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1. BACKGROUND

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) tasked EA
Engineering, P.C. and its affiliate EA Science and Technology (EA) under Work Assignment
Number (No.) D009806-34 to perform site management activities, including annual groundwater
sampling, at the Dinaburg Distributing Inc. Site (Site No. 828103). This Annual Report documents
the field events from the year 2023. The groundwater monitoring activities were completed in
accordance with the applicable guidelines and requirements of NYSDEC.

The Site is located at 1012 South Clinton Avenue in the city of Rochester, Monroe County, New
York (Figure 1-1). The Site occupies approximately 0.25 acres on two parcels; one, a “T” shaped
lot (Tax Map 121.74-5-68), was the former location of Dinaburg Distributing, and the second
parcel (Tax Map 121.74-5-66) historically contained a residence (referred to as 350 Benton Street).
The former site building located on the main parcel and a house located on the second parcel at
350 Benton Street were demolished in 2004 (MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C.
[MACTEC] 2011). The boundaries of the Site are more fully described in the Site Management
Plan (SMP) (EA 2023).

1.1 SITE DESCRIPTION AND PHYSICAL SETING

The Site is zoned mixed commercial/residential and is currently vacant and surfaced with a
combination of pavement and grass. The Site is bounded by commercial properties to the
northwest, residential properties to the northeast, South Clinton Avenue to the southwest, and
Benton Street and commercial and residential properties to the southeast (Figure 1-2).

The Site, approximately 515 feet (ft) above mean sea level, is roughly 6,000 ft east of the Genesee
River and approximately 1,000 ft north of the Pinnacle Hills, which are between 100 to 200 ft
higher in elevation than the Site (Figure 1-1). The site topography is nearly flat with a slight slope
down towards the streets to the southwest and southeast. Surface water run-off is collected by a
storm water/sewer system underlying the adjacent streets (MACTEC 2023a).

The area climate is characterized by moderately warm summers and cold winters. Mean monthly
temperatures range from 26.2 degrees Fahrenheit (°F) in January to 72.3°F in July. Average annual
precipitation is 35 inches. Average annual snowfall is 102 inches (National Oceanic and
Atmospheric Administration 2024). There are no nearby water bodies that receive direct runoff
from the Site. Surface drainage from the site generally flows to storm sewer drains and then to the
municipal wastewater treatment system.

The Site is underlain by approximately 20 to 25 ft of overburden consisting of man-made fill
overlying glacial deposits including glaciolacustrine (lacustrine) sediments and lodgement till
(till). The fill material consists of re-worked silty sand and contains gravel, bricks, concrete, and
wood. The fill material ranges in thickness from 0 to approximately 8 ft in and immediately around
the Site, and, where present, overlies glaciolacustrine sediments (MACTEC 2011).

Glacial deposits are generally continuous across the Site, with some lateral variability in grain size
composition (MACTEC 2011). Glaciolacustrine sediments consist of stratified clayey silt, sandy
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silt, and silty clay interbedded with thin sand layers ranging from a few inches to a few ft thick.
Lacustrine deposits overlie till and do not appear to contact bedrock. Till consists of angular
dolostone fragments with occasional boulders in a silty clay matrix. Till overlies gravelly
weathered bedrock that becomes more competent with depth. Bedrock at the Site consists of a low
relief Silurian age dolostone of the Lockport Group, described as medium gray, hard, fine to
medium grained, mostly featureless or with some zones of wavy carbonaceous laminae.

The hydrology beneath the Site consists of a shallow water table which is fairly flat; regionally,
bedrock groundwater in the Rochester area flows to Lake Ontario. Groundwater at the Site is
present in both overburden and bedrock, with depth to water between 5 and 8 ft below ground
surface (bgs) in overburden; between 8 and 9 ft bgs in the overburden/weathered bedrock interface
zone; and greater than 10 ft bgs bedrock. The direction of local groundwater flow is interpreted to
be from the east and northeast to the west, southwest, and southeast (as influenced by the local
sewer system) in both the shallow glacial deposits and the deep overburden/bedrock interface units
(URS Corporation [URS] 2001).

1.2 INVESTIGATION HISTORY

The Site property and buildings were reportedly used as an automobile repair shop from
approximately 1950 through 1969. From 1971 to 1993, the Site was occupied by Dinaburg
Distributing, which operated a dry-cleaning supply company selling chemical solvents to various
dry cleaners in the area (Sear-Brown Group, Inc. 1995). Trichloroethene (TCE) and
tetrachloroethene (PCE) were stored in aboveground storage tanks located inside the north section
of the Site building (URS 2001). As a result of Site operations, chlorinated solvents were released
through spills and leaks to the ground surface both inside and outside the former building in the
vicinity of the former Benton Street driveway. In addition, discharges of PCE, fuel oil/diesel, and
Varsal (mineral spirits) had occurred at the Site (Empire Soils Investigations, Inc. 1994). Several
field investigations at the Site identified high concentrations of chlorinated compounds
representative of dry-cleaning solvents, specifically PCE, TCE, and their breakdown products, in
Site soil and groundwater. The investigations are listed in Table 1-1.

The identified contaminants in soil at the Site are chlorinated compounds representative of dry-
cleaning solvents, specifically PCE and TCE, with PCE occurring at higher concentrations. The
highest contaminant concentrations were detected in shallow soil beneath the tank storage room at
the back (north) of the former Dinaburg building, beneath a building extension adjacent to the
Benton Street driveway, and beneath the adjacent driveways at the 350 and 338 Benton Street
properties. Concentrations in soil generally decreased with depth in the vadose zone.
Contamination also appeared to have migrated laterally away from entry points. Concentrations of
PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-dichloroethene (DCE), 1,1-dichloroethane, xylene, and 1,1,1-trichloroethane
in soil exceeded NYSDEC Unrestricted Use soil cleanup objectives (SCOs) (MACTEC 2011).

The primary contaminants of concern in groundwater are PCE and TCE, which were detected in
overburden groundwater at concentrations exceeding the NYSDEC Class GA groundwater criteria
(URS 2001). Contaminated groundwater was determined to flow away from the source areas in
directions ranging primarily from southeast to west, as controlled by the predominant groundwater
flow directions. PCE, TCE, 1,2-dichloroethene (total), and vinyl chloride were also detected in
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bedrock groundwater, with concentrations at bedrock monitoring well MW-03C that exceed Class
GA groundwater criteria.

1.3 REMEDIAL HISTORY
The following Interim Remedial Measures (IRMs) have been conducted at the Site:

e In 1999, NYSDEC installed a soil vapor extraction system to address potential indoor air
contamination associated with soil vapor intrusion at two adjacent properties. The
operation of the system was discontinued as part of the second IRM.

e In 2005, NYSDEC conducted a limited soil removal of 370 cubic yards and installed a
multi-phase extraction (MPE) system that operated from 2006 to 2011. The MPE system
included 18 MPE wells installed to the top of the till layer (10 to 15 ft bgs) and 3 extraction
wells installed at the overburden/bedrock interface. A sub-slab depressurization system
(SSDS) was also installed at an adjacent residence to address potential indoor air
contamination by volatile organic compounds (VOCs) associated with soil vapor.

In 2011, the Site was subsequently divided into two operable units (OUs) as presented below. An
operable unit represents a portion of a remedial program for a site that for technical or
administrative reasons can be addressed separately to investigate, eliminate, or mitigate a release,
threat of release, or exposure pathway resulting from the site contamination. The operable unites
of the Site include the following:

e OUL: on-site soil (i.e., the primary source area)
e OU2: groundwater and soil vapor plumes attributed to the soil source area.

An ROD for OU1 was issued in March 2011, and the selected remedy was the implementation of
an electrical resistance heating (ERH) system to address on-site source area soil (NYSDEC 2011).
The ERH system, installed to the top of bedrock, operated from May to December 2015. The ERH
remedy successfully remediated site soils to Residential Use SCOs. In addition, the ROD required
the following ICs/ECs be implemented at the Site:

e An Environmental Easement for the property that, a) requires a periodic certification of
ICs/ECs, b) allows the use and development of the property for residential use, and c)
requires compliance with the NYSDEC-approved SMP.

e An SMP that includes an IC/EC Plan, a Monitoring Plan, and an Operation and
Maintenance Plan.

Upon completion of the OU1 soil remedy, additional groundwater monitoring wells were installed
off-site to evaluate the extent of the chlorinated VOC groundwater plume. Several rounds of
groundwater samples were collected as part of the OU2 (groundwater) remedial investigation (RI)
conducted in 2018 and 2019 (MACTEC 2020).
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The ROD for OU2 was issued in March 2021 (NYSDEC 2021). The OU2 ROD recommended No
Further Action with the following ICs/ECs to be implemented at the Site:

e Modification of the OUL IC to add an Environmental Easement for the property that
restricts the use of groundwater as a source of potable or process water, without necessary
water quality treatment as determined by the New York State Department of Health
(NYSDOH).

e Maintaining the existing off-site Sub-slab depressurization system.
e An SMP to be integrated into the OU1 SMP.

An SMP (EA 2023) was prepared to manage the remaining contamination, which included soil,
groundwater, and soil vapor. The remaining contamination in soil does not exceed Residential Use
SCOs. Contaminants are present in groundwater at and in the vicinity of the Site at concentrations
above NYSDEC Class GA standards. Soil vapor intrusion testing was conducted in 2005 and 2009,
and the VOCs present in soil vapor led to the installation of a sub-slab depressurization system at
an adjacent property. Future buildings constructed at the Site will require operation of an SSDS
due to remaining groundwater contamination.

Following the implementation of the SMP, groundwater sampling is conducted annually at the
Site. The groundwater monitoring network consists of 37 wells that are tested for VOCs, and 7 of
those wells are tested for MNA parameters. This report documents the annual sampling for the
year 2023.
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2. FIELD ACTIVITIES

Field activities included monitoring well assessments/inspections, groundwater gauging, and
sampling of the existing monitoring well network (Table 2-1). Monitoring well locations are
presented on Figure 1-2. Daily field reports are provided in Appendix A. The site inspection
checklist from 30 March 2023 is included in Appendix B. Field forms from the inspection and
sample collection events are provided in Appendix C. Groundwater monitoring was conducted
according to the Site Management Plan (EA 2023).

A summary of the field activities for 2023 are provided below:

e 30 March 2023—Site-wide inspection with NYSDEC and monitoring well assessment
27 July 2023—Site inspection and attempted delivery of access agreements

31 August 2023—Site inspection with property owner/manager

11-14 September 2023—Well maintenance, repair, and redevelopment

25-27 September 2023—Groundwater sampling.

2.1 SITE-WIDE INSPECTIONS

An annual site-wide inspection was conducted on 30 March 2023 and included an assessment of
monitoring wells for general conditions; specifically, well casings, collars, labels, locks, covers,
caps, risers, and annular spaces were inspected. An additional visual inspection of on-site garbage
and debris was performed on 27 July 2023 and included an attempted delivery of access
agreements to property owners. A third inspection was performed on 31 August 2023 while
meeting with the property owner/manager. There were no severe weather conditions or
emergencies during the year 2023, and therefore additional inspections were not conducted. The
off-site SSDS is monitored by individual property owners and is not included in this report.

2.2 MONITORING WELL ASSESSMENT

Several monitoring wells were in disrepair during the annual site-wide inspection (i.e.,
missing/stripped bolts, missing j-plugs, covers missing, surface completions broken/cracked
beyond use). Subsequent well maintenance activities were conducted during the annual
groundwater monitoring event in September 2023 as presented in Table 2-2 and on daily
inspection reports included in Appendix A. Locks, J- plugs, and bolts were added to select wells
and eyelets rethreaded. Six monitoring wells were redeveloped including MW-08K, MW-09S,
MW-18S, MW-19S, MW-22K and MW-24K during the week of 11 September 2023.

2.3 GROUNDWATER GAUGING

Groundwater gauging was conducted on 25 September 2023. Groundwater levels were measured
with a Heron® water level meter to the nearest 0.01 ft from a reference point marked on the top of
the inner casing. Water levels and groundwater elevations are provided in Table 2-1. Overburden
groundwater elevations and interpreted groundwater contours are presented on Figure 2-1 and
overburden/bedrock interface groundwater elevations and interpreted groundwater contours are
presented on Figure 2-2. Groundwater elevations in overburden wells indicate overburden
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groundwater primarily flowing north/northwest, but with some radial flow to the east and
northeast. Groundwater elevations in overburden/bedrock interface wells indicate groundwater
primarily flowing eastward toward the Site, with radial flow at the Site toward the south and west.
Field forms are presented in Appendix C.

2.4 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING

Groundwater samples were collected from 33 of 37 monitoring wells using low-flow sampling
procedures. Four of the monitoring wells were not sampled for various reasons: MW-01, MW-
01A, and GWE-1 were paved over and inaccessible; and MW-11K was damaged at approximately
3.5 ft bgs. Water quality field parameters including temperature, pH, dissolved oxygen,
conductivity, turbidity, and oxidation-reduction potential were monitored throughout purging and
groundwater samples were collected when groundwater parameters had stabilized over three
consecutive readings, indicating that formation water was being drawn. Quality assurance /quality
control samples collected for groundwater samples included two matrix spike /matrix spike
duplicates and two field duplicates. Each groundwater sample was collected for off-site laboratory
analysis of VOCs by U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Method 8260.

Seven wells (MW-03A, MW-03CA, MW-08K, MW-13K, MW-14KA, MW-19S, and MW-20S)
representing the source area overburden/bedrock interface groundwater and shallow bedrock
groundwater and downgradient overburden/interface groundwater, as well as the background well
MW-8K, were sampled for monitored natural attenuation (MNA) parameters, including:

Alkalinity by Standard Method 2320B

Nitrate and Sulfate by Standard Method 300.0

Chloride and Sulfide by Standard Method 4500S2 F

Iron and manganese by EPA Method 6010D

Ethene, ethane, methane, and Carbon Dioxide by EPA Method RSK-175
Total organic carbon by Standard Method 5310B.

In addition to the SMP required sampling, microbial sampling was conducted at MW-13K, MW-
03CA, and MW-20S with a standard bio-trap sampling method. The bio-traps were installed in
September 2023 and collected in October 2023. The 3 samples were sent to Microbial Insights for
analysis by the QuantArray®-Chlor method. The purpose of the analysis was to provide an
evaluation of potential biodegradation of common chlorinated contaminants through anerobic and
aerobic (co)metabolic pathways. Samples were collected from near source area wells MW-20S
and MW-03CA and downgradient overburden/bedrock interface well MW-13K.

2.5 LABORATORY ANALYSIS

Samples were analyzed by SGS North America Inc. in Dayton, New Jersey. Laboratory results
were validated by Environmental Data Services, LTD in accordance with NYSDEC DER-10
validation guidelines. Laboratory results are presented in Appendix D, and a Data Usability
Summary Report is provided in Appendix E. Data was determined to be usable as qualified during
data validation. No data was rejected, and analytical results for samples collected were considered
valid and usable with qualifications as noted in the Data Usability Summary Report.
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3. MONITORING RESULTS

Annual groundwater monitoring was conducted from 25 to 27 September 2023 and included
measurement of water levels and collection and analysis of groundwater samples from 33 of 37
monitoring wells in accordance with the SMP (Table 2-1). Four monitoring wells were either
inaccessible (MW-01, MW-01A, and GWE-1) or damaged (MW-11K). Monitoring well locations
are presented on Figure 1-2. Daily field reports for groundwater monitoring are provided in
Appendix A.

3.1 INSPECTION RESULTS

EA conducted multiple inspections to monitor the property owner’s progress of cleaning up the
Site. An excessive amount of on-site debris (recreational vehicles, piles of wood, garbage, and
overground vegetation) was documented during the inspections of 30 March and 27 July 2023. By
31 August 2023, the inspection indicated that the property owner was cleaning up the property in
preparation for the third quarter sampling. EA personnel met with the property owner on-site to
locate the monitoring wells network and identify any monitoring well accessibility issues. No
evidence of demolition or construction activities or disturbances to the Site was observed during
the inspections. The usage of the property was in compliance with designated use as residential,
restricted residential, or commercial.

3.2 GROUNDWATER RESULTS

Analytical results from the sampling event conducted during the reporting period (September
2023) are included in Table 3-1 for VOCs, Table 3-2 for MNA parameters, and Table 3-3 for
microbial population. Overburden groundwater chlorinated VOC concentrations from the
September 2023 sampling event are depicted on Figure 3-1 and overburden/bedrock interface
chlorinated VOC concentrations are shown on Figure 3-2.

3.2.1 Volatile Organic Compound Results

VOCs were detected in 21 of the 33 monitoring wells sampled exceeding NYSDEC Class GA
standards (6 New York Code of Rules and Regulations [NYCRR] Part 703.5 Water Quality
Regulations, as presented in the Division of Water Technical and Operational Guidance Series
1.1.1, 1998, as amended). VOCs included 1,1-Dichloroethane, 1,1-Dichloroethene, Cis-1,2-DCE,
PCE, trans-1,2-DCE, TCE, and/or vinyl chloride. The highest concentrations of the primary
contaminants of concern (PCE and TCE and their degradation products cis-1,2-DCE and vinyl
chloride) were as follows:

e PCE concentration of 37,100 pg/L detected at overburden well MW-20S, located in the
southwestern corner of the Site near Benton Street.

e TCE concentration of 3,170 pg/L detected at overburden/bedrock interface well
MW-14KA, located at the eastern edge of the Site near adjacent property.
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e Cis-1,2-DCE concentration of 2,800 ug/L detected at overburden/bedrock interface well
MW-14KA, located at the eastern edge of the Site near adjacent property.

e Vinyl chloride concentration of 539 ug/L detected at overburden/bedrock interface well
MW-13K, located north of the southern edge of the property near Benton Street.

Table 3-4 presents PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE, and vinyl chloride concentrations in groundwater
over time from May 2009 through September 2023. The Mann-Kendall Toolkit was used to
statistically evaluate trends in PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE concentrations over time. Mann-
Kendall plots are provided in Appendix F. A summary of PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE, and vinyl
chloride concentrations detected in select representative wells from the monitoring well network
is provided below. Trend graphs are presented for each well with the available data post-ERH

remediation, from May 2017 to September 2023. Electronic data covering the years 2019 and 2021
were not available.

MW-03A: Overburden/bedrock interface monitoring well within the source area. Results from the

Mann-Kendall Toolkit indicated concentration trends of no trend for PCE and TCE and an
increasing trend for cis-1,2-DCE.
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MW-03CA: Shallow bedrock monitoring well within the source area. Results from the Mann-
Kendall Toolkit indicated no concentration trend for PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-DCE.
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MW-13K: Overburden/bedrock interface monitoring well near the western/downgradient

perimeter of the Site. Results from the Mann-Kendall Toolkit indicated concentration trends of
probability decreasing for PCE and stable for TCE and cis-1,2-DCE.
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MW-14KA: Overburden/bedrock interface monitoring well near the eastern perimeter of the Site.

Results from the Mann-Kendall Toolkit indicated stable concentration trends for PCE, TCE, and
cis-1,2-DCE.
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MW-18S: Overburden monitoring well along the northern perimeter of the source area. Results

from the Mann-Kendall Toolkit indicated stable concentration trends for PCE, TCE, and cis-1,2-
DCE.
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MW-19S: Overburden monitoring well in the source area. Results from the Mann-Kendall Toolkit

indicated a stable concentration trend for cis-1,2-DCE. The Mann-Kendall evaluation did not
include PCE and TCE because of lack of data (i.e., limit of detection).
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MW-20S: Overburden monitoring well near the southeast perimeter of the source area. Multiple
graphs are provided for MW-20S for clarity of the data that may be difficult to interpret from one
graph alone. Results from the Mann-Kendall Toolkit indicated no concentration trends for PCE

and TCE. The Mann-Kendall evaluation did not include cis-1,2-DCE because of lack of data (i.e.,
limit of detection).
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MW-21S: Overburden monitoring well within the source area. Results from the Mann-Kendall
Toolkit indicated a decreasing concentration trend for cis-1,2-DCE. Mann-Kendall evaluation was
not conducted for PCE and TCE because of lack of data (i.e., limit of detection).
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Concentrations of chlorinated VOCs in most of the overburden wells and in the
overburden/bedrock interface wells have shown a steady decrease since the ERH remedy was
completed in 2015. The primary exception is the vicinity of MW-20S, where chlorinated VOC
(primarily PCE) concentrations have fluctuated post-remediation but remain high (PCE at a
concentration of 37,100 pg/L). Concentrations in the nearby overburden well and MW-19S and
overburden/bedrock interface well MW-03A have also increased slightly over the last four years,
although concentrations detected in MW-03A are a mixture of the four primary chlorinated
compounds and concentrations in MW-19S are 68 percent cis-1,2-DCE. This is a possible
indication that the PCE detected in MW-20S is migrating slowly to the north in overburden
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groundwater but is also being broken down into degradation products through natural attenuation
processes.

3.2.2 Monitored Natural Attenuation Results and Evaluation

As a secondary evaluation the EPA screening tool was used to complete preliminary screening
for anaerobic degradation processes (Table 3-5). The screening tool uses field parameters and
analytical data to determine the potential for biological reductive dechlorination at the site. EA
utilized the screening assessment to further evaluate current site conditions. Following is the
scoring rationale:

0-5 indicates inadequate evidence for anaerobic biodegradation
6-14 indicates limited evidence for anaerobic biodegradation
15-20 indicates adequate evidence for anaerobic biodegradation
>20 indicates strong evidence for anaerobic biodegradation.

All wells sampled for natural attenuation parameters were used to determine the potential for
reductive dechlorination at the Site. Scores range from 1 to 21 with 28% falling in the 0 to 5
bracket, 43% falling into 6 to 14 bracket, 14% falling into the 15 to 20 bracket, and 14 % falling
in the greater than 20 scoring bracket. Based on the EPA screening tool, the evidence of anaerobic
biodegradation ranges from the inadequate category up to the strong category, at the select wells.
Inadequate evidence is seen at the background well and MW-20S, the well with the greatest
concentration of PCE.

Approximately 70% of the select wells show limited evidence of anerobic biodegradation, and a
closer inspection of the geochemistry data will provide the limiting factors of the biodegradation
process. Degradation of organic contaminants in groundwater is accomplished by biochemical
oxidation reactions where one compound (i.e., electron donor) loses electrons and is oxidized and
the other compound (i.e., electron acceptor) receives electrons and is reduces. The compound that
is reduces (i.e., receives or gains electrons) is termed as a terminal electron acceptor. Oxygen,
nitrate, ferric iron, and sulfate minerals in the aquifer can serve as the terminal electron acceptors,
and the presence of these terminal electron acceptors provides a better understanding of the
limiting factors of biodegradation. Dissolved oxygen is the most preferred terminal electron
acceptor relative to others used by microorganisms for the biodegradation of the contaminants.
Since dissolved oxygen is greater than 0.5 milligram per liter (mg/L) for 6 of the 7 wells, the
predominant microbial process is aerobic biodegradation. Nitrate is the next most preferred
terminal electron acceptor after dissolved oxygen. The presence of nitrate less than 1 mg/L in 5 of
the 7 wells indicates denitrification is occurring. Ferric iron is used as a terminal electron acceptor
during anerobic biodegradation of organic carbon. The presence of Iron Il greater than 1 mg/L in
4 of the 7 wells indicates Iron Il reduction is occurring. Sulfate can be used as a terminal electron
acceptor for anerobic degradation of organic contaminants. The presence of sulfate greater than 20
mg/L for all 7 wells indicates that the conditions are not reducing. In summary, the aquifer of the
site exhibits signs of aerobic respiration, denitrification, and iron reduction. The limiting factor for
the aquifer is dissolved oxygen that is preventing anaerobic biodegradation, which would lead to
sulfate reduction. Sulfate reduction is expected to occur after the dissolved oxygen, nitrate, and
ferric ion have been depleted.
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Concentration trends indicate that chlorinated VOCs are continuing to decrease along the
perimeter of the Site in groundwater in both the overburden and the overburden/bedrock interface.
This indicates that natural attenuation processes are successfully lowering concentrations towards
meeting the remedial goals of restoring the aquifer to pre-release conditions, to the extent
practicable. However, with the continued high concentrations of VOCs in groundwater in the
south/central portion of the Site, the time necessary to reach these goals remains indefinite.

3.2.3 Microbial Sampling

Results quantify Dehalococcoides (DHC), the only known bacterial group capable of complete
reductive dechlorination of PCE and trichloroethylene (TCE) to ethene. The QuantArray-Chlor
results shows that naturally occurring conditions for anaerobic dechlorination of PCE exist, in
order of most favorable to least favorable, at MW-13K, MW-03CA, and MW-20S. Naturally
occurring cell concentrations witnessed in sampling results for DHC at MW-13K, MW-03CA, and
MW-20S are 7.64 x 10° cells per milliliter (cells/mL), 2.52 x 10% cells/mL, and < 2.50 x 10!
cells/mL, respectively. However, DHC concentrations were less than the concentration of 1 x 10*
cells/mL screening criterion used to identify sites where biological reductive dechlorination is
predicted to proceed. A summary of microbial sample results are provided in Table 3-3.

3.3 GROUNDWATER RESULTS, EFFECTIVENESS, AND PROTECTIVENESS

Concentrations of chlorinated VOCs in September 2023 continued to be detected in overburden
and overburden/bedrock interface wells at concentrations above NYSDEC Class GA standards.
Data from the groundwater sampling event completed during the reporting period exhibit mostly
decreasing or stable trends in PCE and degradation product concentrations in overburden and
bedrock groundwater, with the exception of results at and in the vicinity of MW-20S. PCE
concentrations at overburden monitoring well MW-20S, which nearly coincides with a boundary
line of the ERH area, have increased from 17,000 pg/L in 2018 and 2022 to 37,100 pg/L in 2023.
The PCE concentration at this location is orders of magnitude greater than the ambient water
quality standard of 5 pg/L for PCE (NYSDEC 1998). PCE at nearby overburden wells MW-17S
and 19S and overburden/bedrock interface well MW-15K also increased in September 2023 as
follows:

e PCE and TCE increasing at MW-17S by an order of magnitude from 33 pg/L PCE and 18
pg/L TCE in May 2022 to 114 pg/L PCE and 118 ug/LTCE in September 2023. However,
the 2023 concentrations were similar to that detected in May 2017 (130 pg/L PCE and 110
ug/L TCE).

e PCE and TCE increasing at MW-19S from 34 ug/L PCE and 35 pg/L TCE in November
2018 to 360 pg/L PCE and 112 pg/L TCE in September 2023. However, the 2023
concentrations are similar to that detected in May 2022 (400 pg/L PCE and 110 pg/L TCE).

e PCE increasing at MW-15K from an estimated 220 pg/L in May 2022 to 404 pg/L in
September 2023; however, concentrations were less than the May 2017 and November
2018 concentrations (estimated 900 and 990 ug/L).
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The conditions of the aquifer indicate that approximately 70% of the selected wells have
inadequate to limited evidence of anerobic biodegradation. As mentioned previously, the presence
of dissolved oxygen is preventing anaerobic biodegradation and strong reducing conditions. The
presence of PCE and TCE degradation products indicates that some biodegradation is likely
occurring. Microbial sampling for select wells in October 2023 indicated presence of DHC at
concentrations less than the screening criterion used to identify sites where biological reductive
dechlorination is predicted to proceed. As expected, the monitoring wells (MW-13 and MW-03A)
with a greater population of DHC also have stronger evidence for anerobic biodegradation — these
wells show signs of denitrification and ferric iron reduction. Likewise, the monitoring well with
the least population of DHC (MW-20S) also has inadequate evidence for anerobic biodegradation.
Monitoring well MW-20S exhibited the greatest VOC concentration, and only denitrification was
identified.
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4. CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS
4.1 CONCLUSIONS

The goal of the ROD (NYSDEC 2021) is to establish a remedial approach for the Site that protects
human health and the environment. Therefore, groundwater quality must meet and satisfy the
ambient water quality standard guidance for Class GA groundwater as defined by NYSDEC
Technical and Operational Guidance Series 1.1.1 (NYSDEC 1998). Although the remedy
continues to remain protective of human health, the remedy is not effective in reducing VOC
concentrations to below NYSDEC Class GA standards in certain areas. Based on the continued
high concentrations in groundwater in the south/central portion of the Site and current aquifer
conditions, the time necessary to reach the remedial goals remains indefinite.

The remaining contaminants of concern are those that show concentrations above groundwater
screening levels. The 2023 inspection confirmed compliance with all ICs and all aspects of ECs to
be in good condition.

42 RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on site observations and groundwater analytical results, the following changes to site
management activities are recommended. Recommendations will be incorporated into the SMP
pending NYSDEC approval.

4.2.1 Sub-Slab Depressurization System Inspection

It is recommended that off-site SSDS inspections continue to be conducted by individual property
owners to verify it is operating properly.

