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1. INTRODUCTION

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) tasked EA
Engineering and Geology, P.C. (EA) to perform site management activities at the Roxy Cleaners
site (NYSDEC Site No. 442024), which includes evaluation and performance of long-term
monitoring of groundwater and soil vapor. The area is in a suburban portion of Rensselaer County
in North Greenbush, New York (Figure 1).

From 1959 to 1998, Roxy Cleaners, Inc. operated a dry-cleaning establishment at this site and
allegedly spilled dry-cleaning solvents, which resulted in contamination of the site’s soil and
groundwater. In 1990, NYSDEC initiated a remedial investigation/feasibility study to determine
the extent of the contamination. Contaminants were found to be tetrachloroethene (PCE),
trichloroethene (TCE), and cis-1,2-dichloroethene (DCE). A treatment system was installed in
January 1992 to treat impacted groundwater and operated until December 2021.

In August 2019, EA performed an injection of CarBstrate™ into both the overburden and bedrock
aquifers at the site as part of a pilot study. The injections purpose was to stimulate direct anaerobic
reductive dechlorination of chlorinated volatile organic compounds (VOCs) present in
groundwater. A total of three bedrock wells (INJ-1, INJ-2, and INJ-3) and two overburden
trenches (T-1 and T-2) were used to implement the CarBstrate™ injections. A total of 10,000 1b
of CarBstrate™ was injected into the subsurface, 4,000 1b into the overburden via injection
trenches and 6,000 Ib into the bedrock via injection wells.

The treatment system’s performance was evaluated until December 2021, when the treatment
system was shut off to initiate a rebound study focused on the groundwater plume and soil vapor
associated with the site. As part of the rebound study, EA collected quarterly groundwater, air, and
soil vapor samples to evaluate how contaminant of concern (COC) concentrations responded. The
rebound study was completed in March 2023. The treatment system has remained off since
December 2021.

1.1 OBJECTIVES

EA is completing groundwater, indoor air, and sub-slab air sampling in accordance with the Site
Management Plan (SMP) on a semi-annual basis. During November 2024, EA completed field
activities at the Roxy Cleaners site that included the collection of aqueous and soil vapor media to
delineate chlorinated volatile organic compounds (VOCs) following the groundwater treatment
system shutdown on 15 December 2021. This report will summarize sampling activities and results
associated with the November 2024 sampling event.

1.2 REPORT ORGANIZATION

Monitoring activities are discussed in Section 2, VOC concentration trends are discussed in
Section 3, and conclusions and recommendations are discussed in Section 4.

The following are provided as appendices:
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e Appendix A— Daily Field Reports
Appendix B—Field Forms
Appendix C— Analytical Summary Table

e Appendix D—Laboratory Reports (Provided via EQuIS v4 EDD)
e Appendix E— Groundwater Time Series Plots
e Appendix F — Air and Soil Vapor Time Series Plots
e Appendix G — Data Validation Report
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2. MONITORING ACTIVITIES

Site activities for November 2024 included the fire extinguisher and well inspections, gauging,
sampling of groundwater monitoring wells, and the collection of air/vapor samples. A summary
of samples collected during the event is provided in Table 1. The semi-annual sampling event was
completed in the fourth quarter, from 11 to 13 November 2024. Daily field reports are included in
Appendix A.

2.1 MONITORING WELL INSPECTIONS

Monitoring wells were inspected prior to gauging and sampling, and their conditions were noted
on the groundwater purge forms. During the November 2024 well inspections, 25 monitoring wells
were located and inspected. Three overburden monitoring wells designated in the SMP for
sampling (MW-101A, MW-102A, and MW-105A) were not located. One additional overburden
monitoring well (MW-107) has a blockage and is unable to be gauged or sampled. Bedrock well
MW-1B was full of sediment due to the well not being secured with a cover and bedrock well
MW-101 was unable to be located. Inspection results are provided in Table 2. These well
deficiencies are not new and have been noted historically. EA is recommending the removal of the
above-mentioned wells during the upcoming semi-annual inspections, monitoring, and sampling
due to the historical inability to sample these wells.

2.2 GROUNDWATER GAUGING

Groundwater levels were recorded from 11 to 13 November 2024, prior to the initiation of
groundwater sampling to determine groundwater flow patterns in the overburden and bedrock.
Depth to groundwater was measured from the top of the inner polyvinyl chloride casing at 25 wells
(Figures 2 and 3) using a water-level indicator. Groundwater depths and total depths are provided
in monitoring well gauging logs in Appendix B. Groundwater contours for bedrock and
overburden monitoring wells from the November 2024 sampling event are detailed on Figures 4
and S.

2.3 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING

Twenty-five groundwater samples were collected during the sampling event, along with 2 matrix
spike/matrix spike duplicates, 2 field duplicates, 1 field blank, and 1 trip blank. Samples are
summarized in Table 1. The groundwater monitoring wells were purged at a flow rate of
approximately 0.3 liters per minute using a peristaltic pump, until the water quality parameters
stabilized, at which time groundwater samples were collected for analysis of VOCs.

Water quality parameters including temperature, pH, oxidation-reduction potential, conductivity,
dissolved oxygen, and turbidity were monitored during purging using a Horiba U-52 water quality
monitoring system equipped with a flow-through cell. Field parameters were considered stable
when the following conditions were met for three consecutive readings:

e pH readings within + 0.1 pH units
e Oxidation-reduction potential within + 10 millivolts

Roxy Cleaners (442024) Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report
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e Dissolved oxygen within 0.3 milligrams per liter
e Specific conductance within + 3 percent
e Turbidity measurements less than 50 nephelometric turbidity units

Dedicated high-density polyethylene tubing was used at each monitoring well location.
Non-dedicated sampling equipment (i.e., the water-level indicator) was decontaminated with
Alconox® detergent and deionized water between well locations to prevent cross-contamination.

In addition, the depth to water was measured throughout purging using a water-level indicator.
Water quality parameters, calibration forms, field notes, and groundwater sampling purge forms
are provided in Appendix B.

Groundwater samples were collected using clean nitrile gloves and placed in laboratory supplied
bottleware containing appropriate preservatives. Samples were placed on ice inside coolers
immediately after collection to ensure proper preservation. Pertinent sample information was
recorded on the associated chain-of-custody, and samples were shipped off-site under secure
chain-of-custody protocol. Groundwater samples were sent to Pace Analytical/Con-Test
Analytical in East Longmeadow, Massachusetts for fixed laboratory analysis of VOCs via U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Method 8260D.

24  AIR SAMPLING

Air sampling is only to be conducted during heating season (October to March); therefore, air and
soil vapor sampling was performed in November 2024 which included the collection of two indoor
air samples, four soil vapor samples, two sub-slab vapor samples, and one outdoor air sample.
Sample collection is summarized in Table 1. The soil vapor and sub-slab vapor points were
monitored with a photoionization detector (PID) by connecting the tubing from the soil vapor point
to the PID and allowing the PID purge the air from the line for approximately 45 seconds (or until
the highest reading was reached) prior to the summa canisters being set up. Soil vapor samples are
taken from outdoor soil vapor points to monitor any soil vapor plume changes. Indoor air and
sub-slab soil vapor samples are taken routinely from two structures that currently do not have an
installed sub-slab depressurization system (SSDS) to ensure that mitigation measures do not need
to be taken at these locations. Indoor air samples 1A-195 and IA-184 were collected from the
breathing zone in a first-floor office and a first-floor storage room, respectively. Samples SVP-
195 and SVP-184 were both collected from soil vapor points installed in the sub-slab within the
same rooms as their respective indoor air samples. All samples were collected over the course of

approximately 24 hours from 12 to 13 November 2024. While performing soil vapor point
monitoring, EA confirmed that the SSDS ot [N -

functioning via auditory and exterior visual inspection.

2.5 INSPECTIONS

On 12 November 2024 the EA field team conducted a monthly fire extinguisher inspection. The
field team’s inspection concluded that the fire extinguisher was in working order.

Roxy Cleaners (442024) Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report
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3. VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUND CONCENTRATION TRENDS

COCs in aqueous and gaseous media for the site are PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE. Concentrations
of the COC:s for the site will serve as a metric to evaluate if rebound is occurring following system
shut-off. As discussed below, VOC concentrations during November 2024 event were generally
comparable to the concentrations found during the previous sampling events of 2024, 2023 and
the last sampling event of the rebound study, which was performed in the fourth quarter of 2022.

3.1 GROUNDWATER COC CONCENTRATION TRENDS

EA compared groundwater analytical results to the NYSDEC ambient water quality standard
(AWQS) of 5 micrograms per liter (ug/L) for PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE, and 2 pg/L for vinyl
chloride.

3.1.1 November 2024 Groundwater Analytical Results

Groundwater COC concentrations from the November 2024 sampling event included PCE, TCE,
and cis-1,2-DCE in exceedance of the NYSDEC AWQS at the following wells:

e PCE: MW-2, MW-103A, MW-115A, TW-05, TW-08, TW-09, and TW-10
e TCE: MW-103A
o (is-1,2-DCE: MW-2, MW-103A, MW-115A, TW-06, and TW-08

Maximum concentrations for each analyte were detected at the corresponding wells:

e PCE: MW-2 with a concentration of 220 pg/L

e TCE: MW-103A with a concentration of 7.3 pg/L

e (iis-1,2-DCE: TW-06 with a concentration of 11 pg/L in both the normal and field
duplicated sample.

COC concentrations for wells sampled in November 2024 are summarized in Table 3. Isopleth
maps for site concentrations of PCE and DCE are presented on Figures 6 and 7, respectively.
Analytical results are summarized in Appendix C. Laboratory reports are available upon request,
EQuIS EDDs for this sampling event have been submitted to the NYSDEC in place of a laboratory
report in Appendix D.

Time series plots for groundwater data are presented in Appendix E. These were created by
normalizing analytical concentrations of PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE to the NYSDEC AWQS at
5 png/L, then plotting them. Non-detect values are plotted as half the limit of detection for each
applicable analyte and then normalized by the NYSDEC AWQS value; this is done rather than
entering ‘0’ for a non-detect value since the concentration for the analyte could exist anywhere
between the laboratory limit of detection and zero.

Roxy Cleaners (442024) Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report
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COC concentrations derived from the November 2024 sampling event remain comparable to the
previous 2024, 2023 and 2022 sampling events for PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE. New exceedances
were observed for these analytes at the following wells:

e TCE: MW-103A
o (is-1,2-DCE: MW-103A and MW-115A

3.2 AIR AND SOIL VAPOR CONTAMINANT OF CONCERN CONCENTRATION
TRENDS

Two indoor air samples, one outdoor air sample, four soil vapor samples, and two sub-slab vapor
samples were collected in November 2024. Air and soil vapor COC concentrations for the
November 2024 sampling event included detections of PCE at 1A-195, [A-184, SV-01, SV-02,
SV-03, SV-04, SV-195, and SV-184. Soil vapor sample SV-04 contained the highest detected
concentration of PCE at 5.78 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m?). In addition, TCE was detected
for the first time at SV-02 (0.081 pg/m?), while cis-1,2-DCE was detected only at SV-184 (0.083
ng/m?) also for the first time. Vinyl chloride was detected at, SV-01, SV-02, SV-03, and SV-04.
The highest concentration of TCE was detected at SV-04 (0.16 pg/m?®) and the highest
concentration of vinyl chloride was 0.041 J pg/m? at SV-02. COC concentrations and detections
for air and soil vapor samples during the November 2024 event are summarized in Table 4 and
detailed on Figure 8. Analytical results are summarized in Appendix C.

COC concentrations (PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE) from the November 2024 event were generally
lower than samples collected in March 2024 and 2023. This is illustrated in the Air COC
Concentration Time Series that can be found in Appendix F. Notably, PCE concentrations were
lower than previous events at SVP-184 and SV-04. However, there were low end detections of
PCE daughter products at new locations. SV-184 was installed in November 2022 and had only
been sampled four times before the November 2024 event; previous analytical results had
detections of PCE in air samples above 2 pg/m’ since the installation of the point. It should be
noted that outdoor air sample OA-195 had low detections of PCE at a concentration of 0.115
ng/m?.

Results from the PID readings can be found in Table 5 as well as the field forms in Appendix B.

Time series plots for indoor air and soil vapor data are presented in Appendix F. These were
created by plotting PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE values. Non-detect values are plotted as half the
laboratory limit of detection for each applicable analyte. Appendix G contains data validation
reports for samples IA-195, SV-195, and SVP-184, and 1A-184. No major discrepancies were
found upon data validation for each sample.

The two structures that are sampled for soil vapor intrusion currently do not have installed SSDSs.
Routine sampling is performed during the heating season (October through March) to ensure that
mitigation measures do not need to be taken at these locations per New York State Department of
Health (NYSDOH) request due to their proximity to the site. The possibility of soil vapor intrusion
was evaluated based on whether or not COC concentrations exceed screening levels outlined in

Roxy Cleaners (442024) Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report
North Greenbush, New York November 2024



Version: FINAL
EA Engineering and Geology, P.C. Page 8
November 2024

the NYSDOH Soil Vapor/Indoor Air Decision Matrices'. These matrices outline actions that need
to be taken at certain screening levels to ensure soil vapor intrusion is not occurring at each
structure. The COCs are assigned one of three decision matrices (designated as “A,” “B,” and “C”)
with concentration ranges for indoor air and sub-slab soil vapor driving recommended actions.
Using NYSDOH Decision Matrix (B), the lowest value of <3 pg/m* was applied for the indoor air
concentrations of PCE detected at IA-195 (2.28 ng/m?) and IA-184 (0.604 ng/m?); when combined
with the PCE concentrations detected at the corresponding sub-slab vapor points, lowest screening
value being 100 pg/m?, at SV-195 (2.99 ug/m?) and SV-184 (1.68 pg/m?), no further action is
recommended at either location with respect to mitigation or monitoring.

1 NYSDOH. 2024. Soil Vapor and Indoor Air Decision Matrices. February.
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4. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The results from the November 2024 sampling event indicate groundwater COC concentrations
remain comparable to previous events, with no reduction in the number of wells containing
exceedances. EA recommends leaving the pump and treat system off unless groundwater
concentrations significantly change requiring the system to be turned back on.

The next groundwater sampling event is scheduled to take place in the first quarter of 2025 using
the same set of wells that is described within this report. With exception to the groundwater
monitoring wells mentioned above that have not been able to be historically sampled.

In addition, air sample results from November 2024 are comparable to results from previous
heating seasons. Soil vapor points will continue to be monitored during the heating season to
ensure that soil vapor contamination is not increasing or migrating.

The NYSDOH has recommended No Further Action to address potential exposure related to soil
vapor intrusion at the two structures on Main Street. All sub slab indoor air points will be
appropriately abandoned. However, soil vapor samples will continue to be sampled and this will
occur again in the first quarter of 2025.
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Table 1. Summary of Samples Collected (November 2024)
Sample Trip Blank
Well ID Sample ID Date Sample Time | MS/MSD Associated
Aqueous Media
MW-115A 442024-MW-115A 11/11/2024 1408 Y 442024-TB-01
MW-105 442024-MW-105 11/12/2024 1350 N 442024-TB-01
MW-3 442024-MW-3 11/11/2024 1427 N 442024-TB-01
MW-3B 442024-MW-3B 11/11/2024 1337 N 442024-TB-01
MW-4 442024-MW-4 11/12/2024 0918 N 442024-TB-01
MW-4B 442024-MW-4B 11/12/2024 0915 N 442024-TB-01
MW-106A 442024-MW-106A 11/12/2024 1241 N 442024-TB-01
MW-106 442024-MW-106 11/12/2024 1245 N 442024-TB-01
MW-114A 442024-MW-114A 11/11/2024 1532 N 442024-TB-01
MW-2 442024-MW-2 11/12/2024 1456 N 442024-TB-01
MW-2B 442024-MW-2B 11/12/2024 1450 N 442024-TB-01
MW-1 442024-MW-1 11/11/2024 1615 N 442024-TB-01
MW-107A 442024-MW-107A 11/12/2024 1507 N 442024-TB-01
MW-109 442024-MW-109 11/11/2024 1625 N 442024-TB-01
TW-5 442024-TW-5 11/12/2024 1557 N 442024-TB-01
TW-07 442024-TW-07 11/13/2024 0950 N 442024-TB-01
MW-104 442024-MW-104 11/11/2024 1527 N 442024-TB-01
TW-10 442024-TW-10 11/13/2024 0954 Y 442024-TB-01
MW-111 442024-MW-111 11/12/2024 1559 N 442024-TB-01
MW-108A 442024-MW-108A 11/12/2024 1150 N 442024-TB-01
MW-108 442024-MW-108 11/12/2024 1155 N 442024-TB-01
TW-06 442024-TW-06 11/13/2024 0848 N 442024-TB-01
TW-08 442024-TW-08 11/13/2024 0844 N 442024-TB-01
TW-09 442024-TW-09 11/13/2024 0937 N 442024-TB-01
MW-103A 442024-MW-103A 11/12/2024 1600 N 442024-TB-01
TW-06 442024-FD-02 11/13/2024 - N 442024-TB-01
MW-109 442024-FD-01 11/11/2024 - N 442024-TB-01
Quality Control Samples
Associated Parent Sample
Sample Sample ID Date Sample Time QC Type
442024-TW-06 442024-FD-02 11/13/2024 0848 Field Duplicate
442024-MW-109 442024-FD-01 11/11/2024 1625 Field Duplicate
Air Samples
Sample
Canister ID Sample ID Date Sample Time QA/QC
1944 442024-SV-01-20241113 11/13/2024 1101 N
2040 442024-SV-02-20241113 11/13/2024 1128 N
2916 442024-SV-03-20241113 11/13/2024 1051 N
2043 442024-SV-04-2024111 11/13/2024 1202 N
1785 442024-SVP-195-20241113 11/13/2024 1118 N
1259 442024-1A-195-20241113 11/13/2024 1119 N
1824 442024-0A-195-20241113 11/13/2024 1216 N
2185 442024-SVP-184-20241113 11/13/2024 1034 N
2019 442024-1A-184-20241113 11/13/2024 1033 N
Notes:

FD = Field Duplicate

IA = Indoor Air

ID = Identification

MS = Matrix spike

MSD = Matrix spike duplicate
MW = Monitoring well

N=No

NA = Not applicable

QC = Quality control

SV= Soil Vapor

SVP = Sub-slab vapor point
TB = Trip blank

TW = Temporary well
Y =Yes
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Table 2. Summary of Groundwater Table Elevations

November 2024
Groundwater Table
TOC Elevation Depth to Water Elevation
‘Well Number (ft AMSL) Level (ft) (ft AMSL) ‘Well Condition Notes

OVERBURDEN MONITORING WELLS
MW-1 363.51 13.53 349.98 Good
MW-2 352.41 10.1 342.31 Good
MW-3 350.93 8.51 342.42 Good
MW-4 348.77 7.48 341.29 Good
MW-101A 357.41 WELL NOT GAUGED Could not locate well
MW-102A 355.94 WELL NOT GAUGED Well not sampled this event
MW-103A 356.61 10.12 | 346.49 Good
MW-104A 368.47 WELL NOT GAUGED Could not locate well
MW-105A 346.12 WELL NOT GAUGED Could not locate well
MW-106A 351.68 10.96 340.72 Good
MW-107A 352.74 9.50 343.24 J-plug partially broken, sounding depths do not match
MW-108A 351.19 7.32 343.87 Good
MW-111 356.15 9.75 346.40 Good
MW-113A 343.80 WELL NOT GAUGED Well not sampled this event
MW-114A 346.40 8.15 338.25 Good
MW-115A 345.10 6.8 338.30 Good

BEDROCK MONITORING WELLS
MW-1B 363.77 WELL NOT GAUGED Well has been filled with sediment
MW-2B 352.21 12.64 339.57 Fair
MW-3B 349.92 7.15 342.77 Good
MW-4B 348.75 7.46 341.29 No J-plug
MW-101 356.75 WELL NOT GAUGED Could not locate well
MW-104 368.12 23.98 344.14 Good
MW-105 346.94 4.84 342.10 No J-plug
MW-106 351.91 11.28 340.63 Good
MW-107 353.43 WELL NOT GAUGED Well filled with sediment, unable to gauge
MW-108 351.02 7.17 343.85 Good
MW-109 345.80 7.2 338.60 Good
TEMPORARY WELLS

TW-5 352.48 10.26 342.22 Good
TW-06 352.47 8.81 343.66 Good
TW-07 352.71 8.86 343.85 Good
TW-08 352.50 9.30 343.20 Good
TW-09 352.78 9.76 343.02 Good
TW-10 351.64 8.8 342.84 Fair
Notes:

AMSL = Above mean sea level

ft = Foot (feet)

PVC = Polyvinyl chloride
TOC = Top of casing

Version: FINAL
Table 2, Page 1 of 1
November 2024

Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report

November 2024



EA Engineering and Geology, P.C.

