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EC Form 1: Initial Groundwater Sampling Results Evaluation

Site Name:

Verona Research Facility

Site [p;_ 633046

Date(s) Sampled; 10/21/20

Class: 4

Number of Monitoring Wells: 7

Groundwater Screening

(attach figure showing sampling locations)

Chemical Screening level Max. concentration Check box if
(DwQC Recommended MCL) detected level exceeded

1,4-dioxane in groundwater 1 ug/L (ppb) ND |:|

PFOA in groundwater 10 ng/L (ppt) 4.2 |:|

PFOS in groundwater 10 ng/L (ppt) 11 @
Awareness

Other PFAS (not PFOA/PFOS) Any one compound over 100 ng/L 10 (PFBA) |:|

Total PFAS (incl. PFOA/PFOS) Total concentration over 500 ng/L 26.4 |:|

STOP here if no screening levels are exceeded. No further action required at this time.

Proximity to Water Supplies

Any wells within

Method(s) used to confirm water supply well

BRI SRR S % mile of site? BT locations
Public well(s) 1 1320 DEC GIS mapper
Private well(s) 19 660 (closest) DEC GIS mapper

If water supply wells are confirmed within % mile of site, discuss need for sampling these supply wells with DOH.
Create a EC Water Supply Sampling project in UIS to track drinking water sampling efforts as directed.

Apparent Source(s)

Past use or storage of

hemical Descri f i

Chemica chemical on-site? escribe reasons for suspecting apparent source(s)
1,4-dioxane possibly formerly active federal testing facility (electronics)
PFAS possibly formerly active federal testing facility (electronics)

If an apparent on-site source is suspected, incorporate further work into ongoing remedial program if possible.

[] Yes [O] No
Use the box at the bottom of page 2 to summarize site-specific next steps or provide rationale for not
recommending further action if screening levels are exceeded.

Further action required at this time?

Digitally signed by Jenelle

Jenelle Gaylord

Date: 2021.03.26 11:42:07

Gaylord Py

Project Manager

Wechaed C) Corecton

Bureau Director 4

EC Form 1 (Rev. 2) — Groundwater Sampling
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Section Chief
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June 2019
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Emerging Contaminant Sampling Initiative :ﬂ'ﬁfu

STATE
EC Form 1: Initial Groundwater Sampling Results Evaluation

Checklist for Completing EC Form 1:

0

(I I N N R

Ol

Did you include a value in “Maximum Level Detected” even if the screening levels were not exceeded?

Did you enter “ND” if nothing detected or “NA” if not analyzed?

Did you check your units (ug/L vs ng/L)?

Did you include PFOA & PFOS when totaling “Total PFAS”?

Did you check yes or no for “Is further action required at this time?”

Did you include “next steps”, or provide justification for not recommending further action, if RMCLs are
exceeded?

Did you attach a figure with sampling locations?

Did you attach emerging contaminant data? (not the full data package—only enough for all reviewers to
double check that the form is filled out properly)

Did you read through the internal DER Emerging Contaminant website for guidance on what to do if you
have exceedances?

Did you check with DOH-BEEI to help confirm the existence of public and private drinking water wells? DOH
will handle communications with public water suppliers and local health departments.

Is the data in EQuIS?

Did you complete the UIS EC project current status per the internal DER Emerging Contaminant website?

This form is to be uploaded to DecDocs when completed. A copy of the signed form is to be sent to Caryn
Bower (OGC) and Eric Hausamann (DER Bureau D/Sec D).

Site-specific next steps or rationale for not recommending further action

The exceedance was barely over our standards and the public well is upgradient of the site, DOH
concurrence that no additional sampling is required.

EC Form 1 (Rev. 2) — Groundwater Sampling June 2019



TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF ANALYTICAL RESULTS - EMERGING CONTAMINANTS IN GROUNDWATER
VERONA RESEARCH FACILITY
GERMANY ROAD, VERONA, NEW YORK
NYSDEC SITE NO. 633046

NYSDEC SAMPLE ID/DATE
Compound G;f;n”dda“:jzfr TPW-33R 8123(1);\"\'\" B1243-W05 MV\:'F1253 B1219-WO06 B'5L\1N'3112266' TPW-14 DUP*
G\L;ﬁf}:;e 10/21/20 10/21/20 10/21/20 10/21/20 10/21/20 10/21/20 10/21/20 10/21/20
EPA Method 8270
1,4-Dioxane 1,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND ND ND
PFAS - Modified 537
Perfluorobutanoic acid (PFBA) 100 18] 10 2.0J ND 7.4 4.9 ND 10
Perfluoropentanoic acid (PFPeA) 100 ND 2.2 ND ND ND ND ND 2.2
Perfluorohexanoic acid (PFHXA) 100 0.75 2.4 ND ND ND ND ND 24
Perfluoroheptanoic acid (PFHpA) 100 0501 2.5 0.44] ND 0.60J 0.54] ND 2.8
Perfluorooctanoic acid (PFOA) 10 13J 3.3 4.2 ND 137 1.7 ND 35
Perfluorononanoic acid (PFNA) 100 ND 107 ND ND ND ND ND 11
Perfluorododecanoic acid (PFDoA) 100 ND ND ND ND ND ND 0.62 J- ND
Perfluorobutanesulfonic acid (PFBS) 100 0.71J 0.96 J ND ND 0.71) 1.0J ND 1.1
Perfluorohexanesulfonic acid (PFHXS) 100 3.8 157 5.0 ND ND 11 ND 1.3J
Perfluorooctanesulfonate acid (PFOS) 10 6.0 1.9 11 1.8 0.94J 45 ND 2.0
1H, 1H, 2H, 2H-perfluorooctanesulfonic acid 100 ND ND ND 1.1 ND ND ND ND
Total Compounds 500 14.86 25.76 22.64 2.90 10.95 13.74 0.62J 26.40