4.2.2 Site-Wide Inspection

It is recommended that the Site-wide inspection continue to be performed annually and conducted
in conjunction with the annual groundwater monitoring event.

4.2.3 Groundwater Monitoring

It is recommended that groundwater sampling continue to be performed annually for the
parameters identified in the 2023 SMP. Concentrations of chlorinated VOCs continue to be greater
than NYSDEC Class GA standards. Although concentrations in most wells at the Site exhibit
mostly decreasing or stable trends, PCE concentrations have increased in the vicinity of
overburden monitoring well MW-20S, with a significant increase noted at MW-20S. Groundwater
quality data generated in 2024 should also be reviewed to determine if concentrations diminish in
the vicinity of MW-20S, or if additional remedial measures should be considered for this area of
the Site.
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4.2.4 Remedial System Optimization

According to the ROD for OU2 (NYSDEC 2021), additional remediation is expected if it appears
that natural processes alone will not address the contamination. There is evidence of some
biodegradation is occurring at the Site, but the rate of degradation cannot compete with the rate of
rebound of PCE and TCE. The ROD of OU2 states that the contingency remedial action will
dependent on the information collected, but it was anticipated that enhanced bioremediation would
be the expected contingency remedial action (NYSDEC 2021). The rebound at monitoring well
MW-20S suggests a remaining source in the soil. It is recommended that additional soil and
groundwater data be collected and analyzed from the installation of new source area borings
bedrock monitoring wells. This new data will be evaluated to provide options that would be
effective in aiding remedial efforts. A remedial system optimization plan is forthcoming.
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Table 1-1. Chronological List of Investigations and Record Documents

Report Title Year
Phase | Environmental Site Assessment, Empire Soils Investigations, Inc 1994
Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Addendum, Empire Soils 1994
Investigations, Inc.
Soil Vapor Survey Report, Marcor of New York, Inc. 1994
Basement Survey and Air Monitoring Report, Sear Brown Group, Inc. 1995
Environmental Site Characterization Report, Sear Brown Group, Inc 1995
Progress Report, Voluntary Investigation, Sear Brown Group, Inc. 1997
Voluntary Investigation Report, Sear Brown Group, Inc 1998
Soil Gas Survey Report, Galson Consulting 1999
Geoprobe Survey, Zebra Environmental Corp. 1999
EMFLUX® Passive, Non-Invasive Soil-Gas Survey, BEACON Environmental 2000
Services, Inc.
Final Remedial Investigation Report, URS 2001
Pre-Design Investigation, URS 2004
Supplemental Soil Gas Sampling Letter Report, URS 2004
Site CAD Drawing, Site Plan Survey Information, URS 2006
Daily Field Activity Report, URS 2006
Final Remediation Report, URS 2007
Evaluation of Remedial System Performance — Soil Sampling Assessment 2008
Report, URS
Data Assessment Summary, URS 2010
Evaluation of Remedial System Performance Memorandum, URS 2006 to 2010
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Study Report, MACTEC 2011
Record of Decision, Operable Unit 1, NYSDEC 2011
Remedial Design Baseline Groundwater Sampling Letter Report, MACTEC 2012
Final Construction Completion Report OU1 Remedial Action, MACTEC 2017
Groundwater Sampling Report, MACTEC 2017
Remedial Investigation/Feasibility Report - Operable Unit 2, MACTEC 2020
Groundwater Sampling Report, MACTEC 2020
Record of Decision, Operable Unit 2, NYSDEC 2021
Site Management Plan, EA 2023

Notes:

EA = EA Engineering, P.C. and its affiliate EA Science and Technology
MACTEC = MACTEC Engineering and Geology, P.C

UPR = URS Corporation
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Table 2-1. Monitoring Well Details
Screen
Riser Casing Ground Bedrock Well DTB Length | Depth of Bedrock DTW' [ GW Elevation
Location Northing Easting Elevation Elevation Elevation Elevation Material | (ft bgs) (ft) Encountered (ft) Screened Zone (ft BTOR) (ft amsl)
MW-01 1145163.2 1412088.1 512.06 512.36 512.43 491.73 PVC 20.4 5 20.7 interface NA NA
MW-0IA 1145167.7 1412095.5 512.05 512.43 512.52 NA PVC 8.0 5 NA overburden NA NA
MW-03A 1145186.92 1412206.46 512.12 512.47 512.47 490.67 SS 24.5 5 21.8 interface 9.63 502.49
MW-03CA 1145190.51 1412204.76 511.78 512.38 512.38 489.48 SS 30.5 5 22.9 bedrock 11.99 499.79
MW-03D 1145187.694 1412200.493 511.84 512.54 512.53 490.53 PVC 51.65 10 22.0 bedrock 18.37 493.47
MW-04 1145082.5 1412145.9 512.01 512.38 512.3 489.2 PVC 24.1 15 23.1 overburden/interface 9.76 502.25
MW-05 1145059.9 1412071.4 512.49 512.78 512.72 489.12 PVC 24.6 15 23.6 overburden/interface 9.85 502.64
MW-06 1145321.2 1412126.4 510.54 511.01 511.01 491.11 PVC 20.6 15 19.9 overburden/interface 8.03 502.51
MW-8K 1145200.5 1412282.8 511.24 511.61 511.57 493.77 PVC 19.2 10 17.8 interface 8.35 502.89
MW-8S 1145202.9 1412286.3 512.00* 511.54 511.52 NA PVC 16.0 10 NA overburden 7.56 502.71
MW-9K 1145215.1 1412036.0 512.01 512.26 512.27 488.97 PVC 22.7 10 23.3 interface 9.48 502.53
MW-9S 1145222.5 1412032.2 511.32* 512.24 512.22 NA PVC 16.0 10 NA overburden 8.8 501.07
MW-10K 1145250.0 1412155.1 511.49 511.9 511.84 489.84 PVC 21.8 10 22.0 interface 8.59 502.90
MW-10S 1145262.1 1412157 511.58* 511.74 511.7 NA PVC 16.0 10 NA overburden 8.1 502.15
MW-11K 1145145.6 1412256.6 511.12 511.61 511.6 494.1 PVC 18.2 10 17.50 interface NA NA
MW-11S 1145152.0 1412267.5 511.36 511.58 511.6 NA PVC 14.0 10 NA overburden 8.26 503.10
MW-12K 1145115.8 1412213.0 511.67 512.09 512.09 492.79 PVC 19.5 5 19.3 interface 8.9 502.77
MW-12S 1145111.0 1412204.1 511.53 512.01 512.01 NA PVC 14.0 5 NA overburden 8.25 503.28
MW-13K 1145154.4 1412083.7 512.13 512.41 512.41 493.21 PVC 215 5 19.2 interface 9.34 502.79
MW-14KA 1145231.02 1412219.57 511.78 512.11 512.11 491.11 SS 24.4 5 21.0 interface 9.3 502.48
MW-15K 1145175.74 1412133 512.74 512.85 512.85 489.35 SS 25.3 5 23.5 interface 10.19 502.55
MW-15S 1145179.92 1412130.36 512.52 513.04 513.04 NA SS 15.0 10 NA overburden 7.77 504.75
MW-16K 1145216.5 1412228.09 511.83 512.26 512.26 489.06 SS 255 5 23.2 interface 9.26 502.57
MW-16S 1145252.27 1412212.19 512.48 512.69 512.69 NA SS 15.5 10 NA overburden 9.55 502.93
MW-17S 1145220.51 1412226.64 511.59 512.2 512.2 NA SS 15.5 10 NA overburden 8.11 503.48
MW-18S 1145233.7 14121715 512.74 513.02 513.02 NA SS 15.0 10 NA overburden 8.79 503.95
MW-19S 1145201.46 1412191.41 512.54 512.78 512.78 NA SS 14.8 10 NA overburden 8.63 503.91
MW-20S 1145162.95 1412199.08 512.67 512.93 512.93 NA SS 15.4 10 NA overburden 9.38 503.29
MW-21S 1145203.8 1412157.97 512.44 512.87 512.87 NA SS 15.0 10 NA overburden 8.44 504.00
PZ-22S 1145257.935 1412260.71 511.47 511.85 511.85 NA PVC 12.3 10 NA overburden 7.83 503.64
MW-22K 1145257.935 1412260.71 511.48 511.85 511.85 494.35 PVC 28.6 10 17.5 interface 8.98 502.50
MW-23K 1145137.253 1412014.991 511.69 512.41 512.41 490.91 PVC 31.0 10 21.5 interface 8.98 502.71
PZ-24S 1145137.6 1411903.275 512.06 512.46 512.44 NA PVC 14.3 10 NA overburden 8.35 503.71
MW-24K 1145137.6 1411903.275 512.06 512.46 512.44 494.44 PVC 28.3 10 18.0 interface 8.33 503.73
GWE-1 1145169.4 1412098.4 511.98 512.43 512.43 491.73 PVC 20.7 3 20.7 interface NA NA
GWE-2 1145152 1412176.3 511.94 512.35 512.35 489.35 PVC 23.0 3 23.0 interface 9.21 502.73
MPE-17 1145160.2 1412170.8 511.97 512.47 512.47 NA PVC 13.5 7.5 NA overburden 7.15 504.82
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EA Engineering, P.C. and Its Affiliate Table 2-1, Page 2 of 2
EA Science and Technology November 2024

Table 2-1. Monitoring Well Details
Notes:
1. DTW was measured during the September 2023 sampling event.
*Elevation estimated due to riser being shortened during site maintenance
amsl = Above mean sea level
bgs = Below ground surface
BTOR = Below top of riser
DTB = Depth to bottom as installed
DTW = Depth to water
ft = Feet(foot)
NA = Not available
PVC = Polyvinyl Chloride
SS = Stainless Steel

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103) 2023 Annual Report
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EA Engineering, P.C. and Its Affiliate Table 2-2, Page 1 of 1

EA Science and Technology November 2024
Table 2-2. September 2023 Monitoring Well Maintenance
Located | Accessible Riser Pipe DTB
Well ID (YIN) (YIN) Elevation (ft amsl) | (ft bgs) Maintenance Notes Corrective Measures

MW-01 N N 512.06 NA |Paved over, could not locate Marked possible location, did not dig

MW-01A N N 512.05 NA |Paved over, could not locate Marked possible location, did not dig

MW-03A Y Y 512.12 21.4 |Missing bolts Replaced bolts

MW-03CA Y Y 511.78 33.1 |Missing bolts Replaced bolts

MW-03D Y Y 511.84 52.1 |Missing lock Added lock

MW-04 Y Y 512.01 24.4 |Missing lock Replaced bolts and j-plug; requires lock

MW-05 Y Y 512.49 24.8 |Missing lock Replaced bolts

MW-06 Y Y 510.54 21.2 |Missing well cap and lock Replaced bolts and j-plug

MW-08K Y Y 511.24 24.4  |High turbidity Redeveloped well, replaced bolts

MW-08S Y Y 511.27 16.3 |Broken well cap, missing lock Shortened riser by approximately 1 inch (Needs
to be resurveyed), replaced bolts and j-plug

MW-09K Y Y 512.01 23 Missing lock Rethreaded 3 bolt seats; lock required

MW-09S Y N 511.87 NM  |Could not open well cover Shortened riser by approximately 2 inches
(Needs to be resurveyed), replaced j-plug,
redeveloped well

MW-10K Y Y 511.49 22.2 |No casing cover, missing j-plug/cap [Well cover installed, sealed concrete pad

MW-10S Y Y 511.25 16.5 |Hole in well cap Shortened riser by approximately 1 inch (Needs
to be resurveyed), replaced j-plug

MW-11K Y Y 511.12 NM |PVC broken ~3.5" down Replaced bolts

MW-11S Y Y 511.36 14.2  |Missing j-plug/cap and lock Replaced bolts; lock required

MW-12K Y Y 511.67 19.9 |Missing lock and bolts Replaced bolts and j-plug

MW-12S Y Y 511.53 14,5 [Missing lock Lock required

MW-13K Y Y 512.13 21.8 |Missing lock and j-plug Replaced j-plug

MW-14KA Y Y 511.78 25.4 |Missing lock Added lock

MW-15K Y Y 512.74 25.3 |Missing lock and j-plug Added lock, replaced j-plug

MW-15S Y Y 512.52 15.2 |Missing lock Added lock

MW-16K Y Y 511.83 25.3 |Missing lock Added lock

MW-16S Y Y 512.48 15.3 |Missing lock Added lock

MW-17S Y Y 511.59 15.2  |Missing lock Added lock

MW-18S Y Y 512.74 15.2 |Missing lock Added lock, replaced j-plug, redeveloped well

MW-19S Y Y 512.54 15.2  |Missing lock Added lock, replaced bolts and j-plug,
redeveloped well

MW-20S Y Y 512.67 15.2 |Missing bolts Replaced bolts

MW-21S Y Y 512.44 15.1 |Missing lock Added lock

PZz-22S Y N 511.47 NA  |Car parked over well, missing lock |Lock required

MW-22K Y N 511.48 NA  |Car parked over well, missing lock |Redeveloped well; lock required

MW-23K Y Y 511.69 31 |Good condition None

PZ-24S N N 512.06 12.7 |Could not locate Located

MW-24K Y Y 512.06 28.3 |Could not locate Located and redeveloped well

GWE-1 N N 511.98 NA |Paved over, could not locate Marked possible location, did not dig

GWE-2 Y Y 511.94 22.5 |Good condition None

MPE-17 Y Y 511.97 13.8 |Good condition None

Notes:

Monitoring well maintenance was performed during the September 2023 sampling event.

amsl = above mean sea level

bgs = below ground surface

DTB = Depth to bottom

ft = feet(foot)

ID = Identification

N = No

NA = Not available

NM = Not measured

Y =Yes
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Table 3-1. Concentrations of VOCs in Groundwater

Table 3-1, Page 1 of 4
November 2024

Location 1D
Sample Name
Parent Sample 1D

GWE-2
828103-GWE-2-09262023

MPE-17
828103-MPE-17-09262023

MW-03A
828103-MW-03A-09252023

MW-03CA
828103-MW-03CA-09252023

MW-03D
828103-MW-03D-09272023

MW-04
828103-MW-04-09262023

MW-04
828103-DUP-02-09262023
828103-MW-04-09262023

MW-05
828103-MW-05-09262023

MW-06

828103-MW-06-09262023

Sample Date 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/27/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023

Analyte NYSDEC AWQS" Unit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
VOCs (SW8260)
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 ug/L 5.8 <0.57U 1 <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ug/L 1.3 <0.59 U 4 0.6J <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.04 ug/L <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide) NSL ug/L <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48 U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ug/L <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 ug/L <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
2-Hexanone 50 ug/L <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <48U <48U
Acetone 50 ug/L <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U
Benzene ug/L <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Bromochloromethane 5 ug/L <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <048U <048U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U
Bromodichloromethane 50 ug/L <0.45U <045U <045U <045U <045U <045U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U
Bromoform 50 pg/L <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U
Bromomethane 5 pg/L <1l6U <1l6U <l6U <1l6U <1l6U <l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <1l8U <18U <1l8U <1l8U <1l8U <1l8U <1l8U <1l8U <18U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 pg/L <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U
Chlorobenzene 5 pg/L <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
Chloromethane (Methyl Chloride) NSL pg/L <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 ug/L 96.9 <0.51U 877 89.4 3.8 <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U 7.2
Cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 pg/L <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U
Cyclohexane NSL pg/L <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Dibromochloromethane 50 pg/L <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <06U <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U
M,P-Xylene (Sum Of Isomers) NSL ug/L <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Methyl Acetate NSL pg/L <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <08U <08U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 ug/L <2.7U <27V <27U <2.7U <2.7U <2.7U <2.7U <27U <27U
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl-2-Pentanone) NSL pg/L <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U
Methylcyclohexane NSL pg/L <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <06U <06U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <1lU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U
Styrene 5 ug/L <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 ug/L <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ug/L 74.8 15.8 704 130 1.4 <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Toluene 5 pg/L <0.49U <049U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <049U <049U <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 6.4 <0.54U 5.3 <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ug/L <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 50.7 0.7J 350 57.9 6.2 <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U 3.8
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 ug/L <04U <04U <0.4U <0.4U <0.4U <0.4U <0.4U <04U <04U
Vinyl Chloride 2 ug/L 0.55J <0.52U 305 6.9 <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U
Xylenes 5 ug/L <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59U <059 U <059 U <0.59U

(1) NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standard (AWQS) Class GA (Standard/guidance
values) (Technical and Operational Guidance Series [TOGS] 1.1.1).

Hg/L = Microgram(s) per liter.
J = Concentration is estimated.
NSL = No screening level available.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOC = Total organic carbon
U = Analyte not detected.
VOC = Volatile organic compound

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded gray.
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Table 3-1. Concentrations of VOCs in Groundwater
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November 2024

Location ID MW-08K MW-08S MW-09K MW-09S MW-10K MW-10S MW-11S MW-12K MW-12S
Sample Name| 828103-MW-08K-09252023 | 828103-MW-08S-09262023 | 828103-MW-09K-09262023 | 828103-MW-09S-09262023 | 828103-MW-10K-09262023 | 828103-MW-10S-09262023 | 828103-MW-11S-09262023 | 828103-MW-12K-09262023 | 828103-MW-12S-09262023
Parent Sample ID
Sample Date 9/25/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' | Unit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
VOCs (SW8260)
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 ug/L <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U 1.7 <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ug/L <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59U <0.59U 1.9 <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.04 ug/L <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide) NSL ug/L <0.48U <0.48U <0.48 U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ug/L <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 ug/L <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <051U <0.51U <051U <0.51U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.54U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
2-Hexanone 50 ug/L <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <48U <48U <48U
Acetone 50 ug/L <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U
Benzene ug/L <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Bromochloromethane 5 ug/L <0.48U <0.48U <0.48 U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48 U <0.48U
Bromodichloromethane 50 ug/L <045U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U
Bromoform 50 ug/L <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U
Bromomethane 5 ug/L <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U
Carbon Disulfide 60 ug/L <1l8U <18U <18U <18U <18U <18U <18U <18U <1l8U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 ug/L <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <055U <055U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U
Chlorobenzene 5 ug/L <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <056 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Chloroethane 5 ug/L <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U
Chloroform 7 ug/L <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
Chloromethane (Methyl Chloride) NSL ug/L <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 ug/L <051U <0.51U 91.4 <0.51U 163 10.4 <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
Cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ug/L <047U <047U <047U <0.47U <0.47U <047U <0.47U <0.47U <0.47U
Cyclohexane NSL ug/L <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Dibromochloromethane 50 ug/L <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <056 U <056 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 ug/L <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <056 U <056 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 ug/L <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 ug/L <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U
M,P-Xylene (Sum Of Isomers) NSL ug/L <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Methyl Acetate NSL ug/L <0.8U <08U <0.8U <08U <0.8U <08U <08U <08U <08U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 ug/L <27U <2.7U <2.7U <2.7U <2.7U <2.7U <27U <27U <27U
Methy! Isobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl-2-Pentanone) NSL ug/L <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U
Methylcyclohexane NSL ug/L <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <06U <06U <06U
Methylene Chloride 5 ug/L <1lU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 ug/L <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59U <0.59U <059 U <059 U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U
Styrene 5 ug/L <0.49U <049U <049U <049U <0.49U <0.49U <049U <049U <049U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 ug/L <051U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ug/L <0.56 U <0.56 U 27 <0.56 U <0.56 U 3 <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Toluene 5 ug/L <0.49U <0.49 U <0.49 U <0.49 U <0.49 U <0.49 U <0.49 U <0.49U <0.49 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ug/L <0.54U <0.54U 0.88J <0.54U 2 <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U <0.54U
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ug/L <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ug/L <0.53U <0.53U 21.8 <0.53U 496 12.5 <0.53U 5.1 <0.53U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 ug/L <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U
Vinyl Chloride 2 ug/L <0.52U <0.52U 10.3 <0.52 U 0.641 <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U
Xylenes 5 ug/L <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U <059 U <059 U <059 U <059 U <059 U <059 U

(1) NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standard (AWQS) Class GA (Standard/guidance
values) (Technical and Operational Guidance Series [TOGS] 1.1.1).

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter.
J = Concentration is estimated.
NSL = No screening level available.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOC = Total organic carbon
U = Analyte not detected.
VOC = Volatile organic compound

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded gray.
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Location 1D
Sample Name
Parent Sample 1D

MW-13K
828103-MW-13K-09252023

MW-13K
828103-DUP-01-09252023
828103-MW-13K-09252023

MW-14KA
828103-MW-14KA-09252023

MW-15K
828103-MW-15K-09252023

MW-158
828103-MW-155-09252023

MW-16K
828103-MW-16K-09272023

MW-16S
828103-MW-165-09272023

MW-178
828103-MW-17S-09272023

MW-18S
828103-MW-185-09272023

Sample Date 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/27/2023 9/27/2023 9/27/2023 9/27/2023

Analyte NYSDEC AWQS" Unit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
VOCs (SW8260)
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 ug/L 4.2 3.5) <57U 8.7 <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ug/L 6.9 5 891J 11.9 <0.59 U 1 <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59 U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <25U <25U <5U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <25U <25U <5U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.04 ug/L <2.6U <26U <53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide) NSL ug/L <24U <24U <48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <27U <2.7U <53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ug/L <3U <3U <6U <06U <06U <06U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 ug/L <25U <25U <5.1U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <051U <051U <0.51U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <27U <2.7U <54U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <25U <25U <5.1U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
2-Hexanone 50 ug/L <24 U <24 U <48 U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <48U <48U <48U
Acetone 50 ug/L <15U <15U <31U <3.1U 3.9 <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U
Benzene ug/L <21U <21U <43U 0.59 <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Bromochloromethane 5 ug/L <24U <24U <48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48 U <0.48U <0.48U
Bromodichloromethane 50 ug/L <23U <23U <45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U <0.45U
Bromoform 50 pg/L <32U <32U <6.3U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U
Bromomethane 5 pg/L <82U <82U <16 U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <9u <9u <18U <18U <18U <18U <18U <18U <1l8U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 pg/L <28U <28U <55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U
Chlorobenzene 5 pg/L <28U <28U <56U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <36U <36U <73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <25U <25U <5U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
Chloromethane (Methyl Chloride) NSL pg/L <3.8U <38U <76U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 2170 1730 2800 231 2.5 320 26.8 1.9
Cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ug/L <24U <24U <4.7U <0.47U <047U <0.47U <0.47U <0.47U <0.47U
Cyclohexane NSL pg/L <39U <39U <78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Dibromochloromethane 50 pg/L <28U <28U <56U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <28U <28U <56U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <3U <3U <6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <32U <32U <65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U
M,P-Xylene (Sum Of Isomers) NSL ug/L <39U <39U <78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Methyl Acetate NSL pg/L <4U <4U <8uU <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <08U <08U <08U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <14 U <14 U <27U <27U <27U <27U <27U <27U <27U
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl-2-Pentanone) NSL pg/L <24U <24U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U
Methylcyclohexane NSL pg/L <3U <3U <6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <5U <5U <10U <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <3U <3U <59U <0.59 U <0.59 U <059 U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U
Styrene 5 pg/L <24U <24U <49U <0.49U <049U <0.49U <049U <049U <049U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 ug/L <25U <25U <5.1U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ug/L 1350 1290 1600 404 150 189 24.5 114
Toluene 5 pg/L <25U <25U <49U <049U <049U <0.49U <049U <049U <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 14.9 11.7 13.5 1.6 <054 U 2.9 <054U <054U 0.74J
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ug/L <22U <22U <43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 556 451 3170 255 83.3 236 199 118
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 ug/L <2U <2U <4U <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U <04U
Vinyl Chloride 2 ug/L 539 356 130 12.9 <0.52U 8.8 <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U
Xylenes 5 ug/L <3U <3U <59U <0.59 U <0.59 U <059 U <059 U <0.59U <059 U

(1) NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standard (AWQS) Class GA (Standard/guidance
values) (Technical and Operational Guidance Series [TOGS] 1.1.1).

Hg/L = Microgram(s) per liter.
J = Concentration is estimated.
NSL = No screening level available.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOC = Total organic carbon
U = Analyte not detected.
VOC = Volatile organic compound

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded gray.

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report



EA Engineering, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Table 3-1. Concentrations of VOCs in Groundwater

Location 1D
Sample Name
Parent Sample 1D

MW-19S
828103-MW-19S-09252023

MW-20S
828103-MW-20S-09252023

MW-218
828103-MW-21S-09272023

MW-22K
828103-MW-22K-09262023

MW-23K
828103-MW-23K-09262023

MW-24K
828103-MW-24K-09262023

PZ-22S
828103-PZ-22S-09262023

PZ-24S
828103-PZ-245-09262023

Sample Date 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/27/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023 9/26/2023

Analyte NYSDEC AWQS" Unit Result Result Result Result Result Result Result Result
VOCs (SW8260)
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 ug/L <0.57U <57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ug/L <0.59 U <59 U <0.59 U <059 U <059 U <059 U <0.59U <059 U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <05U <50U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 ug/L <05U <50U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.04 ug/L <0.53U <53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dibromoethane (Ethylene Dibromide) NSL ug/L <0.48U <48U <0.48U <0.48U <048U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <0.53U <53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ug/L <0.6U <60 U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 ug/L <051U <51U <051U <051U <051U <051U <051U <0.51U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <054 U <54 U <054 U <054 U <054 U <054 U <054 U <054 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 ug/L <051U <51U <051U <051U <051U <051U <051U <051U
2-Hexanone 50 ug/L <4.8U <480 U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <4.8U <48U <4.8U
Acetone 50 ug/L <3.1U <310U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U <3.1U
Benzene ug/L <0.43U <43U 0.52 <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Bromochloromethane 5 ug/L <0.48U <48U <0.48U <0.48U <048U <0.48U <0.48U <0.48U
Bromodichloromethane 50 ug/L <045U <45U <045U <045U <045U <045U <045U <0.45U
Bromoform 50 pg/L <0.63U <63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U <0.63U
Bromomethane 5 ug/L <1l6U <160 U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U <1l6U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <1l8U <180 U <1l8U <1l8U <1l8U <1l8U <18U <1l8U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 pg/L <0.55U <55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U <0.55U
Chlorobenzene 5 pg/L <0.56 U <56U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.73U <73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <05U <50U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U <05U
Chloromethane (Methyl Chloride) NSL pg/L <0.76 U <76U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U <0.76 U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 1030 54.2] <0.51U 18.6 <051U <051U <051U <0.51U
Cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 pg/L <047U <47U <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U <047U
Cyclohexane NSL pg/L <0.78U <78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Dibromochloromethane 50 pg/L <0.56 U <56U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.56 U <56U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.6U <60U 0.67J <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <0.65U <65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U <0.65U
M,P-Xylene (Sum Of Isomers) NSL pg/L <0.78U <78U 1 <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U <0.78U
Methyl Acetate NSL pg/L <0.8U <80U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U <0.8U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <27U <270U <27U <27U <27U <27U <27U <27U
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (4-Methyl-2-Pentanone) NSL pg/L <49U <490 U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U <49U
Methylcyclohexane NSL pg/L <0.6U <60U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U <0.6U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <1luU <100 U <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU <1luU
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <0.59 U <59U <0.59 U <0.59 U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U
Styrene 5 ug/L <0.49U <49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <049U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <0.51U <51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ug/L 360 37100 0.95)] 2.4 <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U <0.56 U
Toluene 5 pg/L <0.49U <49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <0.49U <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ug/L 14.8 <54 U 2.4 <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <0.54 U <054 U
Trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ug/L <0.43U <43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U <0.43U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 112 592 1.2 3.8 <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U <0.53U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 ug/L <0.4U <40U <0.4U <0.4U <0.4U <0.4U <04U <0.4U
Vinyl Chloride 2 ug/L 23.3 <52U <0.52U 0.77J <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U <0.52U
Xylenes 5 ug/L <0.59 U <59U 1 <0.59 U <0.59U <0.59U <0.59U <059 U

(1) NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standard (AWQS) Class GA (Standard/guidance
values) (Technical and Operational Guidance Series [TOGS] 1.1.1).

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter.
J = Concentration is estimated.
NSL = No screening level available.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOC = Total organic carbon
U = Analyte not detected.
VOC = Volatile organic compound

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded gray.