Version: FINAL
November 2024

Table 3. Summary of Groundwater COC Concentrations and Exceedances

MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4 TW-05 TW-06 TW-07 TW-08
Overburden Overburden Overburden Overburden Temporary Well Temporary Well Temporary Well Temporary Well
DATE PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE
11-13
November ND ND ND 220 2.9 5.8 ND ND ND ND ND ND 35 2.2 1.3 4.9 2.1 11 ND ND ND 7.2 0.887J 9.2
2024
TW-09 TW-10 MW-106 MW-108 MW-2B MW-3B MW-4B MW-104
Temporary Well Temporary Well Bedrock Bedrock Bedrock Bedrock Bedrock Bedrock
DATE PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE
11-13
November 49 2.1 1.1 130 1.77 | 147 ND ND | ND | 0.88J | ND 2.1 ND ND 1.3 ND ND | 038J| ND ND ND ND ND ND
2024
MW-105 MW-109 MW-103A MW-106A MW-107A MW-108A MW-111 MW-114A
Bedrock Bedrock Overburden Overburden Overburden Overburden Overburden Overburden
DATE PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE
11-13
November ND ND ND ND ND ND 130 7.3 5.8 ND ND ND O'J78 026J|025J|026J| ND | 0.811J 3.1 ND ND ND ND ND
2024
MW-115A
Overburden
DATE PCE | TCE | DCE
11-13
November 41 1.3 5.7
2024
Notes:

AWQS = Ambient Water Quality Standard

COC = Contaminant of concern

DCE = cis-1,2-dichloroethene / cis-1,2-dichloroethylene

ND = The analytes were analyzed for but were not detected above the sample reporting
limit.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

PCE = Tetrachloroethene / tetrachloroethylene

TCE = Trichloroethene/ trichloroethylene

Samples are reported in microgram(s) per liter (ug/L)

Bold values indication that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
of 5 pg/L for PCE, TCE and DCE.

Roxy Cleaners (442024)
North Greenbush, New York

Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report

November 2024



EA Engineering and Geology, P.C.

Version: FINAL
Table 4, Page 1 of 1

November 2024
Table 4. Summary of Air COC Concentrations (November 2024)
TA-195 0A-195 SV-01 SV-02 SV-03
DATE PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE
“’132Nogfmber 228 0'(;65 ND O'IJIS ND | ND | 0142 | ND | ND | 1.97 0'(;81 ND | 0481 | ND | ND
SV-04 SV-05! SV-195 SV-184 TA-184
DATE PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE | PCE | TCE | DCE
“’132Nogfmber 578 | 016 | ND | NS | Ns | Ns |2.99 0'514 ND | 1.68 0'(;59 0.083 | 0.604 | ND | ND

Notes:

New York State Department of Health Ambient Air Guidelines and Immediate Action Levels apply to indoor air and
outdoor air samples; New York currently does not have any standards, criteria, or guidance values for concentrations of

compounds in sub-slab vapor.
'SV-05 has not been sampled the past four air sampling events due to a blockage that does not allow air to pass through the point.

COC = Contaminant of concern

DCE = cis-1,2-dichloroethene
J = Concentration is estimated

ND = The analyte was analyzed for but not detected above the sample reporting limit

NS = Not sampled

PCE = Tetrachloroethene

TCE = Trichloroethene

Samples are reported in microgram(s) per cubic meter (ug/m?)

ISee Figure 7 for note regarding SV-05

Roxy Cleaners (442024)
North Greenbush, New York

Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report

November 2024



EA Engineering and Geology, P.C.

Version: FINAL
Table 5, Page 1 of 1
May 2025

Table 5. Summary of Soil Vapor Point PID Readings (November 2024)

Point ID Units PID Reading
SV-01 ppb 200
SV-02 ppb 200
SV-03 ppb 200
SV-04 ppb 200
SVP-195 Sub Slab ppb 500
IA-195 Indoor Air ppb 300
OA-195 ppb 0.0
SVP-184 Sub Slab ppb 600
IA-184 Indoor Air ppb 400

Notes:

IA = Indoor air

ID = Identification

PID = Photoionization detector
ppb = Part(s) per billion

SVP = Soil vapor point

OA = Outdoor air

Roxy Cleaners (442024)
North Greenbush, New York

Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Summary Report

November 2024
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1. Table lists detections of PCE.
Wells that were sampled but
non-detect for PCE are not
listed in this table.

2. Bold values indicate PCE
concentrations over NYSDEC
AWQS of 5 pg/L.
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Z MW-103A
MW-101

MW-1
TW-06 i

Well ID | PCE Concentration
MW-108A 0.26 pg/L
MW-107A 0.78 ug/L
MW-108 0.88 ug/L
MW-111 3.1 ug/L
TW-08 7.2 pg/L
TW-05 35 ug/L
MW-115A 41 ug/L
09 49 pg/L Legend
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MW-103A 130 pg/L 4 Monitoring Well
MW-2 220 pg/L PCE lIsopleth (ug/L)
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VICINITY MAP

Well ID |CDCE Concentration
MW-108A 0.81 ug/L
TW-09 1.1 pg/L
TW-05 1.3 ug/L
TW-10 1.4 ug/L
MW-108 2.1 pg/L
ng 05 MW-115A 5.7 ug/L
MW-103A 5.8 pg/L
MW-2 5.8 ug/L Legend
TW-08 9.2 ug/L
TW-06 11 ug/L 4 Monitoring Well
1. Table lists detections of CDCE.| [ CDCE Isopleth (ug/L)
MW-114A Wells that were sampled but 5-10
& non-detect for CDCE are not
listed in this table.
& 2. Bold values indicate CDCE
MW-109 concentrations over NYSDEC
AWQS of 5 pg/L.
MW-106
% Isopleths were generated with
EVS software.
MW-106A MW-111 ug/L = micrograms per liter
MW-10T / MW-103A CDCE = cis-1,2-Dichloroethene
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Figure 7
November 2024
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Notes:

SV-05 has not been sampled the past five air sampling events

due to a blockage that does not allow air to pass through the point.
Analytical concentrations are presented in units of ug/m3. &
pg/m3 = microgram(s) per cubic meter
DCE = cis-1,2-dichloroethene SVv-04

IA = indoor air Analyte| Concentration
ND = non-detect PCE 5.78

OA = outdoor air TCE 0.516
PCE = tetrachloroethene DCE ND OA-195
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024

Page 1 of 5
Date: 11/11/24

Department of|
Environmental|
Conservation

NEW
NYSDEC iéﬂ&

Division of
Environmental Remediation

EA Engineering ang Geology, P.C © EA Contract No.
333 W Washington St Syracuse
New York 13202 D009806

Site Location: WWynantskill, New York

Weather Conditions

PES Superintendent: N/A

General Description Cloudy AM Cloudy pm | NYSDEC PM: Charles Gregory
Temperature 20 F AM 61° F PM EA PM: Chris Sanson
Wind mph AM 9 mph WSW PM | EA Site Inspector: Katherine
SSE Cassidy
Health & Safety
If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Health & Safety Comments”.
Were there any changes to the Health & Safety Plan? *Yes No X NA
Were there any exceedances of the perimeter air monitoring reported on this date? *Yes No X NA
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA
Health & Safety Comments
N/A
Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0900 Departed Site:| 1700

(0900) K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, and A. Townsend (EA) arrived onsite for semiannual groundwater sampling and air
sampling. (0930) EA calibrated Horibas and PIDs. (1000) EA began a site wide gauging event. The following monitoring
wells could not be found and have historically not been found MW-101, MW-101A, MW-105A, MW-107. (1138) EA began
purging monitoring wells. See table below with purging and sampling details. (1700) M. Gilkey, K. Cassidy, and C. Derrick

(EA) offsite.

Well ID Date Purge Start Time Sample Time Analytes

MW-115A 11/11/24 1238 1408 VOCs 8260 (+
MS/MSD)

MW-3B 11/11/24 1307 1337 VOCs 8260

MW-3 11/11/24 1358 1427 VOCs 8260

MW-104 11/11/24 1500 1527 VOCs 8260

MW-114A 11/11/24 1502 1532 VOCs 8260

MW-1 11/11/24 1545 1615 VOCs 8260

MW-109 11/11/24 1558 1625 VOCs 8260 (+ FD-01)

Equipment/Material Tracking

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

Were there any vehicles which did not display proper D.O.T numbers and placards? *Yes No NA (X)
Were there any vehicles which were not tarped? *Yes No NA (X)
Were there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work site? | *Yes No NA (X)
Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours
Katherine EA Scientist 8
Casidy
Cassandra EA Geologist 8
Derrick
Amanda EA Engineer 8
Townsend
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Solnist Water level meter Pine Environmental 3 Y
Horiba Pine Environmental 3 Y
Geotech Peristaltic Pump Pine Environmental 3 Y
Chevy Silverado Enterprise 2 Y
Hand Tools EA - Y
Honeywell ppbRAE 3000+ Pine Environmental 2 Y




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 5
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/11/24
. - Imported/ | £ o rted Waste Profile Sou Di | Dail Al

Materlal Description Df;“g::d ofr;OSiti (If Applicable) Fa::)ili:;(zl;) ;ppslirt,:(;?)?e) Loaadys Yt\fr:g;:‘t

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

al received




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024

Page 3 of 5
Date: 11/11/24

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone

Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Katherine Cassidy EA

Project Schedule Comments

N/A

Issues Pending

N/A

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

N/A




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 5
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/11/24

Comments

N/A

Site Inspector(s): K. Cassidy Date: 11/11/2024




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 5
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/11/24

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes O | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [ | No O N/AK
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes | No[ N/AKX
\é\;(tag’a? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | No I N/AK
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes [ | No I N/AX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | No[ N/AK
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PM O | NAK

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

property on this date? Yes U No N/AL

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

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

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes | NoO N/AX

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 1 of 6
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/12/24
NYSDEC 4255@% g:\Elanl;tnmnf:r:t;fl EA Engineering ang Geology, P.C “ EA Contract No.
Division of Conservation | 333 W Washington St Syracuse

New York 13202 D009806

Environmental Remediation

Site Location: WWynantskill, New York
Weather Conditions

PES Superintendent: N/A

General Description Cloudy AM Cloudy pm | NYSDEC PM: Charles Gregory
Temperature 12 F AM 48° F PM EA PM: Chris Sanson
Wind mph AM 14 mph N PM | EA Site Inspector: Katherine
NW Cassidy
Health & Safety
If any box below is checked “Yes”, provide explanation under “Health & Safety Comments”.
Were there any changes to the Health & Safety Plan? *Yes No X NA
Were there any exceedances of the perimeter air monitoring reported on this date? *Yes No X NA
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA
Health & Safety Comments
N/A
Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0745 Departed Site:| 1715

(0745) K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, and A. Townsend (EA) arrived onsite for semiannual groundwater sampling and air
sampling. (0810) EA calibrated Horibas and PID. (0835) EA began purging monitoring wells (see table below with purging
and sampling details). (0915) M. Gilkey (EA) onsite. (0920) Conducted monthly fire extinguisher inspection. Conducted
auditory inspection of SSDS systems (systems are running). (1001) Set I1A-195; start pressure -29.77. (1007) Set SVP-195;
start pressure -29.78. (1027) Set IA-184; start pressure -29.99. (1035) Set SVP-184; star pressure -29.91. (1104) Set SV-1;
start pressure -29.88. (1135) Set SV-2; start pressure -29.85. (1149) Set SV-3; start pressure -30.19. (1205) Set SV-4; start
pressure -30.23. (1216) Set OA-184; start pressure -29.91. (1220) M. Gilkey (EA) offsite. (1715) K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A.
Townsend (EA) offsite.

Well ID Date Purge Start Time Sample Time Analytes
MW-4B 11/12/24 0835 0915 VOCs 8260
MW-4 11/12/24 0842 0918 VOCs 8260
MW-108A 11/12/24 1123 1150 VOCs 8260
MW-108 11/12/24 1126 1155 VOCs 8260
MW-106A 11/12/24 1211 1241 VOCs 8260
MW-106 11/12/24 1218 1245 VOCs 8260
MW-105 11/12/24 1323 1350 VOCs 8260
MW-2 11/12/24 1408 1456 VOCs 8260
MW-2B 11/12/24 1419 1450 VOCs 8260
MW-107A 11/12/24 1437 1507 VOCs 8260
MW-103A 11/12/24 1530 1600 VOCs 8260
TW-5 11/12/24 1530 1557 VOCs 8260
MW-111 11/12/24 1532 1559 VOCs 8260
TW-06* 11/12/24 1615 -

*Well went dry at 1636; purging paused for the day to be resumed 11/13.

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

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

Katherine EA Scientist 95

Casidy

Cassandra EA Geologist 9.5

Derrick

Amanda EA Engineer 9.5




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 6

Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/12/24
Townsend
Moriah Gilkey EA Engineer 3
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Solnist Water level meter Pine Environmental 3 Y
Horiba Pine Environmental 3 Y
Geotech Peristaltic Pump Pine Environmental 3 Y
Chevy Silverado Enterprise 2 Y
Hand Tools EA - Y
Honeywell ppbRAE 3000+ Pine Environmental 2 Y
Gillian Gilair pump Pine Environmental 1 Y
Material Description Ig:erl,i?/:fetg Expor.ted Waste I_’rofile So.u.rce or Dis_p el 2l V\II)eailgl)I:t
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*
*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024

Page 3 of 6
Date: 11/12/24

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone

Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Katherine Cassidy EA

Project Schedule Comments

N/A

Issues Pending

N/A

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

N/A
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/12/24

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 6

Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/12/24
Cleaners in Stewart’s (195 Main) storage room SVP-195
Comments
N/A

Site Inspector(s): K. Cassidy Date: 11/12/2024




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 6
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/12/24

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes O | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [ | No O N/AK
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes | No[ N/AKX
\é\;(tag’a? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | No I N/AK
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes [ | No I N/AX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | No[ N/AK
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PM O | NAK

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

property on this date? Yes U No N/AL

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

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

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes | NoO N/AX

Comments:




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Page 1 of 6

Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/13/24
NYSDEC 43;:’}4% g:\Elanl;tnmnf:r:t;fl EA Engineering ang Geology, P.C “ EA Contract No.
Division of Conservation | 333 W Washington St Syracuse

Environmental Remediation

New York 13202

Site Location: WWynantskill, New York

Weather Conditions

A Partly
General Description cloudy AM Clear PM
Temperature 33°F AM 42° F PM

3
Wind mph AM 7 mph N PM

N

D009806

PES Superintendent: N/A

NYSDEC PM: Charles Gregory

EA PM: Chris Sanson

EA Site Inspector: Katherine

Cassidy

Health & Safety

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

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

N/A
Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0730 Departed Site:| 1230

(0730) K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, and A. Townsend (EA) arrived onsite for semiannual groundwater sampling and air
sampling. (0735) EA calibrated Horibas. (0745) Walked around to check the pressure of all air cans. (0808) EA began
purging monitoring wells (see table below with purging and sampling details). (1033) Start collecting air cans (see table
below with sample collection details). (1220) Complete purging all purge water from drum through carbon bucket. Secured
treatment building. (1230) EA offsite.

Well ID Date Purge Start Time Sample Time Analytes
MW-115A 11/11/24 1238 1408 VOCs 8260 (+
MS/MSD)
MW-3B 11/11/24 1307 1337 VOCs 8260
MW-3 11/11/24 1358 1427 VOCs 8260
MW-104 11/11/24 1500 1527 VOCs 8260
MW-114A 11/11/24 1502 1532 VOCs 8260
MW-1 11/11/24 1545 1615 VOCs 8260
MW-109 11/11/24 1558 1625 VOCs 8260 (+ FD-01)
MW-4B 11/12/24 0835 0915 VOCs 8260
MW-4 11/12/24 0842 0918 VOCs 8260
MW-108A 11/12/24 1123 1150 VOCs 8260
MW-108 11/12/24 1126 1155 VOCs 8260
MW-106A 11/12/24 1211 1241 VOCs 8260
MW-106 11/12/24 1218 1245 VOCs 8260
MW-105 11/12/24 1323 1350 VOCs 8260
MW-2 11/12/24 1408 1456 VOCs 8260
MW-2B 11/12/24 1419 1450 VOCs 8260
MW-107A 11/12/24 1437 1507 VOCs 8260
MW-103A 11/12/24 1530 1600 VOCs 8260
TW-5 11/12/24 1530 1557 VOCs 8260
MW-111 11/12/24 1532 1559 VOCs 8260
TW-08 11/13/24 0808 0844 VOCs 8260
TW-06 11/13/24 0818 0848 VOCs 8260 (+ FD-02)
TW-07 11/13/24 0823 0950 VOCs 8260
TW-09 11/13/24 0910 0937 VOCs 8260
TW-10 11/13/24 0925 0954 VOCs 8260 (+
MS/MSD)
Sample start Int. Pressure PID Reading Sample Stop Final Pressure
Point ID time (“ Hg) (ppm) Time (“ Hg)
SV 1104 -29.88 0.2 1101 -4.49
Sv-2 1135 -29.85 0.2 1128 -5.75
SV-3 1149 -30.19 0.2 1051 -5.63
SV-4 1205 -30.23 0.2 1202 -8.50




Page 2 of 6
Date: 11/13/24

DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024
SV-5 Unable to sample
SVP-195 Sub Slab 1007 -29.78 05 1118 -5.56
IA-195 1001 -29.77 03 1119 -7.34
SVP-184 Sub slab 1035 -28.62 1034 1106 -4.41
IA-184 1027 -29.99 0.4 1033 -9.33
OA-195 1216 -29.91 0.0 1216 -6.16

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

Were there any vehicles which did not display proper D.O.T numbers and placards? *Yes No NA (X)
Were there any vehicles which were not tarped? *Yes No NA (X)
Were there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work site? | *Yes No NA (X)
Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours
Katherine EA Scientist 5
Casidy
Cassandra EA Geologist 5
Derrick
Amanda EA Engineer 5
Townsend
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Solnist Water level meter Pine Environmental 3 Y
Horiba Pine Environmental 3 Y
Geotech Peristaltic Pump Pine Environmental 3 Y
Chevy Silverado Enterprise 2 Y
Hand Tools EA - Y
Honeywell ppbRAE 3000+ Pine Environmental 2 N
Gillian Gilair pump Pine Environmental 1 N
Imported/ . . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E;(fr;osrit; g Waste I_:’roflle F:;EIC*:I?;D'S“F:: gi?é) 3) E::iys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y pPp (tons)*

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




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024

Page 3 of 6
Date: 11/13/24

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone

Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing

Katherine Cassidy EA

Project Schedule Comments

N/A

Issues Pending

N/A

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

N/A
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Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/13/24

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/13/24
through carbon bucket. water disposal
Comments
N/A

Site Inspector(s): K. Cassidy Date: 11/13/2024




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 6
Report No. 1 Roxy Cleaners- NYSDEC Site No. 442024 Date: 11/13/24

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? Yes O | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes [ | No O N/AK
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes | No[ N/AKX
\é\;(tag’a? vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes O | No I N/AK
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes [ | No I N/AX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | No[ N/AK
Was turbidity checked at the Montauk Highway outfall? AM O PM O | NAK

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

property on this date? Yes U No N/AL

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

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

If yes, has Contractor been notified? Yes | NoO N/AX

Comments:
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Field Forms



INDOOR AIR SAMPLING FORM

Project No.

