 0.2871 0.1000 24.7 20.0 23.7* 20.0
Tetrachloroethene Ave 0.3686 0.3336 0.2000 18.1 20.0 =9.8 20.0
1,3-Dichloropropane Ave 0.4833 0.5359 22.2 20.0 10.9 20.0
2-Hexanone Ave 0.9849 0.7874 0.0500 80.0 100 -20.0 50.0
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ATTACHMENT C

PHOTOS

FPM



Photos of Abandoned Monitoring Wells MW-3, MW-4 and MW-7




APPENDIX F

CLIMATE SCREENING CHECKLIST

Periodic Review Report l ‘ M



Climate Screening Checklist

Background Information
e Project Manager: Jared S. Donaldson, P.E.

e Site Name: Cardwell Condenser Corporation Site

e Site Number: HW 152035

e Sijte Location: 80 East Montauk Highway, Lindenhurst, NY

e Site Elevation (average above sea level): Approximately 10 feet

e ClimAID Region 4 (Responding Climate Change in New York State (ClimAID) -NYSERDA):
e Remedial Stage/site classification: Site management, Class 04

e Contamination - Media Impacted/ Contaminants of Concern: soil, groundwater, soil
vapor/ chlorinated solvent VOCs

e Proposed/Current Remedy: Current: 1Cs/ECs, including deed restriction, environmental
easement, land use restriction, cover system, site management plan, monitoring plan,
IC/EC plan, decision document, groundwater use restriction

e What is the predicted timeframe of the remedy and its components? Indefinite

e Isthesitein a 0.5-mile radius to any sensitive receptors? (e.g. wetlands, waterbodies,
residential properties, schools, drinking water supplies, etc.) Did the Fish and Wildlife
Resource Impact Analysis identify any ecological receptors of concern? See
Attachment

e Have there been any climate related incidents or precautions made around the area?
See Attachment

Is the site located in within a 0.5-mile radius from a disadvantaged community (DAC) (Use DECinfolocator:
DECinfo Locator (ny.gov))?

] Yes X No

If the site is in a DAC, will climate impacts be magnified? (E.g. sites located in areas with less reliable
infrastructure may experience more frequent service interruptions and be more susceptible to climate related
events.) If yes, list how and why (Use: DAC).

O Yes O No

Should thresholds of concern be lowered to account for magnification of impacts? If yes, indicate how
lower thresholds will be used in the screening.


https://www.nyserda.ny.gov/About/Publications/Energy-Analysis-Reports-and-Studies/Environmental-Research-and-Development-Technical-Reports/Response-to-Climate-Change-in-New-York
https://gisservices.dec.ny.gov/gis/dil/
https://gisservices.dec.ny.gov/gis/dil/
https://climate.ny.gov/resources/disadvantaged-communities-criteria

0 Yes O No

Climate Screening Table*

The Remedial Party is responsible for attaching sufficient justification of
its determinations based on an engineering evaluation considering site
specific conditions and data from sources listed under Potential Data
Sources below, or other sources as approved by DEC See Attachment

Potential Climate | Relevanttothe Projected Change Potential to Is remedy/site
Hazards Site Location (Reference data Impact Remedy already resilient?
(Y/N/NA)! Source/Model)? (Y/N) (Y/N)*
Precipitation Y + 5 inches by 2100 N Y
Temperature? Increased extreme
(Extreme Heat or heat days and N y
Y
Cold Weather decreased cold
weather days by 2100

Impacts)
Sea level/water No change predicted N Y
level rise Y for Site

; Up to 1% I chance f Y
FlOOd I ng Y flsndofnr I?nrj\:]f:: ;:rpaznc:f :)hrpa N
Storm Surge ' e : v
Wildfire- Air Quality v Wildfire liklihood low N Y
Drought y Current moderate drought N Y
Storm Severity \% Low potential for 3" rainfall N %
Landslides Y Very low landslide potentia N Y

Other Hazards:
* Links to potential data sources can be found on the following page

Lif the first columnis N = The rest of the columns will be N/A, the hazard is not applicable to the site.

2 Extreme Heat: periods of three or more days above 90°F- Extreme Cold: Individual days with minimum

temperatures at or below 32°F (NYSERDA ClimAID report)

3List the projected change in specific terms or units e.g. inches of rain fall, feet of sea level rise, etc.
41f final column is Y, provide reasoning, if the final column is N = Climate Vulnerability Assessment

(CVA) required.