NOTES:

- All results reported in ng/L (parts per trillion)

- All analytical results have been validated by NYSDEC personnel (Attachment 1).

- ND = Compound not detected above method detection limit

- J = Estimated concentration between the method detection limit (MDL) and the reporting limit (RL).

- J- = The analyte was positively identified; the associated numerical value is an estimated quantity that may be biased low.
- Boldfaced font/highlighted cell indicates exceedance of the applicable NYSDEC Guidance Value

* Duplicate collected at well B1231-MW-03



PRECISION ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC Date: November - 2020 LEGEND
831 NYS SR;:tz o7, Lot 38A N\ General Site Map |notto scale B1243-W05
’ & - Groundwater Monitoring Well Location

518-885-4399 PES

Germany, Road *Sampled on 10/21/20 - Not necessarily

Updated By : JJJ m Verona, NY representative of all onsite monitoring wells.
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Groundwater Elevation

DATE: JANUARY 2014

500 feet

SCALE: 1inch

DRAWN/CHECKED: SMK/GLA

DATA SOURCE:

NYS GIS CLEARINGHOUSE

ORTHOIMAGERY

Sample ID Casing Elevation Depth to Water Groundater Elevation Sample ID Casing Elevation Depth to Water Groundater Elevation
Unknown 445.60 2.37 443.23 B1243-WO05 451.86 8.48 443.38
1266-WO7R 447.83 1.45 446.38 B1287-W08 447.37 0.99 446.38
B-39/GPW-39 450.09 2.90 447.19 B50/GPW-50 464.49 4.50 459.99
B-40/GPW40 447.80 2.83 444.97 B53/B1266-W10 448.27 1.94 446.33
B-41/GPW-41 447.81 2.16 445.65 B55/B1266-W11 448.76 2.34 446.42
B-52/BN1219-W09 449.00 2.65 446.35 Pz4 448.82 2.32 446.50
B-54/B1266-W12 450.59 4.26 446.33 TP-13/TPW-13 446.94 2.58 444.36
B1219-WO06 449.28 291 446.37 TP-20/TPW-20 445.64 3.03 442.61
B1227-W02 446.51 2.50 444.01 TP26/TPW-26 449.88 3.27 446.61
\ B1231-WO03 444.61 0.60 444.01 TP33/TPW-33R 450.09 5.26 444.83
B1231E 447.40 3.72 443.68 TPW-14 448.91 2.56 446.35
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SITEWIDE GROUNDATER CONTOUR

VERONA RESEARCH FACILITY

VERONA, NY

% Monitoring Well (not used in contour)

% Monitoring Well (used in contour)
— Groundwater Elevation Contour

SCALE:
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	SiteName: Verona Research Facility
	SiteID: 633046
	DateSampled: 10/21/20
	Class: 4
	NoWells: 7
	Max Concentration Detected1 ugL ppb: ND
	Check Box5: Off
	Max Concentration PFOA Detected10 ngL ppt: 4.2
	Check Box6: Off
	Max Concentration PFOS Detected10 ngL ppt: 11
	Check Box0: Yes
	Any one compound over 100 ngL: 10 (PFBA)
	Check Box7: Off
	Total concentration over 500 ngL: 26.4
	Check Box8: Off
	Any wells within ½ mile of sitePublic water supply wells: 1
	Distance ftPublic water supply wells: 1320
	Methods used to confirm water supply well locationsPublic water supply wells: DEC GIS mapper
	Any wells within ½ mile of sitePrivate water supply wells: 19
	Distance ftPrivate water supply wells: 660 (closest)
	Methods used to confirm water supply well locationsPrivate water supply wells: DEC GIS mapper
	Past use or storage of chemical onsite14dioxane: possibly
	Describe reasons for suspecting apparent sources14dioxane: formerly active federal testing facility (electronics)
	Past use or storage of chemical onsitePFAS: possibly
	Describe reasons for suspecting apparent sourcesPFAS: formerly active federal testing facility (electronics)
	Check Box1: Off
	Check Box2: Yes
	Project Manager: 
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	Date Signed: 3/25/2021
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	Check Box20: Yes
	Check Box9: Yes
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	Check Box11: Yes
	Check Box12: Yes
	NextSteps: The exceedance was barely over our standards and the public well is upgradient of the site, DOH concurrence that no additional sampling is required. 
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