Project Name: Roy;d C\€ecnecs
Location: w}fnean+s lealy oM

Project Manager: C\hvis Scinden

Sample Location Information:

W Lad sty

Site ID Number: Yy 2024 Sampler(s):
PID Meter Used: SHhy2Aaar .43&
(Model, Serial #) |\ verywe il Muai RAE 300 (e SS-L’B Building I.D. No.: 1%
SUMMA Canister Record:
INDOOR AIR - FIRST FLOOR INDOOR AIR - BASEMENT SUBSLAB SOIL GAS OUTDOOR AIR

Flow Regulator No. O ”—f \\

Flow Regulator No.

Flow Regulator No. @) l Q)Z("

Flmkbgulamr No. D?}}

Canister Serial No. 7 3 7 Canister Serial No.: Canister Serial No.: ZD S3 Canister S>q1 No.: | MU\
whz /2024 wizl2ea ;/(2
Start Date/Time: 102’7 Start Date/Time: Start Date/Time: o3 S Start Date/Time: } l"f i Zl(ﬂ
Start Pressure: Start Pressure: Start Pressure: . ) Start Pressure: X
(inches Hg) — 29 .94 (inches Hg) (inches Hg) ~20.L2% (inchesHg) 5 .61 ’
/1322y , e .
top Date/Time: yO'33 Stop Date/Time: Stop Date/Time: O Stop Date/ Tjifne:
Stop Pressure: ey Stop Pressure: Stop Pressure: q Stop Presguse:
(inches Hg) "q N (inches Hg) (inches Hg) "Q ] (inches Fig) \
|[Sample ID: Sample ID: Sample ID: Sampfe ID:
A > 1o T : N A e -
Hy2c24- IA- V8- HY2024-SVP- 15 ujmwoxl 49
295418 20293 ZdTH IS
[Other Sampling Information: ]
|[Story/Ievel 154 & |oco- [Story/Level Basement or A Sx fuwor |Diection —
Crawl Space? T ieds frg{n Building tw
Room 2 Room Floor Slab Thickness Distgnce
tY=Ny (inches) [if present] from Ruilding 6_
sSxuraqe -
To0™M
Indoor Air Temp Indoor Air Temp Potential Vapor Intake Height Above
(°F) ] 3 >E Entry Points fale) Ground Levcl (ft.) ﬂ ,
Observed?
Barometric Barometric Pressure? Ground Surface Intake Tubing /
Pressure? Condition (Crawl N / A Used? \ea ",A
Space Only)
Intake Height Above Intake Height Above If slab, intake Depth Distance to )
Floor Level (ft.) 5 “t Floor Level (ft.) If Crawl Space, nearest Roadw, gh ’ﬂ .
h intake height
Noticeable Odor? [@)] Noticeable Odor? Noticeable Odor? \© Noliceah)’e Odor? Nc\
PID Reading (ppty) | C .Y PID Reading (ppb) PID Reading (ppiy | . PID Reading (pphb) QG\K
Duplicate Sample? nYo Duplicate Sample? Duplicate Sample? N Duplicate Sample? 0 Y

Comments:

Sampler Signature:




INDOOR AIR SAMPLING FORM

®

Project No.

Project Manager:

Project Name: F\ong Crec~-n€<3s

Location: iA)qicasnt sl (oY

Cwris Sensen

Sample Location Information:

Ly 2024l

lSile ID Number:

Sampler(s):

. CusSicly

PID Meter Used:
(Model, Serial #)

Hoaexywtl MinRAE Scoo C‘-}bSSL‘X

Building 1.D. No.:

Meaa Saoce
1 AS

SUMMA Canister Record:

INDOOR AIR - FIRST FLOOR

INDOORAIR - BASEMENT

SUBSLAB SOIL GAS

OUTDOOR AIR

el
Flow Regulator No. O 2 24 Flow Regulator No. Flow Regulator No. ol 3 9 Flow Regulator No. 2 (“57
Canister Serial No. } 5 ‘5b Canister Serial No.: Canister Serial No.: | 2- 1O 2. Canister Serial No.: l q 7 i
wjz/zo21 W/12/2024 j
Start Date/Time: 10O\ Start Date/Time: Start Date/Time: ico’} Start Date/Time: “ “7/ q/"i \2"0
Start Pressure: = Start Pressure: Start Pressure: Start Pressure: )
(inches Hg) 'Zq - i 7 (inches Hg) (inches Hg)  — 29 .78 (inches Hg) = Zq 3 q )
iV/13 /Lo24 U /\3/2024 WAS
Stop Date/Time: {1 q Stop Date/Time: Stop Date/Time: v Stop Date/Time:
Stop Pressure: Stop Pressure: Stop Pressure: i Stop Pressure:
(inchesHg)  -7.3Y4 (inches Hg) (inches Hg) 5SS finches HgF oy (L
Sample ID: Sample ID: SampleID: Sample ID:
U 2024-1A 195 - Hu2024- SVP= 1S - HYZOTu -0A=) 45 -
224U E 204U R 262491V
Other Sampiing Information: T
Story/Level A S Story/Level Basement or A43x Elowr Dlrechm-l ] —w’t
L o6 Crawl Space? S\ from Building Z,/
Room Room Floor Slab Thickness Distance
offce (inches) [if present] from Building ) %
ORI
Indoor Air Temp Indoor Air Temp Potential Vapor Intake Height Above
(°F) g -7_3 «< Entry Points no Ground Level (ft.)
Observed? <—
Barometric Barometric Pressure? Ground Surface Intake Tubing = =
P’ressure? Condition (Crawl / ; Used?
Space Only) N ’-\ f\-) M
Intake Height Above IntakeHeight Above If slab, intake Depth Distance to
Floor Level (ft.) Floor Level (ft.) If Crawl Space, nearest Roadway 4
G (: A intake height tjD B
Noticeable Odor? Nno Noticeable Odor? Noticeable Odor? < Noticeable Odor? N>
|[PID Reading (ppb 0.3 PID Reading (ppb) PID Reading (ppbP) | ©. S PID Reading (ppb) | ) A>
Duplicate Sample? NoO Duplicate Sample? Duplicate Sample? No Duplicate Sample? MD P
Comments:

Sampler Signature:




FIELD SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING FORM

SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING LOG

Project Name: Q‘-’V‘ﬂ CC cene s
Location: Wy ynervrsiCan, Ny
Project Manager: (WS S - yoNn

Sample Location Information:

Site ID Number:

P 2024

Sampler(s): W, CedSh t/\‘-j

PID Meter Used (Model, Serial #) :

HoYeyune\l M iaiR%E

200 ("I(‘:B’SVJSQNVaporLD.No.; sV A,

SUMMA Canister Record:

SOIL VAPOR POINT

DUPLICATE SAMPLE (IF COLLECTED)

Flow Regulator No.: Oq qC’

Fmﬁuldtor No.:

Canister Serial No.: %‘7 %

Canister S%o.:

/i o
Start Date/ Time: / /2 e ’ , C L'

Start Date/Time: \1\

Start Pressure:

(inches Hg) b= ZC’ & g K

Start Pressure:
(inches Hg)

=

Wiz/p2z4 o)

Stop Date/ Time:

Stop Date/Time:

S

Stop Pressure: \ Stop Pressure:
(inches Hg) = L’ -('f C, (inches Hg) \
Sample ID: ‘-‘qzozi-{‘S‘\/"L' 2uZy\ \\S Sample ID:

-

l_ﬁther Sampling Information:
H

elium percentage achieved in enclosure for

Tracer Gas Test: f\)/‘(\

Depth to sample point:

Nearest Groundwater Elevation:

Tracer Gas lest result (% of Helium): M /"\
Noticeable Odor?
no
Purge Volume PID Reading (ppljm
0.2
Duplicate Sample?
NO

Outdoor Ambient Temperature:

L’b“?

Wind Direction:

|5 MeN NW

Additional info:

Comments:

Sampler Signature:




FIELD SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING FORM

®

Project #: H L‘l?,élq
Project Name: Q@.Lv‘ ([_&}/\4‘4

V \
SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING LOG Location: Du—(w,t,\ffj i 1 IS
Project Manager: ("[-1;,°{ _[ (qj &\

Sample Location Information:

Site ID Number: LlLll £ b e L/ y &bﬂ“\ C\\/I

= T
PID Meter Used (Model, Serial #) : I Ml\""w 2680 Soil Vapor LD, No. \( =
No: | 2 ;

SUMMA Canister Record: /4 (4(s5%Y S

SOIL VAPOR POINT DUPLICATE SAMPLE (IF COLLECTED)
Flow Regulator No.: OC\ 5 b Flow Regulator No.:
Canister Serial No.: L\ —??‘S b Canister Serial No.:
Start Date/Time: ”/l ? /1 L.I ‘ l%‘; Start Date/ Time:
Start Pressure: Start Pressure:

(inches Hg) -19. f) 5’ (inches Hg)

Stop Date/ Time: ” /D )1q ‘ ' z‘g Stop Date/Time:

Stop Pressure: #j) = QJ’ Stop Pressure:

4 a7 i
(inches Hg) 2 (inches Hg)

Sample ID: L[leov-‘ - S\{ -'-L' 1\:‘) 14—1 i ” 3 Sample ID:

Other S5ampling Information:

Helium percentage achieved in enclosure for \) [ Depth to sample point: :
Tracer Gas Test: ‘ ‘A C@

{ Nearest Groundwaler Elevation: . w
Tracer Gas test resull (% of Helium): l\_) 'A .

Noticeable Odor? Additional info:
"4
Purge Volume PID Reading (ppb)

0.l DTLS av_ 7#
Mo Y

Duplicate Sample?

Cutdoor Ambient Temperature:

U\ F

Vind Direction:

‘X (V\]O\’\ M)

Comments:

Sanmpler Signature:




FIELD SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING FORM

®

SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING LOG

Pt U 024 ‘
Project Name: /L«’J)Z“[ (1-€an-evy

Location: L._) 1 VaM3 M” hH W\
Project Manager: (l/\ n S ’( (/\J o

Sample Location Information:

Site ID Number: L"‘" 2/ 02 q

[Z &ded‘-j

Sampler(s):

PID Meter Used (Model, Serial #) :

(2a<_ @D

Sv-3

Soil Vapor L.D. No.:

SUMMA Canister Record:

Honarybtel) A,
J

(AUt

SOIL VAPOR POINT

DUPLICATE SAMPLE (IF COLLECTED)

6 Lol

Flow Regulator No.:

Flow Regulator No.:

Canister Serial No.:

lo47F

Canister Serial No.:

Yy

IStart Date/ Time:

(M4

Start Date/Time:

IStart Pressure:
(inches Hg)

"Zﬁ :lc\

Start Pressure:
(inches Hg)

Stop Date/ Time:

113]24 155

Stop Date/ Time:

Stop Pressure:
(inches Hg)

-5 05

Stop Pressure:

(inches Hg)

SampIcID:q L’ 20 v,' "LSV o Z*Z)GZL'I ’ ”3

SampleD:

I:OUTer Sampling information:

Helium percentage achicved in enclosure for
Tracer Gas Test:

Wi4

Depth to sample point:

[Tracer Gas test result (% of Helium):

Wiy

Nearest Groundwater Elevation:

Noticeable Odor?

(8]

Purge Volume PID Reading (ppb)

.1

Duplicate Sample?

Mo

Outdoor Ambient Temperature:

HoF

\Vind Direction:

Additional info:

Comments:

l8 Mph B

Sampler Signature:




FIELD SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING FORM

®

SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING LOG

Project #: L, L 2/6?/@{

Project Name: #Y € { MMV‘\
Location: LU-{ Mm K//“, VU\J .
Project Manager._ (S @inJ en.

Sample Location Information:

Site ID Number: [(L[’Z 0l L,l

Gty

Sampler(s):

PID Meter Used (Model, Serial #) :

Horqog |
[

Min Rée 360

V-4

Soil Vapor 1.D. No.:

SUMMA Canister Record:

SOILVAPOR POINT

A% SN

DUPLICATE SAMPLE (1¥ COLLECTED)

Flow Regulator No.:

K

Flomqtor No.:

Canisler Serial No.:

192

Canister Serial No.:

N

Elarl Date/Time:

Ujrjay TLos

Start Date/ Time:

5

iStart Pressure:
(inches Hg)

-0, 23

Start Pressure:
(inches Hg)

Slop Date/ Time:

3174

Stop Dale/Time:

Stop Pressure:

-%.58

Stop Pressure:

(inches Hg) (inches Hg)
Sample ID: (_{ \-{7]& Lb! - kS' V _\_1_.107,&4 , I ’ 3 Sample ID: 3

Other Sampling Information:
Helium percentage achieved in enclosure for | { '/4, Depth to sample point:
Tracer Gas Test: L

Nearest Groundwater Elevation: ] 3=—@3S =
Tracer Gas test result (% of Helium): M M ;D‘:.)ﬂ.;} C.L “‘h’iwe ﬁ?c

A
- LAL :

Noliceable Odor?

b

Additional info:

Purge Volume PID Reading (ppb)

o1

Duplicate Sa mple?

NA

Outdoor Ambient Temperature:

qu°P

\Wind Direclion:

| & th oL

Comments:

Sampler Signature:




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Site Name: RW Centers

INSTRUMBNT: Pinuniel{ At Doe, 00 INSTRUMENT D No: 54

OPERATOR: [\] WUV\\{\%CM WEATHER: 660 UDUdg
SPAN GAS TYPE: \CDDN)Y\}_ \epe DATE: | | /{\ | 4 |
CALIBRATION NOTES: “ﬁ .

7800 ol 0.0 com

SN Cal 1DD. 0 DDTY\

COMMENTS:

A g
SIGNATURE: UWMQMQM (? DATE: || / l [{7)‘}




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Site Name: &)(_,,’ CLUﬂQVS

INSTRUMENT: | | 11 £4€  Jomw INSTRUMENT D No:  —(, ST
OPERATOR: |/ Coecih s WEATHER: SV °F, pay .,

SPAN GAS TYPE: j:;fuquu e DATE: || /|2 / ’Lq %/
CALIBRATIONNOTES: - BB

A (4] = DD

| Spi Cals 160

. | COMMENTS:

o7 a2
SIGNATURE:/// / W DATE: M 7/24



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Site Name: A \oxy CA€ anecs

INSTRUMENT: pMini RAG. 3000

INSTRUMENT ID No: $1-71 82

OPERATOR: C.\Oecdcw

WEATHER: B5°7 (5 Lol

SPAN GAS TYPE: st pudy\ens

DATE: w/w 2024

CALIBRATION NOTES:

5?0\"\ codl | [OD .00 popn

e
« Call 0.00ppm.

COMMENTS: N,

SIGNATURE: [ App s d—~—

DATE: ll/H/sztf




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: |\ [y /2024
TIME: 09 20
METER ID: (93¢,
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | pp G READING
4.0 o T 2.9

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD

STANDARD READING FINAL READING

4.49 5| 4.33
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
O NTU oD ©.3
COMMENTS
NONg.
SIGNATURE

(e




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: } /{174
TIME: (0765
METERID: 7 {2779
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | ppapiNG READING
4.0 1% 4.0]

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 W% 5.1\
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING | FINAL READING
0NTU 0.5 0.
COMMENTS

SIGNATURE




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION

DATE: W/I\/ZozY

TIME: 939

METER ID: +02Ww:3

pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | 0 A pING READING
4.0 4. oY 3.9¢

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD

STANDARD READING FINAL READING

249 .29 q.S2Z
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING |  FINAL READING
0 NTU \.3° -2
COMMENTS
None,
SIGNATURE

iyt

a



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM
Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: {\ 1.} 724
TIME: YD
METERID: S\0 %
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | pr NG READING
4.0 S 24 3 9%

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 H.4YD H.97%
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0 NTU A0 0.b
COMMENTS
SIGNATURE

Ouiangs 7/7//%39??/




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM
Horiba U-52
pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: WAz /2024
TIME: 0Lk |
METERID: 2215
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | » 0 DING READING
4.0 “4.32 4.0%
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 S.53 4499
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAT, READING
ONTU 0.0 o0
COMMENTS
None.
SIGNATURE,

i TZ e

[



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM
Horiba U-52
pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: Ij /122024
TIME: 0K 0O
METER ID: {02 (3
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | po SivG READING
4.0 H a5 3.643

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 “.7% H.8Y
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAIL, READING
0 NTU o0 0.0
COMMENTS
Abne.
SIGNATURE

2 2




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: /13 /2024
TIME: 0737
METER ID: 213779
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAT,
PHSTANDARD | pr hING READING
4.0 H. 3 3,93

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD

STANDARD READING FINAL READING

4.49 H.49 H. Sk
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0 NTU t.q 0.0
COMMENTS
None.
SIGNATURE,

Mﬁ



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: 11/13/2024
TIME: (7234
METER ID:
pH CALIBRATION
TNITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | ppapiNG READING
4.0 "YAS 3.9%

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 H. %\ .99
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0 NTU 1.3 o0
COMMENTS
Nene.
SIGNATURE

NI




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION

DATE: W /13 /2024
TIME: (0742

METER ID: &5} 93

pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | prapiNG READING
4.0 5» 75‘— '3 " C1-7

CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION

CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4,49 .55 H.5Y
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0NTU 31.% £.0
COMMENTS
Nerg,
SIGNATURE

=




MONITORING WELL GAUGING LOG Site Name: Roxy Cleaners (042024)
Inspector(s): K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend Date/Time: 11/11/24, 1000
Weather Conditions: 58F, Cloudy

Well ID PID Reading (ppm) (f. bgz\:vVTOC) (f. beII)JvI?/ T00) Well Condition / Notes

MW-1 0.2 13.53 54.98 Good

MW-2 0.0 10.1 38.55 Good

MW-3 0.0 8.51 31.09 Good

MW-4 0.2 7.48 48.17 Good
MW-103A 0.1 10.12 19.66 Good
MW-105A Not located
MW-106A 0.0 10.96 28.2 Good
MW-107A 0.0 95 46.75 Damaged j-plug, sounding depths do not match
MW-108A 0.0 7.32 22.27 Good
MW-111 0.1 9.75 20.51 Good

TW-5 0.0 10.26 16.2 Good
MW-114A 0.0 8.15 40.9 Good
MW-115A 0.0 6.8 30.26 Good

TW-06 0.1 8.81 21.8 Good

TW-07 0.1 8.86 23.27 Good




MONITORING WELL GAUGING LOG
Inspector(s):

Weather Conditions:

Site Name: Roxy Cleaners (042024)
Date/Time:

Well ID PID Reading (ppm) (f. bgz\:vVTOC) (f. beII)JvI?/ T00) Well Condition / Notes
TW-08 1.6 9.3 23.3 Good
TW-09 8.0 9.76 18.62 Good
TW-10 0.4 8.8 17.95 Fair
MW-2B 0.0 12.64 65.1 Fair
MW-3B 0.0 7.15 58.38 Good
MW-4B 0.0 7.46 81.05 No j-plug
MW-101 Not located