Required Next Steps (If no further action is required, provide justification acceptable to DEC):

See Attachment for more information and supporting documentation

Appendix A- Photo-documentation of engineering controls (SVE systems, SSDs, cover system,
etc.) described above See photologs in Appendix C of this PRR for photos of the cover system



Potential Data Sources (not an exhaustive list)- from
https://www.epa.gov/superfund/remedy-resilience-vulnerability-assessment

NYSERDA ClimAID report- https://www.nyserda.ny.gov/About/Publications/Energy-Analysis-Reports-and-
Studies/Environmental-Research-and-Development-Technical-Reports/Response-to-Climate-Change-in-
New-York

FEMA- https://www.fema.gov/flood-maps/national-flood-hazard-layer

Global Earthquake Model- https://maps.openquake.org/map/global-seismic-hazard-map/#6/43.205/-77.388

NOAA- https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/nationalsurge/#data

Department of Agriculture Forest Service https://wildfirerisk.org/

EPA https://toolkit.climate.gov/tool/climate-resilience-evaluation-awareness-tool-creat

EPA https://www.epa.gov/water-research/national-stormwater-calculator

National Integrated Drought Information System https://www.drought.gov/

National Interagency Coordination Center https://www.nifc.gov/fire-information/maps

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration Coastal Services Digital Coast Home

e Resources to help communities assess coastal hazards, such as the
https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/tools/slr.html for visualizing community-level impacts of
flooding or sea level rise and https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/training/intro-lidar.html

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration https://www.ncei.noaa.gov/

National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration https://tidesandcurrents.noaa.gov/sltrends/sltrends.html

National Weather Service
https://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/Soilmst Monitoring/US/Soilmst/Soilmst.shtml

National Weather Service https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/gis/

National Weather Service https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/nationalsurge/

U.S. Federal Government Climate Resilience Toolkit: https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/

U.S. Army Corps of Engineers U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 2024-2027 Climate Adaptation Plan

U.S. Geological Survey https://marine.usgs.gov/coastalchangehazardsportal/

U.S. Geological Survey https://www.usgs.gov/programs/landslide-hazards

U.S. Geological Survey https://www.usgs.gov/apps/ngwmn/

U.S. Geological Survey https://toolkit.climate.gov/tool/national-climate-change-viewer

U.S. Geological Survey https://dashboard.waterdata.usgs.gov/app/nwd/en/



https://www.epa.gov/superfund/remedy-resilience-vulnerability-assessment
https://www.nyserda.ny.gov/About/Publications/Energy-Analysis-Reports-and-Studies/Environmental-Research-and-Development-Technical-Reports/Response-to-Climate-Change-in-New-York
https://www.nyserda.ny.gov/About/Publications/Energy-Analysis-Reports-and-Studies/Environmental-Research-and-Development-Technical-Reports/Response-to-Climate-Change-in-New-York
https://www.nyserda.ny.gov/About/Publications/Energy-Analysis-Reports-and-Studies/Environmental-Research-and-Development-Technical-Reports/Response-to-Climate-Change-in-New-York
https://www.fema.gov/flood-maps/national-flood-hazard-layer
https://maps.openquake.org/map/global-seismic-hazard-map/#6/43.205/-77.388
https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/nationalsurge/#data
https://wildfirerisk.org/
https://toolkit.climate.gov/tool/climate-resilience-evaluation-awareness-tool-creat
https://www.epa.gov/water-research/national-stormwater-calculator
https://www.drought.gov/
https://www.nifc.gov/fire-information/maps
https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/
https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/tools/slr.html
https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/training/intro-lidar.html
https://www.ncei.noaa.gov/
https://www.cpc.ncep.noaa.gov/products/Soilmst_Monitoring/US/Soilmst/Soilmst.shtml
https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/gis/
https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/nationalsurge/
https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/
https://www.sustainability.gov/pdfs/usace-2024-cap.pdf
https://marine.usgs.gov/coastalchangehazardsportal/
https://www.usgs.gov/programs/landslide-hazards
https://www.usgs.gov/apps/ngwmn/
https://toolkit.climate.gov/tool/national-climate-change-viewer
https://dashboard.waterdata.usgs.gov/app/nwd/en/

U.S. Geological Survey https://streamstats.usgs.gov/ss/

NYS Department of State-https://dos.ny.gov/assess

NYSERDA NY Costal Floodplain Mapper- https://services.nyserda.ny.gov/SLR Viewer/default

NYSDEC Costal Erosion Hazards- https://dec.ny.gov/regulatory/permits-licenses/waterways-coastlines-
wetlands/coastal-erosion-management-permit-program

NYSDOH Heat Index- health.ny.gov/environmental/weather/vulnerability index/county maps.htm



https://streamstats.usgs.gov/ss/
https://services.nyserda.ny.gov/SLR_Viewer/default
https://dec.ny.gov/regulatory/permits-licenses/waterways-coastlines-wetlands/coastal-erosion-management-permit-program
https://dec.ny.gov/regulatory/permits-licenses/waterways-coastlines-wetlands/coastal-erosion-management-permit-program
https://www.health.ny.gov/environmental/weather/vulnerability_index/county_maps.htm

ATTACHMENT TO CLIMATE SCREENING CHECKLIST

Question: Is the Site in a 0.5-mile radius to any sensitive receptors? (e.g. wetlands, water
bodies, residential properties, schools, drinking water supplies, etc.)