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc (828103)

Rochester, New York

Table 3-1, Page 4 of 4
November 2024
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Table 3-2. Concentrations of MNA Parameters in Groundwater

Tables 3-2, Page 1 of 2

November 2024

Location ID
Sample Name
Parent Sample ID

MW-03A
828103-MW-03A-09252023

MW-03CA
828103-MW-03CA-09252023

MW-08K
828103-MW-08K-09252023

MW-13K

828103-MW-13K-09252023

MW-13K

828103-DUP-01-09252023
828103-MW-13K-09252023

Sample Date 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' | Unit Result Result Result Result Result

Anions (SM4500S-F/SW9056)
Sulfide (SM4500S-F) 0.05 mg/L <0.48 U <0.48U <0.48 U <0.48 U <0.48 U
Chloride (As CI) (SW9056) 250 mg/L 128 180 102 232 204
Sulfate (As SO4) (SW9056) 250 mg/L 81.7 117 41.3 88.6 104
Nitrogen
Nitrogen, Nitrite (SM4500B) 1 mg/L <0.003 U <0.003 U 0.02 <0.003 U <0.003 U
Nitrogen, Nitrate-Nitrite (EPA 353.2) NSL mg/L <0.09U <0.09U 14.7 <0.09U <0.09U
Nitrogen, Nitrate (As N) (Calculated) 10 mg/L <0.093 U <0.093 U 14.7 <0.093 U <0.093 U
Total Metals (SW6010D)
Iron 300 ug/L 1540 1090 636 1160 1170
Manganese 300 ug/L 41.8 38.2 428 89.2 85.5
Dissolved Gases (RSK-175)
Carbon Dioxide NSL ug/L 5770 5500 6330 7010 9560
Ethane NSL ug/L 1.6 <0.14 U <0.14 U 10.4 7.53
Ethene NSL ug/L 34.3 0.53 <0.16 U 34.5 25
Methane NSL ug/L 56.4 4.49 0.19 267 173
Alkalinity (SM2320B)
Alkalinity, Total (As CaCOs3) NSL mg/L 341 322 319 372 379
TOC (SM5310B)
Total Organic Carbon NSL mg/L 4.7 15 1.3 2.5 1.9

(1) NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standard (AWQS) Class GA (Standard/guidance

values) (Technical and Operational Guidance Series [TOGS] 1.1.1).

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter.

mg/L = Miligram(s) per liter.

J = Concentration is estimated.

MNA = Monitored natural attenuation
NSL = No screening level available.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOC = Total organic carbon
U = Analyte not detected.

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded gray.

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report
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Dinaburg Distributing, Inc (828103)
Rochester, New York

Table 3-2. Concentrations of MNA Parameters in Groundwater

Location ID
Sample Name
Parent Sample ID

MW-14KA
828103-MW-14KA-09252023

MW-19S
828103-MW-19S-09252023

MW-20S
828103-MW-20S-09252023

Sample Date 9/25/2023 9/25/2023 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' | Unit Result Result Result

Anions (SM4500S-F/SW9056)
Sulfide (SM4500S-F) 0.05 mg/L <0.48U <0.48 U <0.48 U
Chloride (As CI) (SW9056) 250 mg/L 131 8.2 117
Sulfate (As SO4) (SW9056) 250 mg/L 94.4 47.9 84.3
Nitrogen
Nitrogen, Nitrite (SM4500B) 1 mg/L <0.003U 0.13 0.02
Nitrogen, Nitrate-Nitrite (EPA 353.2) NSL mg/L <0.09U 55 0.65
Nitrogen, Nitrate (As N) (Calculated) 10 mg/L <0.093 U 5.4 0.62
Total Metals (SW6010D)
Iron 300 ug/L 967 1080 32.1
Manganese 300 ug/L 39.6 69.6 61.8
Dissolved Gases (RSK-175)
Carbon Dioxide NSL ug/L 7200 14400 7450
Ethane NSL ug/L 1.3 0.14J <0.14 U
Ethene NSL ug/L 9.84 1.5 <0.16 U
Methane NSL ug/L 48.5 0.94 0.46
Alkalinity (SM2320B)
Alkalinity, Total (As CaCOs,) NSL mg/L 326 413 426
TOC (SM5310B)
Total Organic Carbon NSL mg/L 3 5.8 4.8

(1) NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standard (AWQS) Class GA (Standard/guidance
values) (Technical and Operational Guidance Series [TOGS] 1.1.1).

Ma/L = Microgram(s) per liter.
mg/L = Miligram(s) per liter.
J = Concentration is estimated.

MNA = Monitored natural attenuation

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOC = Total organic carbon
U = Analyte not detected.

Concentrations exceeding the screening level are shaded gray.

Tables 3-2, Page 2 of 2

November 2024
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EA Engineering, P.C. and Its Affiliate Table 3-3, Page 1 of 3

EA Science and Technology Table 3-3. Results for Microbical Sampling in Groundwater November 2024
Location ID MW-13K MW-03CA MW-20S
Sample Name| 828103-MW-13K-10262023 [828103-MW-03CA-10262023| 828103-MW-20S-10262023
Parent Sample ID
Sample Date 10/26/2023 10/26/2023 10/26/2023
Analyte Result Result Result

Reducive Dechlorination
Dehalococcoides (DHC) 7.64E+03 2.51E+03 <2.50E+01
tceA Reductase (TCE) 4.98E+02 4.43E+01 <2.50E+01
BAV1 Vinyl Chloride Reductase (BVC) 1.19E+02 5.84E+01 <2.50E+01
Vinyl Chloride Reductase (VCR) 8.92E+01 6.79E+02 <2.50E+01
Dehalobacter spp. (DHBt) 8.61E+04 3.52E+04 <2.50E+02
Dehalobacter DCM (DCM) <2.5E+02 <2.5E+02 <2.50E+02
Dehalogenimona s spp. (DHG) 1.57E+03 1.88E+04 <2.50E+02

cer A Reductase (CER) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02

trans -1,2-DCE Reductase (TDR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Desulfitobacterium spp. (DSB) 1.64E+04 3.82E+04 <2.50E+02
Dehalobium chlorocoercia (DECO) 2.56E+04 8.16E+03 2.00E+03
Desulfuromonas spp. (DSM) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 6.88E+01 (J)
PCE Reductase (PCE-1) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
PCE Reductase (PCE-2) 4.01E+04 5.39E+03 <2.50E+02
Chloroform Reductase (CFR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
1,1 DCA Reductase (DCA) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
1,2 DCA Reducatase (DCAR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Aerobic (Co)Metabolic
Soluble Methane Monooxygenase (SMMO) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Toluene Dioxygenase (TOD) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Phenol Hydroxylase (PHE) 1.48E+05 2.85E+04 1.27E+05
Trichlorobnzene Dioxygenase (TCBO) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Toluene Monooxygenase 2 (RDEG) 1.44E+05 2.93E+04 1.55E+05
Toluene Monooxygenase (RMO) <2.50E+02 1.35E+03 <2.50E+02
Ethene Monooxygenase (EtnC) 3.50E+03 2.47E+03 <2.50E+02
Epoxalkane Transferasc (EtnE) 5.44E+03 <2.50E+02 1.23E+04

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York 2023 Annual Report
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Table 3-3. Results for Microbical Sampling in Groundwater

Table 3-3, Page 2 of 3
November 2024

Location ID
Sample Name

Parent Sample ID

MW-13K
828103-MW-13K-10262023

MW-03CA
828103-MW-03CA-10262023

MW-20S

828103-MW-20S-10262023

Sample Date 10/26/2023 10/26/2023 10/26/2023
Analyte Result Result Result
Dichloromethane Dehalogenase (DCMA) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report
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Table 3-3. Results for Microbical Sampling in Groundwater

Table 3-3, Page 3 of 3
November 2024

Location ID
Sample Name
Parent Sample ID

MW-13K
828103-MW-13K-10262023

MW-03CA
828103-MW-03CA-10262023

MW-20S

828103-MW-20S-10262023

Sample Date 10/26/2023 10/26/2023 10/26/2023
Analyte Result Result Result
Other
Total Eubacteria (EBAC) 4.55E+08 4.85E+06 3.43E+07
Sulfate Reducing Bacteria (APS) 2.99E+05 4.09E+05 1.52E+05
Methanogens (MGN) 1.21E+02 (J) 3.84E+03 1.28E+01 (J)
Notes:

< = Results Not Detected

J = Estimated gene copies Bblow project quantity limit but above laboraory quantity limit
Bold values indiate a value greater than method detection limits.

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MPE-17
828103-MPE-17-
Sample Name| 828103-MPE17010 | 828103-MPE17012 | 828103-MPE17012 | 828103-MPE17012 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 7/11/2012 2/14/2019 7/16/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L 1.3 <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L 1 <0.38U <038U <1UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 0.78 1 <0.29U <0.29U <1uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 ng/L <098 U 3.1J <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <021U <041U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <02U <0.39U <0.39U <1UJ <045U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.2U <0.19U <0.19U <1uJ <1.8U
Chloroform ng/L 0.287J <0.34U <0.34U <1uJ <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 1.4 <0.81U <0.81U <1uJ <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <02U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <0.51U <13U <13U NA <2.7U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 png/L 9 7.9 10 727 15.8
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <02U <09U <090U <1uJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 3.9 0.49) 0.6J 0.287J 0.717
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <0.23U <09U <090U <1uJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ug/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth
Location ID

Overburden

MW-08S

828103- 828103-MW-08S-
Sample Name| MWO08S1117  (828103-MW08S011(828103-MW08S011|828103-MW08S011 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/24/2017 11/27/2018 7/15/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <038U <0.38U <038U <1uJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <1uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 png/L <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 ng/L <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <039U <039U <039U <1UJ <045U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.19U <0.19U <0.19U <1uJ <1.8U
Chloroform pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <034U <1uJ <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1uJ <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U NA <27U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 png/L <036U <036U <036 U <1UJ <0.56 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <09U <09U <090U <1uJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <046 U <046 U <046 U <1uJ <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 ng/L <09U <09U <090U <1uJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-09S
828103- 828103-MW-09S-
Sample Name| MW09S1177  [828103-MW9S5012(828103-MW09S012 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/24/2017 11/28/2018 7/15/2020 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 ng/L <038U <0.38U <038U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ng/L <0.29U <029U <0.29U <0.59U
Acetone 50 png/L <3U <3U <3.0U <31U
Benzene 1 ng/L <041U <041U <041U <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 ng/L <039U <039U <0.39U <0450
Carbon Disulfide 60 png/L <0.19U <0.19U <0.19U <1.8U
Chloroform ng/L <0.34U <0.34U <034U <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 ng/L <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 ng/L <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 ng/L <13U <13U <13U <2.7U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L <036 U <036U <0.36U <0.56 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ng/L <09U <09U <0.90U <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <046U <046U <046U <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <09U <09U <0.90U <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-10S
828103- 828103-MW-10S-
Sample Name| MW10S1117  (828103-MW10S012|828103-MW10S012|828103-MW10S012 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/25/2017 11/28/2018 7/14/2020 5/25/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <038U <0.38U <038U <1U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <1U <0.59U
Acetone 50 png/L <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 ng/L <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <039U <039U <039U <1U <045U0
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.19U <0.19U <0.19U <1U <1.8U
Chloroform ng/L <034U <0.34U <0.34U <1U <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 5.6 1.3 2.7 1.1 10.4
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U NA <27U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L 50 24 16 8.8 3
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <09U <09U <090U <1lU <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 49 19 19 13 12.5
Vinyl Chloride 2 ng/L <09U <09U <090U <1U <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth

Overburden

Location ID

MW-118S

828103- 828103- 828103-MW-11S-
Sample Name|] MW11S01209 MW11S0917  |828103-MW11S010{828103-MW11S010{828103-MW11S010 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/26/2009 5/23/2017 11/27/2018 7/14/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <036U <038U <038U <0.38U <1UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <047U <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <1uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <0.32U <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <036U <0.39U <039U <039U <1yl <0450
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.54U <0.19U <0.19U <0.19U <1UJ <1.8U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <1uJ <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <035U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1uJ <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U <13U NA <27U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27UJ <036U <036U <036 U <1UJ <0.56 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <09U <09U <0.90U <1uJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <0.28U <046 U <046 U <046 U <1uJ <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <0.34U <09U <09U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York
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Sample Depth

Version: DRAFT FINAL
Page 6 or 30
. . . N 2024
Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater ovember 20
Overburden
MW-128S

Location ID

828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-12S-
Sample Name| MW12S01009 MWI12S1117  |828103-MW12S010|828103-MW12S010( MWI12S010D  (828103-MW12S010 09262023
828103-
MW12S010 _07_15
Parent Sample 2020
Sample Date 5/25/2009 5/23/2017 11/27/2018 7/15/2020 7/15/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <0.36U <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <1UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <047U <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <1UJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <3U <3U <3.0U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <032U <041U <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <0.36U <0.39U <0.39U <0.39U <0.39U <1UJ <045U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.54U <0.19U <0.19U <0.19U <0.19U <1UJ <18U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <1UJ <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <035U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1UJ <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U <0.74U <0.74U <0.74 U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U <13U <13U NA <2.7U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27UJ <0.36U <036 U <036 U <036 U <1UJ <0.56 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <09U <09U <0.90U <090U <1UJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <0.28U <0.46U <0.46 U <0.46U <0.46U <1UJ <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <034 U <09U <09U <0.90U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-158S
828103- 828103-MW-15S-
Sample Name| MWI1551017 (828103-MW15S010|828103-MW155010|828103-MW15S010 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/22/2017 11/28/2018 7/15/2020 5/24/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <82U <l.6U <1l.6U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <3.8U <0.76 U <0.76 U <1uJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <29U <0.58U <0.58U <1uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 png/L <30U <6U <6.0U NA 3917
Benzene 1 ng/L <4.1U0 <0.82U <0.82U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <39U <0.78 U <0.78 U <1UJ <045U0
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <19U <0.38U <038U <1uJ <1.8U
Chloroform ng/L <34U <0.68 U <0.68U <1uJ <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 13 19 3.3 2517 2.5
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <74U <15U <l5U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <26U <2.6U NA <2.7U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 png/L 240 100 150 100 J 150
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <9U <18U <1.8U <1uJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 100 52 82 45 83.3
Vinyl Chloride 2 ng/L <9U <18U <1.8U <1uJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-16S
828103- 828103-MW-16S-
Sample Name| MW16S1017  (828103-MW16S010|828103-MW165010|828103-MW16S010 09272023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/22/2017 11/29/2018 7/17/2020 5/24/2022 9/27/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <0.82U <6.6U <6.6 U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <038U <3U <3.0U <1UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0.29U <23U <23U <1uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 ng/L <3U <24 U <24U NA <31U
Benzene 1 ng/L <041U <33U <33U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <039U <3.1U <3.1U <14J <045U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L 0.44 1 <l5U <150 <1uJ <1.8U
Chloroform pg/L <0.34U <270 <2.7U <1UJ <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 1.6 10 <6.5U 4] 26.8
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.74U <59U <59U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <11U <11U NA <27U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L 6.7 34 23 197 24.5
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <09U <72U <72U <1uJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 33 350 220 160 J 199
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <09U <72U <72U <1UJ] <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York
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Page 8 or 30
November 2024

2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-178
828103- 828103-MW-17S-
Sample Name| MW17S1017  (828103-MW17S010(828103-MW17S010(828103-MW17S010 09272023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/23/2017 11/29/2018 7/17/2020 5/25/2022 9/27/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <33U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <l5U <0.38U <038U <1U <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <1l2U <0.29U <0.29U <1U <0.59U
Acetone 50 ng/L <120 <3U <3.0U NA <310
Benzene 1 ng/L <l.6U <041U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <l6U <039U <039U <1U <045U0
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.76 U <0.19U <0.19U <1U <18U
Chloroform pg/L <14U <0.34U <0.34U <1U <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <32U <0.81U <0.81U <1U 1.9
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <3U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <53U <13U <13U NA <27U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L 130 32 25 33 114
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <3.6U <09U <090U <1lU <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 110 18 12 13 118
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <3.6U <09U <0.90U <1U <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-18S
828103-
Sample Name| MWI18S1017 (828103-MW18S010(828103-MW185010/828103-MW18S010
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/22/2017 11/29/2018 7/16/2020 5/25/2022
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <82U <4.1U <410 NA
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 png/L <38U <19U <19U <2.5UJ
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ng/L <29U <15U <1l5U <2.5UJ
Acetone 50 ng/L <30U <150 <150 NA
Benzene 1 ng/L <410 <2.1U <210 NA
Bromodichloromethane 50 ng/L <39U <2U <2.0U <2.5UJ
Carbon Disulfide 60 png/L <19U <095U <095U <2.5UJ
Chloroform pg/L <34U <1.7U0 <170 <25UJ
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 200 92 140 89J
Ethylbenzene 5 png/L <74U <3.7U <37U NA
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 ng/L <13U <6.6U <6.6U NA
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L 280 320J 220 250 J
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ng/L <9U <45U <45U 0711
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 51 57 59 457
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <9U <45U <45U <2.5UJ
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-19S
828103- 828103-MW-19S-
Sample Name| MW19S1017  (828103-MW19S010(828103-MW19S010(828103-MW19S010 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/23/2017 11/30/2018 7/17/2020 5/24/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <41U <33U <33U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <19U <15U <l5U <10uJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <15U <12U <1l2U <1o0uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 png/L <150U <12U <12U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 ng/L <21U <1l6U <l.6U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <20U <l.6U <l6U <10UJ <045U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <95U <0.76 U <0.76 U <1o0uJ <1.8U
Chloroform pg/L <17U <14U <14U <10uJ <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 2000 240 1300 1400 J 1030
Ethylbenzene 5 ng/L <37U0 <3U <3.0U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <66 U <53U <53U NA <2.7U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 png/L <18U 34 110 400 J 360
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <45U <3.6U 8.9 13J 14.8
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <23U 35 120 110 J 112
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 510 81 28 3517 23.3
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-208S
828103- 828103-MW-20S-
Sample Name| MW20S1017  (828103-MW20S010|828103-MW20S010|828103-MW20S010 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/25/2017 11/29/2018 7/17/2020 5/24/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <410U <330U <66 U NA <54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <190 U <150U <30U <100 UJ <57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <150U <120U <23U <100 UJ <59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <1500 U <1200U <240U NA <310U
Benzene 1 ng/L <210U <160 U <33U NA <43U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <200U <160U <31U 33]J <45U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <95U <76 U <15U <100 UJ <180U
Chloroform pg/L <170 U <140 U <270 901] <50U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <410U <320U <65U <100 UJ 54.2J
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <370 U <300U <59U NA <60U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <660 U <530U <110U NA <270 U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L 15000 17000 4200 17000 J 37100
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <450 U <360 U <72U <100 UJ <54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 450 J 450 84 210J 592
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <450 U <360 U <72U <100 UJ <52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden
Location ID MW-218
828103- 828103-MW-21S-
Sample Name| MW21S1017  (828103-MW21S010|828103-MW215010|828103-MW21S010 09272023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/23/2017 11/29/2018 7/16/2020 5/24/2022 9/27/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 ng/L <l6U <16U <6.6U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <7.6U <7.6U <3.0U <10UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <58U <58U <23U <10uJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <60U <60U <24U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 ng/L <82U <82U <33U NA 0.52
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <78U <7.8U <3.1U <10UJ <045U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <38U <38U <150 <10UJ <1.8U
Chloroform ng/L <6.8U <6.8U <27U <10UJ <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 160 41 10 6.1J <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <15U <15U <59U NA 0.671]
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <26U <26U <11U NA <27U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L <720 <7.2U <290 6.2J 0.957J
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <18U <18U <72U 3] 2.4
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <9.2U <9.2U <3.70 7.7J 1.2
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <18U 59 <72U <10UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

ng/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR =New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth
Location ID

Overburden

Version: DRAFT FINAL
Page 14 or 30
November 2024

PZ-22S

PZ-24S

828103-PZ-22S- 828103-PZ-24S-
Sample Name| 828103-PZ22S010 | 828103-PZ22S010 09262023 828103-PZ24S010 | 828103-PZ24S010 | 828103-PZ-24S010 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 11/30/2018 7/15/2020 9/26/2023 11/30/2018 7/14/2020 5/25/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260 VOC Method SW8260
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <0.82U <0.82U <0.54U <33U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <0.38U <0.38U <0.57U <15U <0.38U <1UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0.29U <0.29U <0.59U0 <12U <0.29U <1UuJ <0.59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <3U <3.0U <3.1U 207 <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <041U <041U <043U <1.6U <041U NA <043U
Bromodichloromethane 50 pg/L <0.39U <0.39U <0.45U <1l.6U <0.39U <1UJ <0.45U
Carbon Disulfide 60 pg/L <0.19U <0.19U <18U <0.76 U <0.19U <1UJ <18U
Chloroform 7 pg/L 1.9 <0.34U <0.5U <14U <0.34U <1UJ <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <0.81U <0.81U <0.51U0 <32U0 <0.81U <1UJ <0.51U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.74U <0.74U <0.6U <3U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <27U <53U <13U NA <2.7U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <036 U <036 U <0.56 U <14U <036 U <1UJ <0.56 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <09U <090U <0.54U <3.6U <090U <1UJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <0.46U <0.46U <0.53U <18U <0.46U <1UJ <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <09U <0.90U <0.52U <3.6U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate Version: DRAFT FINAL
EA Science and Technology Page 15 or 30

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater November 2024
Sample Depth Overburden/Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-04
828103- 828103-MW-04- | 828103-DUP-02-
Sample Name| MWO0401809 (828103-MW041717| 828103-MW04020 |828103-MW040020| 828103-MW04020 09262023 09262023
828103-MW-
Parent Sample 04 20230926
Sample Date 5/25/2009 5/23/2017 11/27/2018 7/15/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <036U <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <1U] <0.57U <0.57U0
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U <3.1U
Benzene 1 ug/L <032U <041U <041U <041U NA <043U <043U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <035U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1U] <0.51U <0.51U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <1l3U <13U NA <27U <27U
Methylene Chloride 5 ng/L 0.52] <0.44U <044 U <0.44 U NA <1U <1U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L 1.3 0.35] 0.3917 0.22] 0227 <0.51U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27U <0.36U <036U <036U <1uJ <0.56 U <0.56 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <09U <09U <0.90U <1uJ <0.54U <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <0.28U <0.46U <046U <0.46U <1UJ <0.53U <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <0.34U <09U <09U <0.90U <1uJ <0.52U <0.52U
Notes:
1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and
6 NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

png/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC
AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York 2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Overburden/Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-05
828103- 828103-MW-05-
Sample Name| MW0501809 (828103-MW051717( 828103-MW05020 |828103-MW050020| 828103-MW05020 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/25/2009 5/24/2017 11/28/2018 7/14/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 ng/L <036U <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <1UJ <0.57U
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <032U <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <035U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1UJ] <0.51U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U <13U NA <2.7U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <041U <044 U <0.44U <044 U NA <1U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 ng/L <035U <0.16 U <0.16 U <0.16 U <1ul <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27UJ 0417 <0.36U <036U <1ul <056 U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <09U <09U <090U <1UJ <054 U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 4.6 <0.46U <0.46U <046U <1U] <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 ng/L <0.34U <09U <09U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and

6 NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

png/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC
AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater
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Sample Depth
Location ID

Overburden/Bedrock Interface

MW-06

828103- 828103-MW-06-
Sample Name|] MW0601609 828103-MW06016 |828103-MW061317( 828103-MW06018 | 828103-MW06018 | 828103-MW06018 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/25/2009 7/10/2012 5/24/2017 11/28/2018 7/14/2020 5/25/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U 0.471] <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <036U 1 <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <1U <0.57U
Acetone 50 pg/L <28U <0.98 UJ <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 ug/L <032U 0.6917 <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 13 38 2.5 2.7 12 0.76 J 7.2
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <0.51UJ <1l3U <13U <13U NA <27U
Methylene Chloride 5 ug/L <041U <0.22U <044 U <044 U <044 U NA <1lU
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <035U <02U <0.16 U <0.16 U <0.16 U <1U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27U 11 1.3 24 2.5 <1lU <0.56U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U 0.861J <09U <09U <090U <1U <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 4.6 15 1.3 1.6 5.1 0.571] 3.8
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 0.591] 4 <09U <09U 09517 <1U <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and

6 NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

png/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC
AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID GWE-1 GWE-2
828103-GWE-2-
Sample Name|828103-GWE01019(828103-GWE02022| 828103-GWE2021 | 828103-GWE2021 | 828103-GWE2021 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 7/10/2012 7/10/2012 2/13/2019 7/16/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L 437 <0.23U <33U <33U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L 20 2 4.8 4.8 53J 5.8
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 14 1.2 <12U 217 0947 1.3
Acetone 50 pg/L <9.8U 2517 <12U <12U NA <3.1U0
Benzene 1 pg/L <2.1U <0.21U0 <l.6U <1l.6U NA <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <3.1U <0.31U0 <13U <13U NA <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <22U <0.22U <14U <14U <1uJ <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 1300 100 130 97 84J 96.9
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <570 <0.56U <270 <270 NA <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <2U <0.2U <3U <3.0U NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <2U <0.2U <32U <32U NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <5.1U0 <0.51UJ <53U <53U0 NA <2.7U0
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <22U <0.22U <1.8U <1.8U NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <2U <02U NA NA NA <0.59U0
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <2U 0217 <0.64 U <0.64 U <1uJ <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 1900 160 91 110 457 74.8
Toluene 5 pg/L <2U <0.2U <2U <2.0U0 NA <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 8.8J 0.97] <3.6U <3.6U 1.1J 6.4
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 970 83 52 60 297 50.7
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 110 6.1 <3.6U <3.6U <1UJ 0.557]
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-01A MW-03A
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-03A-
Sample Name| MWO01A00709 MWO03A2217 MWO03A015 MWO03A015 MWO03A015 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/26/2009 5/25/2017 11/29/2018 7/16/2020 5/25/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <0.4UJ <1l.6U <33U <33U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <036U <0.76 U <150 <150 <5U 1
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0470 <0.58U <12U <12U 387 4
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <6U <12U <12U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <0.32U <0.82U <l.6U <1l.6U NA <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.66 U <0.64U <13U <13U NA <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <0.68 U <14U <14U <5U <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 310D 55 160 310 750 877
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.55U <14U <2.7U0 <270 NA <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U0 <15U <3U <3.0U NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <045U <1l.6U <32U <32U NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <2.6U <53U <53U0 NA <27U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <041U <0.88U <1.8U <1.8U NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <043U NA NA NA NA <0.59U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <0350 <0.32U <0.64 U <0.64U <5U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 44D <0.72U 8.4 24 880 704 J
Toluene 5 pg/L <0370 <1U <2U <2.0U NA <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 2.3 <1.8U <3.6U <3.6U 6.3 5.3
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 67D <092U 15 19 420 350
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 54J 30 170 360 380 305
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-08K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-08K-
Sample Name| MWO08K01709 MWO08K1417 MWO08KO017 828103-MWO0SK MWO08KO017 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/26/2009 5/24/2017 11/27/2018 7/15/2020 5/26/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <036U <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <1UJ <0.57U0
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <047U <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <1UJ <0.59U0
Acetone 50 pg/L <28U <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <032U <041U <041U <041U NA <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.66 U <032U <032U <0.32U NA <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <1UJ <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <035U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1UJ <0.51U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.55U <0.68UJ <0.68UJ <0.68U NA <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U0 <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <0450 <0.79U <0.79U <0.79U NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U <13U NA <2.7U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <0410 <0.44U <0.44U <0.44U NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <043U NA NA NA NA <0.59U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <035U <0.16 U <0.16 U <0.16 U <1uJ <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27U0 <036U <036U <036U 02217 <0.56 UJ
Toluene 5 pg/L <0370 <0.51U0 <0.51U0 <0.51U0 NA <0490
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <09U <09U <0.90U <1UJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L <0.28U <0.46U <046U <046U <1UJ <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <0.34U <09U <09U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater
Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-09K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-09K-
Sample Name| MW09K01809 MWO09K1817 MWO09KO018 MWO09K018D MW09K018 MW09K018 MW09K018D 09262023
828103- 828103-
MW09K018 11 28 MW09K018 20220
Parent Sample _2018 526
Sample Date 5/25/2009 5/24/2017 11/28/2018 11/28/2018 7/15/2020 5/26/2022 5/26/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <0.36U 0.817J <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U 167 147 <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0470 0337 <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U 0527 0.587J <0.59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <3U <3U <3U <3.0U NA NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <0.32U <041U <041U <041U <041U NA NA <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.66 U <0.32U <0.32U <0.32U <0.32U NA NA <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <2UJ <2UJ <0.5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <035U 80 24 25 44 260 J 270 J 91.4
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.55U <0.68 UJ <0.68 UJ <0.68 UJ <0.68 U NA NA <0.56U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U NA NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <045U <0.79U <0.79U <0.79U <0.79U NA NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U <13U <13U NA NA <27U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <041U <0.44U <0.44U <0.44U <0.44U NA NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 ug/L <043 U NA NA NA NA NA NA <0.59U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <0.35U 0.237J <0.16 U <0.16 U <0.16 U <2UJ <2UJ <0.51U0
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27UJ 26 10 11 14 69J 69J 27
Toluene 5 pg/L <0.37U0 <0.51U <0.51U0 <0.51U0 <0510 NA NA <0.49U0
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <09U <09U <09U <0.90U 3217 197 0.887J
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 1.9 22 11 11 15 56J 57J 21.8
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <0.34U 12 1.4 1.5 4.1 46 J 46 J 10.3
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards
EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification
J = Concentration is estimated.
NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.
NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report




EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate Version: DRAFT FINAL

EA Science and Technology Page 22 or 30
. . . November 2024
Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater
Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-10K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-10K-
Sample Name| MW10K01809 MW10KO018 MW10K1717 MW10K018 MW10K018 MW10K018 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/26/2009 7/11/2012 5/24/2017 11/28/2018 7/15/2020 5/25/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <12U <16 U <82U <82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L 3.9 417 <7.6U <3.8U 58J 2217 1.7
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0470 2] <58U 427 <29U <5U 1.9
Acetone 50 pg/L <2.8U <49U] <60U <30U <30U NA <3.1U0
Benzene 1 pg/L 0.617J <1.1U0 <82U <4.1U0 <4.1U NA <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.66 U <1l.6U <64U <32U <32U NA <0.73UJ
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <1.1U0 <6.8U <34U <34U <5U <0.5U0
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 100 D 190 150 740 260 100 163
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.55U <29U <14UJ <6.8UJ <6.8U NA <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U <1U <15U <74U0 <74U0 NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <0450 <1U <16U <79U <79U NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <2.6UJ <26U <13U <13U NA <270
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <041U <1.1U0 <8.8U <44U <44U0 NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <043U <1U NA NA NA NA <0.59U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <0.35U <1U <32U <1.6U <1.6U <5U <0.51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 39 77 <72U 457 67 4517 <0.56 U
Toluene 5 pg/L <0.37U <1U <10U <510 <510 NA <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 1.6 2] <18U <9U <9.0U <5U 2
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ng/L 410 D 490 920 270 490 580 496
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 5.8 4.8J <18U <9U <9.0U <5U 0.647J
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater November 2024
Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-12K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-12K- | 828103-MW-12K-
Sample Name| MW12K01609 MW12K01609D MW12K1717 MW12K018 MW12K018 MW12K018 09262023 20240924
828103-
MW12K01609 _
Parent Sample 05_26_2009
Sample Date 5/26/2009 5/26/2009 5/23/2017 11/27/2018 7/14/2020 5/26/2022 9/26/2023 9/24/2024
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <04U <04U <0.82U <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <0.36U <0.36U <0.38U <0.38U <0.38U <1uJ <0.57U <0.57U0
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0470 <0470 <0.29U <0.29U <0.29U <1UJ <0.59U0 <0.59U
Acetone 50 pg/L <28U <28U <3U <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U 139
Benzene 1 pg/L <0.32U <0.32U <041U <041U <041U NA <043U <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.66 U <0.66 U <0.32U <0.32U <032U NA <0.73U0 <0.73U0
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <0.34U <1UJ <05U <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <0.35U0 <035U <0.81U <0.81U <0.81U <1UJ <0.51U0 <0.51U0
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.55U <0.55U <0.68 UJ <0.68 UJ <0.68 U NA <0.56U <0.56U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.53U <0.53U0 <0.74U <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <045U <045U <0.79U <0.79U <0.79U NA <0.65U <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U <13U <13U <13U NA <27U 367
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <041U <041U <0.44U <0.44U <0.44U NA <1U <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L <043U <043U NA NA NA NA <0.59U0 <0.59U0
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <0.35U0 <035U <0.16 U <0.16 U <0.16 U <1UJ <0.51U0 <0.51U0
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <0.27UJ <0.27UJ <0.36U <0.36U <0.36U <1uJ <0.56 U <0.56 U
Toluene 5 pg/L <0.37U0 <0370 <0.51U0 <0.51U0 <0.51U0 NA <0.49U <0.49U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <041U <041U <09U <09U <0.90U <1UJ <0.54U <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ng/L 8.2 6.9 5.5 5.5 4.2 3.6J 5.1 6.3
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <0.34U <0.34U <09U <09U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U0 <0.52U0
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater November 2024
Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-13K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-13K- | 828103-DUP-01-
Sample Name| MW13K01609 MW13K016 MW13K1917 MW13K1917D MW13K018 MW13K018 MW13K018 09252023 09252023
828103-
MW13K1917 05 2 828103-MW-13K-
Parent Sample 52017 20230925
Sample Date 5/26/2009 7/9/2012 5/25/2017 5/25/2017 11/28/2018 7/14/2020 5/24/2022 9/25/2023 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L 59J 71J <330U <330U <100U <100U NA <270 <27U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L 477 347 <150U <150U <48U <48U <104l 4217 3517
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 38J <29U <120U <120U <36U <36U 3] 6.9 5
Acetone 50 pg/L <28U <98U <1200U <1200U <380U <380U NA <15U0 <15U0
Benzene 1 pg/L <0.32U <21U <160 U <160 U <51U0 <51U NA <2.1U <2.1U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <0.66 U <31U0 <130U <130U <40U <40U NA <3.6U <3.6U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <0.34U 63J <140U <140U <43U <43U <104l <25U <25U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 1100 D 3000 3100 3300 2800 3100 1500 J 2170 1730
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L 2.61 <570 <270 UJ <270 UJ <85UJ <85U NA <28U <28U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L 7J <20U <300U <300U <93U <93U NA <3U <3U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L 4] <20U0 <320U <320U <9 U <9 U NA <32U <32U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <51U0 <530U <530U <170U <170U NA <14U <14U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <041U <22U <180U <180U <55U <55U NA <5U <5U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 ng/L 13J <20U NA NA NA NA NA <3U <3U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <035U <20U <64U <64U <20U <20U <10yl <25U <25U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 5800 D 18000 10000 12000 7500 4300 1400 J 1350 1290 J
Toluene 5 pg/L 217 <20U <200U <200U <64U <64U NA <25U <25U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 257 <20U <360U <360U <l1l0U <110U 11J 14.9 11.7
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ng/L 1300 D 3200 2200 2400 2200 1500 560 J 556 451
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 69 D 390 360 J <360U 230 410 290 J 539 356
Notes:
1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6
NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater November 2024
Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-14KA
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-14KA-
Sample Name| MWI14KA2217 MW14KA022 MW14KA022D MW14KA022 MW14KA022D MW14KA022 MW14KA022D 09252023
828103- 828103- 828103-
MW14KA022 11_ MW14KA022 07_ MW14KA022 202
Parent Sample 29 2018 17_2020 20525
Sample Date 5/23/2017 11/29/2018 11/29/2018 7/17/2020 7/17/2020 5/25/2022 5/25/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <330U <100U <100U <100U <100U NA NA <54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <150U <48U <48U <48U <48U <25U0 <25U0 <57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <120U <36U <36U <36U <36U <25U0 <25U0 8.9J
Acetone 50 pg/L <1200U <380U <380U <380U <380U NA NA <31U
Benzene 1 pg/L <160 U <51U0 <51U0 <51U0 <51U0 NA NA <43U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <130U <40U <40U <40U <40U NA NA <73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <140U <43U <43U <43U <43U <25U0 8J <5U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 8600 5600 5400 3300 3200 2800 3400 2800
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <270 UJ <85U <85U <85U <85U NA NA <56U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <300U <93U <93U <93U <93U NA NA <6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <320U <99 U <99 U <99 U <99 U NA NA <6.5U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <530U <170U <170U <170U <170U NA NA <270
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <180U <55U <55U <55U <55U NA NA <10U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 ng/L NA NA NA NA NA NA NA <59U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <64U <20U <20U <20U <20U <25U0 <25U0 <51U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 2500 3500 3400 1700 1600 1300 1600 1600 J
Toluene 5 pg/L <200U <64U <64U <64U <64U NA NA <49U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <360U <110U <110U <110U <110U 18J 20J 13.5
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 8900 6200 5800 3700 3900 2300 3300 3170
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <360 U 200 190 110J 110J 180 200 130
Notes:
1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6
NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York 2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate
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Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-15K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-15K-
Sample Name| MWI15K2317 MW15K022 MW15K022 MW15K022 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/22/2017 11/28/2018 7/15/2020 5/24/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <16 U <16 U <16 U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L 13J 11J 12J 5.6J 8.7
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L 13J 11J 11J 6J 11.9
Acetone 50 pg/L <60U <60UJ <60U NA <3.1U0
Benzene 1 pg/L <82U <82U <82U NA 0.59
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <64U <64U <64U NA <0.73UJ
Chloroform 7 pg/L <6.8U <6.8U <6.8U <25U) <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 390 270 280 190 J 231
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <14 UJ <14U <14U NA <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <15U <15U <15U NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <16 U <16 U <l6U NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <26U <26U <26U NA <270
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <88U <8.8U <8.8U NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L NA NA NA NA <0.59U
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <32U <32U <32U <2.5U] <0.51U0
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 900 J 990 J 930 220J 404
Toluene 5 pg/L <10U <10U <10U NA <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <18U <18U <18U 1.617 1.6
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 280 390 420 130 J 255
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 85 21 19J 17J 12.9
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Version: DRAFT FINAL

Page 26 or 30
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Version: DRAFT FINAL
Page 27 or 30
November 2024

Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-16K MW-22K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-16K- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-22K-
Sample Name| MW16K2317 MW16K022 MW16K022 MW16K022 09272023 MW22K028 MW22K028 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/23/2017 11/29/2018 7/16/2020 5/24/2022 9/27/2023 11/30/2018 7/15/2020 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <16 U <1l6U <1l6U NA <0.54U <0.82U <0.82U <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <7.6U <7.6U <7.6U <25U] <0.57U0 <0.38U <0.38U <0.57U0
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <58U <58U <58U 0.61J 1 <0.29U 0317 <0.59U0
Acetone 50 pg/L <60U <60U <60U NA <3.1U0 <3U <3.0U <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <82U <82U <82U NA <043U <041U <041U <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <6.4U <64U <64U NA <0.73U <032U <032U <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <6.8U <6.8U <6.8U <25U] <05U <0.34U <0.34U <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 890 710 420 310J 320 27 97 18.6
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <14U <14U <14U NA <0.56 U <0.68U <0.68U <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <150 <15U <15U NA <0.6U <0.74U <0.74U <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <l6U <l6U <l6U NA <0.65U <0.79U <0.79U <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <26U <26U <26U NA <270 <13U <13U <270
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L 1417 <88U <88U NA <1U <0.44U <0.44U <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L NA NA NA NA <0.59U0 NA NA <0.59U0
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <32U <32U <32U <25U] <0510 <0.16 U <0.16 U <0510
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 120 330 300 140 J 189 3.8 13 2.4
Toluene 5 pg/L <10U <10U <10U NA <049U <0510 <0510 <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <18U <18U <18U 1.87 2.9 <09U <090U <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ng/L 380 660 380 170 J 236 8.3 21 3.8
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 58 33 <18U 12J 8.8 2.3 5.4 0.771
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report
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Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Version: DRAFT FINAL
Page 28 or 30
November 2024

Sample Depth Bedrock Interface
Location ID MW-23K MW-24K
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-23K- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-24K-
Sample Name MW23K025 MW23K025 MW23K025 09262023 MW24K025 MW24K025 MW24K025 09262023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 11/30/2018 7/14/2020 5/25/2022 9/26/2023 11/30/2018 7/14/2020 5/25/2022 9/26/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit

1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 5 pg/L <0.82U <0.82U NA <0.54U <1l.6U <0.82U NA <0.54U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <0.38U <0.38U <1U <0.57U0 <0.76 U <0.38U <1UJ <0.57U0
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <0.29U <0.29U <1U <0.59U0 <0.58U <0.29U <1UJ <0.59U0
Acetone 50 pg/L <3U <3.0U NA <3.1U 42 <3.0U NA <3.1U
Benzene 1 pg/L <041U <041U NA <043U <0.82U <041U NA <043U
Chloroethane 5 pg/L <032U <032U NA <0.73U <0.64U <032U NA <0.73U
Chloroform 7 pg/L <034 U <034 U <1U <05U <0.68U <034U 027171 <05U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L <0.81U <0.81U <1U <0510 <1l.6U <0.81U <1UJ <0510
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 pg/L <0.68U <0.68U NA <0.56 U <14U <0.68U NA <0.56 U
Ethylbenzene 5 pg/L <0.74U <0.74U NA <0.6U <15U <0.74U NA <0.6U
Isopropylbenzene (Cumene) 5 pg/L <0.79U <0.79U NA <0.65U <1.6U <0.79U NA <0.65U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (2-Butanone) 50 pg/L <13U <13U NA <27U 3.87 <13U NA <27U
Methylene Chloride 5 pg/L <0.44U <0.44U NA <1U 12171 <0.44U NA <1U
O-Xylene (1,2-Dimethylbenzene) 5 pg/L NA NA NA <0.59U0 NA NA NA <0.59U0
Tert-Butyl Methyl Ether 10 pg/L <0.16 U <0.16 U 0.261J <0510 <032U <0.16 U <1UJ <0510
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L <036U <036U <1U <0.56 U <0.72U0 <036U <1UJ <0.56U
Toluene 5 pg/L <0510 <0510 NA <049U <1U <0510 NA <049U
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <09U <0.90U <1U <0.54U <18U <0.90U <1UJ <0.54U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ng/L <0.46 U <0.46 U <1U <0.53U0 <092U <0.46 U <1UJ <0.53U
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L <09U <0.90U <1U <0.52U0 <18U <0.90U <1UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6

NYCRR Part 703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report



EA Engineerng, P.C. and Its Affiliate

EA Science and Technology Version: DRAFT FINAL
Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater N Page 29 or 30
ovember 2024
Sample Depth Bedrock
Location ID MW-03CA
828103- 828103- 828103- 828103- 828103-MW-03CA-
Sample Name| MWO03CA2817 MWO03CA030 MWO03CA030 MWO03CA030 09252023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 5/25/2017 11/29/2018 7/16/2020 5/25/2022 9/25/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,4-Dioxane (P-Dioxane) 0.35 pg/L 0.21]J NA NA NA NA
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <38U <7.6U <19U <1UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <29U <58U <15U <1UJ 0.6J
2-Hexanone 50 pg/L <120U <25U <6.2U NA <3.1U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 5600 920 J 260 28J <047U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 pg/L 1200 1200 J 8.2 34) 130
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 pg/L 1800 470 11 19J 57.9
Vinyl Chloride 2 pg/L 460 100 30 2.6J 6.9
Notes:
1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6 NYCRR Part
703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series
U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York 2023 Annual Report
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EA Science and Technology

Dinaburg Distributing. Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

Table 3-4. Historical VOCs in Groundwater

Sample Depth Bedrock
Location ID MW-03D
828103- 828103-MW-03D-
Sample Name| 828103-MW03D50 | 828103-MW03D50 MWO03D050 09272023
Parent Sample
Sample Date 11/29/2018 7/16/2020 5/25/2022 9/27/2023
Analyte NYSDEC AWQS' Unit VOC Method SW8260
1,4-Dioxane (P-Dioxane) 0.35 pg/L NA NA NA NA
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 pg/L <19U <0.38U <10UJ <0.57U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 pg/L <l5U <0.29U <10UJ <0.59U
2-Hexanone 50 ng/L <6.2U <1.2U NA <3.1U
Cis-1,2-Dichloroethylene 5 pg/L 320 12 6J <047U
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 5 ng/L 93 6.5 4517 1.4
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 5 ng/L 73 14 727 6.2
Vinyl Chloride 2 png/L 20 4.4 <10UJ <0.52U
Notes:

1. Screening level is the NYSDEC Class GA AWQS and Guidance Values (TOGS 1.1.1 and 6 NYCRR Part
703).

This table shows detected analytes only.

pg/L = Microgram(s) per liter

AWQS = Ambient water quality standards

EPA = U.S. Environmental Protection Agency

ID = Identification

J = Concentration is estimated.

NA = Not analyzed.

NSL = No screening level available.

NYSCRR = New York Codes, Rules and Regulations

NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
TOGS = Technical and Operational Guidance Series

U = Analyte not detected.

VOC = Volatile organic compounds

Bold and Shaded values indicate that the analyte was detected greater than the NYSDEC AWQS

Version: DRAFT FINAL
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Table 3-5. Analytical Parameters and Weightings for Preliminary Screening for Anaerobic Biodegradation Processes

Concentration in
Most Contaminated

Analysis Zone Interpretation Value | MW-03A |MW-03CA|[MW-08K [ MW-13K [ MW-14KA [ MW-19S | MW-20S
Oxygen <0.5 mg/L Tolerated, suppresses the reductive pathway at higher concentrations 3 0 0 0 3 0 0 0
Oxygen > 5 mg/L Not tolerated; however VC may be oxidized aerobically -3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Nitrate <1 mg/L At higher concentrations may compete with reductive pathways 2 2 2 0 2 2 0 2
ron I > 1 mg/L Redu.cjtive pathway possible; VC may be oxidized under Fe(ll1)- reducing 3 3 3 0 3 0 3 0

conditions
Sulfate < 20 mg/L At higher concentrations may compete with reductive pathway 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Sulfide > 1 mg/L Reductive pathway possible 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Methane <0.5 mg/L VC oxidizes 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
> 0.5 mg/L Ultimate reductive daughter product, VC Accumulates 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
S;(tlgritign(geRiu)C;g)a?nsts < 50 millivolts (mV) |Reductive pathway possible 1 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
A/ AC] <100 mV Reductive pathway likely > > 2 0 > > 0 0
DH* 5<pH<9 Optimal range for reductive pathway 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
5>pH>9 Outside optimal range for reductive pathway -2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
TOC >20 mglL Carbon and c_energy source; drives dechlorination; can be natural or 5 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
anthropogenic
Temperature >20C At T >20°C biochemical process is accelerated 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Carbon Dioxide >2x background Ultimate oxidative daughter product 1 0 0 0 0 0 1 0
Alkalnity >2x background Results from interaction between CO2 and aquifer minerals 1 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chloride >2x background Daughter product of organic chlorine 2 0 0 0 2 0 0 0
Hydrogen >1nM Reductive pathway possible, VC may accumulate 3 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Hydrogen <1lnM VC oxidized 0 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
Volatile Fatty Acids >0.1 mg/L Intermediates resulting from biodegradation of more complex compounds; 5 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
carbon and energy source
BTEX > 0.1 mg/L Carbon and energy source; drives dechlorination 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Tetrachloroethene Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Trichloroethene Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Daughter products of PCE 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DCE Daughter products of TCE
if cis is > 80% of total DCE it is likely a daughter product of 1,1-DCE can be 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 2
chemical reaction product of TCE
Ve . Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Daughter products of DCE 2 2 2 0 2 2 2 0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane --- Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
DCA --- Daughter product of TCE under reducing conditions 2 2 0 0 2 2 0 0
Carbon Tetrachloride --- Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chloroethane* --- Daughter product of DCA or VC under reducing conditions 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Ethene >0.01 mg/L Daughter product of VC 2 2 0 0 2 0 0 0
Ethane >0.1 mg/L Daughter product of ethene 3 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Chloroform . Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Daughter product of Carbon Tetrachloride 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Dichloromethane . Material released 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Daughter product of Chloroform 2 0 0 0 0 0 0 0

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York
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EA Engineering, P.C. and Its Affiliate
EA Science and Technology

Table 3-5. Analytical Parameters and Weightings for Preliminary Screening for Anaerobic Biodegradation Processes

Concentration in
Most Contaminated

Table 3-5, Page 2 of 2
November 2024

Analysis Zone Interpretation Value | MW-03A |MW-03CA|[MW-08K [ MW-13K [ MW-14KA [ MW-19S | MW-20S
Total Score 16 12 1 21 11 9 5
Inadequate evidence for anaerobic biodegradation (0-5) X X
Limited evidence for anaerobic biodegradation (6-14) X X X
Adequate evidence for anaerobic biodegradation (15-20) X
Strong evidence for anaerobic biodegradation (>20) X

Notes:
--- = Not applicable
°C = Degrees Celsius

BTEX = Benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and xylenes

DCA = Dichloroethane
DCE = Dichloroethene

mg/L = Milligram(s) per liter

mV = Millivolt(s)

nM = Nanomolar

PCE = Tetrachloroethene
TCE = Trichloroethene

TOC = Total organic carbon

VC = Vinyl chloride

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)

Rochester, New York

2023 Annual Report



Figures



NY

¥ 4
52}
= =]
o — ~
. o
-~ N
— ©
> = SE&¢c ~
O nmm (&)
@© o9 eew c
2 S Ece -
3 3 s _|s 528 S <
g 3 £3 3® §25 =S
32 o5 - oid 3=
c [0] M%S - = W
> © Qoo = c = QO
e} ST Bxq o.L=
© S WO —
o q =’ Z>0 - =0 -
o (0] L} (1] (5}
T o %4 1NW - O D=
< w m = o - o © 59
> 538 £Js2
500 e 3288
-l =az Lo
\
o)
O
©.=
ET e
o %
Q
-
 Talha
H_M . )
s = —— 4
= I e g e o
LB = ] —
- H\Olll-ll
= B ]
“ SogEs s = s
AT
1
o I R e g S e g S g5
= = ‘
E .
@

é@ﬁ‘u

ol

Highland
fHospital

D

L\

LU

Highland Pkw

|
/ ’ -n
y

noctors Dy

xide'dS\(xide) 01doIv\S 1 OIrOHd\Pingeuld\(eoopuesiels

\BIEPS|D\eSNOBIAS\dI3SNOVIAS\ Uled




i ';'
b . T
4 ¢ | | Legend
“IPZ:225/MWI22K | 3 site Boundary
' [ZA ERH Treatment Area
4 Overburden Monitoring Well

$ Overburden/Bedrock Interface
Monitoring Well

4 Bedrock Monitoring Well

1. ERH = Electrical resistance heating

Map Date: 10/10/2024
Projection: NAD 1983 State Plane
New York West FIPS 3103 (US Feet)
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Figure 1-2

Site Layout

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York
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Legend

[ Site Boundary

‘AN Groundwater Potentiometric Contour

7+ (Dashed where Inferred)

=P Groundwater Flow Direction
Overburden Monitoring Well

Overburden/Bedrock Interface
Monitoring Well

Bedrock Monitoring Well

Notes:

1. NG = Well Not Gauged

2. Interpreted groundwater contours based on data
collection 25-27 September 2023.

3. Groundwater elevations are shown in feet above
mean sea level (ft. amsl).

Map Date: 10/10/2024
Projection: NAD 1983 State Plane
New York West FIPS 3103 (US Feet)

NEW
York | Department of
STATE | Environmental

Conservation

Figure 2-1

Overburden Groundwater Elevation
Contours (September 2023)
Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York
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Contour

7 & (Dashed where Inferred)
= Groundwater Flow Direction
4 Overburden Monitoring Well

$ Overburden/Bedrock Interface
Monitoring Well

4 Bedrock Monitoring Well

Notes:

1. NG = Well Not Gauged

2. Interpreted groundwater contours based on data
collection 25-27 September 2023.

3. Groundwater elevations are shown in feet above
mean sea level (ft. amsl).

4. Values shaded grey were not included in contouring.

Map Date: 10/10/2024
Projection: NAD 1983 State Plane
New York West FIPS 3103 (US Feet)
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Figure 2-2

Overburden/Bedrock Interface and
Bedrock Ground Elevation Contours
(September 2023)

Dinaburg Distributing, Inc. (828103)
Rochester, New York
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 1 of 9
Date: 03/30/2023

Contract No. D009806
DEC PM - J.Stefansky

NYSDEC
Division of Environmental Remediation

NEW

YORK Dep_artmentof

sTATE | Environmental
Conservation

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM — J.Oliver

— Engineer Insp. — N.Peck
Weather Conditions

General Description Partly Cloudy AM PM
Temperature 36F AM PM
Wind N/A AM PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Site is gated with combo lock #8103. Onsite property covered in abandoned trailers, vehicles, garbage, and debris. Lots of
slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass). Would recommend cleaning up property
with roll off and towing onsite equipment before EA performs any work onsite.

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 3PM Departed Site: 330PM

Joshua Oliver, Nicole Peck, and Noah Robinson, (EA), onsite at (3PM) met up with Jasmine Stefansky and Payson Long
(NYSDEC) met onsite at Site 828103. Onsite property covered in abandoned trailers, vehicles, garbage, and debris. Lots
of slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass). Would recommend cleaning up property
with roll off and towing onsite equipment before EA performs any work onsite. EA and NYSDEC found all applicable
monitoring wells for the Site including offsite monitoring wells. Many wells were in disrepair and will need to be repaired
during the next groundwater gauging event (missing/stripped bolts, missing j-plugs, covers missing, surface completions
broken/cracked beyond use). Unable to get plastic cap off of MW-09 and will need to fully be replaced with functional
surface completion.

NYSDEC and EA left Site around 330PM

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
Joshua Oliver EA Project Manager 0.5
Noah Robinson EA Scientist 0.5
Nicole Peck EA Engineer 0.5
Jasmine Stefansky NYSDEC Project Manager 0.5
Payson Long NYSDEC Project Manager 0.5
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ . . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:#%riizd \::a;ste Il?ro:lle FaS:ill.lilt'ce(ltf)rADlslfczsba:L) Ii aaILyS Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y (F App (tons)*

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

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

NEW

bk Dep_artmentof

STATE | Environmental
Conservation




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 9

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 03/30/2023
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives

Name Representing
No property owners onsite

Project Schedule Comments

None.

Issues Pending

e Lots of hazards onsite. Will need to address prior to next sampling event.

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

None.

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 3 of 9
Date: 03/30/2023

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress

L

Phto 3: Looking northea

Photo 5: Looking northeast

Photo 2: locked gate to fenced in yard with ultiple

wells

Photo 6: Looking southwest

north

YEwc | Department of

STATE | Environmental
Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

B

o8

Photo 11: MW-16K and MW-17S

Page 4 of 9
Date: 03/30/2023

YEwc | Department of

STATE | Environmental
Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 5 of 9

Date: 03/30/2023

Photo 14: MW-18S

Stk S i,

Photo 17: MW-12S and MW-12K

Pﬁoto 18: MW-11K and MW-11S

YEwc | Department of

STATE | Environmental
Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Photo 19: MW-08K
. ) e - m

Photo 23: MW-10

nd M-SS

7

Page 6 of 9
Date: 03/30/2023

Photo 22: MW-10K

NEW
YORK
STATE

Department of
Environmental
Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 9

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 03/30/2023
WELL MONITORING TABLE:
Well ID DTW DTB Notes
Site Inspector(s): Josh Oliver, Nicole Peck, and Noah Robinson Date: 3/30/23

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes [0 No OO N/A X

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 8 of 9
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 03/30/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g.,
Yes | NoX
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes | NoX
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [0 | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes O | No U
5. If Yesto 1 or 2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes [0 | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? YesO | No[O N/AX

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | No[O N/AX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | No[O N/AX
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [0 N/AR

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AX
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

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

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

property on this date?
NEW
;*_*‘ YORK
STATE

Yes O No O N/AKX

Department of
Environmental
Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 9 of 9

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 03/30/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | No[ N/AK
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 O N/AK
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[ N/AX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6BNYCRR Part 217-3? Yes O No [ N/AX
gi;/_esngpment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6GNYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No [ N/AX
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No [ N/AX

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No [ N/AKX
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No [ N/AX
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 1 of 6
Date: 07/27/2023

Contract No. D009806
DEC PM - J.Stefansky

NYSDEC
Division of Environmental Remediation

NEW

YORK Dep_artmentof

sTATE | Environmental
Conservation

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620

Weather Conditions

Engineer PM — J.Oliver

General Description Rain AM PM
Temperature 70F AM PM
Wind N/A AM PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Site is gated with combo lock #8103, however, gate ring is snapped off, currently non-operational. Onsite property covered
in abandoned trailers, vehicles, garbage, and debris. Lots of slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards
(needles, sharp glass). Would recommend cleaning up property with roll off and towing onsite equipment before EA
performs any work onsite.

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 1030AM Departed Site: 1100AM

Joshua Oliver, and Philomena Coles-Carruthers, (EA), onsite at (1030AM) at Site 828103. Onsite property covered in
abandoned trailers, vehicles, garbage, and debris. Lots of slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards
(needles, sharp glass). Would recommend cleaning up property with roll off and towing onsite equipment before EA
performs any work onsite. Many wells were in disrepair and will need to be repaired during the next groundwater gauging
event (missing/stripped bolts, missing j-plugs, covers missing, surface completions broken/cracked beyond use). Unable to
get plastic cap off of MW-09 and will need to fully be replaced with functional surface completion.

EA knocked on doors for offsite monitoring wells, but no answer on all attempts. Will mail hardcopies to POs prior to GWS
event.

EA left Site around 1100AM

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
Joshua Oliver EA Project Manager 0.5
Philomena Coles-Carruthers EA Scientist 0.5
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ . . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:#%riizd Waste I?roflle Fasc(:)itljilt-ce(l(f)rADIsI?czsba:L) Ii aa::iys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y pp (tons)*

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

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

NEW

YORK Dep_artmentof

STATE | Environmental
Conservation




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 07/27/2023
Visitors to Site
Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives
Name Representing
No property owners onsite

Project Schedule Comments

None.