MW-104 0.1 23.98 49.21 Good
MW-105 0.0 4.84 82.76 No j-plug
MW-106 0.0 11.28 53.62 Good
MW-108 0.1 7.17 43.7 Good
MW-109 0.0 7.2 42.95 Good




Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well I.D.: N\N ’\

EA Personnel:
K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend

Client:
NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

\\ /[

‘I;\;)catior:m ) Well Condition: [j\md Weather: 6% D; L\waq
nantskill, :

iél‘l?g?\lg g‘:g%%(‘—_\' \ML\J\ Gauge Date: \\ / l l ’ 14 Measurement Ref: __\_/DC ‘
Stick Upeown- (F): Gauge Time: \D’)’j) Well Diameter (in): ‘ & $~-§-Q’€,\
Purge Date: FiRge T \ 6%6

Purge Method: w'\/\) L ‘PlDW

Field Technician: g“b\/\)(\%ef\d

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Sapnle, 1 449h) Y-

2\5 0.2 ppm

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
é'—, %8 O s 3 N = Y i
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volum 1) C*D): Pump Type: 5
v L e 7O DO g
C. Liquid Da:t‘h ,(it[) (Sl_\-B). F. Three W%lli\:ogges (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: M\d‘ s S(Jf@mf\
Z- L
74 A ./  Water gl,/ality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (Liters)
154Y | 1S.49 12.%% | -1¥3 63585 | 36.7 0.33 [ K | &.28
Is%i 5.5 i3-33 | 263 | ©-3%3 285s | oo [13.7L 0-71S
1594 | 15.54 | Moo | -275 [ 03562 | 247 | o.00 |1H.@0 1. 50
1557 | 1ISSb | 14.00 |-2%0 |6.352 | 189 [0.0C [)4.22 LS
oo [ 1S5S4 | )H.co [-28w [0.352 [ x4 |0-0D [14.3% | | 3.o0
lwo3 |(1S.95 j4. 00 |-2¢0 |o.351 1 1-4 o.co (/4.5 3.7
lbDb 1S.62 | Yoo |-29), |e 35) %7.1 |0.00 [)4.S% 4.50
Jwoq | 13.54 H.o0 | .-2992 [ 0.351 t7.2 [o.co [)4.7¢( 5. 25
Lo )2 15.§2 |qsen =292 [6.35) L. |O-v0 [14. 79 . 0T
IS | IS. S 1Y.00 | =294 | 0. 35| 1bs & ©.C> [(y.¥2 69S
S ARe UL
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): 1- 78 a9~\ Sampling Time: 1S~
Samplers: A TWes Split Sample With: —=—
Sampling Date: TYETREN Sample Type: Acab

Mw-1-2629111

DALUSLS - \DCR




m@

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
PAD= © € pom

[Well LD.: £ EA Personnel: Client:
MW - 2‘/ K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: 3 Well dition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY WL Ao ¥ P kLy CLlavetd
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Hemn Orppec T w2024 TolL
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: _ Well Diameter (in):
Shc\w up O30 B A
Purge Date: W /\l /QJUZ«"'( Purge Time: IHOY
Purge Method: 2z snl Field Technician:
louws flow0 perisraitie puon o C.Decnck
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): (& D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
e 43 55 o L3 aaai- il
B. Depth to Water (ft) E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): P Type:
+: —9 010 o . G il 5’2;\ sdedfic pyihp
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
28_143’ 13.9] M-S cr e
J / Water Quélity Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Cond‘tfctivity Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
140% | 1I4.1S | 43S | 90 |©. LS [ 192 | 2.79 [13.1) 8.25
411 1S -3 93c | 34 ok | gy | 210 1392 0.7S
(i wvigqg | a1l | ae 0.72| 61.4 | V.62 |12,2 1- ST
g7 | 502 [ 9.92 [ w62 [0t | 3.2 [VHA |13 2.25
1420 | H9¢ | agd | 1cq | 0.l | Z¥.w | 1.4 [13.)3 3 oo
1423 M9 | @85 o3 .S | 23.1 .42 | i3..3 3.5
Iqy2e | 14.a) 9.x2 105 |6- b2 | 20.2 | I.26 | 13.3 4.50
1429 | 1M.89 4.%80 | e | ok | 3.3 | 125 |13.3 S.25
1432 | by | 4.7 07 |clo [ IS | 126 |i3.1Y b oo
43S | i14.5% A.01 | 1677 O- WS | Jb. 2 | 1.2 |]3.i4 oS
U37 | 14.3S A5C | 107 6.658 | 10D | L2 | 1344 7.50©
by | .= q.d\ 10% |0.0ST | 102 | .22 [ 1304 €.25
;'»l‘u‘-l 15 GO W2 C- S0 | 129 l.2@ | 1314 .00
A 477 | 9.1v ho |0.©S7 |23 [V.30 |13y .73
1950 | 1g. 6% | 9.08 i3 0.,35 7.5 VY [ 130y 10. ST
1453 [J457 [ 9oL [ [ 065G [ 1é | 1.22 [i3.44 oS
s e | 9.5 9.03 4y 51 7-4 .20 [13.4 |12-co
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): 3.077 Sampling Time: 1956
Samplers: C.Derricic Split Sample With: -
Sampling Date: )\ ]| 2,7 2021 Sample Type: >ab

Aanalysys: Yo s

ScionOle \D L Y2025 - MU - 2 = 2024 12—




. m@

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well 1D.:

NN

EA Personnel:
K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend

NEW YORK
STATE OF
2 OPPORTUNITY
Client:

NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Reon daptr -V WU

Gauge Date: \\ ’ \ \ / 7,H

Location: Well Condition: Weather: [
Wynantskill, NY @&d L\\D ‘; S\N\K\\l
Sounding Method: Measurement Ref:

Te(,

Stick Up/Down (ft):

e O ~4!

Gauge Time:

\ DU

Well Diameter (in):

L\

Purge Date:

WAL

Purge Time:

\4\A

Purge Method:

L =y

Field Technician: PEEN \/\M@j\(d
Ao

Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft): \_[)CD \D

D. Well Volume (ft): 0 \_O%j_‘)

Depth/Height of Top of PVC:

B. Depth to Water (ft): \.)/ \[}'\

E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): ?j" U\[)

o e Q6 - UV

C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): UL

F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3):

COMMENTS AND OBSERV ATIONS:

PAVY \\nghm

107 "l’l Pump Intake Depth: M\d ’g;\(ﬁm
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
| (hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) | (§/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
o NeI6 152 175 050 2] (D5 A0 0% | —
HES (14,0546 [T [pall 15 150D \
L RPN WS o T A O S O B o W B e T V)
079 (005 [ G At =T [Ueni (19 [D.00
WWELI DS | Bk [-M% O [19 [0.00 [
02 [ 1600 [ €% 1-Wa 10550 | 2.0 1o.00 |
% | 1S9 [Saw |- Ipsis | 3,0 0.0 1550
B0l 59 1250 (190 [0 A2 [ 1] [0
HUd [IB5S5] [R e [0 [ 1.8 [0-C5
97 | 1500 [ € =20 [0597 [ 1.9 [D.00 [ \
45D | o2 [l [V [ 0% [ 2.0 [O.00 (4Ll J\
I
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: EESN
Samplers: [\TO\M{\Q\)\,-G Split Sample With: o
Sampling Date: \\I/ YLJ i Sample Type: (‘g(a,\ﬁ

OO, 1y HUNY-M B2 T 1T

Dnall ‘JICK‘ “\ACS




%

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY *

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well 1.D.: M\N '73 EA Personnel: Client:

K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
boyr;aatli\(:sx;u NY Well Condition: C’;\m Weather: \ODCF C\D% q
Soundmg Méif&c;{)@( » ,‘ \N\M Gauge Date: ] \ / \ \ /Lq Measurement Ref: ,YOC
i}l{c\lz\lip/D;;vg (ft) ¥ ’b Gauge Time: \D ?:D Well Diameter (in): ,2\\

Purge Date:

W/ 24

Purge Time:

\ 90

Purge Method: L_‘Q)\I\\l S, »H DW

Field Technician: - ;
ATownseind

Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft): )ﬂ m D. Well Volume (ft): 0. lw?) Depth/Height of Top of PVC: l.‘ "

B. Depth to Water (ft): % ’%\ E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): 5 'Uy Pump Type: W\‘ wmp

C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): )/7- %g F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3):} & DL' Pump Intake Depth: mld - SO{Q:@/\

Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)

156] [l 199 1177 T O T A Th a5 R0 [N [ —
P4 [iadb [ TJ0 [ 152 [ D65 [T [ 94K

1251 144 [ 1IU [0 [ heha [ia,2 244

400 (1565 105 [Tigh [0Eh7 [l [Sdr

1402 [ 5 [14 [{04a | p&s| TDX 5.2 [K.5]

00w 1600l [0 110 [ 0660 [ a8 [6.20 |

O [eag [ 1]5 N9 [ 0650 24 [5.40 \

Wiz (1692 177 [ [ DAAh ] 24 [HYS \

9 e dq [ 115 [T1e | 050 [ 1 (38 [R&, [ |

11 1595 [ 7.8 1110 [ 0650 12 | 1.30 I
0L 1599 T 1X0 [0 Tneed [ od [O% |

A 1 5uz gy | HpY ossD [ 0L | 59 :

dAA [iedr [ 1% [ ¥ [0.9% [oY | HAL]% .9y
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: W
Samplers: N TN , O DNeyey Split Sample With: i
Sampling Date: lxl/l \ l] 24 Sample Type: th
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: DD 0.0 som
Samnole 44 (Y -MW-5- I Y [T “'
BNAASTS % MOCK




Department of
Environmental

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

Conservation

Well1LD.: EA Personnel: Client:
w0 -6 K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (4:42024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY =) dOed 53%° 5 , Overeask
Sounding Method: Gauge Date; ) Measurement Ref:
Heron o pear =T /1y /2024 “ToAC
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time; Well Diameter (in):
gho& vp ~ 5 Ck JO030 o 1N
Purge Date: Purge Time:
B 1 /12024 S o
Purge Method: Field Technician:
Jow £1Ou peasTalic Pump C.Dercle A. Towenie nd

Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
58-3% O N =3 A
B. Depth to Water (ft); E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
gl ol 33,45 P L shetkhe puem@
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: p
St 25 100, 3o mid -sexzen (v HT.S Fa PTG
¥i =/ Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (oC) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
1207 | 1S.40 6. 29 o-3RQ 1.5 Ce T 7.81 | ©2F
(310 1535 | 7% | -% 089S | g8 |00 [ 73 0. 75
1313 115-24 | 7.9 | -l | 0833 .2 | 555 | 7 830 1.SO
)31 | s\ 19 -284 | O.gz¥x i 5 44 | 7.30 225
1219 [)5./4 | XOM [-23y [0k28 |0 [|S5.24 |7 30 3o
1322 | 15.09 | €.l |[-249 [ o824 | . 5.0 | 7.30 375
1325 |10 | %.23 [-264 | 0821 |gyqg [438 | 724 4 ST
13286 [1s:05 | %28 |20 | pu%2c | 8.8 [T 1729 S
1231|498 §.28 [-278 089 | §7 |H4de [725 .o
V334 1499 20 -2% 1 0.%11 %3 H:32 1=7.24% e.75
133771 1497 ¢-29 -2gl | O.Klb 7 |4.25 72 7.SC
SRR
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): (G et Sampling Time: 12337
Samplers: 0. Derdci, A Tornseadch Split Sample With: ——<
Sampling Date: 1/ |/Z c2Y Sample Type: STl
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
% 1 D= 0.0 ¢pm

AQeaayshis T vOC3

SamPlE 1D 942024 MW -3B - Z024 11\




m@

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
P\D= 0.2 gpon

Well 1.D.: | ‘:6\ EA Personnel: Client:
Mw ’% K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY AT Hy© F\ eck"*\'—j c\audy
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Y\efon~ Dipeec-T1 \\/\\/?—Q'l"l TONC
Stick Up/Down (ft): " Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):

Shol vp A B £+ 03T P
Purge Date: Purge Time:

W12 [2024 OFUL
Purge Method: . Field Technician: ]
Jows £10uLS peaistelie puonQ C.Decn Jdo
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): 4.1 D. Well Volumzz)(f.t)( 3 Depth/}.{’ii/gltt_of Top (gnt’VC:
B. Depth o Watter (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
é‘%g }gé T1.4% G b,&y'—_}’ OEASTUAAN & PSP
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
40. LA i9.Q¢ k= Soreedn
S /  Water Quality Parameters S/

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume

(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (Liters)
GSHZ L% LG ) ik 0. 77 | b4 | 272|753 [©.25
Y5, =) 14.01 g .23 s 0 IS% | 10 A3 [7.S4 .75
o%¥4% | 13.9 [ &5 |-IC c. 1S5S ¥.5 | 1.25 [7.54 S0
o851 [(3.93 9.c2 |- c. 153 | 81 0-¥3 | 7-54 i o3
0854 [18.93 27 % c1s2 | 7.7 |[ces [71.55 | | Ay
0857 113.9)\ 9.5C |-22 c.149 [ 7.0 | 0.471]|77.S5 3.5
0700 [i8.93 | 9.5 |-2\ O. 149 el | 0.32 7.5y Y4.5C
0903 [¥3.8F | 9.6 [-24 749 | 4.4 |0.24 [7.53 5.2%
0906 |13.%% 9.73 |[-20L 0. 749 9.1 c.le 17.52 b Lo
590% [i388 |9.8% |-20 [0.751 | 3.¥ |o.2% |1.52 6 TT
cAVv2 | 13.80 9.97 ~-2G ©0.750 | 30 g2 IS Z “1.50
o115 [13.%4 (0-62 [-29 0.749 | 3.2 p-33 [71.53 ¥.25
ONE |13.8S Ic-0 | -30 c..I5® | 2.9 0.3¢ |7.53 S.00

SAMeLC

Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): s 3&&:’«/\ Sampling Time: oq91%
Samplers: C.velrici Split Sample With: —
Sampling Date: /12 2024 Sample Type: acob

RAcalusiS . YOCs

Samole W Y9264 -mMmuw-4 -ZS2H N2




m@

: :7 NEw YORK
STATE OF
OPRORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

e “\}\W g LRPQ iécla)sesr::;,ué.e;errick, C.Exo“jnsend lel;;It:C Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Iv;;)caatri\(‘)sr;u s Well Condition: N Weather: L_{ ,L F B \X\(\\(\
S::ndmg Meta Gauge Date: \\C’/( \ J -LL} Measurement Ref: q
S\t/\@k(l\?\;D\ (flt)CDe\(—’T WLM G Time: } ‘ Well Diameter (in): Tm/
X P T a VEY —
Purge Date: \ \ / \7// ?_L.\ I"urge Time:' . U@%@
Purge Method: Lb\]\] "-%’(D\/U Field Technician: P"—\—WW
A. Well Depth (ft): %\ ‘DC) D. Well Volume (f:;\:,ellgllzlg% Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
B. Depth to Water (ft): /‘ L‘J{w E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Ll% ‘ D6 Pump Type: P(;:N:\ w\/\‘i@
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): »—l ,)) C)q F. Three Well Volumes (gal) ([Ij):' Pump Intake Depth: M\d (;Q{e@h
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (E}E units) (mV) (S/m) ] (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
0220 1902 | bad [ 7] DAL [ XA DD [ 168 1008 [ —
O [IHUS 1755 [-bD [0 | [p) )| 78K l
XL TTHIN .98 =0\ [ D2 [ LA 0.0 6%
KAS ] M5 [ <R -\ [ DA [ Y [ 0.0 [ 19
2 e T 5 D YA Yo =
el AL 4] 1-15) [0 [ D4 [D.D {7400
OeOU | (U 8.5 1-197 [D.BR [Y | 0.0 [7p) |
W [JHTE (KD =700 [0S | Y [ DD [T 1e0) |
VD 28 [ -1 027 T 93 [0 [Hia ||
DD TTHAR (R \0) 157 [ 0200199 0.0 e | |
D0 [ 1 %0 |25V 1 Ol | U2 | 0.0 [KOD |
A (Y120 | €W [-90pl DAl [ YD | 0.0 [KO0 \
WL TIWA 892 [9V% [ DA [ U7 [ D.O [ %00 |
NWS[HBL [ [98B [ D Dl [ Y1 [D.0 [X20 |
Total Quantity of Water Removed_(ga]): Sampling Time: )Y 1/
Samplers: A TVINSS LN“S Split Sample With: )
Sampling Date: k\‘[\’l g ) Q_ Sample Type: Qj‘r(lm
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: P& DD TN -

Coupp) € AT HE DY U - MINHBR- L D) VT

\IDC e

TS




Department of

®
f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
M\M" XD bF\ K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location: Well Condition: RN g Weather: b )

Wynantskill, NY (—'\ J l‘\% ? S\W\X\U\

Sounding Method: ) Gauge Date: ; l Measurement Ref: : v

PRROA SRy T WL WM jite
Stick Llp/Down (Ft): Gauge Time: \ Well Diameter (in): -
HDEA DD 2

Purge Date: \\ | f \L\ ’L\/\ Ptlrge Timei | \ 6%D
Purge Method: LG\]\\ "»’Ev\ \)\/\} Field Technician: rx Tb \/\}\(\g) ’ej/\ d

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): l q ww D. Well Volume (ft): “ \\\_OB Depth/Height of Top of PVC: ,_?:\
B. Depth to Water (ft): R\) .\ 2’ E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): t 6\0 Pump Type: P@( \ w\p
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: = N
q pth (£t) (A-B) O, &y (8 L)J\(J)[] P P W\\d\’SC‘(Cm
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
ﬂs) 4 (oC) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
(B2 154 145 [9) 020\ [, |01y [QY0 | Q2K [ —
1525 [N6AB [ 12 [ KR [ [ U2 [AD [ IDHD] |
DA [led | 97 | €6 [ DB0K [ s 1 DO [IDHD \
ST 1502 | 1.0 [ Kl [C307 [yie | D.ud [ 104D \
oL [ 159 [0 [AD [ 02Dl [ 239 [ 0.35 [104D |
COS 150 [0y [ [ D [l bl (1040
UL 19 1502 [99 [D.7ag 208 [0 [0 [
551 [l %92 110 0296 ] 205 1015 [10ED |
oM 159X 1A 110U T 02%p | 1A [ DY | [DUD |
S [ 1999 [ (39 [ (O [ DIAS[ 1549 [ 501 [1D.40D
OO [11o.01 [, KX [ 11\ [ 0249 [18.9 [0.0 [ 10D
|
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: 1n(OD
Samplers: B“(D\/\N\Qﬁg\(\d Split Sample With: e
Sampling Date: \\ ] ] ! ) U& Sample Type: QJv-Q lD
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: P\ 0 } Pgm