Response: The Site is located approximately 250 feet to the west of Neguntatogue Creek and its
associated wetland fringe (the area adjoining the creek is heavily developed). The Site is located
approximately 100 feet northeast (across the street) from a multi-family residential building.
Additional residences are present further to the east, west, and south. The Alleghany Avenue
Elementary School is located 0.4 miles north (upgradient) of the Site and the Lindenhurst Middle
School is located 0.35 miles northwest (upgradient) of the Site. No drinking water supplies
(Suffolk County Water Authority wellfields) are located within 0.5 miles of the Site. Sources of
information: Google Earth Pro and SCWA.

Question: Did the Fish and Wildlife Resource Impact Analysis identify any ecological
receptors of concern?

Response: A Fish and Wildlife Resource Impact Analysis was not performed for the Site. It is
unlikely that potential ecological receptors of concern could be impacted by Site-related
contaminants. The remaining groundwater impacts are documented to be limited to the immediate
onsite release area. Prior sampling of Neguntatogue Creek did not identify impacts from Site-
related contaminants. The remaining soil impacts are limited to a small area of the Site, present at
depth only, and are isolated from potential receptors by a cover system. Soil vapor impacts are
present beneath the onsite building and, therefore, are also isolated from potential ecological
receptors of concern.

Question: Have there been any climate-related incidents or precautions made around the
area?

Response: As discussed below, during Superstorm Sandy on October 29, 2012, floodwater
entered the southernmost part of the Site from the south (Montauk Highway) and covered the south
lawn but did not enter further onto the property or cause any damage. Several of the Site’s
monitoring wells were in this area but were not flooded as they were protected by well boxes
equipped with seals. As the Site stratigraphy is conducive to recharge, floodwater that did not
recede overland simply recharged into the lawn area. No other climate-related incidents have
impacted the Site and no precautions of which we are aware have been made around the area of
the Site.

CLIMATE SCREENING TABLE

Precipitation: Rainfall in Suffolk County, NY is presently in the range of 45 to 50 inches per
year. As shown on the attached Graph #1 (source: U.S. Federal Government Climate Resilience
Toolkit: https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/), annual precipitation is predicted to increase by
approximately five inches by 2100. The Site is underlain by sandy soils, which allow rainfall to
readily infiltrate. Furthermore, the remedy does not include any operating systems or other
features that might be affected by excessive rainfall. There does not appear to be a reasonable
potential for an increase in average annual rainfall to impact the remedy.



https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/

Temperature: Suffolk County, NY presently experiences about five days per year of extreme
heat over 90 degrees F. As shown on the attached Graph #2 (source: U.S. Federal Government
Climate Resilience Toolkit: https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/), by 2100 there are predicted
to be between about 20 and 60 additional days of extreme heat. Conversely, Suffolk County
presently experiences about 95 days per year of cold weather (temperatures below 32 degrees F),
but that number is predicted to decrease by between about 40 to 60 days by 2100, as shown on the
attached Graph #3 (source: U.S. Federal Government Climate Resilience Toolkit: https://crt-
climate-explorer.nemac.org/). We note that the remedy does not include any operating systems or
other features that might be affected by temperature extremes. The reduced number of cold
weather days may actually facilitate more ready access to the Site’s monitoring wells and result in
less well damage from snowplowing. There does not appear to be a reasonable potential for
changes in extreme temperatures to impact the remedy.

Sea Level Rise: Although the Site is near Neguntatogue Creek, which is tidal, sea level rise is
predicted to impact only portions of the creek to the south of Montauk Highway, as shown on the
attached Map #1 from the NOAA Sea Level Rise Viewer (source:
https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/tools/slr.html). There does not appear to be a reasonable
potential for an increase in sea level to impact the remedy.

Flooding: Although the Site is near Neguntatogue Creek, the Site surface is elevated somewhat
relative to the surrounding area and the majority of the Site is above the zone with a 1% annual
chance of a flood, as shown on the attached Map #2 from FEMA (source:
https://www.fema.gov/flood-maps/national-flood-hazard-layer). A very limited area of the north
corner of the Site is within the zone of a 1% annual chance of a flood and this area of the Site does
not include any monitoring wells or parts of the cover system. Thus, there does not appear to be a
reasonable potential for a typical flood to impact the remedy. As noted in the SMP, during
Superstorm Sandy on October 29, 2012, floodwater entered the southernmost part of the Site from
the south (Montauk Highway) and covered the south lawn, but did not enter further onto the
property or cause any damage. Several of the Site’s monitoring wells were located in this area but
were not flooded as they were protected by well boxes equipped with seals. As the Site
stratigraphy is conducive to recharge, floodwater that did not recede overland simply recharged
into the lawn area.