Issues Pending

e Lots of hazards onsite. Will need to address prior to next sampling event.

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

None.

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 07/27/2023

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

Photo 1: Looking Northeast Photo 2: Looking East

Photo 3: Looking Southeast Photo 4: Looking south

Phot 5: ookig East

Department of
Environmental
Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 07/27/2023
WELL MONITORING TABLE:
Well ID DTW DTB Notes
Site Inspector(s): Josh Oliver, Philomena Coles-Carruthers Date: 7/27/23

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes [0 No OO N/A X

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 07/27/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g.,
Yes | NoX
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes | NoX
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [0 | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes O | No U
5. If Yesto 1 or 2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes [0 | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? YesO | No[O N/AX

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | No[O N/AX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | No[O N/AX
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [0 N/AR

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AX
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

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

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

property on this date?
NEW
;*_*‘ YORK
STATE

Yes O No O N/AKX

Department of
Environmental
Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 07/27/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | No[ N/AK
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 O N/AK
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[ N/AX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6BNYCRR Part 217-3? Yes O No [ N/AX
gi;/_esngpment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No [ N/AX
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No [ N/AX

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No [ N/AKX
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No [ N/AX
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 1 of 7

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 08/31/2023

NYSDEC NEW | Department of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE Eg‘r’l'sr:r':";‘teig;‘lal DEC PM — J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Sunny AM PM

Temperature 75F AM PM

Wind Calm AM PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Onsite property has debris and dumpster for taking away debris. Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture
hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0745 Departed Site: 0945

(0745) EA onsite (C. Badman, L. Backman-Lowe). (0750) Tailgate health and safety meeting covering topics such as
traffic, slips, trips and falls, and hydration. (0755) Begin search for wells, conducting site inspection. (0935) Property
owner/manager onsite, asks EA to remove concrete blocks, EA shows property owner well locations. (0945) EA offsite.

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
Cody Badman EA Scientist 2
Lincoln Backman-Lowe EA Scientist 2
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Imported/ W, Profil . . Daily
Material Description Delivered ngggittzd fastel. robll N Figilljiic%?rADISI?coasb?L) LDoildys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y PP (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 2 of 7
Date: 08/31/2023

Site Representatives

Name

Representing

Property owner onsite

Project Schedule Comments

Well maintenance, repair and redevelopment set for the week of September 11,

A groundwater sampling event is due to take place the week of September 25,

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

Property owner onsite, shown well locations of onsite wells.

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

'« | Department of
Environmental
Conservation



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 7
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 08/31/2023

Concrete blocks site owner req
offsite.

& e

uested EA move

Additional photo of concrete blocks facing South.

NEwe | Department of
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 08/31/2023

Onsite debris facing East

Onsite debris facing entrance - Entrance with gate open

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 5 of 7
Date: 08/31/2023

WELL MONITORING TABLE:

Well ID DTW

DTB

Notes

Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman, Lincoln Backman-Lowe

Date: 08/31/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate

understanding of the ongoing work?

NEW
YORK
STATE

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

Yes O No O N/AX



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 7
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 08/31/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g., ves O | No
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes 1 | No
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes 0 | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes [ | No O
5. If Yesto 1 or 2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes [1 | No [
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? YesO | No U N/AKX

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? Yes[ | NoO N/AK

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? Yes[O | NoO N/AK
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AK
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AK

Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed
immediately?

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AK
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes[O | No N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes | No N/AC]
\é\;irai vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this Yes | No O N/AK
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? YesO | NoO N/AK
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? YesO | NoO N/AK
Was turbidity checked at the outfall(s)? AM O PMO | NAK

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

property on this date?
NEW
: YORK
STATE

Yes O No O N/AKX

Department of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 7

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 08/31/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | No[O 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 Yesd | No[O N/AKX
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[O N/AK
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART?*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6NYCRR Part 217-37? Yes O No O N/AX
I;la;/_engpment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part ves O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No O N/AX
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No O N/AKX

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AX

Yes O No O N/AX

Yes O No O N/AX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No O N/AX
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No O N/AX
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where ves O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 1 of 7

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/11/2023

NYSDEC {‘JCEJVRJK [)ep.artment of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE Eg‘r'l';:r':gteigﬁal DEC PM - J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Sunny AM Sunny PM

Temperature 62F AM 70F PM

Wind Calm AM Calm PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0745 Departed Site: 1515

(0745) EA onsite (C. Badman and A. Stoogenke). (0750) Tailgate Health and Safety meeting, topics included slips, trips
and falls, potential puncture hazards. (0755) Begin well repair and maintenance. (0800) Lock added to MW-15S. (0805)
Lock added to MW-15K. (0810) Locks added to MW-21S and MW-16S. (0815) Lock and J-plug replaced on MW-18S.
(0820) Lock, J-plug and bolts replaced on MW-19S; lock added to MW-14KA. (0825) Wells MW-17S, MW-3D, MW-16K
need lock, will replace when additional locks are obtained. (0830) Replaced two bolts on MW-03CA, one bolt on MW-20S
and all bolts on MW-03A. MW-03CA, MW-20S and MW-03A need locks, and will replace when additional locks are
obtained. (0835) Replaced J-plug on MW-13K, needs lock and will replace when additional locks are obtained. (0840)
MW-09K needs lock, will replace when additional locks are obtained. (0845) Added J-plug and bolts to MW-06, needs
lock. (0855) Replaced J-plug on MW-10S, flush J-plug is too tall to keep well covering sealed, needs lock. (0900) Begin
removing old well cap of MW-10K. (0905) Searched for MW-24K, could not locate. (0910) Need larger gauged bolts for
MW-05. (0915) Replaced J-plug on MW-4, needs lock and larger bolts. (0920) MW-12S needs lock. (0925) Replaced J-
plug and bolts on MW-12K, needs lock. (0930) MW-11K and MW-11S need bolts and locks. (0935) MW-8S needs bolts
and J-plug, MW-8K needs bolts. (0940) MW-22K, PZ-22 needs locks, will replace when additional locks are obtained.
(1000) Return to MW-10K to continue to replace well cap. (1020) Well cap installed on MW-10K. (1030) Called M. Wright
(EA) to discuss well repair needs, plan for redevelopment. (1045) Begin development on MW-19S. (1050) Stop purge on
MW-19S, well dry after purging ~ 1 gallon. (1100) Start purge at MW-8K. (1105) Stopped purge at MW-8K, well dry after
purging ~4 gallons. (1110) Spoke with homeowner regarding presence onsite, location of MW-22K in driveway. (1125)
Start purge on MW-8K again, water clear after purging ~7 total gallons. (1130) Start purge at MW-22K. (1140) Purge
stopped after purging ~26 gallons. Water to be dumped in drums and purge restarted. (1150) Purge restarted at MW-22K.
(1205) Purge stopped after purging an additional ~32 gallons. Water to be dumped in drums and purge restarted. (1212)
Purge restarted at MW-22K. (1225) Purge stopped after purging an additional ~32 gallons. Water to be dumped in drums
and purge restarted. (1238) Purge restarted at MW-22K. (1245) Stopped purge on MW-22K, water clear after purging
~103 gallons. (1300) Set up on MW-11K, sediment encountered at ~2 feet of depth. Pump unable to be placed down well.
(1310) Start purge at MW-18S. (1312) Purge stopped, well dry after purging ~2 gallons. (1320) Purge restarted, well dry
after purging ~1 gallon. (1350) Purge restarted, well dry after purging ~1 gallon. (1410) Purge restarted, well dry after
purging ~1 gallon (5 gallons total). (1430) Start purge on MW-19S. (1450) Stopped purge on MW-19S, ~3 gallons
removed. (1500) EA packing up. (1515) EA offsite.

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 nhumbers 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
Cody Badman EA Scientist 7.5
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 7.5

Department of
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Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 7

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/11/2023
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Whale Pump EA 1 Yes
Material Description gqellji?/(retreedd/ Sripe Waste Profile Seursz e Dol Dellyy V\?ea}g);lt
to Site off Site (If Applicable) Facility (If Applicable) Loads (tons)*

*QOn-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives
Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Well maintenance, repair, and redevelopment to continue the week of September 11t

A groundwater sampling event is due to take place the week of September 25t

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

Spoke with homeowner regarding presence onsite, location of MW-22K in driveway.

Department of
Environmental
Conservation
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/11/2023

Include (insert) figures with markups showing location of work and job progress

Hiy

Plastic cap on MW-9S MW-10S not flush with J-plug

NEW

Yoni | Department of
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/11/2023

Newly installed MW-10K well cap

Set up on MW-22K

Department of
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 5 of 7
Date: 09/11/2023

MW-11K showing depth at which Whale Pump could
not descend further.

Picture of MW-11K showing sediment obstruction at

~2 feet.

WELL MONITORING TABLE

Well ID

DTW

DTB

Notes

Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman, Alex Stoogenke

Date: 09/11/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work?

NEW
YORK
STATE

Department of
Environmental

Conservation

Yes [0 No [0 N/A X



DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 7
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/11/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g., ves O | No
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes 0 | No
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes I | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes O | No U
5. If Yesto 1 or 2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes O | No U
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? YesO | No[O N/AK

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? Yes O | No O N/AX

Waste _matt_erlals are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to YesO | NoO N/A
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AX
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed
immediately? Yes O | No O N/AKX
Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers? Yes O | NoO N/AK
If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO | NAK
Comments:

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 O | No N/AC
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? Yes O | No N/ALC
\c/i\;:g vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO | NoOJ N/AR
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes O | NoO N/AX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes O | NoO N/AKX
Was turbidity checked at the outfall(s)? AM O PM O | NJAX
Were any property owners NOT provided advance notice for work performed on this <
property on this date? YesO | NoO /AR

Department of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 7 of 7

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/11/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | NoO 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 O | NoO N/AKX
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO |NoO | NAK
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and hiogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6NYCRR Part 217-3? Yes O No O N/AK
?f;/_e?)ngpment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part ves [ No I N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No O N/AK
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No O N/AKX

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AK

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No O N/AX
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No O N/AKX
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes [ No [ N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 1 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/12/2023

NYSDEC vg‘l’!vK DeRartment of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE Eg‘r’l'srgr':gteigﬁal DEC PM — J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Overcast AM Sunny PM

Temperature 61F AM 70F PM

Wind Calm AM Calm PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Some slips, trips, traffic, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0830 Departed Site: 1245

(0830) C. Badman and A. Stoogenke (EA) on site. (0835) Tailgate safety meeting is held with topics such as slips, trips
and falls, traffic, and puncture hazards. (0840) EA attempts to open MW-09S. (0845) EA opens MW-09S to find the PVC
broken and needing a J-plug and lock. (0850) EA searches for missing wells with a metal detector and finds potential
location of MW-01. (0925) EA calls property owner regarding the lock on his gate. (0930) EA begins cutting PVC on MW-
9S. (0935) EA finishes cutting PVC on MW-09S and installs a J-plug. (0945) EA cuts PVC on MW-08S. (1000) EA
attempts to clear the sediment in MW-11K. (1005) EA replaces bolts for the following wells: MW-08S, MW-08K, MW-11K,
MW-118S. (1105) EA cuts PVC on MW-10S. (1140) EA finishes cutting PVC on MW-10S, bolts are added. (1150) EA
returns to MW-11K to remove more sediment. (1210) EA discovers MW-11K PVC is collapsed ~3.5 feet from the top of the
riser. (1230) EA replaces bolts on the following wells: MW-04, MW-03A, MW-03CA, MW-05, MW-20S. (1245) EA offsite.

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
Cody Badman EA Scientist 4.25
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 4.25
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Whale Pump EA 1 Yes
Various hand tools EA - Yes
Imported/ . . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:#%riizd \II\fI:ste Il?ro:IIe Fasc(:)itljilt-ce(l(f)rADIsI?czsba:L) Ii aa::iys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y PP (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No
~ i {{‘g"'{K Department of
STATE | Environmental
Conservation
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/12/2023

Site Representatives
Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Well maintenance, repair, and redevelopment to continue the week of September 11th.

A groundwater sampling event is due to take place the week of September 25,

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

C. Badman conversed with property owner about the gate lock.

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/12/2023

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

MW-9S with cap off

Shortening PVC riser on MW-9S Attempting to remove sediment from MW-11K

YEwc | Department of
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 4 of 6
Date: 09/12/2023

Down-hole view of MW- 11K after removing
sediment revealing broken PVC at ~3.5 ft

J-plug installed on MW-10S after shortening PVC

WELL MONITORING TABLE

Well ID

DTW

DTB Notes

Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman, Alex Stoogenke Date: 09/12/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work?

NEW
YORK
STATE

Yes [0 No [0 N/A X
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/12/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g.,
Yes | NoX
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes | NoX
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [0 | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes O | No U
5. If Yesto 1 or 2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes [0 | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? YesO | No[O N/AX

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | No[O N/AX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | No[O N/AX
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [0 N/AR

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AX
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

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

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

property on this date?
NEW
;*_*‘ YORK
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Yes O No O N/AKX
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/12/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | No[ N/AK
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 O N/AK
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[ N/AX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6BNYCRR Part 217-3? Yes O No [ N/AX
gi;/_esngpment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No [ N/AX
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No [ N/AX

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No [ N/AKX
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No [ N/AX
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/13/2023

NYSDEC NEW | Department of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE Eg‘r'l';gr':gteigﬁal DEC PM - J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Overcast AM Overcast PM

Temperature 60F AM 70F PM

Wind Calm AM Calm PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0800 Departed Site: 1230

(0800) EA onsite (C.Badman, A. Stoogenke). (0805) Tailgate Health and Safety Meeting covering topics of traffic, slips,
trips, and falls. (0815) Search for MW-24K. (0830) Search for MW-01, MW-01A and GWE-1. (0835) Marked locations
where wells are believed to be present. (0855) Begin redevelopment of MW-9S, water is light brown. (0910) Stopped
purge on MW-9S, well dry after purging ~6 gallons. (0915) Restarted purge on MW-9S. (0940) Stopped purge after
pumping ~8 gallons total. (1050) J. Oliver (EA) onsite. (1100) Site owner onsite, shown lock on gate and given code.
(1105) Site owner offsite. (1115) Search for MW-24K. (1120) Located MW-24K and PZ-24S (nested wells). (1135)
NYSDEC (J. Stefansky) onsite. (1200) NYSDEC offsite, EA obtains access agreement from property on 358 Benton
Street. (1210) J. Oliver (EA) offsite. (1215) Start redevelopment of MW-24K, water is dark brown. (1220) Purge stopped
after purging ~8 gallons, water is clear. (1230) Dumping IDW into drums. EA offsite.

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
Cody Badman EA Scientist 4.5
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 4.5
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Whale Pump EA 1 Yes
Various Hand Tools EA - Yes
Imported/ . . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:#%rittzd \:}Iiste I'_Dmfllle F:;llji:m“?rAD'slfcc;sbalL) L?;'Lys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) Y PP (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
J. Stefansky NYSDEC Yes No X
J. Oliver EA Yes No X
:7 vg‘AVK Department of
STATE | Environmental
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/13/2023

Site Representatives
Name Representing
Site Owner

Project Schedule Comments

Well maintenance, repair, and redevelopment to continue the week of September 11,

A groundwater sampling event is due to take place the week of September 25,

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

Spoke with property owner, showed property owner lock and combination that is on the gate.
Spoke with homeowner of 358 Benton Street regarding access agreement.
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/13/2023

Site Photographs (Description
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/13/2023
WELL MONITORING TABLE
Well ID DTW DTB Notes
Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman, Alex Stoogenke Date: 09/13/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes (O No OI N/A X
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/13/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g., ves O | No
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes [J | No
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [J | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes [ | No [
5. IfYesto 1 or2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes I | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? Yes O | NoU N/AK

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AKX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AK
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [ N/AX

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AK
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AKX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes O | No N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
\é\;; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO | No O N/AR
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes | No[O N/AKX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | NoO N/AKX
Was turbidity checked at the outfall(s)? AM O PMO | NAK

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

property on this date?
NEW
r*_*‘ YORK
STATE

Yes O No O N/AX
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/13/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yesd | NoO 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 | NoO N/AKX
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[O N/AKX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6NYCRR Part 217-3? Yes [ No O N/AKX
;?;%f?quipment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No O N/AK
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No O N/AK

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No O N/AK
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No O N/AK
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/14/2023

NYSDEC NEW | Department of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE (E:g‘r,llsrgrr:f?ﬁ;l:lal DEC PM — J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Partly cloudy AM -- PM

Temperature 56 F AM -- PM

Wind Calm AM -- PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0800 Departed Site: 0915

(0800) C. Badman and A. Stoogenke (EA) on site. A tailgate Health and Safety meeting is held. (0805) EA begins
rethreading well seats that are not broken. (0810) MW-19S is found to have 1 broken bolt seat, MW-03A has 2, MW-15K
has 2 and MW-15S has 1. (0815) EA rethreads 2 bolt seats on MW-13K. (0820) EA rethreads 3 bolt seats on MW-9K.
(0830) EA rethreads 1 bolt seat on MW-06 and finds 1 broken. (0835) EA rethreads 1 bolt seat on MW-10S. (0840) EA
rethreads 2 bolt seats on MW-05, finds 1 broken. (0850) EA rethreads one bolt seat on MW-04. (0855) EA finds 1 broken
bolt seat on MW-11K. 1 bolt seat is rethreaded on MW-11S and 1 bolt seat is broken. (0900) EA rethreads 2 bolt seats on
MW-8K. (0905) EA rethreads 1 bolt seat on MW-8S, 1 bolt seat is broken. (0915) EA offsite.

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
Cody Badman EA Scientist 1.25
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 1.25
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Whale Pump EA 1 No
Various Hand Tools EA - Yes
Imported/ Waste Profil . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:f’:%'}t';id | f;S el_ robll © F:((:in:c“z(l(f)rADIsI?c()ask)alle) I5) aa':’ys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y PP (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
J. Stefansky NYSDEC Yes No X
J. Oliver EA Yes No X
f »’1‘5‘&’« Department of
STATE | Environmental
Conservation




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 5
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/14/2023

Site Representatives

Name Representing
Site Owner

Project Schedule Comments

A groundwater sampling event is due to take place the week of September 25%. Remaining repairs will be
rolled into the GW sampling event.

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

None
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/14/2023

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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MW-06: Attempting to rethread a broken bolt seat MW-10S: Successfully rethreadd bolt seat.

WELL MONITORING TABLE

Well ID DTW DTB Notes

Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman, Alex Stoogenke Date: 09/14/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes [(J No OJ N/A X
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/14/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g.,
Yes | NoX
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes | NoX
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [0 | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes O | No U
5. If Yesto 1 or 2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes [0 | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? YesO | No[O N/AX

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | No[O N/AX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | No[O N/AX
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [0 N/AR

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AX
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

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

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

property on this date?
NEW
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Yes O No O N/AKX
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/14/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? YesO | No[ N/AK
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 O N/AK
connected with performance of the Work?
If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[ N/AX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6BNYCRR Part 217-3? Yes O No [ N/AX
gi;/_esngpment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No [ N/AX
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No [ N/AX

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No [ N/AKX
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No [ N/AX
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/25/2023

NYSDEC NEW | Department of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE Eg:’l';gr':’?teigﬁal DEC PM - J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Sunny AM Cloudy PM

Temperature 60F AM 69F PM

Wind Calm AM Calm PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Onsite property has debris. Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0755 Departed Site: 1655

(0755) EA onsite (C. Badman, A. Stoogenke, M. Wright). (0800) Tailgate Health and Safety Meeting covering topics of
traffic, hydration, potential puncture hazards, slips, trips, and falls. Calibrate Horibas and PIDs. (0815) Begin synoptic
gauging event. (0935) End synoptic gauging event. (0936) Start purge MW-03CA. (0950) Start purge MW-13K. (1006)
Sample 828103-MW-03CA-09252023 for VOCs and MNA parameters, MS/MSD taken. (1041) Sample 828103-MW-13K-
09252023 for VOCs and MNA parameters. 828103-DUP-01-09252023 taken. (1126) Start purge MW-20S. (1145) Start
purge MW-03A. (1153) Sample 828103-MW-20S-09252023 for VOCs and MNA parameters. (1221) Sample 828103-MW-
03A-09252023 for VOCs and MNA parameters. (1236) Start purge MW-19S. (1240) Deployed Bio-Trap in MW-20S.
(1250) Deployed Bio-Trap in MW-03CA. (1300) Deployed Bio-Trap in MW-13K. (1303) Sample 828103-MW-19S-
09252023 for VOCs and MNA parameters. (1307) Start purge MW-8K. (1342) Start purge MW-14KA. (1418) Sample
828103-MW-14KA-09252023 for VOCs and MNA parameters. (1445) Sample 828103-MW-08K-09252023 for VOCs and
MNA parameters. (1515) M. Wright offsite. (1550) Start purge MW-15S. (1612) Start purge MW-15K. (1617) Sample
828103-MW-15S-09252023 for VOCs. (1639) Sample 828103-MW-15K-09252023 for VOCs. (1655) EA offsite.

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
\S/\i{[::ge there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work *Yes No NA X
Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours
Cody Badman EA Scientist 9
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 9
Mike Wright EA Geologist 7.5
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Heron Water Level Meter Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Horiba U-52 Pine Environmental 2 Yes
PID Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Peristaltic Pump Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Imported/ w Profil . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:#%'}ttzd Ifftel. robll N Fasgiﬁ:c%??'ﬁ?c?bi) 3) a::’)ls Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y (F App (tons)*

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/25/2023

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives
Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Groundwater sampling event to continue the week of September 25™.

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

None
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/25/2023

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)

Set up on MW-19S "' Setup on W-1 .

Set up on MW-08K
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/25/2023
WELL MONITORING TABLE:
Well ID DTW DTB Notes
Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman Date: 09/25/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes (O No OI N/A X
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/25/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g., ves O | No
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes [J | No
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [J | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes [ | No [
5. IfYesto 1 or2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes I | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? Yes O | NoU N/AK

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AKX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AK
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [ N/AX

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AK
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AKX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes O | No N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
\é\;; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO | No O N/AR
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes | No[O N/AKX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | NoO N/AKX
Was turbidity checked at the outfall(s)? AM O PMO | NAK

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

property on this date?
NEW
r*_*‘ YORK
STATE

Yes O No O N/AX
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/25/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yesd | NoO 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 | NoO N/AKX
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[O N/AKX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6NYCRR Part 217-3? Yes [ No O N/AKX
;?;%f?quipment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No O N/AK
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No O N/AK

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No O N/AK
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No O N/AK
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
Environmental
Conservation
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 1 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/26/2023

NYSDEC NEW | Department of Contract No. D009806

Division of Environmental Remediation STATE Eg‘r'l';gr':gteigﬁal DEC PM - J.Stefansky

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620 Engineer PM —J.Oliver

Weather Conditions

General Description Cloudy AM Partial cloud PM

Temperature 60F AM 70F PM

Wind Calm AM Calm PM

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Onsite property has debris. Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed Arrived at site: 0700 Departed Site: 1630

(0700) EA on site (C. Badman, A. Stoogenke). (0750) EA calibrates Horibas. (0710) A tailgate safety meeting is held about
traffic safety, slips, trips and falls. (0730) Begin purging MW-10K. (0806) Start purge PZ-24S. (0811) Sample 828103-MW-
10K-09262023 is taken. (0830) Start purge MW-10S, PZ-24S is dry and is left to recharge. (0833) Start purge MW-24K.
(0857) Sample 828103-MW10S-09262023 is taken for VOCs. (0903) Sample 828103-MW24K-09262023 is taken for
VOCs. (0916) Start purge MW-06. (0918) Start purge MW-23K. (0945) Sample 828103-MW-23K-09262023 is taken for
VOCs. (0949) Sample 828103-MW-06 is taken for VOCs. (1000) Start purge MW-05. (1030) Sample 828103-MW-05-
09262023. (1033) Start purge MW-09S. (1051) Start purge MW-04. (1100) Sample 828103-MW-09S-09262023 is taken
for VOCs, MS+MSD is taken. (1121) Sample 828103-MW-04-09262023 and 828103-DUP-02-09262023 are taken for
VOCs. (1122) Start purge MW-09K. (1144) Start purge MW-12S. (1155) Sample 828103-MWOQ9K is taken for VOCs.
(1200) Sample 828103-PZ-24S-09262023 is taken for VOCs. (1211) Sample 828103-MW-12S-09262023 is taken for
VOCs. (1222) Start purge MW-11S. (1225) Start purge MW-12K. (1252) Sample 828103-MW-12K-09262023 is taken for
VOCs. (1257) Sample 828103-MWMW-11S-09262023 is taken for VOCs. (1314) Start purge MW-08S. (1317) Start purge
GWE-2. (1341) Sample 828103-MW-08S-09262023 is taken for VOCs. (1347) Sample 828103-GWE-2-09262023 is taken
for VOCs. (1400) Start purge MPE-17. (1405) Start purge MW-22K. (1427) Sample 828103-MPE-17-09262023 is taken for
VOCs. (1444) Sample 828103-MW-22K-09262023 is taken for VOCs. (1458) Start purge PZ-22S. (1532) PZ-22S is dry
and is left to recharge. (1606) Sample 828103-PZ-22S-09262023 is taken for VOCs. (1630) EA offsite.

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
\S/\i/tZ[)e there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work *Yes No NA X
Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours
Cody Badman EA Scientist 9.5
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 9.5
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Heron Water Level Meter Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Horiba U-52 Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Peristaltic Pump Pine Environmental/ Eco Rental Solutions 2 Yes
Imported/ . . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:#%rittzd V\flaste I_’roflle F:;llji:m“?rAD'slfcc;sbalL) 3) Z'Lys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) y PP (tons)*
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/26/2023

*On-Site scale for off-site shipment, delivery ticket for material received
Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives
Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Groundwater sampling event to continue the week of September 25™.

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

None

Department of
Environmental
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 3 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/26/2023

Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 4 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/26/2023

WELL MONITORING TABLE:

Well ID DTW DTB Notes

Site Inspector(s): Alex Stoogenke Date: 09/26/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes [0 No I N/A X

Department of
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/26/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g., ves O | No
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes [J | No
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [J | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes [ | No [
5. IfYesto 1 or2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes I | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? Yes O | NoU N/AK

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AKX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AK
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [ N/AX

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AK
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AKX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes O | No N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
\é\;; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO | No O N/AR
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes | No[O N/AKX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | NoO N/AKX
Was turbidity checked at the outfall(s)? AM O PMO | NAK

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

property on this date?
NEW
r*_*‘ YORK
STATE

Yes O No O N/AX
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/26/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yesd | NoO 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 | NoO N/AKX
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[O N/AKX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6NYCRR Part 217-3? Yes [ No O N/AKX
;?;%f?quipment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No O N/AK
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No O N/AK

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No O N/AK
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No O N/AK
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
Environmental
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103

Page 1 of 6
Date: 09/27/2023

NYSDEC

Division of Environmental Remediation

sTATE | Environmental
Conservation

i’ NEW
York | Department of

Site Location: 1012 South Clinton Ave, Rochester 14620

Weather Conditions

General Description Cloudy AM Partial cloud PM
Temperature 53F AM 60F PM
Wind Calm AM Calm PM

Contract No. D009806
DEC PM - J.Stefansky
Engineer PM —

J.Oliver

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 NA X
Were there any nuisance issues reported/observed on this date? *Yes No X NA

Health & Safety Comments

Onsite property has debris. Some slips, trips, fall hazards and potential puncture hazards (needles, sharp glass).

Summary of Work Performed

Arrived at site:

0655

Departed Site:

1035

(0655) EA onsite (C. Badman, A. Stoogenke). (0700) Tailgate Heath and Safety meeting covering topics of traffic, slips,
trips, and falls, puncture hazards. (0701) Calibrate Horibas. (0714) Start purge MW-21S. (0721) Start purge MW-03D.
(0741) Sample 828103-MW-21S-09272023 for VOCs. (0748) Sample 828103-MW-03D-09272023 for VOCs. (0755)
Added lock to MW-03D. (0800) Start purge MW-18S. (0805) Start purge MW-16K. (0830) Sample 828103-MW-18S-
09272023 for VOCs. (0832) Sample 828103-MW-16K-09272023 for VOCs. (0840) Added lock to MW-16K. (0848) Start
purge MW-17S. (0850) Start purge MW-16S. (0915) Sample 828103-MW-17S-09272023 for VOCs. (0925) Added lock to
MW-17S. (0944) Sample 828103-MW-16S-09272023 for VOCs. (1000) Deconning equipment. (1015) Attempt to fix cracks
in MW-10K concrete pad with concrete sealant. (1035) EA offsite.