Campl® A\, U DY - M W-1DAA-IM U )L 12

Dl { SAE Naes




®
NEWYORK | Department of
oreorTuny | Environmental
= Conservation
= GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well I.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
S " Mo - (O K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY goe A S59)%¢  clovdia
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: ] Measurement Ref:
Herca dipger-T N/ ;Zol‘f TowvC
Sticlg Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in): ‘
shee e v 2 Ly T &f A PN
Purge Date; ) Purge Time;
H_/H/ZOZH IS0C
Purge Method: Field Technician: .
(0w £1ns AR PIMP C Desrave AL (nsea L
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
49. 2 | 0-653 A
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
|b.-4 pei drae e e ™MPe
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: .
P b 443 ich-Scezen (v 39~ 40 e PTonc)
/ I ./ Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
(SO° | )5.14 | 8oo e o471 [0 | ¥X[Z23.94 ] 025 [ —
153 [14.53 | 8§20 | 290 |o.4l12 | ©O |6.80 [I4.52 0.5
{S0b 4. \F %.29 204 |o.4774 | c o 615 |24.7Y L. 50
509 4.t B. 34 20 0.474 | O b.H [249.9I Ry LS
1512 )Y . 1O 3.3% | 209 0475 | o .\ | 2500 3.co
155 14,08 §.494 21\ o.475 I b.&3 | 29537 ERISST
iS¢ |40 2:5% | 213 oIS [ 1.3 . 5% |25 34 4 .50
(S52) 1t w3 3.5 215 0.47u I.2 .4Ug% | 25.60 5.2%
1524 i39% |%.e3 S o.47b | 1.3 0.5 |25 73 . OO
1527 13.9¥ .1 2i 0.4l 3 .45 |25.87 b,75
SAvPLEl —— =
I
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): 1 T8 g\ Sampling Time: 1S2 7
Samplers: @& Deionue. A.Tocoa s L Split Sample With: (—-—74
Sampling Date: \\ / i1 /Lo’}"f Sample Type: N Cobo
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
P10 6. vom
Anciius)s = YOC s
SAMALE 1D HH2024 - MU - [04H = ZD2.4 11N




M)

f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

'

N2 [2Y

Well ID.: EA Personnel: Client:
ML;) - \b 6 K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location: Well Condition: Weather: u gL{' .
Wynantskill, NY D j-ply ] 4 Ancl ) W S'}"(u (h\u
Sounding Method: Gauge Date! ﬂ] ]/ - Measurement Ref: ,
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in): /1

A, [Lh o

L)

Purge Date: Purge Time:

1527

Purge Method:
| oo - ’ﬂ'éw

Field Technician: 44K
(o34 by

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): J}Z, % D. Well Volume (ft): 0 ' éb S,; Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
B. Depth to Water (ft): /’/ S j E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): S_D gg Pump Type: ﬁemé}—d | 7’7 ¢
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): jq (/( ’AL F. Three Well Volumes (ial) (E3): Pump Intake Bepth:
! g2l A J2 He
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mVL (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
[323 /513 [T [ 1FK [p.1RY (24t [64H [5 720 [ .25 —
326 [/5 00 [%.9) [ 124 (a2 [is, 2|5 @ [ 525 e 25695
(A sy 249 | ipl ["ad® 12,0 [ 4.2914 25 125
12221 1912 | dap b | 013S 1.1 CIEA B Do) e e 7 B m
)ov5 1Sl | QT L@ 018 o] |gycle2y lols[2ee
1k S /L1908 | bs [/ [24 [G27 [shes s 2> [ 39
RTINS T S 0 15% 2.3 Sr e g R e Tipss
a5z [ 310S g7 | 0/g |28 |el-OH 505 |58:25 |52
517k 3 N T=IT Gl I ATOR (=l S (-8 [902 | Szs [s25 |
1353 | 15772 |Qed [52Z |p.lbl || RIK| 25 025 (w35
[Total Quantity of Water Remoy/ed (g=h: ( Q";LS_ &= Sampling Time: /=8
Samplers: Split Sample With: —
Sampling Date: | T]}/"/‘,/} A Sample Type: Qf""‘ré”




NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

(Well I.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
ML -~ ’ Ovw K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather: 25
Wynantskill, NY Q)Q‘,DCL L SET 4 Mestly clodly
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
HevAa DSipee-T 1\7\\ /202‘4 TovC
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
sHic v A B Ly O30 (i~
Purge Date: Purge Time:
W2/ 2w24 1 21%
Purge Method: Field Technician:
I F1owW P CASA Al-h C Pomp C. Decaue
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): _ : D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
55 L& 0 953 Voo A
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
11.2% ; PSSt gome
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
2.34 P M SN
V4 A v/ Water QuAlity Paramefers J/
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
\ 208 [ 3.8 | 9.4 | |85 0.529] 4.3 2.4 [ .32 |25 | ——
1220 | 14. o0 4.9 | 173 0.S2\ | 3,2 Loy [T L B TRS
1224 | |4.e7 | 183 | )7y csa | 3.2 | 0.49 [ 1.9 .15
{227 . N 10.22 | 170C 6. 31% 2.5 ©.4% | )2.23 2.25
1230 191w 10.22 | g9 c.SI¥ (.7 O.49 |)2.H0o 3,CC
1233 | j4.22Z | 0.1 w1 | o5& | L6 [ NT[12.(3 2.75
1236 | 128 | 10.20 [ los [ o6.'9% | 1.2 .3 [12.90 4.s%
1239 [ 4. 25 | ©.24 [ 163 | 0.519 T 0.49 [13.06] 5.25
1292 | 4. 3° | 16.26 12 | ©.51% 1.1 O.d% [ 1345 . 0T
14S w429 | J6.27 | v 0-Sig ).\ 0.49 [13.33 -
—— —— SHM™EOUL| ——1
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): |78 et Sampling Time: \2H S
Samplers: C.Dernue Split Sample With: r. —_
Sampling Date: nWh2 /LG),H Sample Type: Qo

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
P1O=0. 0 pem

AnoldSis - Vols

SaMPe 1D AY2629- MW -1I0W- 2724 W2




M

NEW YORK | Department of
orrortuny | Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well L.D.: N\\(\) ~\DK‘0 P\

EA Personnel:
K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend

Client:
NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location:
Wynantskill, NY

Well Condition: : ]
G e

Weather: L_J\CDB F C,\ QUd u

Sounding Met. hod

WL

Gauge Date:

WY

Measurement Ref: TBC/

Stick Up/Down (ft)

SHCENG. T

Gauge Time:

1020

Well Diameter (in):

o

Purge Date: \\ I 7/\/\

Purge Time:

12\

Purge Method: \/D\M /\’\b\/\s

Field Technician:
f\,T’\\\/\M\%/\CI

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): 2'% .LD D. Well Volume (ft): 0 ‘ \\05 Depth/Height of Top of PVC: % 'LU
f. Depth to Water (ft): \b C\ \4) E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): ’L %\ Pump Type: w-\ @u/\r‘\v
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): \‘/\ \ —L\/\ F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (ES):g.LIE‘) Pump Intake Depth: W\»d_gc\(w\
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
) TIOST 1A% T IeA [0qAd [ 20 732D 14120 [0 | —
) i [9%) [l 10709 [ K3 [ d2Y [ \
05 L 25 5 O 1 T 77 2.2 Vid 1
A 1999 [ 20 15 [ DDl | G L%
122 linal 732 178 [ 0.0, 5 | 24
A T165 [ [1Zb [0 1, [ Tw0
LHL ISR L) | 196 [ il h\n LAY
151152213 [\ [ DS Ty T S
A oL 15, e [0 Lo LS
AW 162 (A% [V [Dpss 1Ly Ty \\ B
—
—ili
|
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: L ELT
Samplers: A ﬂD‘mN\(\ Split Sample With: .
Sampling Date: \U \LL‘LL Sample Type: f\‘g\‘rm n
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: AN 0.
R D D 2 i




M

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
(SJPPORYEJNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well I.D.: A( EA Personnel: Client:
M if toq/ K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: W}ll Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY il HUM [ porlod 1—{‘,2 F ) ﬂa%ﬂ Ao d

Sounding Method:

o) (M

Gauge Dzité’ Y

l/u[‘uj

Measurement Ref: [

’ﬁjﬂ/

Stickvbpmft)z
VA

Gauge Time:

Well Diameter (in):

LODD
Purge Date: ‘L/IL,’LD"LL\ Purge Time: i@q\
Purge Method: Field Techmman
(s Moy £ (ox ctu
Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft):

Ui

D. Well Volume (ft):

Depth/Height of Top of PVC:

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

D53 -
B. Depth to Water (ft): 4 \gb E. Well Volume (gal) C D).@,a \g. Pump Type: ﬂ‘em#‘i /f‘(
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): 5/1 }Z C’F. Three Well Volumes (ge’zl)z(‘E:lS):I ( Pump Intake Depth: i é/ / W—
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity [ Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (oC) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
33 [1524 [S3F (1D [oW¥ [19.27 [331]4.5S | d.25 | -
Mue 23S [ S IsFH] vt o A [1-SC| 02000 H
(443 [ 15 32 g3 1j4q [pb¥ |j1d4 |3l [acs [T, >
[“4b Jic3e [ R3x[ige [D.IO0 | 5.2 [ppo [9.5T 025 | 225
1491 1 1A 0] 933 [13Y [0 (<3 [[Ved Ay (228 [&2.58
MBA_ 95 g2 124 ["00p |10 [nsD [A4.SSL o@;" 3T
(ST e [XYF 117 (.96 [Z2ow [ pop| 2.8 [0 25 [ 4.58
sk 119 a] € | /4 2108 [yo  |pse [94F (0625 5.2€
1SPI 1125 B "2 | ApS | D8 600 | 1.7 | & 23 (ni50
Ul < 18] R 10‘( pinC | D€ |oeo |G| 22325
15D [ INA8 | £330l oM |k D4 |poo laad 028 [Thph
Total Quantity of Water Removed (ga}f /( sl Sampling Time: 15D F
Samplers: Split Sample With: 7 .
Sampling Date: 1/ / /IZL? Sample Type: o 14>

J




m@)

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well L.D.: - EA Personnel: Client:
\\’\\(\\ i \0% K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather: .

- Crerl Hes F Clouch
Wynantskill, NY D g
Sounding Met(god: W T w \/M Gauge Date: \ \ ( \ Z/L‘\ Measurement Ref: TM/ '

WO - L )
Stick Up/Down (ft): ; ; Gauge Time: \Io)ﬁ Well Diameter (in): L.\ i

LY (P
Purge Date: \ \ / \ 7// ?/L/\ Purge Time: \ \ l\o

Purge Method:

LOW -flow

Field Technician:

ATounseind

Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft): <) R
03D G

D. Well Volume (ft): O %5

Depth/Height of Top of PVC:

B. Depth to Water (ft): .-—) . \—}-

E. Well Volume (gal) C’*D):'Z:)> %6

Pump Type: pe){’f\ PWV\D

C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): % C)')D

F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3):
=)

Pump Intake Depth: [\’\L\U\' SWC/@(\

Water Quality Parameters

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
W T M DTl 1219 | RS [9.0 1291 [210 [ 0 | —
W2y IS0 [ 224 [0, | Dlocs| HT [55] r
Lyl daxt | SM V200 | 8050 H2 15 o5 l
ST 80 [ T [ T 0el [ 2H 235729 | 1
00D 2,98 [ Zen [ I0 [ Dol [2.0 5.0
WD [1A9D [ €dp [2A0 10WS] | L5 [23%2
1w (1508 € 1, T L0 (0D [ .1 580
U9 [ H 9 [ KA 1210 1 Digal | L2 2308 \
NWOLI 1598 1 ®0 [ 209G [OWHY [ 2.0 | 52D \.
NS5[ 2l [ 935 [ 209 [ Dg#h [ 2.0 [ 230 [ TIK ||
'|
\
|
|
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: ‘1 1 =
Samplers: A N DVWNS? }V\d Split Sample With: "=
Sampling Date: Ll ’/ 12 ! 74 Sample Type: (:Srab

PIN. D ;% 4l

<ampie \N. UH200 Y M-8 -1 UL

Bl !3"\\‘ Voc .

©



COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
PD=0.C e

®
i NEWYORK | Department of
orrarruntty | Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.; = EA Personnel: Client:
MW | C K A K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY QGOC‘K 41 13 <M Sﬁhj cAouokl
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Heon Dipper - T W/ w2024 Te\e
Stick Up/Down (ft): % Gauge Time: . Well Diameter (in):
U vP Vv 2 kv 1020 2
Purge Date: Purge Time:
W /12/26824 123
Purge Method: ) Field Technician:
Lows Now pefigraic po™e C. Dew i
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
22.27 0.1W3 + 3N
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
7,32 -4 peAstalLRe pUmp
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Wellvﬁolumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
{4,995 5 LA -Gl 2N
&4 Vi / Water Qyfality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
23 |[1H.1v | Ftl 89 | 0592 | 23S | 245 [17.3) ©.ZS
N2¢ \4.23 7.27 1SY o.59 [ wy.2 | .19 |7 2) c7%
129 L3>, [T 151 0-5%¢ | $.u 1,53 | 7.3 i-5G
132 [ 1427 [ .08 [ 151 [0.583 [ 3.0 [1.42 [7 30 2.25
N13S | M2 | .0 | iS1T [O.5F) -5 | I.35 | 7-3) 2.0
1\ 3% H.30 7. 04 152 o578 | 5.4 1-25 1.3, 375
114 1.2 7-03 133 C.5%1 5.0 AL | 7.2 H .50
w4 | )y-27 | 7.03 | 153 [0.577 | 3.% 1,05 | 7.3 5.25
W7 | 14.33 | 1.62 = 0.577 3.7 .10 [ 7.3 .00
NsO | 1H4.27 | 7.02 | 1S4 [C¢.517¢ | 3.6 1L,.0@ | 7.3 .75
e — SAO L —
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): 1. 78 3@\ Sampling Time: IWsSC
Samplers: C.Decntrc Split Sample With: =
Sampling Date: 1\ /‘ z/ 2024 Sample Type: ot

AU 535S ¢ vVOCSs

[SOMDIC D . HH20 24~ MR~

JCEA—202 4 (L\2

v



®
NEWYORK | Department of
gromtuny | Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.: EA Personnel Client
M}'ﬁ ‘.Bq K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather: o™
oud
Wynantskill, NY bm/{ Cgl '—} C’ lﬂ
Soundmi‘e ethod: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: o J
N L\ i 2oz2y —Cl
Stick Up/Down (ft): ‘iv 1/, Gauge Time: ]DCD Well Diameter (in): Z
P Date: P Time:
urge Date ”/H /Wu/ urge Time [ g‘gg
Purge Method: Field Technician:
o —FAouS . Codlidy
i
Well Volume
W ft): 4 B i 2
A. Well Depth (ft) L{ z Qg’ D. Well Volume (ft) O : (({l 3 DeptlyHeight of Top of PVC:

B. Depth to Water (ft): q} LD E. Well Volume (gal) C"'D):S- 3 ?> Pump Type: . 3
) PEaltelficC
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): 35_ ?_5/ F. Three Well Volumes (ga E?;ll 8 Pump Intake Depth: “ g— 9%
0 e

Water Quality Parameters

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (oC) (pH units) (m\j_) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
558 [[Sld [ FOE [=8F [ Dol 13T (019 [T 1025 | —
a0t 163 [ hL) 1= | s suC F=Flo.00 | 13| O0X6[DFT
ot [ 1506 [ 631 [ 4G [rotn S oo 220 005 iy
(P02 5 15‘.!3 .5l =03 bpe® 12,9 le-op 13+l 0.2009 08
(et |igwZ [ [-Uu¥|opo? [2.32 OB [F2 | o252
Mol 10500 (653 [-YHE§ (063 (IS |pos 230 | 025328
ol 8 [6Sd [-4q [poZH | [ Y Joodp |30 025y 53]
lplT iyas @58 |-4q loo=z/ | [ 9 [po [32> [6.25 525
22 [ T Kol 53 [-H4 [ooF2 | (2 [pod [ [O2C @oes
1,251 1% [ b5y |-Ma 0633 | [.| o) | +30 |65 |25
Total Quantity of Water Remove f:gal)’ lQ ’);—‘S_—C Sampling Time: i& Zg'
Samplers: Split Sample With: ED-0]

Sampling Date: [[/11 /7624 Sample Type: e
- f Vg t
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: i




®

{ NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

low flove genstaltne Pvm

C.Dernde

Well 1.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
MU\} ) \\ K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY Lad 4" pactly cwwodly
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Heron Dippec-T W /W J2024 Tovc
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
o330 7 i
Purge Date: = Purge Time:
N/12/ 224 1532
Purge Method: Field Technician:

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
PID = 6.1 ppm

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
2 O - S 2.000 "~ [Wa)
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
9-7 21,52 PCOASTal ¢ OYMY
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: ¥
0.7 4. S Mick-Screen
L
/ / [/ Water Qbality Paramejers i
Time Temperature pH ORP Conéuctivity Tuxsidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0Q) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
IS32 | i3.eA |!C 48 I1S% odsy | w2 [ 4.324 [9. %l .95 | o
iS3S |14l 1o\ [ V30 | 6.485 | 5.7 | 3.4 | 9. 3i &1%
IS38 1 j4.22 | 1c.00 13) O 497 5. 3.5 | 9.79 (.5¢c
\54l [ )Y.39 W.o | 134 |c. %0y | 5 ¢ [2.02 977 2.2
1S4Y [ IM.2) 9979 | 138 o538 | 45 3. V& [01.37 3.0
ISY49 | 14.30 | 9.9 12S 0:%81 | 39 -y M e 235
Isst | (441 q.%9 3 16.925| 2% | 213 n 4.30
563 | H.3Y 9.%4 132 .84 3.4 3.0Y4 | 9.77 5.2%
iSSv [11.39 9.79 | 13c_| 9.547 | 3.2 | .97 | 277 & -0
1SS | 14.4| 9.77 | 130 ©.55% | 3.2 EN S €. 77 s
: SAMEPLE. =
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): 1.7% Sampling Time: ISSY
Samplers: C.Demouc Split Sample With: —2
Sampling Date: w12 /2c24 Sample Type: QTelo
7 Y

Analgsis’ VOCS

Sao\t 1O SYZEZH - MW I\ =229 2




m@

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

f NEW YORK
ATE OF
SPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

I1/il /2674

Well 1.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
MI\IG H\ \L\ A’ K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location: 2 Well Condition: Weather: .

ynantskill, NY [ A (Of °F devrd Y
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:

Hei, 1M 1u 26572y T
Stick Up/Down ft) ’ﬁ Gauge Time: i Well Diameter (in):
l/\ 1 ODL 7/

Purge Date: Purge Time:

[SDL-

Purge Method: ( ﬁg\,‘)

Field Techniciany
2V by

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): HO C{D D. Well Volume (ft): 0 ' \(Qb Depth/Height of Top of PVC: A
B. Depth to Water (ft): % /\g E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): 6‘4 3 bl Pump Type: r 3 Jh_ ’ hz
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): 51' t}’( F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (ES)I:(‘D s l Pump Intake Depth Q »
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) J» (liters)
/s072 11085 [kl [ B¢ [s4r0 [2.3 035 221028 —
(S05 | o 1 H (3 [156 | ouHe]| 7.0 [Bny [&.20 [n 2570 5]
W8 11622 6.8 [ |51 [py3z |22 [pod | 7.22 [ 25]/-5®
S L ibtd [0 | /33 HY 2, 8 laed | §22 |S535 9. 25
0y e |3l [9X o e R e O [P | 5 2 7 o =
1573 | 1L 0% |6 3 3o [p.8983 o o= Ieao [B§2). lpivs [S57—
1 o)l [ (&4 lpua > |ory [€22 025 (4.
(523 e | b | X fdeq | A] s | &-27 |6 28 |52
15U 11<.G1 [wab | B4 DHed [ 03 [pnid [&22 [62S5 [G.en
SV | sqp [t | 4D Od o] [pew |22 | 625 |35
(<L [i5qe [p. 26 | 9b cudeq oD | 00 | 22 | poc | 252
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): -1 Y Sampling Time: (S22
Samplers: Split Sample With: _—
Sampling Date: {1/ n 12024 Sample Type: Sl

J




Pdﬁjc [ oF 2

®
NEWYORK | Department of
orrortunity | Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.: S EA Personnel: Client:
MM) == l l >) A/ K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather: l lﬁ
Wynantskill, NY /_ﬂ, 'vs{,-\‘ (0 ) CLO U\_QL j
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: i
Lz (15 WA L/ /oy JDEC
Stick Up/Down (ft): g Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
P LOED 2
Purge Date: Purge Time:
8 VALY 4 [2.3K
Purge Method: Field TechnicianZ
Low ~Hlow - Codiitdy
[
Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft): Sb LL, D. Well Volume (ft): O ( Q Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
. ‘ 3 =

B. Depth to Water (ft):, E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type: ! :
(.8 3. 8L pedstuit
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
ALY, : 25 e
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0Q) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)

1L3% [(F.63 | H-96 [2bd [D-0ov) 2w
oy [ BFe? | U308 [ 264 | n.opy Ko
A | [T ST A 831965 | nap |3

01 [(,85 [ .25 = |
£ |Wwads |0.Ls5 | 0-FS
3L w89 [p.25] 4T

VLR (2, o U 81 [2LC [ poor [1IR [2.351( .89 [0.25| 2. 2S]

LU VI L] 43S [ | pess | {BR f1 |0 | e

1159 [ 137 I [2.6u | poso | (B 81 D212 57
| L 0-00D [¥S

KNP

o 14 o250
3 (v 'ﬁ G’l;— q 7/)—
SV | & Pq 23| 6 -co

2ol | FR3 Ukt | 0-coo| (9%
1’10%- (TS S 2a] o-gw | 1K

!