Storm Surge: The Site is near Neguntatogue Creek, which is tidal. The potential for storm surge
to affect the Site was evaluated using the National Weather Service’s Storm Surge Risk Map
(source: https://www.nhc.noaa.gov/nationalsurge/). This map (Map #3) indicates that the Site
adjoins, but is not within, the area where up to three feet of storm surge above the ground surface
is predicted. This prediction is supported by the observations of the impacts to the Site from the
storm surge associated with Superstorm Sandy (discussed above), where some surge water entered
the portion of the Site closest to Montauk Highway but did not result in Site-wide flooding. There
does not appear to be a reasonable potential for storm surge to impact the remedy.

Wildfire/Air Quality: The likelihood of a wildfire or smoke from a wildfire affecting the Site
was evaluated using the Department of Agriculture Fire Service wildfire risk mapper (source:
https://www.wildfirerisk.org/). As shown in the attached Map #4, the Lindenhurst area, including
the Site vicinity, has a low probability of a wildfire burning in any given year. We note that the
Site features very few trees and the Site vicinity is a heavily-developed mixed residential and
commercial area with no large expanses of woods. Thus, there does not appear to be a reasonable
potential for a wildfire or wildfire smoke to impact the remedy.


https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/
https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/
https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/
https://coast.noaa.gov/digitalcoast/tools/slr.html
https://www.fema.gov/flood-maps/national-flood-hazard-layer

Drought: The likelihood of drought conditions affecting the Site was evaluated using the National
Integrated Drought Information System mapper (source: https://www.drought.gov/). This mapper
(see attached Map #5) indicates that Long Island is presently in a period of modest drought.
Drought conditions have the potential to result in a deeper water table, which can affect the ability
to obtain groundwater samples from monitoring wells. However, as the Site is located near Great
South Bay to which groundwater discharges, this large surface water body has a moderating effect
on water level changes in Upper Glacial Aquifer due to drought conditions. In the many years that
FPM has been monitoring groundwater quality at this Site, we have not observed any significant
changes to water levels during periods of low rainfall and resultant drought. Thus, there does not
appear to be a reasonable potential for drought conditions to impact the remedy at this Site.

Storm Severity: The potential for the Site to be impacted by changes in the number of severe
storms was assessed using the Climate Explorer tool (source: U.S. Federal Government Climate
Resilience Toolkit: https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/).  For Suffolk County, there is
currently less than one day per year, on average, with more than three inches of precipitation (see
attached Graph #4). It is predicted that by 2100 there will be about one day per year with more
than three inches of precipitation. This information suggests that storm severity is not expected to
significantly increase in the Site area through at least 2100. Thus, there does not appear to be a
reasonable potential for changes in storm severity to impact the remedy.

Landslides: The potential for the Site to be impacted by landslides was assessed using the U. S.
Geologic Survey Landslide Inventory and Susceptibility mapper tool (source:
https://www.usgs.gov/programs/landslide-hazards). For the Site (see attached Map #6) there
appears to be no potential for landslide impact. This is consistent with the relatively flat Site
surface and the underlying sandy soils. The areas directly adjoining Neguntatogue Creek to the
east are mapped with a low susceptibility to landslides, likely due to the somewhat steeper sides
of the creek banks. There does not appear to be a reasonable potential for a landslide to impact
the remedy.

REQUIRED NEXT STEPS

Based on the information provided in the Climate Screening Checklist and this Attachment, no
further action is required based on the information available at this time. Although changes are
expected in precipitation, temperature, sea level, and storm-related conditions due to climate
change, none of the changes in the Site vicinity are anticipated to impact the remedy. The Site’s
groundwater monitoring wells are, for the most part, above the areas that may reasonably be
impacted by flooding and/or storm surges and are also protected by above-grade standpipes or
bolt-down manholes with seals. The Site’s cover system is not located in areas that may be
vulnerable to flooding or storm surges. There are no operating remedial or mitigation systems
onsite and the Site is not vulnerable to wildfires or landslides.

Attachments


https://crt-climate-explorer.nemac.org/
https://www.usgs.gov/programs/landslide-hazards
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U.S. Drought Monitor 30-Day Precipitation 30-Day Temperature
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The U.S. Drought Monitor depicts the location and intensity of
drought across the country using 5 classifications: Abnormally Dry
(DO}, showing areas that may be going into or are coming out of
drought, and four levels of drought (D1 D4).

The U.S. Drought Monitor is a joint effort of the National Drought
Mitigation Center, U.S. Department of Agriculture, National Oceanic
and Atmospheric Administration, and National Aeronautics and
Space Administration.

Source(s): NOCMC, NOAA, USDA, NASA
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