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
\S{\i/tzge there any vehicles which were not decontaminated prior to exiting the work *Yes No NA X
Personnel and Equipment
Individual Company Trade Total Hours
Cody Badman EA Scientist 3.75
Alex Stoogenke EA Scientist 3.75
Equipment Description Contractor/Vendor Quantity Used
Heron Water Level Meter Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Horiba U-52 Pine Environmental 2 Yes
Peristaltic Pump Pine Environmental/ Eco Rental Solutions 2 Yes
Imported/ s . . Daily
Material Description Delivered E:frt’%l’itteed \:::ste II_’ro:IIe F:cc:)illji:cil;)rADlsl?czst::e) If:) aaI:jys Weight
to Site (If Applicable) Y PP (tons)*

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

Equipment/Material Tracking Comments:
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 2 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/27/2023

Visitors to Site

Name Representing Entered Exclusion/CRZ Zone
None Yes No
Yes No

Site Representatives
Name Representing

Project Schedule Comments

Bio-Traps to be picked up near the end of October.

Issues Pending

None

Interaction with Public, Property Owners, Media, etc.

None
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Site Photographs (Descriptions Below)
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(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/27/2023
WELL MONITORING TABLE:
Well ID DTW DTB Notes
Site Inspector(s): Cody Badman Date: 09/27/2023

Videos of discreet operations have been provided to the DEC Project Manager to facilitate
understanding of the ongoing work? Yes (O No OI N/A X

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 5 of 6
(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/27/2023

REMEDIAL ACTIVITIES AT PROPERTIES

1. Does anyone at this location have any symptoms of a respiratory infection (e.g., ves O | No
cough, sore throat, fever, or shortness of breath)?
2. Have anyone at this location been tested and confirmed to have COVID-19? Yes [J | No
3. Were personal protective gloves, masks, and eye protection being used? Yes [J | No
4. Does the Department and its contractors have your permission to enter the property
at this time? Yes [ | No [
5. IfYesto 1 or2, follow the latest NYSDOH COVID-19 guidance:
https://coronavirus.health.ny.gov/home Yes I | No I
Comments:
N/A
ON-SITE WASTE STORAGE
Drums, roll offs and piles are staged in secure areas? Yes O | NoU N/AK

Liners and berms have been installed if necessary to prevent cross contamination
of clean areas?

Containers are in good condition or properly overpacked? YesO | NoO N/AKX

Waste materials are scheduled to be properly characterized and disposed of prior to
demobilization?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Complying with RCRA 90 day storage limitation for hazardous waste? YesO | NoO N/AKX
Piles are securely covered when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AK
Containers are closed when not in use? YesO | NoO N/AX
Staging areas should be inspected periodically and any issues addressed

immediately? Yes [ No [ N/AX

Signage and labeling comply with RCRA requirements for all staging areas and
containers?

If any issues noted, has Contractor been notified? YesO | NoO N/AK
Comments:

Yes O No O N/AKX

NUISANCE CHECKLIST

Were there any community complaints related to work on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
Were there any odors detected on this date? Yes O | No N/AO
Was noise outside specification and/or above background on this date? YesO | No N/AC]
\é\;; vibration readings outside specification and/or above background on this YesO | No O N/AR
Any visible dust observed beyond the work perimeter on this date? Yes | No[O N/AKX
Any visible contrast (turbidity) beyond engineering controls observed on this date? Yes | NoO N/AKX
Was turbidity checked at the outfall(s)? AM O PMO | NAK

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

property on this date?
NEW
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Yes O No O N/AX
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DAILY INSPECTION REPORT Page 6 of 6

(Dinaburg), Site No. 828103 Date: 09/27/2023
Was the temporary fabric structure closed at the end of the day? Yesd | NoO 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 | NoO N/AKX
connected with performance of the Work?

If yes, has Contractor been notified? YesO | No[O N/AKX
Comments:
N/A

RESILIENCE/GREEN REMEDIATION CHECKLIST

Is site power procured from renewable energy sources (e.g., solar, wind, geothermal,
biomass and biogas)?

Is the Contractor employing 2007 or newer or retrofitted (BART*) diesel on-road trucks
and non-road equipment?

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AX

Is vehicle idling adequately reduced per 6NYCRR Part 217-3? Yes [ No O N/AKX
;?;%f?quipment operators been trained in the idling requirements of 6NYCRR Part Yes O No O N/AK
Is BART-equipped equipment properly maintained and working? Yes O No O N/AK
Is work being sequenced to avoid double handling? Yes O No O N/AK

Is there an onsite recycling program for CONTRACTOR-generated wastes and is it
complied with?

Are office trailer heating and cooling systems maintained at efficient set points, have
programable thermostats been installed?

Are products and materials used in performance of the work appropriately certified
(e.g., LEED, Energy Star, Sustainable Forestry Initiative®, etc.)?

Are resiliency features included in the design, or completed remedy properly installed
and/or maintained (flood control, storm water controls, erosion measures, etc.)?

Are green remediation elements included in the design, or completed remedy properly

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes O No O N/AKX

Yes [ No O N/AKX

installed and/or maintained (e.g., porous pavement, geothermal, variable speed Yes O No O N/AK
drives, native plantings, natural stream bank restoration, etc.)?

Has Contractor been notified of any deficiencies? Yes O No O N/AK
Are r_emote/call in job meetings being held in lieu of meeting in person where Yes O No O N/AK
possible?

Comments:

N/A

* BART — Best Available Retrofit Technology

Department of
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Conservation

NEW
YORK
STATE




Appendix B

Inspection Forms



Site Inspection Checklist

Siie Name (Number): Dinaburg (828103) Date/Tinre: ;%/ 39/25
Site Address {nearest cross street): 1012 South Clinton Ave. Rochester, NY 14620
Jene

Is] i .
Weather: 3(; v V&{ f};}"’ [LD\J;‘? Personnel: !\/7‘2_, ﬂ/’ P T\ja
Site property desc}'iptifon (.e.g, buildings, fencing, gates, etc}
Building(s): Se.tA Stories: -1 In Use/Active: Ak,
Bldg material: Area Use (R/C/I): @
Fenced (Y/N) (material): y \/92% Gate(s): | Lock(s): Vo=, $]03

Nearest adjacent building$ (and descﬁptions):
(LoSiteadl & Comasiti=\ Copy e, Fhsoes

Site Surface Hydrology

Surface water drainage/Impoundments: ,fﬂ/A’ — }Creeks/ Streams: #/™
Ponds/Water front /\/ &

Site Features

Asphalt/Concrete (%0) : 7 5 |C0ndition: Ao e

Slope/Direction (steep/flathilly, etc.) o Py

Vegetation (grassy/trees/shrubs; overgrown, etc.) A Jond,

Overhead Utilities (electric/data/phone): o erfrtc

Subsurface Utilities and Locations: A lli~gan

Monitoring Wells (see attached checklist).

Notes/Other Observations:

Seueh Wlls T Dby o\?rwf7 o Slaba i

Site Sketch

See atlackel mpp
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FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
pate:  0}/25/7el3
TIME: (%00
METERID:  Y{oo3
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
pH STANDARD READING READING
4.0 {93 393
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 S5 (.5
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0 NTU N0 0.
]
COMMENTS

SIGNATURE

Al



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM
Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: 64 [} j/ T3
TIME: 0O £06
METER ID: “Z] &7 ¥
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | ppapiNg READING
4.0 S.1o 5q4
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
449 u.g6 %, 5%
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0 NTU O ;)
COMMENTS
SIGNATURE

/Pﬂw%ﬁa



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE: M}g §/2s 1%
TIME: & 700
METER ID: 2 (07¢
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | pripiNG READING
4.0 £ 3¢ 5.9
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD |
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 4. U 54
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
0 NTU B 4,3
COMMENTS

SIGNATURE




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

CALIBRATION

DATE: 0910 [ 7525
TIME: O7¢3 7.
METERID: Y0

pH CALIBRATION
_ N INITIAL FINAL
PH STANDARD READING READING
4.0 4.95 3%
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD -
STANDARD READING | FINAL READING
4.49 Y.80 Y.5<
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION

STANDARD INITIAL READING FINAL READING

0NTU 5.4 G

COMMENTS

SIGNATURE




FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION

DATE: 0379 }14273

TIME: § 700

METER ID: Z{0 7§

pH CALIBRATION
| INITIAL FINAL
pH STANDARD READING READING
4.0 6 00 .96
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 7.9 (,s¢
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING FINAL READING
O NTU (L 0.6
COMMENTS
SIGNATURE

G o



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Horiba U-52

pH, CONDUCTIVITY, AND TURBIDITY

CALIBRATION
DATE:  §}11] 2%
TIME: 0700
METER ID: Yoo
pH CALIBRATION
INITIAL FINAL
PHSTANDARD | pEADING READING
4.0 YU Z9Y
CONDUCTIVITY CALIBARATION
CONDUCTIVITY STANDARD
STANDARD READING FINAL READING
4.49 S G Y.<3
TURBIDITY CALIBRATION
STANDARD | INITIAL READING |  FINAL READING
ONTU g% O.¢
COMMENTS
SIGNATURE

(A



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Site Name: );\n s 1
| Dt Z Yzo8 7
INSTRUMENT: T 2 X~ Goo® INSTRUMENT ID No: €242 0%n b
OPERATOR: 9% WEATHER: Sem, S8
SPAN GAS TYPE: [op i 'j:g@\wf..?/% DATE: Og/gg/zg) 2%
CALIBRATION NOTES:

zem : 0r0 por

g'ﬁ;‘f/’ . %f % ﬁﬁ”"

COMMENTS: f /sz/

SIGNATURE: M%‘_@ pDATE: O% / 7€ / JC02%
/4 t 1



FIELD CALIBRATION FORM

Site Name; D;}q mé " /9/

7

INSTRUMENT: RET & X - £ J00 INSTRUMENT ID No: Y2177

OPERATOR: f) . S g gmtt WEATHER: Sunpy, & $°F
. ra

SPAN GAS TYPE: Kplodylese (0opm DATE:GQ/’Lf(} T

CALIBRATION NOTES:

7Zesa= .C e v

a4 .7 fpan

COMMENTS: A/(Mé’

r i

SIGNATURE:éu%é @%&,\ DATE: &% i’(ﬂgf;lz 023
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m

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

NEW YORK | Department of
orortinrry | Environimental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well 1.D.: EA Personnel: Client:
a0 3 A — A S hoegonige AnsEC (328102
Location: =, ell Condition: v eather: 7
Sound #Ptlw: E)VJLO} G D {95}&‘ M SU%‘%Z g(j WIZ
ounding Method: auge Date: easurement Ref: | "
" fon WA —0Autfws _ __ToC
tick Up/Down (ft): - auge Time: i ell Diameter (in):
p/Down (ft) V{"rﬂ/‘ B 400 (in) 7,
Purge Date: g q , 7/3, !Zg’z ..s, Purge Time: “ L’ 5/
Purge Method: . Field Technician: :
i lew Tl Pes pump A Stogente
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft); Z"{‘g C ID. Welll Volume (ft): C}«,gfg Depth/Height of Top ofgI:VB:. 15 £,
B. Depth to Water (ff): e E. Well Volumne {(gal) C*D): Pum [H
C.L pidD h(f:) ()A 13)q ‘c £ F. Three W 11v(lg ) ( )I‘ZL'::{ O P p:‘ypk[?)e,,’?}a{ He pW
. Liquid Dept -B): . Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3); ump Intake Depth: '
T I1.7% ’ L ’ it~ Soreaq
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Tarbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) (0C} (pH units) (V) {5/m) (ntu) {mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (Iiters)
9% [ a7 [7.T7]-16% [0.G20 [ 296 [ 197 [ TL [ 0.7 [~
g M 197 (1T (0430 [ a0 | 088 |47 2] 0. 2 | 6.0
s 3 |71 ]-1€6 Q.64 |25y [0.¢2 4. FS 0. ¢ |1
st 11y el | 934 1197 10.6485 428 [0.5¢ [a.7% 1 0.7 11,9
92 il 18 19,03 [-193[6.€5T 2ot | 1.2¢ [ a.75 | 6. 72 2.4
1260 Lidol ) 03 1193 (994 [V FSIN\7¢[A97 g 1 |28
20% 113.99 | 207 [-17] [6.99€ |1 ¢4 [ 0.6) WH2l 0.7 |26
106 4.0 1906 |-196 1097} | 1720 [pu¢ | G2z 0.2 YZ |
1zod L1409 1903 [~V9¢ 10.4537 [49.% (0.9 | 472|017 |Y,
T 11422 | 909 [-{£0 [0.9%0 94,9 (034 [ 92|02 S
et LWyl 1909 [-1€7 [ .08 ?gﬂ .67 | X 7¢[0. 1
g t8 Lo 1900 [ 197 [i.04 |ef4q [0.¢6 | 052 (0. T YA
11N 118,98 [ 900 |90 [1.07 [3%.6 [d.52 4920 ¢ | o
Tatal Quantity of Water Remoyed Wm ME s (i Sampling Time: 7]
Samplers: A Soeaunle Split Sample With: s
Sampling Date: {41 lﬁ < ']?g 1% Sample Type: [ A

O



m@

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

V!
~4  NEWYORK | Departiment of
Lﬂ\cﬁommw Environmantal
Conservation

0% 1%/ 1015

Well LD,: EA Personnel: _ Client: -

) MW -0O5CA Cis, AL NYSDEC {%‘2,‘3!0%)
Locatign: Well C 1c1ition: i Weather:

oca 1&3{& ‘ii.Q_ or @ii SUW C@ /...
Soungling Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Reff

N LM 09/ 2 /z0es ¢
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time; Well Diameter (in):
i BN 0930 e

Purge Date; Purge Time:

kY

[Purge Method:

Lowv Elow, for PGM{)

Field Technician;

Qj;%wf’ Men

O R

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well Volume )
A. Well Depth (ft): 1,9'-‘? g D. Well Volume (ft); G ’ c% Depth/Height of Tup of Pvﬁrf— i
B, Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D}: z gq Pump Typ% { A i Nk’ pmj{)
- IC. Liquid Depth (ft} (A-B): ' _] ‘7 Q F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E33 G Pump Intake De 'Ez (M&_
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) {oC) (pH units) (V) (5/m) {ntu) _(mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
8:056 [ 67 [~7R2] ove| 123 | 22Y [j2.75 | O ’% —
0439 [ 1219 | 06| ~Z84| 0.4S) | 1724 | 1'€5]i2.9S| O. 2.1 [
oWZ] 17.69 [ 0. 74 | ~7¢Z] nses| 167 ] 2R 12.9s 1 6.2 | -7
OWS | 15ds | €77 [~724y9] odza| 97.<| .09 [129€[ 0.7 [ 1.2
CAYB| 7.7y (2523 ~Zy¢ | K1Y Lh | 1z 129 0.7 | 7.y
0%l | 16..TT ?Q 136 2 | T 167 [129S [o7 | %6
G (“ "7(3 ~232| 2% | 9%.2] 0.90] 29S| 02 |56
0%@7 Q .,..7“2@ [,,3@) CJ@ @ 01%7 fzf?i &"2/ k‘{"‘?ﬂ
. %*as ~229] L2o [Y¥2. 1] GRS 235 | 07 | ¥.8
OoS m 77 R [-92¢ [ 121 |47 (| /4| 1298 G-z | <.v
oGl 16,74 S [-02S| 57 [ %9 | ORI [C.7_ | C. o
£
ofal Quantity of Water Removed {ga . Sampling Time:
S‘fartnll)grs: Hiy of Water K d(g 4 Z. AS SR Splill')éargpleWith:
) Sampling Date: ﬁq,’ Z "§/ VY AN Sample Type:




Fa—— 7
? EA Engineering, P.C. NEWYORK | Department of
EA Science and Technology i °;”"°"T”’““’ Eg‘r’li;gfv’;‘t‘?g:‘al
W : GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
- e ersonne Tent:
B wa ozP o ememnds 7 AS Svepre [ 8‘18‘{02\
anatmn Well Cundmo Weather: o~
0{‘19‘1«& ' &wr}l Qu/vf D Y39
Soundin; thod; Gauge Date: Measurement Re
"R v " eslzs |
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
urge Date: ; urge Time;
A P s - 012
Purge Method: o Field Technician:
g Low How  pen (ymp . Baelmon
1 ‘ .
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): s’ l ‘ Gg D. Well Volume (ft); O i Cg rDepth/Height of Top og’\rfgfg (4
B. Depth to Water (fi): l % (; 7 E. Well Volume (gal) C*Dg, L( g Pump Type: P@Aﬂa [ ’JL ﬂ)f/ﬁlﬁ
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): ‘7,) 3 g ( F. Three Well Volumes {gal) (]iaég (Z’q Pumyp Intake Dept? e
: -~ e
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH OR? Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) {oC) (pH units) {mV) (S/m} - (ntu) (mg/L} {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
074 | 1049 <86 ~% ] 3.0L 0-6 | Y76 | 1935 0.7 | ——
ST | lo.sq | £.38 [-352 | Syx | 6.6 | 776 11989 | 0.7 | 0.8
0707 11064 [ €3 (=279 | .94 | 0.6 [ 16,60 [ 7036 0.2 | ¢
0730 | 168¢ | (.38 |-Yol [ S9 | 6.0 1676 ] 70:0%5 07 11 g
0782 L 1087 | GYo | Yy [TETS | 6.0 | [Lo9 [709% | o1 Y
OB | Nl | M =18 | s.ey 0.0 | .29 [2.2Z1 oF 2.6
754 1 todl | QNS [-Y13 ] SYY | 0.0 [y 148 | oz ZL
o™ML| ILOT | 648 [-Y27 | S.4i 00 | 119 718 67 | 4.z
onis | 1% | 6So [-Y3e | SUe | 0.0 | iy | 724 | Ot Y-g
OB 1087 | €57 [-4S3| 54z 0.6 | hio |73 |07 | €9
_ | _
otal Quantity of Water Removed (gal): .Y 5( Sampling Time: a7 (754
Samplers: CE BS S5plit Sample With: AMAA
Sampling Date: i ?}? Z"‘P’ 102% Sample Typer 4
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS: .9 u/‘p[/; W LMZ@ Yt




L ® ,
EA Engineering, P.C. NEWYORK | Department of
EA Science and Technology QPrakiuNITY Eg:gg&?ﬁg;al
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
ell LD} EA Personnel: Client;
M —0y R, A9 weoee 823103
Locagtion: ’ Well Conditiogn Weather: o
‘ aﬂuﬂﬁ“‘ oa Galen Sh EI‘DC‘M r CIU""{]? , 61~
Sounding &tlg;i‘: b‘{_M Gauge Date: o) /% / 70215 Measurement Ref: .‘T% O
ick n (ft); Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
Stick Up/Down (£t Ugl\ ge T @(3%0 eter (in) ZI
rge Date: - urge Time;
Purge Method: ' 1 Field Technician: =
g Lov fw Py C.Endrny
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): Z’Z g7 D. Well Volume (ft): O. { G’Z Depth/Height of Top 21_?_ 137%5 #_
B. Depth to Water (ft); q ¢7 G E. Well Volume (gal) C"I.}%:_ o Pump Typ ;
(3 i i g 7 fﬂﬁm"
C. Liguid Depth (ft) (A-B): . E. Three Well Volumes (gal) {(E3): Pump Intale%')ﬁh: PW
1%-il A Pl - Serae,
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature PH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO nTW Rate Volume
(hrs (0C) {pH units} (mV) (S/m) . (ntn) {mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
TXA IS0 T7.0C [Co | fog | ToZ | 13 [ 1043 07 | —
Jesy | M4 | £.97 | €% o€ | Jos | 053] jo.i9] 0.2 | O.C
los7 | .82 .9 | (2| j.0f | jz3 | 029 Joe<| oz | 1.7
oo | M.69| 696 | 321 j.6¢C | {271 04| jpes| oz | 1o
N0 [ IU.(2] 706 | 19 | .00 | 121 | 629 1642 o | 27
ot ' .S | £ | ~1 Log | VS| G| kool | Re
(09 | 14.99 [ .97 “—2{% LO6 | 7449 | OBZ] josT oy, | =0
L | M-S | £.95 [ -~ Leg | Oyl Caal Iofl |07 | 47
e | M58 | €86 [ ~70 106 | B9 o1 0.l o7 4.2
g | wss | 69 | -7 1.0C | 22.7] g.20] 1661 07 | <y
wed | M87. [ 695 | =779 Lo€| 223 62l o€l .2 | €.6
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): ] ] L Eja Sampling Time; ﬁ! Z ]
Saltnpg:s: i e & (‘ e A—g . Splitp Sl.euflple With:

Sampling Date: {ﬂ[ 70 2073 Sample Type: Z’; g é

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




m

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

_{" REwyork | pepartment of

L\Eﬁ’&‘mﬂm Environmental

Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well I.D.:M L/ m_ OS’

EA Pex’sonne]:cng ’4'3:

Client:

NYSDEC = DI

L?@MI" ___5 G

Well Condition: G y
Y

Weather; a W 6 C) /;:

Soun mm

Gauge Date:

18/ 2015

Measurement Ref:

H ToLlC
Stick Up/Down (ft): G Time: Well Diameter (in):
ick Up wnﬁu"'ﬂ,l’\ auge Ti O%gb ell Diameter (i 'Z,
Purge Date: . Purge Time:

oY 26203 1600
FTurge Method: ! '/ ' Field Technician: :

[ovs {ors  for Purp O Baolrin

Well Volume

A, Well Depth (ft); Q,Z, (:'Z, D. Well Volume {ft): 04 G% Depth/Height of Top of PVC é,
B. Depth to Water (ft): q (gg E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Z (5% Pump Type; 2 ‘1[(\, ’ ?\l\, 0 PD

C. Liquid Depth (it} (A-B):

7. 77

F. Three Well Volumes (gal) [E&): L{

Pump Intake D /&

Sampling Date:

COMMENTS AN} OBSERVATIONS:

oY 2:6;/‘20.%

Sample Type:

Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hxs) {oC) (pH units) {mV) (5/m) {ntw) {mg/L) {ft btoc) {Lpm) (liters)
a0 | JUAl 1 “7.J% [ —SY] 172 ] S6-9] j.@7] 995 | O-2
Jopsl M.9% | 742 [ -€9 [ j.88 | 3=y | 131 995 | 0.7 | 0.0
oog ! [N SY] 7.0 | -SC | 1.67 | 29[ 0961 995 | 0-7. [ I-L
(0o | j[Y@7 | 7.j3 [~S8 T 164 [ 1.9 [ |70 ] ¢.95 | 0.1.1 /€
lent | 7y | 7.0y T4 7 | M6 | 17699 T 0.7 [ 2y
lois]| iY.<¥ | 700 ~1y LHE | O 7T 109 99| 02 | <o
(ol& | JW.YG | 7.04 [ 7] LYy Q0 | 053] 95 | 0.7 | T4
oy [ M.YC | 7.04 | —7¢ 1158 | O | O] 995 07 [w.7
ety jyys | 7oyl ~Z 156 | 6.6 [ozg| S| 01| yg
017 M.qy | 704 ~Z5| 1BS | 00 [0.27] 995 07| 2.4
0%l 144S | 209 [-ZS | 129 [ C.0 |0-BC| 935 | oz | €. 0
To uantity of Water Removed (gal): . i ampling Time:
Sa:r?;)grs: o & ) /4% _’—S&’— gplif Saxﬁgl‘e With: __%L

6o s




COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

®
EA Engineering, P.C, NEWYORK | Department of
EA Science and Technology DFFORTURITY Eg:isl'g:;l;lﬁg;al
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well 1,D.: EA Personnel: Client: ——
M-0b6 B Vosquuipt  vvic Brsi02D
Location: Well Condition; 6 Weather: .
V(m‘ﬁ,b{; :f 065{ ot f’, C{ﬁVJV
Sounding Method: {wm LULM Gauge Date: 04 ; 1/5 /1 o3 Measurement Ref: ‘T{? C
Stick own (f / auge Time: ell Diameter (in):
tiek Up/Dow (76 Zry Gauge Tim 0970 Well Diameter (in) 2
Eurge Date: Oq ’ 7,.’;/ 7 UZ 3 Purge Time: oq '6,.
Purge Method: Field Technician:
e Lew Elow ) R, Stooqunice G
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (1) 7 |D. Well Volume (f): — _ |Depth/Height of Ta of PVC:
B. Depth to Water {11) P?SZ Ew11v1um( I)CD)CIJQ > Pep T ” P O-25 4
. De o Water {{t): . Well YVolume {(gal) C*D): m e:
P 0% g 1.9y |"™P Veﬂ’;lnr HE _Pump
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): {} |F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pamp Intake De
1,29 TEsz MR- soean
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pll ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) {0C} {pH units) (rnV? {5/m) (nitu) (mgT) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
0Ad (1649 | g6F T-13 [ 1,04 346 S.33[9.67 | 6.2 | —
0971 |6, 64 | 6:64 |~jUT | td0 [, | 1.23]¢. 61 | 0.1 | 0.6
0A7H 1667 1667 |-166] 100 | 42l | 124|567 ] 0.7 | 1.2
AL 16,63 1662 1-1951 110 |66 | 1,66 | $.60 | 0.7 | 1.¥
0"{3’! 1664 | 66T [ -204 | | 45 | 048|261 [ 62 [ a0k
0434 | 15,66 1662 [-109] (17 [ 6.5 | 0.97] 461 | 0T | 50
6437 | 16,68 [ 66T (-1t | 12 5.9 [0.90 | 8.6 | 0T | 25
fadd | 16.91 | 667 |23 | YT 32 1077 { Qe) | 8T | H, 2
QU3 | 1¢.76 |68 |-Z1¢ | 113 Xy lo7s [ ¢ [T [ 4.¢
W@us | i63¢ | 6.3 | -Ti¢ [ a3 27 [ 095 | $471 ] 0. | 5.4
04yA | ¢ FA | 6.6 ~T16 | |13 27| 0H | $861] 0.t [ g0
[Total Quantity of Water Removed( B (L) E A 6 R Sampling Time: [
Samplers: w ke 0 SplitP Salﬁple With: qu{i :
Sampling Date: 0 .‘ 16 f’ rla iy Sample Type: Gl

e L
oy
C



“

EA Science

EA Engineering, P.C.

and Technology

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

f NEW YORK
TATE OF
R

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well 1.D.:

EA Personnel:

Client:

M- 08¢ e e Hosgenlt vvovee (3787, 2)
tion: ell Condition: eather: .
peen Uthmbvﬁ\ - omﬂ e E\E F. {)ﬂﬂiv t / c{waj
Sounding Method: [ L M (/ Vi Gauge Date: Oq ! v } 2617 Measurement Ref;’ AT 6 i
Stick Up/Down (ft}: Gauge Time: .. . " Well Diameter (in):
Flvsl 0859 1
Purge Date: . , Purge Time: - .
0424 [102% 1314

Purge Method: N { Field Technician:

(ew Epw 18 gﬁg@w&’ﬂ

Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft); q{ ?9 D, Well Volume (ft): G ﬂ G 2 Depth/Height of Top 31’ 2\;’(;#"
B. Depth to Water (ft): ,7 gG E. Well Volume (gal) C*D}): o ’gq C Pump Type: p ’3 /:ﬁ/( }J‘L_ p ﬂ
L € v Wf

C. Liquid Depth ({1} (A-B):

ZM73

E. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3):
¢

Pump Intake Depk?