(o€ ([T AC U | 20 | vy | LI¥ DIV K9 | 029,35
6 [ 33| UGt [ A ot | 144 [pKe | O 25|51
‘I’BH 147(.0 SRR 420(4 v/_'){_\_’)’_/) lqw —JQO (DW bz';v— (S:’ZS’
KT e e v TN 1T Q2-000 | 1499 78 | b&] [».25" 9.
VO A | arY) q) Do | 19 9% [ 1,.€4 |27 |q.38
(A0 R G Tt 0600 | (99 | 43| &y |p-25 [10:CT
1223 | (3 38| g |20 | noss | 200 |( k(.89 0.2 (tl-26
L] P8 05D [ 3y4q | paw |00 | (L ¥ [Ad | a5 [12.6

QSIS e [E AR
; 2k
,@_L

Y
Y
.
1IS¥| 13 4
[
q
U

I
c
X

Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time:
Samplers: Split Sample With:
Sampling Date: Sample Type:

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
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m@

NEWYORK | Department of

STATE OF 3

OPPORTUNITY Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well LD: | AL S—11S A

EA Personnel:
K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend

Client:
NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY (-ﬂol)é
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:

Stick Up/Down (ft):

Gauge Time:

Well Diameter (in):

Purge Date: Purge Time:
Purge Method: Field Technician:
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
1324 [(3.H0 [HG L300 [I-000 [)0) [G.5% [ 1,89 [0 25 (2.3
3L [T+ 4o | Y62 [30F |pme 1200 |G s3[0€9 [0.25] 135D
(235|113 d] | Yl | 209 |pon (70| lys |G- | ©.25T14.2C
3¢ [ 1300 [ 5 BIhdy [ pose [{45 [L.30 | f | 2.25 |[$e
(34 | 3w | 588 [14% |0-09> |69 |b.25 |e. 81 526 ISy
(Juy | 1FIA [ 5.8 | 24 0-000 | LO% |(o.Xe [(a -8 | &2 /lp. SO
B4FH[ VIS [ 5239 [ UH [ 00 (702 [0 [08F |02 [Ty
(1sb [IAY (o33 (15 | pow [205 [543 | 686 025 [i8sp
s [Hga [5- |k oo [ 20FH] AU | (,.X@ | .25 | (R3S
(%50 [ 24 5240 [ 135 | pmo | 200 | 58U ,.80 [ 0. 26 T19.50
(veq] [ (323 ]| 5270 230 | 0-666] 7% 5:36]4.85 | o0 2879628
Mol | (FAA |53 | 23 [ D-ow | 241 [5~FY| [ ® |02 U ob
1905711204 | 53n (232 | Doy | 24 1533 | (08 | 0.25 | L1.3F5
1408 | 2.2.L [ 53n | 2572 | 2000 | 2 [ 5y | (0.8 | 626 22D
s =8
Total Quantity of Water Removed (get)” —2,2L.5D Sampling Time: 4yo<
Samplers: Split Sample With: W/M/D
Sampling Date: tu W\ 1.0 Sample Type: a2t
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: IMEN— M Dug € aaler
Jed puge vl




m@

NEW YORK
SPaRTuNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

/njway !

‘I[Well I.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
71’\) 5 K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condltmn bb \11 o |Weather: / P
Wynantskill, NY ’\Lskd /y‘.; ' - U)ﬂ H Ybr“ M"}*{ ClMLj
Sounding Method Gauge Date:

Measurement Ref:
T

Y

Stick Up/Down (ft) M h

Gauge Time:

[0pD

Well Diameter (in):

2

Purge Date: / Z' _//L I#

Purge Time: / %/2

Purge Method:

(a3-How

Field Technician: % m
ld"ﬁ

Well Volume

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

A. Well Depth (ft): { Q L{) D. Well Volume (ft): - (0 3 Depth/Height of Top of PVC: N
B. Depth to Water (ft): IO. L{o E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): ‘, LQL Pump Typewn;f_}_‘ I.'l-, "L
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): O, ‘67 1/{ F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E): mg Pump Intake Depth: R
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
30 N TF [LIX [1ax [O0S5SY[T¢C [T3L [i2n | 0-20 |
193y load | F02 [ 1AV [osys 1R [0-7¢ [n. 35 ] O zr-aqc’
(53 [ead | 3% | 26> | 052K : o [ 030128027 [[.SD
IS34 | le94 [ -U9 | 263 10¢ly [ ZOo |jsh [1688] 0.0 (22T
BHLL (A a2 e | 203 0S5 | 7. | Tyolied] |02 co
1GYS | e 99| oYl |2r2 e Wb L 3y | L5 20 5257 2 D
ISR j0.9¢ ] 0uq lzou losin [p0 |4 . 2011/03c [O2]y Sz
Pl | lwae | bwz [0 | 02|00 (190 lneza [0.25]5 5¢
JchH| (v al]| ® | 209 C/ S| 0.0 [F 624 | 025 |6
(053] jear] Wiy (214 Jocao [0 [l [ 1] 25|35
Total Quantity of Water Removed ): { g ) ,-?S’—E Sampling Time: /§§1
Samplers: Split Sample With: —_— .
Sampling Date: 1 '/'// 272 Y Sample Type: mhé’)

d




Wiz Lo

W/rsp [

P&jA JoF 2

M@

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

=

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well I.D.:

TU O

EA Personnel:
K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend

Client:
NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

I/12/29 % 11)13 4

Location: Well Condjtion: Weather: . T e Jily
Wynantskill, NY S eod U XD 1, L M&’i
Sounding Method: l/,f_,,bn LUJ_, M Gauge Date: / // / 1 Z‘L H Measurement R7efbj;€

Stick Up/Down (ft): ﬁ/ t)% 14 Gauge Time: / Oé 5 Well Diameter (in): Z

Purge Date: Purge Time:

e = (R\Y

Purge Method: {
low My

Field Technician: L/‘

C_a'.‘\ iy

[J

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

7

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): 2! &D D. Well Volume (£ft): O [(63 Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
B. Depth to Water (ft): g gl E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): 2 /l Pump Type: /é/ﬂj,/—d /1[7<
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): /Z (?C/ F. Three Well Volumes (galL(‘EF): ﬂs§/ Pump Intake Depth:u /(g S?C\)
[ L’) o - L4
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
el [R.oo |35 |93 [l ow 4.v e — 14.95 | 6-25] ~
el o) [Hi [-99 | o [ 692 [0S0 oo | p. 3¢
(W ZL 13N [5g5 [=1e1 [ pp 2000 |0 B3 [id | » 25|/ 5@
291 1335 | 925 -led |y pe 1725 liptS™ [4D(6 | 025225
w2 | 139 [ 427 1-93 | 0% 253 |j.09 |88 0252 ce
10| (3231925 [-loy | Los (3 [1.39 [/43F5 ¢ 25| g2
3% [ 4 F e 328 [-9F [ .01 [s23 [1.eZ [/S36|0 20| 40z
jlwo | 1 Fov | 398 | -4y LoZ (¥ 1245 /520,25 |5 .27
Aul R - — DAY e e R
xﬂéﬁ )
Bl D85 | BHH) | 2 [.0% [ 2000 [D9d 188 025
02l | WY1 [ h2 [ -G 100 oo 1. 995 0,5
ONY [ 919 [ el 1 =72 10499 | AL | p.52.1945 025
K[ [ ad [9K 1 Das) [Ho [ 0.0 484 [ 024
W2 [ 16X [ pda [« Tpd[3 9451 0.0 DA [n25
oA 5L G A5 U [0 ATl Teid | 0.0 [ 0HD [ 025
2ol 194951647 | A 1090% T4I.0T 0O [WS0[0)5
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time:
Sampl%rs: . &(g, ]ig'\_ SplitPSar;gxple With: CD-C1.
Sampling Date: \ Y ’) \H [ Sample Type: S ae L




NEWVORK | Department of
SPPORTUNITY Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well I.D.: EA Personnel: Client:

N/Dw K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY 1‘"\ ‘/ %\,X[\(\\ l
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: T

‘DL/

Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
Purge Date: Purge Time:
Purge Method: Field Technician:

Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft):

D. Well Volume (ft):

Depth/Height of Top of PVC:

B. Depth to Water (ft):

E. Well Volume (gal) C*D):

Pump Type:

C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B):

F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3):

Pump Intake Depth:

Water Quality Parameters

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
KA [1557 [ 9% [ 1 0207 1407 1 ha 102 0729
WRU7 1o H | B | 9 085 | 2061 [ 0.0 [|DuH 1
XU [ 154 | K ] 10 [ &7 1 0.0 (101D \
_%&LI.Q 1S w1 o | [ DRI [z | DO [[D.IY |II
|
\
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: ﬂ ‘éL <
Samplers: Split Sample With:
Sampling Date: Sample Type:




m@

NEWVORK | Department of
orrorruniTy | Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well 1.D.: /f\o ] 0‘}

EA Personnel:
K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend

Client:
NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Location: Well Condition: Weather: P
Wynantskill, N'Y AU c\ SZ r Y\Ay\/\\-{
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Levbn vy )7y oI
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Di ter (in):
ck Up m\/\ auge Tim [D-\\)D ell Diameter (in i
Purge Date: Purge Time: .
n/z’%//za 0823
Purge Method: ' Field Technician: | ' -
L Mo L. Codsideg
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): — D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
273523 817 i
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type: 2 )2
P (£t) €. B (zal) /L,,S p Type ,ﬁél/‘iﬁz/h(_
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): ’ L‘ i b\ ‘ F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): ,7/ Pump Intake Depth: “ ) \;7‘ Z}
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
b . (hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
D%I5T D Mo [Z29= 6,599 1333173 [, [e¢-2 | -
oIS JGaB 14T [pseq (&9 ]2.5201428 | 02 | ¢
ORIl 15w [ 1e3) [ (20 [0WY 332 J7.00 [@15 | 4.2 142
OV5 2] 1 AV ) n\ cUZ [e=kR /48 [ T3 | o 2 [T
p¥3s 1 iSA | Lau pual | V53, 3l 4y o2 [2.Y
Rl ML 1‘_-, AM H’Jr 0 Ut @,Lﬂo 236 la 1D a2 3G
p3U [ SA] 34| g0 | g2 [RIF]13 35403 D 2 |4
TN e M L Qg L 120 | pipa 1248 34514043 a0 [4qq
pfuzlisarl 2ol 20 | pudl &1 74Y4lga3 (o2 4.8
D40 [ IS A% ] 36 [12] [puwl [253 [3¢a [a13 Jo2 5.y
352 1L AR [LDE LIRS louel 212 12,8100 lo 2 |b.oe
DEL | bag [ 33 128 | 0 quo AR =5 A5 102 Jp
0554 | JboF | 532 [ 1] | pawo [i32 1323141 |91 |39
OBl |y 12 116 Joyeg 1157 |2 Fi 1613 oy |3.%
DA J -ty [T RS iFs| ousalidt [T X943 o2 |84
Q¥ | (bos” | g8 |36 | eusd |32 |3 89[9.43 |on Ho
RPANL [10.05 1 35128 [pusd 1120 13 8WI143 [ Ao |3
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time:
Samplers: _L{ Split Sample With: —_—
Sampling Date: T /l’% '1'7 9] Sample Type: QaA o




P‘j'\ 2 Z

®
NEW YORK | Department of
oreoatnry | Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.: ; EA Personnel: Client:
o mio ) e K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
Purge Date: Purge Time:
Purge Method: Field Technician:
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
Py [[oz7 [ 33 TI3R | nuSB 0 [3%FH[ a5 | 6.2 e
NIF o2y |32 | = 8| 095X g3 ] % 13 lo.2 (0.8
72¢ [~ [oqp (1Yl [ousk [ 250 [3 83 ax (o2 [(C%
01231 (o726 13 1ol a4 R ) Iyy|R X3 13,43 9.2 | AR ]I
0120 [ w20 | - 3% 4yl | p4SR | AT |38 | 4u3 [IZ [iz.6
0y 1Nyt 1paf Lju2 | aeg0 | M2 1395 1413 122 /3.2
ORI\ T 1589 hua [0Gsx[ Ipe |39 1403 [ o2 /85
04 TIb. %o | @39 [M] pusy |<wa [0S 9.8 | o2 |i19.4
092 |ile 35 | @24 [IM |pds2 [FoF24) g7 |02 [ISH
A9 1153 | i | jqr | odSE 156139 442 | pe [IS
09 | /o972 | 39 [Juq |l pysg 925 124, (2.3 (0.7 |lv2
0 | Jip.Hlw | Ho |91 o4s? [ Yl H > A2 1943 o2 [ Y
0450 [ kMl [ LU0 |14l [ py4s+[H6 359 [4173 3.4
Total Quantity of Water Remoyed {gal): M--".;'.H_Lﬁ__. Sampling Time: od st
Samplers: : Split Sample With: _
Sampling Date: J / A 3 /24 Sample Type: gras
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: /



NEWYORK | Department of
i Shortuny | Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.: ] EA Personnel: Client:
‘r\/\} i 06 K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
Wynantskill, NY ool 21°% _sunny
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Heon Dipper -1 \\/\\[LD‘LH “TOE
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
K\ s |T3c 2
Purge Date: : Purge Time:
] W /13/2024 5 o%o¥
Purge Method: Field Technician:
Vous £ low pea sredha QU@ C.Devnuc

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:
P\O =V L pomn

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
23, 3T O 12 ~ DN
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
B 2, 28 pec ot eU e
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
4.0 .85 A Seere €
/ / / Water Qyality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP CondYctivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
0gog | 14.30 <L NY 263 Ol | g2\ s 883 [ ¥ T | o2 ==
83 | M.3% | 8.0 | 235 | 0594 | 5¢.0 [ 372 | 9.3Y ]S
O8Iy 14,22 | ¥.99 225 1 0.589 | 26.6 | 4.35 [4.3) 1.SO
o%xiT 114.93 A%.05 | 220 | 0.9%9 2. | 3.00 | 9.3 b 0
20 | [4.89 9.09 2l 0-591\ A PG A R 3,00
0823 | .34 | 2.1 214 05 |1 4.3 |24 | 4.3 3715
026 [14.88 | 43 [ 212 |©599 | 9.3 [1.92 |49 3 4.50
0%27 | i1a4 2.5 Z)c 0. 5494 5:2 1248 |9 8i 5,25
0832 | 14.91 ol | 207 0.5% | 5.6 [ 195 | 4-3)\ (- 0T
0835 | 149 §4 . 15 264 059% Erfy I3 9.3 .15
0%3% | 14.79 EWES 2e) 0,bC0 Y. .37 [9. 3 7.5
T IEED .19 199 | o, oH 3.2 |1.497 |45 .25
o344 | M4 9.2¢ 197 0.Wwl13 H.4 LYG a3y 9.0%
S A PUE [0
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): " A Sampling Time: o% Yy
Samp:‘zrs: i E )c D mmﬂg"g_ Splitp Sanfple With: 0:{
Sampling Date: 1| /] 31205% Sample Type: ) (O

A nadlysis - VOCs

SO Q1e_ 1D . Y2024 -~ Tw O35 -202491113




®
NEWYORK | Department of
drgaronre | Environmental
Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
TV\}"’OC’l K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)
Location: Well Condition: Weather: a
Wynantskill, NY Gk 357, Suany
Sounding Method: o Gauge Date:; Measurement Ref:
Hevn Oipped =T i/l /2024 TOre
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
L1 sn 1030 PA
Purge Date: y Purge Time: B
W/13 /2024 oS
Purge Method: 1\ .U_d Llow Field Technician:
penstal\hcpumy C. Decn v
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
1%. 2 0.3 AN =2 A
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type: |
9 7 .y4 oeasyathc @ume
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pu;np Intake Depth:
5. 3V 4.33 Mtk - Ser€en
VA 4 _/  Water Quality Paramefers
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
eqfg [ a9l aRs-) 296 |- GNP | BLE pster LG9 | ©,/25
o093 iS.94 | 9.2% 22T T2 .\ .25 | 990 oI5
g2 {59 w52 o3 26¥ [ et] | ey {45 | 9.8% .50
091 | 19.72 [ 9271 | 231 |o.e®R2 | g o | VU3 |9.87 2R
CHRZ| 1595 | 9,26 | 20k [ 0.6b¥ [ 0O [1.Y48 |93 3 oo
Fi25 | 9 A | 9.26 | 269 | 0.2 | 0.0 | 1.55 |9.34 3.5
0928 | 1LLS | 9.25 | e | OLSS |[C.c LS8 [4.55 Yy .50
931 | lb.lv | 4.25 | 20w | 0.L5Y | 0O 179 [9.87 5. 25
0939 | |L-3b “4.24 20W C.eSO OO .7) q.¢77 & .0C
0937 | W6.49 a.2s et O-wMY | ¢ 5 [9.87 & 1S
S A ——
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): \VTX el Sampling Time: oi37
Samplers: C. Ve U Split Sample With: il
Sampling Date: W /12 ) 2024 Sample Type: Geodo

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Y\ = .0

DA\ ses - \VOCLs

CTOMple 1D - AH9202 - Two- o7 - 2024 N\ 3




m®

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
SFPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well I.D.: —\— '\D EA Personnel: Client:
\(\l K. Cassidy, C. Derrick, A. Townsend NYSDEC Roxy Cleaners Site (442024)

Location: Well Condition: _ . Weather: . pe
Wynantskill, NY QT\ O(ﬁ 2\-5_] y ¥ %UL“M
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: / ‘ Measurement Ref:
Lon, ety -T WLM W2 R,
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in): it

Push Joic) p
Purge Date: M ) Purge Time: q

ALY 15

Purge Method:

LOW- flow

Field Technician: A .‘TB\ M\W]

Well Volume

A. Well Depth (ft): ‘,I q% D. Well Volume (ft): B \ \D& Depth/Height of Top of PVC:
B. Depth to Water (ft): % %B E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): \ \_,\q Pump Type: PO(\ W\D
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): q : \% F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (Ej)"'{" Pump Intake Depth: (\ﬁdﬂ“}(@f}(\
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (oC) (pH units) (mV) (S/m) (ntu) : (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
N 161 [ 19 [ g [ Do [ 29020 [0 [0J6 | —
A0 e ] pA | < [ D [ Hin] D0 )
Ud2h [\ W] 0 [dSRL T Z6)] 6V | |
ARG | 1o [, &0 [ipe [0 [ 20,00 [ | 1
FECzARIT) B2 T UR T05a 715 TH0 |
(SRR R 'TD e\ Ty, 1 1 0.0 1
DA Lp 1B fp @) [ 1 [0S [T [0.0 [@dl 1
M D X0 7. 1050 172 [ 2.0 |
WA [T TG 199 TDoxe [[2.0 | 0.0 |
2SO IRV I T S 3 I S B W A O
\
|
|
]
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sampling Time: ﬂ(,{ [~
Samplers: N T\\\Av\gﬂfd Split Sample With: MK /MK
Sampling Date: v [} \&I] 9 L\ Sample Type: gmh
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: PIN DY
Sample, I HU2008 - TW-AD- 2D EGTTA HHD

A \JC|S \\()(‘ 3
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Appendix C

Analytical Summary Table



EA Engincering and Geology, P.C.

Version: FINAL
Table C-1, Page 1 of 3
May 2025

Sample Results Summary

Location 1D MWL w2 MW2B MW MW-B MW-03A w104 MW-103 NW-106 MW-106A

Sample Name| 4 111 12 4 1112 2024 12 4B20241112 1112 S 12 2024 112

Parent Sample ID
Sample Date 111202 1122024 1122024 1112024 1122024 1122024 1122024 111202 1122024 1122024 1122024
Analvte NYSDEC AWOS' | Unic Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
2600)
i o) s ol BTN B <onu “ouu “oiu “ouu “ouu <onu “oiu <onu “ouu “ouu
N s w 01U 02U 01U <0lu 01U <01y 01U 01U 01U 01U 01U 01U
L2 Triohloro-L.2. s ol 06U “03U 06U “0l6U 06U “0l6U 06U 06U 06U 06U “0leU “0l6U
N I w 018U ~036U <0180 015U <0150 015U 015U <0150 <0150 018U 018U 018U
i s sl ~oisu <03u ~0isU 015U ~0isu 015U ~0isu ~0isU ~0isU ~0isu 015U 015U
i s w 018U 036U <0150 018U SN 015U 015U <0150 SN 018U 018U 018U
I s el “onu “owsu ~onu “onu ~onu “onu “onu ~onu ~onu ~onu “onu “onu
1 00s w <0210 054U <0210 —027U <0210 —027U <0210 <0210 <0210 <0210 —027U —027U
I s el “o1ou “om0uU ~o1u “olou ~o1u “olou ~o1u “o1u “olu “oiu “olou “olou
i s w 016U 031U <0160 016U <0160 016U <0160 <0160 <0160 016U 016U 016U
12 Dibromo--Chl i sl “0s3U <13U “osu “0sU ~osu “0sU “osu “osu “osu ~osu “0sU “0sU
I Dibromide) 0.0005 w SN —025U ~013U “o13U ~013U “01U SN SN ENE “013U 013U ENEN
I 3 ol “o17u 035U <iru “o1ru ~oi7u “o1ru <i7u ~0i7u ~0i7u ~0i7u “o1ru “o1ru
i 06 w ~013U 025U SN “o1U ENE “o1U ENE EYE =013U =013U “013U ENENU
i 1 sl <iru “034U ~0iru “o1ru ~0i7u “o1ru <oiru <iru ~0i7u <iru “o1ru “o1ru
i (Mesiniens) s s <0170 <034U <0170 —017U 017U “017U 017U <0170 <0170 <0170 —017U —017U
i 3 sl ~oisu “031U ~oisu “01sU ~oisu “o1sU ~0isu ~oisu ~oisu ~0isu “01sU “01sU
i 3 ) NG “oxU ~017U ~017U 017U ~017U ~017U ~017U ~0171U ~017U —017U —017U
2 Hexanone 50 ol <13U <270 <13U <13u <13U <13U <13U <13U <l3u <13U ETEY] <l3u
Acetone 50 ) U =41y U <2 “2u <2u U U <2 U <2 <2u
Bengene 1 uol “oisU “ouU “oisU “o1U ~oisU “o1u “oisU “0isU “0isU “0isU “o1u “o1u
s ) “oU 064U “0nU B “onU B “0nU “onU “032U “032U “oxuU “0xuU
50 sl “o1u “o31U ~o1u “o1u “o1u “o1u “o01u “o1u “o1u “o1u “o1u “o1u
Bromoorm 50 ) 03U 06U <030 03U 03U 03U 03U 03U 03U <030 <030 03U
s el “15U 3U “isu 15U “isu <1sU “isu “isu <1sU “isu “1su <1sU
Carbon Disuide I e 15U 31U 15U =isu 15U =isu <150 <15U 15U 15U 15U 15U
Corbon Tetrachloride s el ETNTTY <0300 “01U “oou ~01U “oou “01u “01U “01U “01U “olou “oou
Chlorob s ) 018U 033U 018U 018U 018U 018U 018U 018U SN SN 018U 018U
Chiroethane s sl 06U “omu 06U 046U 06U 046U 06U 06U 06U 06U 046U 06U
Chioroforn 7 ) 019U 0541 ~0100 “01U 019U 015U ~010U 0361 ~0100 ~0100 “010U 01U
Chloromet s sl 05U “0900U 05U <0su 05U <0su 05U 05U <0su 05U 05U <0su
Gl s ) <020 58 13 02U 0381 02U <020 S8 02U <020 <020 02U
Gl 04 el 013U 026U BTN “oiU “oU “oiu “oisu “ou “oisu “oisu SN 01U
Cuclohesane NSL o 18U 35U 18U = 18U 18U = 18U 18U 18U 18U 15U 15U 15U
Cumene s el 016U 031U 06U “0l6U 016U “0l6U 06U 016U 06U 06U “0leU “0l6U
50 o “013U 026U ENE “013U S013U “013U ENEN ENE SN ~013U “o13U “o13U
s el <020 04U <02u <02u <02 <02u <02u <02 <02u <020 <020 <02u
Eybenzene s Y 014U 027U 014U 014U 014U 014U 014U 014U 014U 014U 014U 014U
(Cumens) s el 016U 031U 06U 016U 06U 016U ~0l6u 06U 06U 06U 016U “0l6U
M ate NSL o 08U 096U 048U 045U 048U 048U 048U 048U 048U 048U 048U 048U
‘Methy| Ethy| Ketone (2 Butanonc) 50 el <14y 25U <14 14U <14V <14U <14V <14V 14U <14V 14U <14U
Methylsobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl NSL ) 14U 27U 14U <14y 14U <14y 14U 14U 14U 14U 14U 14U
NSL uol ~ou “oxu BTNy SN “o1u BN ~ou ~o1u “ou ~o1u “ou “ouu
Meihylene Chlorde s ) 019U 038U SN “01oU “o0U “o1oU “oU SN SN ~010U “o1oU “o1oU
s uol ~02su “oaou ~02sU “02suU ~02sU “0xsuU ~02su ~02sU ~02su ~02su “02suU “02su
Naphihalene I e 025U <0190 025U =023U 025U 023U 025U 025U <0250 <0250 —025U <025U
s ol ~0leu 031U ~0lsu “oleu ~0lsu “oleu 06U 06U ~0leu 06U “0leu “0leu
N-Propybenzene s ) SN EE SN 011U ENTI 011U SN ENTIE NI SN SN 011U
0-Xylene (1 s uol ~oi6u 031U ~oisu 016U ~0i6u 016U ~oi6u ~0i6u ~0isu ~0isu 016U 016U
I s w 016U “03U 016U 016U 016U 016U 016U 016U <0160 <0160 016U 016U
Sturene s el ETNEY “026U ~onu “onu ~onu “onu ~onu ~onu ~onu ~onu “onu “onu
I s w <0170 “onu <0170 —017U 011U —017U 011U 011U <0170 011U 017U —017U
et Buty! Myl Ether m) uol ~oiru “onu ~oiru “o1ru ~oiru “o1ru <oty ~oiru ~0iru ~oiru “o1ru “o1ru
0 s w <0170 B ~017U —017U 017U —017U 017U 130 017U 017U —017U —017U
Tolune s el “onu 03U 0271 “oiu ~oiu “oiu ~oiu “oiU ~oiu ~oiu 01U 01U
Trans| s w 016U 031U 016U 016U 016U 016U 016U 016U <0160 <0160 016U 016U
Trans-1 04 uol ~o1su “onu ~o1su “ouu <1su “o1u ~1su 015U ~1su ~o1su “o1u “ouu
(1cE) s ) 017U 29 <0170 —017U <0170 —017U <0170 73 <0170 <0170 —017U —017U
s sl ~oisu “owuU ~oisu “ouu ~oisu “ouu ~oisu “01sU ~oisu ~oisu “ouu “ouu
Viny| Chioride 2 ) 019U EET ~010U “o1oU ~010U “010U 010U ~010U ~010U ~010U “01oU “o1oU
Xylones s el “1U <2u “1u <1u “1u <1u “1u “1u <1u “1u <1u <1u
Notes:

1. Screening leve i the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standards, 6 NYCRR Part 703, March 2023

L = Microgram(s) per et
1= Concentration s estimated

NSL = No screening level available

VOCs = Volatile organic compounds

U= Analyte not detected

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded.

Roxy Cleaners (442024)
North Greenbush, New York

025

Groundwater and Vapor Semi- Annual Sampling Summary Report
May 20



EA Engincering and Geology, P.C.

Table C-1. November 2024 Sample Results Summary
Location ID MW-107A MW-108 MW-108A MW-109 IW-109. MW-111 MW-114A MW-115A TW-06 TW-07
Sample Name 12 n2 “ v i 442024-FD-01-20241111 442004 MW-11120241112 | 442024-MW-114A-20241111 442024-MW-115A-20241111 442024 TW-06-20241113 442024-FD-02-20241113 442024-TW-07-20241113
Parent Sample ID 442024-MW-109-20241111 442024-TW-06-20241113
Sample Date 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024. 11/11/2024. 11/11/2024. 11/12/2024 11/11/2024. 111172024 11/13/2024. 11/13/2024. 111132024
Analvte NYSDEC AWOS' | Unit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
[VOCs (sW8260D)
11 (TCA) 5 gl <0140 <0150 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0150 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0140 <0140
11 s s <01U =01U <01U =01U 01U <01U <01U <01U <01U <010 <010
1.1.2-Trichloro-1 s Wl <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <016U <016U <016U <016U
1.1 I s <018U <018U <0180 <0180 <0180 <018U <0180 <0180 <0180 <0180 <0180
1 B el <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150
1 s s <018U <018U <0180 <0180 <0180 <018U <0180 <0180 <0180 <0180 <0180
1 5 el 02U “0nU “0nuU “0nuU 02U 02U <0 U 02U <02u 02U <02u
1 0.04 gl <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270 <0270
Il s el <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190
124 s e <016U <016U <016U <0160 <0160 <016U <0160 <0160 <0160 <016U <016U
1.2-Di 0,04 el “06U “063U <0630 <0630 <0630 “06U <0630 <0630 <0630 06U 06U
1 (Ethylene Dibromide) 0.0006. s 013U 013U <0130 <0130 <0130 013U <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130
1 3 Wl <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <017U ~017u “017u “017u “0170 “0170 “0170
1 06 " 013U 013U <0130 <0130 <0130 013U <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130
1 1 el <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <017U <0170 “017U <0170 <017U <017U <0170
135 s " <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170
I 3 ugll <015u “015U <0150 <0150 <0150 “015U <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150 <0150
14 3 gl <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170
2 Hexanone 50 el 13U <130 <13y <130 <130 13U 13U 13U 13U <130 <130
Acetone 50 s <2U <20 <2U <20 <20 <2U <2U <2U 300 297 =20
Benzene 1 gl <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 0371 0427 <0140
S s <032U 032U 03U 03U 03U 032U 03U 03U <03U <03U 03U
50 WL “0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190
Bromoform 50 s <03U =030 <030 <030 <030 <030 <03U <03U <03U <030 <030
s ugll <15y <15U <15y <150 <15U 15U <15y 15U <15y <15U <15U
Carbon Disulfide. 60 u <150 BN <150 BN BN <150 <150 <150 <150 <150 <150
Carbon Terachloride 5 ugll <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190 <0190
Chlorobe s " <018U <018U <0180 <0180 <0180 <018U <0180 <0180 <0180 <0180 <0180
Chlorocthane 5 gl <046U <0460 <0460 <0460 <0460 “046U <0460 <0460 <0460 <0460 <0d6U
Chloroform 7 s <019U 0297 0287 <0190 <0190 32 <019U <0190 0227 <0190 0751
@ th s el 05U <050 “0sU <050 <050 05U “0s5U <0s5U “0s5U <050 <050
Cis-1 s s <020 21 0817 <020 <020 <020 <020 Y 1 i <020
Cis-l 04 gl ETNEN <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130 “013U <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130
Cyclohexane NSL s < 18U <180 < 18U <180 <180 < 18U < 18U <180 < 18U <180 <180
Cymene 5 gl <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <016U
Dil 50 s 013U 013U <0130 <0130 <0130 013U <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130
Di 5 ugll 02U <020 02U <020 <020 02U 02U 02U 02U <020 <020
B " <014U <014U <0140 <0140 <0140 <014U <0140 <0140 0317 0337 <0140
) 5 ugl <0l6U “016U <0160 <0160 <0160 “016U <0160 <0160 0581 0557 <016U
Methyl Acctat NSL s 048U <048U <0480 <0480 <0480 048U <0480 <0480 <0480 <0480 <0480
Methyl Ethyl Ki 50 Wl <14U “LaU <14y <1aU <LaU <14U <14U <14U <14U v <140
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl-2-Pentanone) NSL s <14U <140 <14U <140 <140 <14U <14U <14U <14U <140 <140
NSL ugll ETNEN] “013u <0130 <0130 <0130 “0130 <0130 <0130 25 19 <0130
Methylene Chlorid s i <019U <0190 <019U <0190 <0190 <019U <0190 <019U <0190 <0190 <0190
‘m.p-Xylene 5 el <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250
Naphthalene 10 i <0250 025U <0250 <0250 <0250 025U <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250 <0250
s el <0160 “016U <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 0271 0227 <016U
N-Propylbenzene. s " <011U <011U <011U <011U <011U <011U <011U <011U 0277 0297 011U
0-Xyiene (1 5 gl <016U “016U <0160 <0160 <0160 “016U <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <016U
e s " <016U <016U <016U <016U <016U <016U <016U <016U 0297 0231 <016U
Styrene 5 el “013U “013U <0130 <0130 <0130 “013U <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130 <0130
e S " <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 017U <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 Wl “0170 <0170 <0170 “017U “017U <0170 “017U 0251 <0170 <0170 <0170
(PCE) s " 0787 581 261 <0170 <0170 1 <0170 a1 49 47 <0170
Toluene s Wl <0110 <0110 <0110 0.13) “011U <010 “011U <0110 <0110 <0110 “011U
Trans- | s " <016U <016U <0160 <0160 <0160 <016U <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160 <0160
Trans | 04 el <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <014U <014U
TCE) H ug <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 <0170 017U <0170 3 21 22 <0170
5 gl <014U <0150 “013U <0140 <0140 <0150 <0140 <0140 <0140 <0140 <014U
Vinyl Chioride 2 s <019U 019U <0190 <0190 <0190 <019U <0190 <0190 0287 0297 <0190
Xylenes 5 gl <1u <10 <1u <10 <1u <1u <1u <1u <1u <1u <1u
Notes:

1. Screcning level is the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standards, 6 NYCRR Part 703, March 2023,

ug/L = Microgram(s) per lter
1= Concentration i estimated
No screening level available
VOCs = Volatle organic compounds
U - Analyte not detecte
Concentrations exceeding the screcning level are shaded

Roxy Cleaners (442024)
North Greenbush, New York

Groundwater and Vapor Semi- Annual Sampling Summary Report
May 20

Version: FINAL

Table C-1, P:

age 2 of 3
May 2025

025



Version: FINAL

EA Engincering and Geolo
neerng and Geology .. Table C-1, Page 3 of 3
May 2025
‘Table C-1. November 2024 Groundwater Sample Results Summary
Location ID TW-08 W09 TW-10 ™S
Sample Name | 442024 TW-08-20241113 442024 TW-09-20241113 442024 TW-1020241113 442024 TW-5-20241112
Parent Sample ID
Sample Date 11132024 11132024 11132024 11122024
Analvte NYSDEC AWOS' Unit Result Result Result Result
VOCs (SW8260D)
i TCA) 5 el <014U <0iau <0280 <o14U
LI B s <01U <01U <02U “01U
112 Trichloro- | 5 ugl <016U <016U <03U <016U
Lt I s <0180 <0180 <0360 018U
i 5 gl <0isu <01sU 03U <o1sU
I B s <0180 <0180 <0360 <015U
i 5 ugll <0nu <0nu <0430 <022u
I 001 s <021U <021U <0540 <0270
i s ugll <019U <019U <039U “o19uU
I 5 ug <016U <016U <0310 <0161
1.2-Dibromo-3-Chi 001 gl <0630 <0630 <130 <0630
I Dibromide) 0.0006 uglt <0130 <0.3U 025U 013U
i 3 ugll <07u <017u <0350 <0170
1 06 gt 03U <013U <0250 <013U
i I ugll <07u 017U <0340 <0170
1 (Mesiylene) s uglt 017U <0170 <0340 <0170
i E) ugll <0isU <0i1sU <031U ENNE]
I 3 gl <017U <017U <03U <0170
2 Hexanone 50 gl EEYT] <130 <270 <13U
Acetone 50 " <2u <20 <41U <20
Benzene | sl <014U <01U <09U <0140
5 " 032U 032U <0640 <02U
0 gl <019U <019U <0370 <019
Bromoform 50 " 03U <030 <06U <030
5 gl “Lsu “15U iU “1su
Carbon Disulide 0 " <15U <15U <310 <15U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 gl <019U <019U <0390 ETNCN
Chiorab 5 " <018U <0180 <0350 <018U
Chloroethane 5 ugll <046U <046U <0920 <0460
Chioroform 7 ug 0531 0703 0.6 0.8
Chiorometh; s gl “0sU <0sU <0990 <05U
Cis1 B gt . Il 147 13
Cis 0.4 gl <0130 <0130 <0200 <0130
Cuclohexane. NSL gl <18U <18U <350 <18U
Cymene 5 gl <016U <016U <031U <0160
5 gl <0130 <0130 <0260 <013
ugll “02U <020 04U <02U
Ethylhenzene gl <0140 <0140 <0270 <014U
umene) ugl <016U <o0l6U 031U <o016U
M e NSL u <0480 <0480 <096U 045U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 5 ugll ESPYT <14U <280 < 14U
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl NSL s <14U <140 =270 <14U
NSL ugll <03U <013U <0270 “o13U
Methylene Chioride B s <0.19U <0.19U <0380 <0190
5 ugll <025U <025U 049U <0250
Naphthalene 10 s <0250 <0250 <049U 025U
s ugll <016U “o0l6U <031U <016U
N-Propylhenzene B s <onU <onU <022U “01U
O-Xylene (1. 5 sl <016U “o0l6U <031U <o016U
b 5 gt “0l6U “0l6U <033U 016U
Styrenc 5 sl ENERT] <013U <0200 <013U
b s gl “017U “017U <033U <0170
“Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 gl <017U <017U <0330 <017U
E) B ug 72 49 13 35
olucnc 5 " ETNT] ST <0230 ETNIN]
) B " <016U <0160 <0310 <0160
] 0.4 " 014U <014 09U “014U
(ICE) s s 0881 21 173 22
5 ug/ <014U <014U <0nU <0140
Vinyl Chloride 2 " <0190 <0190 <0390 <0190
Xvlenes 5 gl <1y <1u <2u <1u
Notes:

1. Screening level i the NYSDEC Class GA Ambient Water Quality Standards, 6 NYCRR Part 703, March 2023
gL = Microgram(s) per liter

1= Conceniration is estimated

NSL = No screening level available

VOCs = Volatile organic compounds

U~ Analyte not detected

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded

Roxy Cleaners (442024) Groundwater and Vapor Semi- Annual Sampling Summary Report
May 2025

North Greenbush, New York



EA Engincering and Geology, P.C.