]
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) {0C) (pH units) {mV) {5/m) {nnku) (mg/L) {ft btoc) {Lpin) (liters)
1200 12003 [ 696 | 5 | 171 [3i% [Ass (675 0 [ =
Bi7 [a\e? | 664 | 4 Lttt [ 4S.f [ {9d |34 o . 7| o, €
Bze s [ 63 | 9 WIT s F [ )46 | 9,896 ¢ | |1
12231 21V.25 | o.F2 | 9 L7t |14 | .90 {994 [g.2 [ j. §
1326 | 2154 [ 662 9 VWIT 1 1go | Ligy | 299 0.7 [ 24
{379 12047 | 463 | 16 L2 fiz.6 | LIS [ F00 [0.T |20
(2Ll U5y | 663 | 10 vz L2 [ e [ 904 [0 T [3.6
13351 0.98 [ 663 | 10 LZo | ied| (a6 | 809 (6.7 |47
1339 | 2162 | 643 | i Lzs y o) | .0€ gl [0.2 |y.R
124 |ale7 | 664 | 1 lZg 1 .0 | voz] .03 [ 8.7 | s.4
[Total Quantity of Water Removed (ga-l')'” Ly 2.4 Sampling Time: Vol |
Samplers: it fﬂ & Split Sample With: —
Sampling Date: (4 l Y 7.% Sample Type: {yrab




M

EA Engineering, P.C,
EA Science and Technology

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

NEW YORS(
SononTuRmy

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

e ersonnel: lient:
I Mil-0¢K e A S][WWM’, E‘:’SD:EC §1%)e3
Location: Well Condition; Weather: 0= ,
Dineburd Fale £COF ewseas f
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
g (f}ﬂmm W{ ) 8 m\}%lv()l? _ - "]/0 (
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: ) Well Diameter (in):
| Eluth " 048 L
T
Furge Date: 049 139/50 7 T \ Purge Time: !3 09
urge Method: N ield Technician: .
CBe ek Flow r.k__\\F ' A S hroqunice
AN T
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft); l 9‘_7,5 ID. Well Volume (ft): o 6’? Depth/HeightofToI:flévc: ]
B. Depth to Water {ft): 8‘(96 E. Well Volume {gal) C*D}: ).— G Pump Type: p e la ’ h‘(, pw,,,{)
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Dept
q pth {ft) ( ?(’J-"ég (5 )(,_3 p p\dﬂ’ 9%
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hxs) {oC) {pH units) {mV}) {S/m) {ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
1309 T11.95 [eg¥ [ I gz [19T T LYgJa.2¢ [o.1 [ ~—
3 149,34 |69 [ -7 1 Tidz | 1o (949 [g. 1 | @ o
1%f3 119,36 {601 | -9 17 11723 [0L0 |lo.08 a2 |17
o6 119,26 (6.1 [-10 [902 13 [8.39Y g6 [g. v [I:8
519 1Py |91 |-10 | 13 UL _[6.9Y [1025%10.%2 |Z.4
1524 V421 1640 1710 [ 1,13 0 [9.9¢ | ip25(p. 2 [%Q
131¢ (1313 | 6.47 [ -9 1.1% oYy 0467 llode |0 T [2h
u1¢ [i%.64 [ 694 | -0 (13 01 |0.76 1034 0.7 [H.Z
(331 |16qf |6.98 | -9 3 19649 10,70 [jodg [ 0. T [
1334 |92 | 6.4% -4 L1738 Wy (06 | 10Si |- T [SK
pE37 6.4t .99 | -9 b A3.% | 129 [ 103 | 0. [(he
3"'*!‘”5" +B4E—E T
‘!“‘O [(6‘”/\ ..Lm—”
W ey +-'-5'#'5“
- - = - - F -
1551 694 6.5 [-3) L7 L1y [ 0% (e8] 0. T | (A
394 1163 | Y04 *uv L] A7 6.9y [W.55] 0.7 [Jas
fTotal Quantity of Water Removed (gal Sampling Time:
Sa:tnpgrs Hly ot as 5 é —LL_S_‘)_ SpIitp Sarﬁple With: M .
Sampling Date: ﬂ)‘-}l 25/ AL Sample Type: Z‘ag E

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




"

N

’

——

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

®
EA Engineering, P.C, HEW YORK | Department of
EA Science and Technology orvoTuNIY Eg;g’g&';‘gg;m
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
[Well LD.; EA Personnel: Client:
M -0RK__ontd, NYSDEC
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
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 rH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (o'(‘i} {pH units) (mV) {S/m) {nki) {mg/L) {ft btoc) {Lpm) (liters)
369 11653 [7F09 [-UO JS 1261 T691[nps 0. 2118
wog 187 [ g04 1.3 [ LIS Tiq7 [1eo (w7 [ 0.7 | 3H
o3 [16.6¢ | o< [ -st [ 105 [i¢3 (8.9 [iit% | 0.1 | 30
Mo [36.51 903 | -714 [ 148 iS00 [2.09 [iLie [ 0-T | &&
og |w6p) 1908 [ -76 | 1.1g 1139 [8.93|(4u% [0.7 [1bf
it 116.67% Fo% | -1o | Wb - 16.s1 s oz | g
s ligef | 907 | 14 (N2 156 |0.5¢ [wg3 |o.t [ 1Y
wi¢ 116.89 | 403 |-1% | i€ tey lo.sy _|ia3d [o.7 120
ihzl 16637 [do0d [-1F [ 1.6 NT (052 | WIS [0z | 1tg
L 14666 |Fes | -1F | g 06 1655 [ Wa> | 0.2 [} 3%
WL9 e, 6% |90t |-y | lge [AeY [6.50 [ 43 oz [1%8 |
W30 (1643 1639 | -6 | V16 26,2 1085 [a3s [ 6.7 [18y
(U953 116.5Y 148 -4 [ 149 1667 1055 (N3 [ o7 [0
36 63t [J0¢ =17 [ W05 343 [ 08 [0S | 0.2 |
it 116,90 | 707 -0 | 116 649 | L@f [ WjT [0. T [ 182
U&H'L ‘I_égl}{} '~-(0%? ~17 t ¢ 55‘1'% .0 llmll'fs g’% l
VMU S | i6.7573 40" -1 [INKS 64, AE | W N4
[Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): Sagapling Time: iLfy f’-_‘JL
Samplers: Split Sample With: -
Sampling Date: Sample Type:

@ >3 7’-'1-//1:,.5;4-1}




EA

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
SFronTuNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

ell EA Personnel: , Client: -
[T M- 098 4. ‘)ﬂf'ﬂ‘ﬂ?w e posoc (CBZ%’@/‘B
Location; 'Well Condition: 4 Weather:
B il - ey
ounding Method: v auge Date: easurement Re
o WA | a)as 2o 3 ToL
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: N Well Diameter (in):
Eluihg 0g30 1
Purge Date: 0 q JZ, {_ ]_z e Purge Time: i o ,E,; 3
urge Method: ield Technician:
rurge Method: 4 v Clow s ‘q‘g'Hﬁj‘Wk"f
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): 1 L{ 7‘7 D. Well Volume (ft): 0 I 6 g Depth/Height of To (%i %V‘gf;’
B. Depth to Water (ft): g((g O E. Well Volume (gal) C*D); q Pump Type: \s J-d, I Nt,
C. Liquid Depth (ft) {A-B); g, ? _7 E. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): 3 Pump Intake Dr/)}i;lﬂ ﬁ)/%
Water Quality Paramefers
Time Temperature PH ORF Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) {0C) (pH units) {mV) (8/m) {ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
o33 Ltad] 149 | -52 T3¢ 193 [ 4] 1907 [ 0. 7 [ -
039 114,53 [9d% [ B T27) 6,9 [S5a5[d.640 | .7 1.7
oY1 | ia6y [ HS 34 | 50T [ df | 305 (41T | 0. € |1 ¢
o4y et 297 [ -39 | 3,21 | 4.3 3.4 (4,26 ] 0.7 [ A
04¢ 1 1a.A¥ 1744 [ -%272 [ 3,06 (a7 | 36 [Q2Y | 3.7 3,0
1061 1201t 19,20 | -3¢ | 309 [ {4 [da5|Qyl | 0.1 (3.4
1654 | 7018 1227 [ - 17| 30" | T | 2.0 | 4.47 | oz 4.2
1052 1 A0T  AtT |1-16 | 200 | 42 | 2.3 a.53| 007 |4 §
}\GL} 'lﬂh@{ ?n‘z' "15 ‘5600 I ,lc 5§ qléﬂ (3.’3 S’,L}
ﬁotal Quantity of Water Removed (ged') i) i Sampling Time: [¥i]
Samplers: . Jet Split Sample With: W{ Sidre ¥
Sampling Date: 4y Fz &l 187 “'Z Sample Type: ezt




EA Engine

m

ering, P.C,

EA Science and Technology

" Newyorx | pepartment of

L_\E‘f&n‘%fmm Environmental

Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

ell LD.: EA Personnel: Client:
T;N M (l-0’K S— A ts5qun ¢ AvSDEC (57810 2y
ocation: ell Condition: . eather; &
Viviabo o bmﬁj 65 F  parttsl dlovd
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: )
| H&m‘ln Wiy | B 0 [2sjzezs R rae
NIStick own (ft): Gauge Tlme: | Well Diameter (in):
R T " 0933 et 1
fPu ert'-a e: urge Time:
0916 ez s T
Purge Method: . Field Technician: | , _
i Loy Clow A Stevgenite
Y
. Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft)y: 7;5: “{ c D. Well Volume (ft): 0' l 6,,; Depth/Height of T:)g (u)f‘ I"ZYKC# ‘
B, Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Pump Type:
4 ter ( )(Mg h : (& "7,4‘2):73 p Typ Veff;/-a(ﬂt IOW
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B); E. Three Well Volumes (gal) {E3): Pump Intake D : ) Y
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature rH ORP Conductivity | Tubidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) {oC) (pH units) {mV) {S/m)} {ntu) (mg/L) (£t bt:m:) {Lpm) (liters)
HZA 11|39 [6.4% [ -2ilf | A4S fo+ | 25y 1459 [ o2 | -
Uz¢ 1937 | 681 [~709 | 4.7 [ 33% | 4122|465 | 0. 7| 0.2
(2% |1a.33 | .95 |~i¢6 | 2.de 139 | .68 a5¢ | 6, ] j,1
3l 11465 | b Y ! -lg3 | .09 121 | 1.231 4.6 | 0. 2] 1. ¢
2411885 6. 20 | -1ag | 407 [ A4S ga1 | 6.5 | o,z 2.4
N5 7 dp0Yyi1668 [-187 | 2.05 | 653] 0.75| 9,66 [ 0.1 [0
i1 Yo AG 17| 6.6 | -147 03 £3.6] 0,22 | 4.5¢ 0.2 5.6
tig3 (A0-51 1 G.%6 [-149 | 1.99 | 82.3 | 06408 | 0.7 | 48
lue 13091 lg 66 | ~149 | 1.q6 | u3.¢ [o0es [ 956 | 0.2 | 4.
bid | 40-%6 | 6.6S | ~19¢ | 1,98 [4j,4 [062 | 9.56 | 6. | 3.y
W52 | 200 |65 1-199 [ 140 [H3S 061|456 0T | 6.0
ies [ )00 [6.6¥ [-196 | (.95 [Lod | 0.61 | 6.S610.7z | 6.8
otal Quantity of Water Removed, (gal)t _ & Sampling Time: ty
gartull:ﬂ%rs: o ek ﬁ"gﬂiqt;&%?w ke —— stP Sarﬁp]e With: ‘..., Lo
Sampling Date: Acl !"L,{ hgg"} Sample Type: (ot 2,




m

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEW YORK
ST Ery

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well 1.D.: EA Personnel: Client: .
( VU [iF ] {(?§ A. -"k*ﬂm/ﬁf NYSDEC 8Z?i@;3
Location: Well Condition: | 7, Weather:
7!1’“2 [Hf“‘ (_-)0.;-‘/{ ((’) f" f(ﬂl)lf{‘f
Sounding Method: i ) Gauge Date; ) Measurement Ref ..._
Heson_wiM 042/ 1023 : tol
Sticlc Up/Down (ft); Gauge Time: | Well Diameter (in):
E Lo 0825 2
Purge Date: 0({ ’ 76 /Z 13 Purge Time: 0 g3 0
fPurge Method: Leiw r[&-w Field Technician: ﬂ. §fno qon ILT
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): De ight of Top of PYC:
pth (£t} '%‘Zl (£ 0102 pth/Heig tof PoL
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume {gal) C*D); Pump Type:
epth to Water (i) & o {gal) C*D} iICWg p Typ VEA@/‘C«./NC WW
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
9 pth (£1) (A-B) ’(’D:“ e umes (gal) i p Inta pﬁﬂp_%
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity [ Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) (oC) (pH units) {mV) (5/m) (ntu) {mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
Bo 1654 16,70 [-1¢q [6.9C] |64 8] 2,62 933 1 0.0 1 -
0338 \ e [6.47 |-197 6436 (35,4 | .31 | 947 | 1102
0936 [16.56 [ £ i | -(qH | 0.¢1] 2.4 ] 640 |dGo | 0.2 [, 7
¢34 [ 165y .34 96 | 0.0 | 17.4 ¢ 84 | 9.9 1ot | 1.9
03yt | 1460 | 637 | -49 [ 0948 | 4. | 0.92] ¢.6% lo. T | 24
0%45 | 16,64 [ 6,36 (144 | o947 | 4.0 [ 0.91 ] $.9¢0 |0, 2 3.0
DgHg 16 Je | ¢35 | -143 | o937 | 3.7 | 6,63 | 4 75 o, 2 3.6
0851 | 16,36 [ 6.,35 |-196 | 9p39%7 | 4.3 0,83 | 9.5 |e.1 .7
054 16,82 | 629 | wa¢ [ 0.7¢7 [ 97 .81 | g4 [0 T R
#59 [ 16.9¢ | £, 35| -14¢ [ 0,798 | 4.4 | 0.3 $.41 | 6.2 5.4
T'otal Quantity of Water Removed (gﬁﬂ [L) S. 4 Sampling Time: 0gc7
Samplers: h.g 'PZ'G«R’M Wz, Split Sample With: -
Sampling Date; adlzé I Y277 Sample Type: & ral




ﬂ

EA Engineering, I.C.
EA Sdence and Technology

ﬂﬁw YORK
STATEGF
(_\gnmumw

BDepartment of
Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

ell ILD.: ersonnel; lient: y
N A-lo K o A5 A I(\I:YSDItEC (87:25’03)
Location: ) Well Condition: ‘ﬂﬁ‘ﬁ“’ Weather: \g'w -
' V:m@ v L . et 60_}7, ffowi\./

Sounding Method: M’cfe“ Wi ] Gauge Date: ol !‘Z/}’ /_z ¢ 7 Measurement Ref: “r. g ‘
Stick Up/Down (ft): F {\;3",‘ Gauge Time: /ﬁ %/‘2_7 Well Diameter (in): "
:urge Dahi: f“i, I‘T, 6,- ] 141 1’ Pujie Tin:: ? ‘g 3()
urge Method: Field Technician: -

b Lo Elow 0. Stssam e

7
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): ‘Z, { L{ <; D. Well Volume (ft): C) ? (,, ? Depth/Height ofgo%f)sf PVC:
. i i f 03, .
B, Depth to Water (ft): gr g() E. Well Volume (gal) C*D); Z 6 9 G Pump Typt?‘Ve/ig. H I '-Ht, %
C. Liquid Depth {ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) {(E3); . Pumyp Intake Depth; )
1Z-8¢ 28% il —
Water Quality Parameters

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume

(hrs) (0C) {pH units) (mVL : (S/m)’ {ntu) {mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm}) {liters)
093811603 | S 6[~135 T 1,46 [ R.9 [ LY | (p.76] 0.2 | —
0393 51 16,23 | £.64 [~13F [ L.wl [92.0 | Ll 1Ww.iél ¢. 1] 0.6
075411673 [£.65 [-RF [ 147 [P40 |10y [ erél0o7 |1 2
0FUL [ V616 [ 4ol (=128 | 1, 4] [47.6 (046 | 1006 0.7 [ 1. %
Uy | 1653 1608 [-0F [ LUT [3%3 [0.$6 1114 2. T | 2.4
0yt 11631 [ 604 [-143 [1hi [670 (6.5 | (g6 | 0.7 | 3.0
0350 11656 | 6if | -136 | 14| 68.57 |1.4g (1149 (g, 7 | 3.6
07¢3 11639 161§ [-1%6 | 1o [66,4 (1,48 | ig.qd [ 6. ® | 4.2
0756 |\6.41 |6.1¢ |-17%6 | 14D 56.3 lo.q0 [ledij6. T (4,3
07654 1163 | 646 [ -176 | 1,37 [U6.3 [0.8% |yzudlet | &k
06T 1w 3% 16.19 |~1%s ] 126 [3qY [0.94 [y Halo.2 | 6.0
Dgﬁg ‘6‘33 ﬁ‘i« -132 "35- %Sal 0:76 iZ-QH 0!1 6!6
080 | 6.4l 16,04 | ~-1%1 | 1,39 [3U.8 [0.€0 [\ t.4p 6,z (4,2
IS .41 | .14 [-1%0 | 29 [33.6 e %0 [(\ZA40[0. T | 4.9
Total Quantity of Water Removed igabr [ ) ' g Sampling Time: [3] g] i
Samplers: Y o S fee Ir. Split Sample With: et
Sampling Date: e "7 ,,' A Sample Type: bral




®
EA Engineering, P.C. ' BReron iE)ep;artment ni;
: CHRORTURNITY nvironmental
EA Science and Technology Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well LD.: EA P 1; Client;
— M- T D Sheguke Jsone @m@
Location: Ug‘ym (7 W-;‘ ‘Well Cendition: i’m {' Weather; 6 q i Pa’ r!‘i « [ P {5{, i/;

Gauge Date: Measurement Ref

04{25]1e2% Tl

Sounding Method; H’ n W f, Y

Stick Up/Down (ft): I: lu ¢ l,\ Gauge Time: 0 g S _L ‘ Well Diameter (in): /L
Purge Date: Purge Time:
E’rthth(?q’,‘Lg/z’dz”'s F'liT h'Laz
urge Metho ield Technician: .
Low Elow ﬁ.‘iv'w;m/ﬁf
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D, Well Volume (ft): Depthy/Height of Top of PVC:
%50 0162 — G TS
B, Deitato Water gftg: @s ZZ E@ @E Well Volume (gal) C*D}): G Pump Type:
c?’ d Depth (ft) (A-B) F. Three Well Volumes (gal) A('g?l{ 1z & P@\S’[dm P /z@
. Liquid Dep -B): ree Well Volumes (gal G ump Intake /i}: ‘ﬁ
2 ég!% t i - g%.
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature rH ORr Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
: {hrs) {oC) (pH units) {mV} {S/m}) {ntu) {mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) {iiters)
Wty |70 16322 [ -5 [ 12T [ 191 (240 [¢Q2 ] 0, t | —
(113 [ 21,34 | 6,67 [ -69 Sl 162 137 | §at]lg. 2] £
1350 |A0.94 1 6 UG | -#3 8T |30 | Wi [ G4 o ¢ [ 11
135 |A069| 6044 | 30 | 49 |6 §[ 4 [q.0¢ (0.7 | ].%
236 |A0.H] | 643 [ -1% [ 132 |[2aS 9 w3 [4.3] [d. T | a.y
34 (2078 oy -To [ (32 [aa2| g [adp [ 0.7 | %0
(147 [A0.(% [ 6. M2 | -% [ 1.33 [Aac¢ [ vaq (448 |02 | <.6
i245 | toad | 6. U7 | | L%% (255 1a¢ 1494 Jo.z [ 4. L
(LU 2ot | ¢ it S 133 | 40.9| {15 [.6z [0z [Y.B
(L5 [20.04 | 6.4 9 .33 i8.0 iH7 19,91 | oT | ¢y
(LSl | Ae.e0 g Ho f L3S 1136 | §.2419.9% | oL | 6.0
152 | iag7 | 640 | g 54 | j%.3 | 1wz@8laas | ot | 4.6
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gaffT L? 4 Sampling Time: 75949 |
Samplers: B\ Sdpoten lze Split Sample With: —
Sampling Date: oif-7 6 Pk Sample Type: frzef

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




M

EA Engineering, P.C,
EA Science and Technology

:T NEW YORK
STATE OF
OPPAIFTLINITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmentat
Conservation

Well LD.: EA Personnel: Client:

‘- Miv - I"Z,(ﬂl e AL NYSDEC T1Bl6E,

L hon S‘dlwe»H? Well Condition: Weather: &
G ot 5] Goool Cloaby, , (4°F

Sounding M

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Gauge Date: Measurement Ref
k Up/D f G : T O?/‘Ls‘./b’t’z‘ 1o -)i-b:LC’
Stick Up/Down (ft}; g auge Time; Well Diameter (in):
o ol 45 ™z
Purge Date: Purge Time:
Iy : Method: C)qj 7£ }‘7,062"% Fi liT hnician: ijfb'
’ "~ Low Hew 03:/) fump ' C Badpmon
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): ‘3 ,L(j-? D. Well Volume (ft); 0 1 Cf-s Depth/Height of Top ofévg: ﬂﬁ
B. Depth to Water (ft): if? @% E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): o ’61, & Pump Type: Qg/)‘t‘;?-qf *{R, p W’/‘
. y "
C. Liguid Depth {ft) (A-B}: Z; OC) F. Three Well Volumes (gal) %S)i,{ Y g Pump Intake Dep rﬁ'
S N ! el M
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pIl ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTw Rate Volume
hrs) (0C) {pH units} (mV) {5/m) (ntu) (mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
Y 11574 [ 7,09 [ 27 | .ol | C7.0] 175 8 | 0.7 [ —
W7 ligiee [ £98 77 | ol [z | F77] 895 | @.¢ [ 0L
NS0 1695 | £9¢ | i (-0 4.8 63 Yey | O | 1T
uss| 6.0% | Toe | 14 Lol 1279 09 2| CZ | 1.8
heG.| J6-19 | 7.62] (s Lo | ZCol 07R[337 |67 | 2y
WA 6L 700 | 17 | 1Lo3 | 7S] i) y el oL =
it i 27] €99 G Led | 99 | ¢35] ¥80 | a7 [ZC
el 1% (.99 (Y Lo | 00| 6.7 39) | o7 [ y4
(78] 1673 [ . IS 02 | OO 6.7y] 997 | G| 43
el ] 607 | €93 [ 1% tag | 0.0 1073 993 G7] =y
otal Quantity of Water Removed (gal): !I‘HZ g ampling Time; i
;;11:1;)1%1'5: Hiy of ater i % s A( & & gplitp SiaflpTIe With: L f\}/,{}
Sampling Date: 0‘}}] ‘ZG,/ Lels Sample Type: Lo,




®
EA Engineering, P.C. NEW YORK | Department of
EA Science and Technology GrFGHTLAITY ggﬁggg’;‘gg:‘al
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
well L.D.: M W 'z/ K EA Pers(mnel g Ag 51;;;;(: @Zﬁ% } C)E
. ipin: 5 Well Conditi Weather: ad ¥l
Gl on Godea 3t [ ol t Clowed,  6S°F
cundi ethod: auge Date: easurement Ref:
Sound n§ Method Gauge Date 09 ‘/‘i,g /-a.*:.;’g M £ R T
Stick Up/Down @{U‘%L\ Gauge Time: 0%\{ G Well Diameter (in): Z
Purge Date: : Oc}’f m [ ZL-!) 1,‘.9 Purge Time: iizr 5
Purge Method: //0;“/ HW P(?J\‘ p W Field Technician: C ' EO{ ,ﬂ
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): R Depth/Height of Top of PV(C:
Depth P f 1‘%"(‘16 Well ol t1 DGJGS - T : p"—'G S
B. Depth to Water (f): E. Well Volume C*D): ) Pum; e
i ater (£f) 80 (8l ),‘sgq ump Typ Q?/Kiﬁ,im ﬁ ["
C. Liquid Depth {ft) (A-B): Qr - 1 g F. Three Well Valumes (gal} (E3): 1 ( _7 Pump Intake Depth: :'d gﬁw
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (5/m) (ntu) {mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) {liters)
Wis (1656 1 639 [ 82 [ 09z 9791 130 [10.0S | OC | —
wig | 1657 | 691 T 03U | $760] 072 jouTl | 0T | 67
15 | 1626 631 | 7] G W7 | 76€:¢]_ 09 [je.¢d | o [ 1-T
Wiyl WGzl G| €81 o037 7i 2 oyl oS8T ¢z |18
57| 1647 | 6.9 [ €2 | 6909 | (& [ 0.3 0. 98] 6-7 | 7.4
ol 1645 [ 96 ] 59 | o :90% Y2 030 [ 11L,07] o7 3@
iy dz | (] 68 | 0%e ] (7.0 077 113 | &7 [ B¢
e 1645 | A1 ] 53 | 0% [ 23S [ 0.2€ | 113 | O | Y2
ey jCid | €9 | 51 | 0907 .2 | 0.TCI has [ o7 | 98
(st 1602 | 69 [ 50 [ 039 [ 350 025 | #iZ | &a | 5y
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal ] t&t 256 Sampling Time: 17 52
Sampfel.: ¥ ' el % Splitp S:lliple With: Ad /%’I
Sampling Date: (’)@I 7 [Qp 778, Sample Type: et {
COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




mﬁ

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

f NEW YOQRK
STATEQF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

Client:

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

FNEI[ ILD. M fU” i .S K EA Persamfel: ﬂ’ ) S %‘W‘é}& N gz 8 }@g
Location: D! m/(w#“x( Well Condition: E w‘ PU Weather: ,6 S 9/;"‘ Sth y
Sounding MEthOd:']—}ﬂ.%j " WA Gauge Date: Gq (2/? /Z ol -3 Measurement Ref: \T 0 ‘ ‘
Stick Up/Down (ft); -f:[ us h Gange Time: &g g 0 Well Diameter (in): q
Purge Date: 09[ ’ ‘0§ !z‘az? Purge Time: 0 q s 0
Purge Method: L@w P (pg\) Field Technician: A, Wm %;.e/
i
Well Volume
A. Well Depth {ft): Zo w D. Well Volume {ft): O- ’ Ge g Depth/Height of;[_‘gp (Sf. 1”ZV§C
B. Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume {gal) C*D); Pump Type: \ 2
_ 2, 29 for D>
C. Liquid Depth (ft} (A~B):q q T, Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Dept ﬂlﬁﬁj\( T
) (): 92, & ﬁ"'ﬂ"‘ Yree
Water Quality Parameters

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume

(hrs) (0C) {pH units) {mV) (5/1n) {ntu) {mg/L) (ft btoe) {Lpm) {liters)
0% 72T 160 (-1 (o734 [ 197 [ Wtald¥d [p 2 [ ~
53 1779 | 6.56 (-3 |0.%w0 | WH (6.9 (480 (0.2 [ 0bG
oot 11909 [ £, S8 [-113 [¢.uZq [ 6221067 (4.0 o7 [I.R
pqs‘q 1709 16949 |-16¢ [0.755 |£637[0.6% (4.8 [o.Z [i-8
gy |00 |3 [-l9q 10.9%9 [4%.1]6.7] [4.50 |0 - |74
1005 €97 1903 1-199 [1.{d  [464.T [0.66 Q.%c) 0. ¢ |28
00¢ [ 6.9 [ 7.0t [-l41 | L.zt (229 |[0.6T [q40 (2. C [Z.o
1oL .77 16496 |-V [ L4Y [19%.2]oqy Lo (6. L ;
ot 1668 (696 [-1%) [VHS [90.7 (0.8 [9.9 |[O 1
1017 _lw.64 |6.49 [-193 | | .So |66y [0.66 (4.0 [0.-T

wle 166t |46 [-193 | \.S2 [64. 90,57 |4.06 [0 =

i3 [\6.60 |6.49¢ [-IK3 WS 16A.5(0.63 (480 |0-¢

160« [16,69 [F00 [-1%5 | (.5¢ [Gi.S [o. b9 [a.4d |0.T

1029 [16.53 6.9 |-g4 | (.66 [%4.5 [ U7 |q.fp [0.2 [7& |
1032 |l6.96 |69 |-\l | .¢7 [8¢.0 [0.u7 [a.%0 [0.T [y
(035 116.9¢ 1649 [-1g4 | 1.96 [599 lgde |agy 0T E
1038 |w6.5¢ (699 |93 .96 $6.¢ lg.Co [4f0 Jo- T
;*otal ?ue:nt,.ty of Water Removed (gal): Zarln:ltpsl;iug 'lim::r N (Yol J
Samﬁling' Date: Szmple T)I;pe: .