Table C-2. November 2024 Air Sample Results Summary

Version: FINAL
Table C-2, Page 1 of |
May 2025

Location ID 1A-184 -195 SVP-184 VP-195 0A-195 SV-01 SV-02 SV-03 SV-04
Sample Name| ~ 442024-1A-184-20241113 442024-1A-195-20241113 442024-SVP-184-20241113 |  442024-SVP-195-20241113 | 442024-OA-195-20241113 442024-SV-1-20241113 442024-5V-2-20241113 442024-SV-3-20241113 442024-SV-4-20241113
Sample Date 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024 11/12/2024
Analyte Unit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
VOCs (T015 SIM)
1.1.1-Tri (TCA) ug/m3 <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U <0.032U
112 ug/m3 <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U <0.046 U
1.1.2-Trichloro-1.2.2-T: ug/m3 0414 0.406 0445 0.56 0414 03451 03221 0361 0391
1L1.2-Tri ng/m3 <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U <0.053U
[RE ug/m3 <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U <0.035U
LI ug/m3 <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U <0.031U
124 ug/m3 <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U <0.108U
1.2.4-Trimethylbenzenc ug/m3 0354 0231 447 5.06 0.182 235 1.98 1.49 232
1,21 (Ethylene Dibromide) ug/m3 <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U <0.07U
120 ug/m3 <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U 0.0781 <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U
121 ug/m3 00731 0.0451 00731 0.0611 0.0451 0.0491 0.0497 0.0491 0.0531
120 ug/m3 <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U <0.038U
120 ug/m3 01121 0.0981 01051 01051 0.1051 0.0981 0.0981 0.0981 0.1051
1.3.5-Trimethylbenzene (Mesitylene ug/m3 00591 <0.047U 0413 0.634 <0.047U 0.221 0.157 0.118 0.192
131 ug/m3 <0.046 U <0.046 U 0.643 0727 <0.046 U 0.607 115 0.848 0.721
L4l ug/m3 <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U <0.045U
1.4-Dioxan (P-Dioxanc) ug/m3 <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U <0.124U
2.2.4-Trimethylpentanc ug/m3 03641 <0.173U 213 229 <0173 U 215 1.87 114 13
Benzene ug/m3 0521 2.68 0.664 175 02881 0.795 1.6 047 0.649
Benzyl Chloride ug/m3 <0.172U0 <0.172U0 <0.172U0 <0.172U0 <0.172U0 <0.172U0 <0.172U0 <0.172U <0.172U0
i ug/m3 0.201 0523 0.161 0335 <005U <005U <005U <005U <0.05U
ug/m3 <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U <0.115U
ug/m3 <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U <0.037U
Carbon T ug/m3 0522 0.465 0484 039 0453 039 0365 039 044
C ug/m3 <0.119U <0.119U <0.119U0 <0.119U0 <0.119U <0.119U <0.119U <0.119U <0.119U
C ug/m3 <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U <0.104U
Chloroform ng/m3 1.58 5.18 129 433 00731 0117 0117 0.098 0.117
(Methyl Chloride) ug/m3 121 297 0888 127 0931 0.731 0316 0952 0843
Cis-1.2-1 ug/m3 <0.04U <0.04U 0.083 <0.04U <004U <004U <004U <004U <0.04U
Cis-1.31 ug/m3 <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U <0.054U
Cyclohexane ug/m3 021 <0.108U 05031 05581 <0.108U 04961 05091 02651 03171
[ ug/m3 <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U <0.068 U
Dichlorodifl ug/m3 1.9 2.55 1.97 2.8 1.84 177 175 1.95 175
Ethanol ug/m3 39801 8931 2810 467 3.691 288 271 186 213
Ethylbenzene ug/m3 0.46 0.109 144 167 0.0651 0.899 0.669 0495 0.791
I ug/m3 <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U <0.117U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone ug/m3 287 216 3.1 291 <0389 U 1.69 174 167 159
Methy! Isobuty! Ketone (4-Methyl-2-Pentanone) ug/m3 <0.783 U <0.783 U 1327 08161 <0.783 U <0.783 U <0.783 U <0.783 U <0.783 U
Methylene Chloride ug/m3 04721 <03820 04311 <03820 03891 <0382U <03820 <0382U 04621
M-P-Xylene ug/m3 0547 0243 417 543 0.208 291 215 156 2.65
ug/m3 <0.11U 01211 0325 0451 <011U 101 <011U <011U <011U
N-Heptane ug/m3 0.897 3.01 1.24 2.77 0.1351 113 1.05 0.586 1 0.771
N-Hexane ug/m3 <0.166 U 0.994 <0.166 U 139 <0.166 U 0.909 127 0497 0.6451
O-Xylene (121 ug/m3 0.261 0.126 2.1 278 0.109 139 1.03 0777 136
Styrene ug/m3 0434 0.409 0541 0.464 <0.034U 0.0551 <0.034U <0.034U 0.102
“Tert-Butyl Alcohol ug/m3 <0.406 U <0.406 U 159 176 <0.406 U 1057 1357 0.8941 LIy
“Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether ug/m3 <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U <0.094U
T (PCE) ug/m3 0.604 228 168 299 01151 0.142 197 0481 578
Toluene ug/m3 112 0.641 411 5.65 0.403 388 274 181 236
Trans-1.2-Di ug/m3 <0.036 U <0.036 U 0.079 <0.036 U 0047 <0.036 U <0.036 U <0.036 U 0.095
Trans-1.3-Di ug/m3 <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U <0.052U0
Tri (TCE) ug/m3 <0032U 0.0651 0.0591 0.145 <0.032U <0.032U 0.0811 <0.032U 0516
Tri ug/m3 0.899 477 0.961 519 0.899 0.6 0.837 0877 0.894
Vinyl Chloride ug/m3 <0.023U <0.023U <0.023U <0.023U <0.023U 0.0281 0.0411 0.0361 0.0261
Notes:

g3 = Microgram(s) per meter cubed.
J= Concentration is estimated.

U = Analyte not detected

VOCs = Volatile organic compounds

Roxy Cleaners (442024)
North Greenbush, New York

Groundwater and Vapor Semi-Annual Sampling Report

May 2025
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Appendix D

Laboratory Reports (Provided via EQuIS v4 EDD)
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Appendix E

Groundwater Time Series Plots
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TW-09 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 3TW-10 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 6
MW-111 Time Series for COCs
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MW-106A Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 8
MW-115A Time Series for COCs
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MW-113A Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 11
MW-1 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 12
MW-2 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 13
MW-3 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 14
MW-4 Time Series for COCs

1.2
1 o o)
Legend
.8
3‘) —e—PCE
=
c
i) TCE
)
®.6
)
: .
8 —=0-Cis-1,2-DCE
c
(o]
Lb 4 Notes:
COC = Contaminate of concern
DCE = Dichloroethene
TCE = Trichloroethene
PAL = Project Action Limit
PCE = Tetrachloroethene
0.2 Nondetects are plotted

as open symbols at
their detection limits.

0
Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter Quarter

3(2020) 4 (2021) 1(2022) 2(2022) 3(2022) 4(2022) 1(2023) 3(2023) 4 (2023) 1 (2024) 4 (2024)
Date



Roxy Cleaners Plot 15
TW-05 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 16
MW-103A Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 17
MW-107A Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 18
MW-108A Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 19
- MW-106 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 20
MW-108 Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 21
MW-2B Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 23
MW-4B Time Series for COCs
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Roxy Cleaners Plot 24

- MW-104 Time Series for COCs
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Appendix F

Air and Soil Vapor Time Series Plots



Plot 1
IA-195 Time Series for COCs

Concentration (ug/m3)

+

0 = =0 o

Quarter 4 (2021)  Quarter 1 (2022) Quarter 4 (2022) Quarter 1 (2023) Quarter 4 (2023) Quarter 1 (2024) Quarter 4 (2024)
(Baseline) Notes: .

Date ug/m3 = Mcrogram(s) per liter

COC = Contaminates of concern
MNondetects are plotted as open symbols —8—PCE TCE —#—cis-1,2-DCE DCE = Dichlorosthene

at their detection limits. TOE= Trichlorosthene
PCE = Tetrachloroethene



0.9

0.8

0.7

0.6

0.5

0.4

Concentration (pg/m3)

0.3

0.2

0.1

0
Quarter 4
(2021)
(Baseline)

Nondetects are plotted as open symbols
at their detection limits.

o

Plot 2

OA-195 Time Series for COCs

Quarter 1
(2022)

~
A4

Quarter 4
(2022)

-—PCE

~
A4

Quarter 1 Quarter 4 Quarter 1
(2023) (2023) (2024)
Date

TCE =@=cis-1,2-DCE

Quarter 4
Notes: (2024
ug/m3 = Mcrogram(s) per liter
COC = Contaminates of concern
DCE = Dichloroethene
TCE= Trichloroethene
PCE = Tetrachloroethene



Plot 3
SV-195 Time Series for COCs
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FENVIRONMENTAL
DATA SERVICES, LTD.

DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT FOR VOLATILES

SITE: Roxy Cleaners

LABORATORY: Pace Analytical Services
SAMPLE DELIVERY GROUP: L2467056
SAMPLE DATES: 11/13/2024

This sample delivery group consist of the following samples identified for data validation:

Sample Identification Laboratory Identification
442024-1A-184-20241113 L2467056-01
442024-SVP-184-20241113 | L2467056-02
442024-SV-3-20241113 L2467056-03
442024-SV-1-20241113 L2467056-04
442024-SVP-195-20241113 | L2467056-05
442024-1A-195-20241113 L2467056-06
442024-SV-2-20241113 L2467056-07
442024-SV-4-20241113 L2467056-08
442024-0OA-195-20241113 L2467056-09

The samples described above were analyzed via methods USEPA TO-15 and/or USEPA TO-15 SIM to
determine the concentrations of trace volatile organic analytes (VOAS) in air samples.

Project specific quality assurance (QA) objectives, as well as the USEPA Region Il SOP, Analysis of Volatile
Organic Compounds in Air Contained in Canisters by Method TO-15 Data Validation, HW-31, Rev. 6, June
2014 have been considered during validation of this data and its usability.

Table 1 provides a summary of major and minor data quality issues identified for this data set. All data are
acceptable except those results which have been qualified with “R”, rejected. Data validation qualifiers
along with associated descriptions are provided in Table 2. All data qualification related to this group of
samples is detailed on the attached sheets.

Per USEPA Region 2 Validation Guidance, “All data users should note two facts. First, the "R" flag means
that the associated value is unusable. In other words, due to significant quality control (QC) problems, the
analysis is invalid and provides no information as to whether the compound is present or not. "R" values
should not appear on data tables even as a last resort. The second, no analyte concentration, even if it has
passed all QC tests, is guaranteed to be accurate. Strict QC serves to increase confidence in data but any
value potentially contains error.”

5 Brilliant Avenue, Pittsburgh, PA 15215
412.408.3288 | www.eds-pa.com



CHAIN OF CUSTODY AND TRAFFIC REPORTS
All chain of custody (COC) and traffic reports were present for all samples.
HOLDING TIME/SAMPLE HANDLING

The amount of an analyte in a sample can change with time due to chemical instability, degradation,
volatilization, etc. If the specified holding time is exceeded, the data may not be valid. Proper sample
handling and preservation also play a role in the chemical stability of analytes in the sample matrix. If
samples are not collected and stored using proper containers and/or preservatives, data may not be valid.

The samples in this delivery group were prepared and analyzed within the holding time specified in the
validation guidelines with the following exceptions. Samples 442024-|1A-184-20241113, 442024-SVP-184-
20241113, and 442024-1A-195-20241113 were analyzed at a dilution for ethanol outside the analytical
holding time. The results reported for the impacted analyte in the associated samples have been qualified
“J” on this basis.

BLANK CONTAMINATION

Quiality assurance blanks include method, storage, trip, field, or rinse blanks. Blanks are prepared to identify
any contamination, which may have been introduced into the samples during preparation and analysis or
field activity. Method and storage blanks measure laboratory contamination. Trip blanks measure cross
contamination during shipment. Field and rinse blanks measure cross contamination during field
operations.

Method Blanks

Method blanks were prepared and analyzed in association with the samples in this delivery group at the
specified frequency. Upon examination of method blank data, no analyte was positively identified at a
concentration equal to or above the method detection limit (MDL) in any associated method blank.
Storage Blanks

No storage blanks were required for this sample delivery group (SDG).

Trip Blanks

No trip blanks were submitted in association with this SDG.

Field Blanks

No field blanks were submitted in association with this SDG.

MASS SPECTROMETER TUNING

Tuning and performance criteria are established to ensure adequate mass resolution, proper identification
of compounds, and to some degree, sufficient instrument sensitivity. These criteria are not sample specific.
Instrument performance is determined using standard materials. Therefore, these criteria should be met in
all circumstances.

The tuning standard for volatiles is bromofluorobenzene (BFB).

All tunes associated with this SDG were fully compliant.



CALIBRATION

Satisfactory instrument calibration is established to ensure that the instrument is capable of producing
acceptable quantitative results. The initial calibration curve demonstrates that the instrument is capable of
giving acceptable performance at the beginning of an analytical sequence. The continuing calibration
verifies that the instrument is continuing to provide satisfactory daily performance. Additionally, a continuing
calibration is analyzed at the end of each 24-hour analytical sequence, denoted as a “closing” calibration
verification and ascertains acceptable performance at the conclusion of the analytical sequence.

Note, no closing continuing calibration verifications were performed in association with this SDG.
Response Factor

The relative response factor (RRF) measures the instruments responses to specific chemical compounds.
The RRFs for the volatile organic analysis (VOA) target compound list (TCL) must be =0.05 in both the
initial and continuing calibrations with exception of poor response compounds, where RRFs must be
=0.01. Additionally, the RRF in the closing continuing calibration must be =0.01. A value less than the
respective criteria indicates serious detection and quantitation problems. If the mean RRF of the initial
calibration or the continuing calibration RRF is <0.05, or <0.01 for poor response compounds, or the RRF
for the closing continuing calibration is <0.01 for any analyte, those analytes detected in environmental
samples will be qualified as estimated. All non-detects for those analytes will be rejected.

The RRF values in all initial and continuing calibrations were found to be acceptable in all cases.

Percent Relative Standard Deviation and Percent Deviation

Percent relative standard deviation (2%0RSD) is calculated from the initial calibration and is used to indicate
stability of a specific compound over the calibration range. Percent deviation (%D) compares the response
factor of the continuing calibration with the mean response factor of the initial calibration. Therefore, %D is
a measure of the instrument’s daily performance.

The following QC criteria have been applied for this project:

The %RSD of initial calibration must be <30%.

An RSD value outside initial calibration limit indicates the potential for quantitation errors. For this reason,
all positive results are qualified as estimated. Severe performance failures (RSD >90%) require qualification
of non-detected results as well.

The %D for continuing calibration must be <30%.

A value outside these limits indicates the potential for detection and quantitation errors. For these reasons,
all positive results are qualified as estimated, and non-detects are qualified with "UJ".

All initial calibration and continuing calibration %RSD and %D values were within defined QC criteria.
INTERNAL STANDARDS PERFORMANCE

Internal standard performance criteria are meant to ensure that the gas chromatography/mass
spectrometry (GC/MS) sensitivity and response are stable during every experimental run.

The internal standard area count must not vary by more than a factor of two from the associated continuing
calibration standard. The retention time of the internal standard must not vary by more than +/- 20 seconds
from the associated continuing calibration standard. The area count must be within -60% to +140% range
of the associated standard. If area count is >140% non-detected results are not qualified while positive



results are qualified "J”, estimated. However, when an observed area count is <60%, positive results are
qualified "J" estimated while non-detected results are rejected.

The reported analysis for all samples, lab control sample, and associated method blanks had internal
standard areas and retention times within QC criteria in all cases.

COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION
Volatile

The TCL compounds are identified on the GC/MS by using the analytes relative retention time (RRT) and
ion spectra. For the results to be a positive hit, the sample peak must be within +0.06 RRT units of the
standard compound and have ion spectra which has a ratio of the primary and secondary ion intensities
within 20% of that in the standard compound. In the cases where there is not an adequate ion spectrum
match, the laboratory may have provided false positive identifications.

All identification criteria were met. Therefore, no analytes were qualified for compound identification.
Volatile Tentatively Identified Compounds

Tentatively ldentified Compounds (TICs) were reported by the laboratory and reviewed for quality
assurance. For all TIC results where there is presumptive evidence of a match, being greater than or equal
to an 85% match, the results are qualified “NJ”, tentatively identified. If the non-target compound is reported
as an unknown, the result is qualified “J”, estimated. Likewise, if it is determined that the identification of a
TIC is unacceptable, the tentative identification of the compound is changed to “unknown” and the result is
qualified “J”, estimated.

Tentatively identified compounds were not reported by the laboratory and were not evaluated for this
program.

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE

The Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) is spiked with the same analytes at the same concentrations as the
matrix spike. The LCS results are used to verify that the laboratory can perform the analysis in a clean
matrix.

All LCS evaluations resulted in acceptable recoveries.

REPORTING

No problems were identified for this criterion.

OTHER QUALITY CONTROL DATA OUT OF SPECIFICATION

None.

FIELD DUPLICATE

Field duplicates are two (or more) field samples collected at the same time in the same location. Each of
the samples represents the same population and is carried through all steps of the sampling and analytical
procedures in an identical manner. Field duplicate results are used to assess precision of the total method,

including sampling, analysis, and site heterogeneity.

No field duplicates were submitted in association with this SDG.



SYSTEM PERFORMANCE AND OVERALL ASSESSMENT

Clean canisters were used to transport air samples in this SDG. All criteria were met to ensure containers
were appropriate for sample storage.

Overall, the laboratory data generated met the project goals and quality control criteria, with the exceptions
identified in this report and as summarized in Table 1.



Table 1
Review Elements Summary

Were acceptance criteria met?

Yes No
Volatiles Major Minor
Holding Time X
Method Blanks X
Storage Blanks NA
Trip Blanks NA
Field Blanks NA
Mass Spectrometer Tuning X
Calibration Response Factor X
Calibration Percent Relative Standard Deviation and Percent Difference X
Internal Standards X
Compound Identification - Volatile X
Tentatively Identified Compounds - Volatile NA
Laboratory Control Sample X
Reporting X
Other Quality Control Data out of Specification X
Field Duplicate NA

Major= Major data quality issue identified resulting in rejection of data.

Minor= Minor data quality issue identified resulting in the qualification of data. Data qualification should

be used to inform the data users of data limitations.
NA = Not applicable




Table 2
Data Validation Qualifiers

Data Qualifier

Definition

U

The analyte was analyzed for but was not detected above the level of the
reported sample quantitation limit.

J The result is an estimated quantity. The associated numerical value is the
approximate concentration of the analyte in the sample.

J+ The result is an estimated quantity, but the result may be biased high.

J- The result is an estimated quantity, but the result may be biased low.

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

uJ The analyte was analyzed for but was not detected. The reported quantitation
limit is approximate and may be inaccurate or imprecise.

R The data are unusable. The sample results are rejected due to serious

deficiencies in meeting Quality Control (QC) criteria. The analyte may or may
not be present in the sample.
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