&

®

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

EA Engineering, P.C. NEW YORK | Department r.:fI
h orroriiiry | Environmenta
EA Science and Technology i : Conservation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well LD.; EA Personnel: Client:
MWK cgmltd NYSDEC
Location: Well Condition: Weather:
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 {f): 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): E. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature rH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs {0C) {pH units) (mV) (5/m) (ntu) (mng/L} {ft btoc) (Lpim) (liters)
601 [(6.59 |69 [-195 [ 1.656 | 559 [ouU4 [4.90 | .7 [eZ
Total (hnantity of Water Removed (gal}r 7.0 1 Sampling Time: 1047
Samplers; % ke Split Sample With: Nu
Sampling Date: e LY A Sample Type: C Cralk
ot T ~




m

EA Engineering, P.C,
EA Science and Technology

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

NEWYORK
ow’on}'uum

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

[Well LD EA P el: ) Client:
Let M- Ik _ Hlmjﬂ B, AS VN‘;;;?EC@'Z%!O "‘u)
ocation; ell Condition: eather™ o..¢- —
S - {é 07‘? ety L9
Soundirg Method: auge Date: easurement Refi/ *
Wl 0%)15/ tel% Tl
Stick U:;%E;;”\x Gauge Time: O 8’Z S Well Diameter (in): Z

Purge Date:

0%

15/ 460%

Purge Time:

1247,

Purge Method; L%\/ ’ﬁcw/ QQJ\ ?u W

Field Technician: C .
. »[';(’«OPMQ/I

COMMENTS AND OBS5ERVATIONS:

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): . " [D. Well Volume (ft): Depth/Height of To of PVC
pth (£f) evdu(,) {£0) *(‘)ch pth/Heig P 3.7 24
B. Depth to Water (ft): q.gQ) E. Well Volume (gal) C D).Z'Lt ' Pump Type‘a \ H‘ Ht’ PM/"{)
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): Fl‘ia % O E, Three Well Volumes (gall %3):2 ‘i—’, Pump Intake Dwz _ che_g,.
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs}) {oC} {pH units} {mV) (5/m) (ll_tEL {mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
ieuz] 2l 1 Tz4y [-ZolS | oge7[ eS| 729 8o | 0nz | —
134s | 708y | 747 1 -Z%5| OsZT7] & | Loel Y85 0.2 | O
2y | 886 | 7So | ~2Se] Ogyy | .0 | 079 dgs| 0.7 | I-Z
155] SO | TS T ~isS| OSsz| a0 | o7 V8 | 0. ¢ | 1-8
1569 | 1832 | 7371 -7238| 0614 | ©.0 | 070 98S | 00,7, | 7-4
7] 209 | 276 [ 230 0698 | 0.0 | 088 | 9-2< | 0.7 | 5C
1joo | 12,00 749 | ~2Z¢| 0.78% | 6.0 | 0.6S] 9e<| 0,7 [ ¢
Moo | J7.6c | 708 | ~zu | 0922 | 0,0 [ 6. ¢C| 9% | o2 | 9.7
Ml | 17,70 | 705 | ~Zo7] 0921 | OO [ 0.¢y | 3-8s | (0.7 | YR
46| 175V | 701 | 2% w0Z | 6.0 | GLC] 983 | 01 <. v
iz | 1793 | 7.00| ~Ze? LG | 0.0 ¢.09] 9.3S| 0.7 .6
Mis| 179 | 699 1 -Za) | 1677 | 0.0 g ¢y 93| oz | ¢.C |
g | 1794 | 635 -Te LOoT| Gy | OCH g€ 02| 7.7Z
Samplons o O g 0 Sl Saple Wit e
Sampling Date: 0(}’1 '2'6’7 7 2% Sample Type: PN




COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

®
EA Engineering, P.C. ﬂE\E\'YORK Department of
m EA Science and Technology QrrakTuiTy gl;}rliggxggg;al
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
[Well 1.D.: . n EA Personnel: Client:
MW~ 1ES Ce A neoie  GPEI0G
Location: Well Conditieh: i Weather:
Utmm(mﬂ}j (900 BS°F, Rawmnd
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: =
e Heron wim[ 5 04 [7¢] et S S 1o
Stick Up/Down {ft): F[vJﬁ " Gauge Time: @%g @ Well Diameter (in): 1
Purge Date: 06\ [7‘ g. Iul_‘ Purge Time: ! gq 5@
Purge Method; — Field Technician: .
{ow Flow A'g‘i‘ﬂd?f/w!k{
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (fi): D. Well Veolume (£t): Depth/Height of To of PVC
’ Y90 T pARCight ol Top oLV
B. Depth to Water (ft): . E. Well Volume (gal) C*D); Pump Type:
" 777 o Lig ™™ me N fump
C. Ligquid Depth (ff) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intak
705 , Fake
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)
ke 119638 T9.64 [ Q0 J0a97 [31.6 [ 1ok [ g3 [ 0. ¢ [ -
1553 |1g.34 | 306 | 3 1094y (233 | 0.690 | J63] g, 7 [ 0.6
i556118.9¢ [F7.04 [ 63 Tadqgd [it.6 [§.90 [ X 7C] 6. ¢ [ .t
199594 Qe [Foy [ 8% (9493 [l G694 ¢g11oz [ 1.9
1402 119,06 [Fooy | 61 0997 [N 661 | ¢ Se[a.t [ 2.4
605 [18.05 [4.03 [ Us [0.a9) {106 |0€3 | ¢40 0.2 | 30
160% 1409 | .63 | HG 104¢ | 6.6 [0.6Y |df6(0,. 1 [3.6
16y | 49,09 | 7.0y | 34 0agq | lou | 05% | § 35]0 ¢ |4.2
leid laay [Jed [5F [oazg | 8 [067 | 6.9%(0.7 [1}.9
ei? 140t | 203 [ 26 (04 | 9T [ 064 [ ¢4 0.1 | Sy
Total Quantity of Water Removed ¢ @ I« Sampling Time: Vo )4
Samplers: -9 %a«w% fg Split Sample With: -
Sampling Date: Ueu & ﬂ‘z 01y Sample Type: Geeb




EA

EA Engineering, P.C,
EA Science and Technology

NEW YORI(
SRy

Department of
Envircnmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM ~

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

WellID _,, ' g k: EA Personnel; /4*? gifgggc (828{03
Locatwn Well Conditmn Weather:
Rl for oy suobe of Ciwfly 97
Soundint N{fthud l," Gauge Date; an . Measurement Ref: * G
WM oV 15/2-2%
Stick UprfgIva g : Gauge Time: O% 2, ‘,5- Well Diameter (in): 1
urge Date: Purge Time:
ll: : 1\D/Itﬂ d 09{/’35/29'13 Fi liT hnici ,G}L
urge Method: ' Field Technician:
i Low” flov” pun pump (. Badma,
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): Z g C)Q) D. Well Volume (ft): (; l;z,é Depth/Height of Top of PV8 25 24
B. Depth to Water (ft): } @ ; () E. Well Volume (gal} C*D): Z L{ ! LI Pump Type: [2? j{% _,_‘;; H\(j p
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes E3 Pump Intake De =
: 14.81 VAL M~ Sereey
Water Quality Parameters
ime Temperature H ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
'{hrs) [I:JC} (leim_,izs) (mV) {5/m) ~ (ntu) {mgy/L) ;ft btoc) (Lpm) {liters)
[ \’l, ] We%‘:’; 19 -~ 0.97.3 73, Sl T.es C)’i:'e) O - rcn——re
6Y> [ 1829 | 7.7 [-156 | 09¢S | €91 [ 1.89] J6.ca]| 0.7 | 0-C |
16i% | 15675 | 7.29 | -13Y | & I.1Y | Co. Y| 1.2S[10<se| 62 | -7
1624 | 1872 | 7.0% | —ISS | TLZ20 | s€<| Loy | (0-50] 0.2 | I-R
G2 | wge | 637 |—176 | 127 | %] | i.col 160 | 0.2 | 24
16271 1948 | €9 | —172| 1.29 [1s9 | &7<] 180 | 6.7 [ % ¢
16201 igyy | 69Y | -9 B0 | 1s7| o 74| 1650 | 0.2 | 3.C
1653 1%50| 69T | 123 | 12T [ 0.6 [ 07] | t6.S0 | Ot | Y2
Gs6 ! 1320 681 [ =18y | 155 ] 0.0 | o] (020 | Ot | -8
1639 1950 | €9 [-19S | 1.2 OO | o€9| loso %"L Sy
1_
otal Quan 0 ater Remove a ! z E ampling Time: I (. 7
galtrqugrs: iy of ater & - I)CBL&Q - gplitpSmE}};e With: é‘
Sampling Date: O?’I "Z%/ X3 Sample Type: Graly




a

EA Engineering, P.C,
EA Science and Technology

L
HEW YORK | Department of
orrortunsry | Environmental
o Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

1

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

F/Vell LD. A/l “}_ lés EA Personnel: ’?‘ S“faavw k-{ I(i_l;;g}tzc fzg}[@ 2
Location: Well Condition: d Weather: . .
Vihu\[aw’i\ (')w;(}i 3 P fuwtd u L’[ﬁﬂ)ﬂ
ounding Method: , * auge Date: . easurement Ref:  w—
Sounding Met oo /Lol Gauge Dat GQI'LS‘[ZC’ 75 ™ tR To¢
Stick Up/Down {ft); . Gauge Time: N Well Diameter {in):
o Flsw " e it
urge Date: Purge Time: |
R g4l LY’
Purge Method: ’ Field Technician: ]
° L flow A Stsanles
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): ] g .z§ D. Well Volume (ft): Lol G ,7; Depth/Height of Tog_?;} P%(%
B. Depth to Water (ft): ?' g; (; E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): . @Z{”’ Pump Type: jz?,ﬂ;’;fw‘ M’ W_— ﬂf’ M
. Liquid De [t) (A-B): . Three Well Volumes (ga : ump Intake Depth: rf
C. Liquid Depth (if) (A-B) £ F. Three Well Vol [gl‘)%E.S‘).T%//‘ Pump Infak Dp%ﬂfﬁ{_.m}fm
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature rH OR? Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hts) {0C) (pH units} {mV) (S/my) {ntu) {mg/L) (£t btoc) {Lpm) (liters)
08%0 [i5,64 (e8¢ [ -17 [@alg [34.7 [ L9 [ Z{[ (T | -
0ges 11641 | 6,43 49 10910 |to.3 [tod [1e.37 ¢t |C:&
0856 ve, 94 A4 | % |daz | 36 [0.%47i0.99] 0T [1.T
09591698 [ 6.9 § 6T | %y [ &go [ g4 ¢ 7], ¢
048t[i5.87 | 5,89 % g.a13 | %0 [0 | WYl | 0.7 | 2.4
0a¢s [i4. 86 | 6.3 | 0:413 oo 10,77 | 11.63] 0.1 | SO
@q(}'ﬁ’ ISt 8?3 g“gg ’7" 016\13 tin"’ at :?g "l.gf l’jl’r @-g
¢ qil IEL‘?‘L 5133’ 5 0‘q13 Li’? O\‘?g |110s— g N4 ”J Z
oqid | i5.§¢ |65+ | © 0.3 | 3.9 [0 FF[jp.29] 61 (4.3
6949 11538 6.3%8 | -26 | 0.41% 4.0 o079 |y2.59] 0.t [ 6.4
6920 [ 16,99 | 6.39 | ~U5 | 6413 0.0 [ 8,97 |79 €. | 6.0
TS |36 | 639 | -3¢ | 0.U3 0 0941300 0.2 | 6.6
0qAs 1595 |6.59 -7 [0l | O [ e¥F [ (37d4.7 | 7
0479 1636 | 6.%9 | -9 e QT | ¢ [0.94 |15, 64[p.2 [2.,Y
0936 16,24 | 6.5% | -97 | 0.911 [ 036 | H.i5|¢.T |K.0
0439 [ ted6| 6.5% | ~%g | 8.4 0 941 w.36l0.C [ q 4
Total Quantity of Water Removed (ga’IT (L) 1.9 Sampling Time: Ly
Samplers: ﬂ . C;'f'f}m:'b 1 re Split Sample With: =
Sampling Date: 0 II e | {1,727 % Sample Type: g b




® A el

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS;:

iA Enincering EC o | e
EA Science and Technology Congervation
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
Well LD.: ~ , |EA Personnel: Client:
Ml-166 Covrld, NYSDEC
Location: Well Condition: Weather;
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref:
Sticlk Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
Furge 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. Liguid Depth (ft) (A-B): E. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth:
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature rH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity Do DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) {pH units) {mV) (S/m) (ntu) {mg/L) (ft btoc) {Lpm) (liters)
eq4i (16,96 637 [-F5 [o.all o LWl liyyy | .t Jio.t
o4y |15 +¥ {39 [~4{ |e.ql 0 W0t | .63 0.1 |1p.9
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal):” Sampling Time: i 4y
Samplers: Split Sample With:
Sampling Date: . Sample Type:




M

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

.-f NEW YORK
STATE OF
OFFGRTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

COMMENTS AN OBSERVATIONS:

ell LD.: FA Personnel: . ient:
F,V > M - IQ K o cg,/!"f I(\:ILSD:EC ngg'f(‘}:g)
Location: Well Condition: Weather: Y o
ousle. " Cood " Sumy spF
Sounding Method: Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: : )
Hesen  w/ eNz2/2e —Turc
Stick Up/Down (ft): m Gauge Time: '/%'/ = Well Diameter (in):
FHosl, N R IT¢] 7
Purge Date: urge Time: ? % S
P : Mtth o: 0(}/27 /Z@B E li 'I‘T hnici
® ' Lew o farl lpwlw ' C Bl
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): © |D. Well Volame (ft): . De Teight of Top of PVC:
pt ( t) ] 26 ,Cj I 1 ( l:) @4’6"3 Pth/I ght P-E-'C),
B, Depth to Water (ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): . Pump Type:
14 - q.% 5 )Z-§.7 P LYP &ﬂw& pW
C. Liquid Depth {ft} (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: ot
Water Quality Parameters
Time | Temperature pH ORF | Conductivity | Tutbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) . (oC) {pH units} (mV}) (S/m) {ntu) (mg/L) (£t btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
OS| VLoS| 753 318 | 12T | 472.6] 139%] 0.30 | G.7 | —
808 | 121 | 7.07 | -%326]| 145 | 31| W[ 92S| 07 | 6f |
2y | A4S | 695 | ~%38] 162 [ 177 | yg3| 925 | Oz | 1T
oy | URY | 690 | —34F Joa | 1S.6] TRZ] 925 G | 1-8
7 | J98 | 089 | ~3Y9 )5 | 9SS | 360 | 935 | 0z | ZH
afte | 177 | 696 | -2g2| 166 | 7@ | 551 35| 07 | %0
¥ 671 £89] -38S] 180 | 2] 329 | 935 | ¢.7. | ¢ |
odZe| il 62 LR% | —T5C i»@“’ C.0 257 Y25| o7 | y-2
o8| N | (8% | -367] (L] G| 327 25| O | 4.2
0837 83| €£9%|-257] 1.6 .6 328 ¥zgs| oz [ Sy
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): !gz SZ,; ‘ Sampling Time; e
Saltnplers: o t 0 e Ag Sme Sangq;l;e With: SESS
Sampling Date: G_(%ﬂ z’z [707% Sample Type: @]mf




[
EA Engineering, P.C., NEWYORK | Department of
L m EA Science and Technology gﬁi”gp‘%"'“ Eg;i;g&?gg:t]at
‘ .";n‘ GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
;o [Well LD . EA Personnel: _ Client:
| M W -] AN - Cig, }q§ NYSDEC éw4033
: [Location: . Well Condition: Weather: =
P ongile broed Sy~ 53
Sounding Method: WLM Gauge Date: (‘)9 [‘1}’ I‘Z&‘?,:é Measarement Ref! —
e
Stick Up/Down {£t): . Gauge Time: i Well Diameter {in):
Hudh 0917 2
Purge Date: ; Purge Time:
O 71 1or 084}
Purge Methad:

e ponp

Field Technician:
& Bulmey

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): D. Well Volume (ft): . Depth/Height of Top of PV(:
1IM.97 0.1€'% ~0.4 -
B. Depth to Water (£t); % u E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): I i ’ % Pump Type: ‘}M‘k MN p WVP
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): . F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3); Pump Intake Depth: T
G&Q 7. 5%4 Ll Qrean
Water Quality Parameters,
Time Temperature pH ORFP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
CoT s (0C) {pH units) (nV) (S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (£t btac) {Lpm) (liters)
OB | MG | 7.22 [ —19¢ | 647; | 177 [ lez1| §4V1 ] ©Z [ —
0%t | 1261 | 700 l-2% | 03€2] 135 | 59| 568 | 0.1 | 0.€
OFEM | (30 A0 | -299 O | U971 210 | 62| ot | I-Z
ogeT| 1526 (.89 | ~tool 6489 | 220 | 688 922 | o7 ] i-2
Ofe | 1277 | (9% | -3eo| ¢939 [ .6 [ €IS ] 937 o1 | 24
0%z | 520 | 698 [-307] 6938 [ -} | S.58] 9.642] ©7] 3.0
Q%6 | 1531 | £8% |-309]| 0937] 0.6 | 8 | 4.39] o1 ]| 2¢€
o 1356 | 6.8 [ 3o [ 0955 [ O [ 429 | lega| o2 | %2
ONZ oMl | £.8% | -S| 093 | 0.0 | 909 [ jede| o] 4.8
otic| BT | 696 [~318[ 6952 | 0.¢ | Wz Jed)| o1 S Y
Taotal Quantity of Water Remaoved (gal); - ampling Time: ]
Sartn:ﬂ%rs: oo e Ce / A S —m_ zplitp .‘ISalﬁl;l;e With: z’//é =
Sampling Date: 23/ 20C3 Sample Type; &ra

COMMENTS-AND OBSERVATIONS:




: ®
EA Engineering, P.C, ﬂEwYORK Eepiartment nf[
) OFFGRTUNITY nvironmenta
EA Science and Technology 2“\5, Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well LD.: EA Personnei: Client: ' .
r ) M- gS &R /“‘ ' 3‘{“93%(4)(',&‘ NYSD:EC @Z@!@‘jﬁ)
Locatiomn: 7[\45{ b\;l“d\ Well Condition; &JU;,' !’{U Weather: $$ "‘DF’. e f':ﬂa , l,"[‘l'-" 'v’tf f
Sounding Method; e Gauge Date: ; Measurer Ref:
o 1‘~cfm Wi e Gdleg | Te T o
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: . Well Diameter (in):
v fa ° Qe g ¢ -7
Purge Date: 0 q I‘T, q /‘Zcﬁ"z ,-5 Purge Time: U g‘j 0
Purge Method; |’ . Field Technician: ]
lowy Elow A Stros
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): ’ L{ 9 C D. Well Volume (ft): 0. ( g% Depih/Height of TOE- oé P\'f% H\
B, Depth to Water (ft): o 79 E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): , C)@ Pump Type: ﬁ?}?’ /_q f f\k_’ pw /’Q
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): . Three Well Volumes (gal) (E Pump Intake Depth;
e e f“? e éﬂ ] g ﬁ’] -
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (0C) {pH units) {mV) . (S/m) (nebu) (mg/L) {ft btf)c) {Lpm) (liters)
0900 106,24 1 £ 53 | ~SHT 0446 [77.] ] 2.39] 0.63] 6.2 | —
¢god [i6.40 14,39 | ~4e | o.qyh 16,3 2061 c.ay | 0.2 | 6.6
Y06 116.39 | 6,52 1 -24 | 446 | (3. €| g1 (497 [ T |, 3
0?061 15:9‘ gtge "“ 6:‘('43 lﬂss—’ Q 70 q~qq g1 }.q
0812 [is. 67 [6.3T | | 0.94f | 6.3 | (.64 |loit o 1 [ 3.4
09is lise' |33 | 6§ |ogqql 4.6 l cQ |lgte [0. T | T o
681§ 11569 | 637 | 10 [OQyi [ 5] | 1.65[10.34[0 -2 | 3.2
Q871 [\ 7T [ 431 | i3 [oqut | Zo¢ | .90 [10.43] 0. T | 4. ¢
0824 | 150 (6.5t 7 [aqud Q L¥6 | 1056 | 0.2 |4.€
0977 1599 [ 530 | 20 [pA3d | o Lo [ to.égl 0.2 |e.d
093011845 6.3Z | 32 [0.431 | 0 L 90 [ 10.92] o- | 6.0
Total Quantity of Water Removed {gaby: [{,’} b 0 . Sampling Time: N33
Samplers: i, Sifppetin it e Split Sample With; -
Sampling Date: i1l !‘7_;‘::'}' l[ A Sample Type: Grad,

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




“

EA Engineering, P.C,
EA Science and Technology

f NEW YORI
STATE OF
OPPORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Departiment of
Environmental
Conservation

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well LD.: TA Persnnnel Client: P
I- M~ o o d 8. A9 I&YSDEC @Zﬂﬂ@;
Locatign: ell Conditj eather: [ Tt
S fﬁn%&fe/ G D t(q ] M CZ :rﬂy eg
oungding Metho auge Date: ‘ . easurement Ref: 7_
Ton (}dm o Ofesars [ e
Stick Up/Da t auge Time: . ell Diameter (in): ]
urge Date: Purge Time:
s mh d. oY 15]21% ) liT C 1234
Purge Method; Lm,\/ #’ww/ &Af P LM’]’} ield Technician: Q, gﬂu v{/"’wm
L] | | l
Well Volume
. Well Depth (ft): ell Volume epth/Height of Top o
A. Well Depth (ft) IL{ dcl% D. Well V (ft): ”cg Depth/Height of Top fPVC g@’—'
B. Depth to Water (ft); 81 Qeg E. Well Volume (gal) C*D}): ], g 5. Pump Typepi ; ;q ”;[7_’ PW
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): G % 5 F. Three Well Volumes (%agl) (E3): - Pump Intake Depth; };f
: A0 %C,/ﬂfd/\
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) (0C) (pI-{ units) (an) (S/mm) {ntu) {mg/L) {ft btoc {Lpm) (liters)
1250 T80 [ €3S [-3C [ 0971 197 [ 2.7 W@l o
iz2d (1% | 6.9 |46 | O37 76 | 184 1 9ys | pn7 o€
Mg (1397 | (£S5 | -2R | @376 | Sz | 1.8€ | 975 | .7 | I.7.
1245 |13 %cs ey [ -3Y | 6992 J2.¢ | 127 [ TS| 07 [ -3
iR T T SRS TR T AR
1 q 4 [ 3 * ; 4 ¢ . # "gf@
sy 1182 | 669 [ ~Z7 | o3¢ [s2.¢| LI | Joge| O.T [ =.C
159 1§e® | 66Y | ~19 | 6.98%] 9Ll | LM fitol et | w¢
oo 132t | 664 [ 1€ | 6.9¢3] Y(.2| 1,69 hss|o.ZT | 4.3
%08 1926 | ¢y | =17 | 0.956| s« | o8] h8x[ 0.7 | 24
.‘kg,a“’"
[ uantity of Water Removed {gal): . ampling Time; { )
;'a::’:-::ll%rs: iy of Water R A R AQ _LH_Z:G_ gplitpéalgl;lle With: ‘49
Sampling Date: (_‘)9;} 7 ?;’f Te 2 Sample Type: [T L




EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

HEW VORK | Department of
cGaonry | Environnental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Well I.D.:{V\W _ w S EA Personnel; O'B . j\’g f‘#;;;c {%mk)'gg
Location: Well Condition:, Weather! o — » e
ong: ool NI
Sounding Meth:l Gauge Date: @O ) vz Measurem?nt Ref: ;f 6
Beon M o 78] %1% ______foIC
Stick Up/DOVf:EI{StAL\ Gauge Time: O (g L{ 7 Well Diameter (in); 1
tPurge Date; Purge Time:
0] 28] 2015 b,
urge Method: l/e)\o/ Hmv/ p(J‘ PU_M[) ie nician: C/g &Jﬂfm
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): 1(_{; @C) D. Well Volume {ft): @ iG,g Depth/Height of Top of PV(: e G:'ZS%I-«
B. Depth to Water (fth: ',% E. Well Volume (gal) C*D); q , Pump Type: @i fd % v
C. Liquid Depth (£t} (A-:?I: % . F. Three Well Volumes [ga (E3 (; Pump Intake ][J)SJ P Mp
5.7 215 M- Soree
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature PH ORP i?(e)flductiv:tyy Turbitdity DG DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) {0C) (pH units) {mV) (5/m) {nku) (mg/L} (ft btoc) {Lpm) (liters)
mg, 19C9 | £95 | 1% | 1721 CL 1 123 972 n?Z | —
Wit P igad! Lo | 1< | tzz | Q0l ie7]icoz] 672106
Wzl | 1804 C‘g@% ~1% L7 | G611 ezl 1619 ] 0.2 | 1.7 |
Woo | 1874 | 8y —Ig | 17i | 6.a| Looljeze] G2 iR
Vi | 1%.97 ﬁ @71 =17 1 176 0.6 | 09<[iengR] Oz | 2.
W IA | GLC I LZ1L ] G | 1ol [{@Y6|C.7 2.0
‘M"& l@‘f?(l (;? ?C} '!6 , z0 G -‘C) G qq i@: (;(’) O. ' .r.[,
W7 1877 (-:,‘I%G A 118 0.0 LB AT Y] G,
tiso | 18:7¢ | 685 | IS (I8 [ 6o | 092|160.86] 0.2 l-tf
ezl 18,75 | &S| g 119 o0 | 6 Ie€o] 0.7 | S
’;‘;)ltg:’](z::ntity of Water Removed (gal); l‘_hﬂ% g;ﬁfg;ﬁ;:‘x o Ji i5Z
Sampling Date: Zer'd Sample Type:




M

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

NEW YORK

=

BIATEOF
DFFORTUNITY

Department of
Environmeantal
Conservation

[Well T.D.: EA Personnel: Client: -
AW-7ig /\ y Steeqen fte NYSDEC ( LIHGT )
Location: Well Condition; v Weather; | | - ) .
ocation: D}‘{/}&'[L(/JT;{ ell Condition 3«):;’8 eather 59 ,F' {?;‘J"I’*’l l ¢ [ﬂui I's
Sounding Method: 4 Gauge Date: Measurement Ref: .
eron L o 1sfTers Tot
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: '{_ ! Well Diameter {in);
Ely <), 096 1
Purge Date: . Puzge Time: .
04)7 w3 0714
Purge Method: ' ) Field Technician: . ]
Loy $lovy A 1S e qpnte
G
Well Volume

A, Well Depth {ft):

D. Well Volume (ft):
iS5 co

Cles

Depth/Height of Top of PVC;
~O1SH.

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

B. Depth to Water {ft): E. Well Volume (gal) C*D) Pump Type: .
C. Ei : id Depth fi )A B ﬁ‘b{q F. Three Well Vi (;5 | }'l.%)3.7 r P L ytpl D%[fs‘?ﬁ’/hj?l 'tﬂW
. Liquid De ~B): . Three Well Voluines : ump Intalke Depth: 4

q pth {ft) (A-B) (.:";C; {gal) (E J‘ . p pﬁ’%»;,m

Water Quality Parameters

Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume

(hzs) (0C) (pH units) (mV) (5/m) {ntw) (mg/L) (ft btoe) (Lpm) (liters)
621 Ti%.SH T §¢9 -5 4 et | 24T | Ay | 997 [ ¢ L]~
CHZ| 41§ | ¢6F1-je6 [ g49¢7 |24, 2| W4 [8.9¢ | 0.z | 0.%
Ozzolid ga | §.85]-176 [0g69 [ W | j0¢qz5] 6 2| e
2723 114.4¢ Y2 12| 0.d5F | §.0 06 | 4%0 | 0o b9
0726 16,06 | 6. 90 [~139[ 09649 [ 5.4 [ 097 [q,44 | oot | 2.9
0929 {1604 [ 6.4% [~134| 0464 | 1.6 | g.a3|q.udf | ¢ 1| 2.0
023211420 [ S48 [ -14¢| 848 | §.35 [ 096 [ a.6¢] 0.2 | 3.5
0735 115.24 15.99 | =204 [ 048] O .96 | 4.43| 0o-1 e R
09%§ | 18,32 | §.45 | -7210 | 0q6¢ | © 81 | 945 [0.T | 4,9
0y |16.36 | 6.3 | -%le | 9,447 o LYTF [ieey | 0T | 64
Total Quantity of Water Removed {galy: { |} b, H Sampling Time: ELRN
Samplers: 3 At Split Sample With: -
Sampling Date: & .] 1% )1ezs Sample Type: Lok




(1|
vy

m

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

NEWYORK | Department of
@fﬁnmw Environmental
Conservation

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Well LD.: 15, ' EA Personnel: N Client:
-7 25 4 . SFWW fte NYSDEC @1033
Location: Well Condition: , , V Weather: L
D”Aﬂ—'i)lii'd\ Cn’tit‘ %,9{'} sVM . \,
Sounding Method: H{}-ﬁm LA Gauge Date: 3% f 1% 17.-0 77 Measurement Ref: Ta‘ c
Stick Up/Down (ft) - Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
Fluo by 09405 % 1
Purge Date: Purge Time:
04|74 {1077 e (48§
Purge Method: ; Field Technician: )
lgws flow A Sy 6}1’\.’!” 14
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): l.g q % D, Well Volume (£t): O ol f , Depth/Height g 'Ié)% of PVC:
, ¢ =2, €
B. Depth to Water (ft): @ Z E. Well Volume (gal) C*D%:)‘ {g 'Z, Pump-Type: {)()_/f{;' Iu_ ( 4‘&: ﬂ,/ﬁ p

C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): g/ gg
s

F. Three Well Volumes {gal)éﬁi?,:
696

Pump Intake Deﬂl:
Mief — SC/EQ/.

Water Quality Parameters

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

Time Temperature PH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) {eC) (pH units) (mV) {5/m) (ntn) (mg/L) (ft btoc) {Lpm) (liters)
if)@ﬂ\ Igu‘?ﬁ' Gt?q l?’ If’? fZ ? 1»C\’5 - OJL -
(50611493 | 648 | 4 .19 yig | 14¢ | - &1 | 8.6
iSeglid.6l | 445 | 0 Lia 9694 10.86 | -~ 0.t | .2
s ljgo3 lpud | 11 1,09 o] 6.93 6.7 |{.%
1oy lia.0¢ | 4,97 | 15 [ 1149 11) | 0.4 6.7 |4
(517 11997 641 | 2% 9 luqe [y | - (6.2 | 3.0
1920 | 19:0% | 6.58 [ @6 | 1,14 Yéoi | 6.47 .7 | 5.6
123 1 g dl | gu3 | 28 [ 106 | goot [ g3 | - 6.7 | 4.2
(626 | 40V | 6. 4T | %i N ok | L1t | - ¢.714. %
(62q (WG4 [ G40 | 31 [ (U [ or [ LOU] — 15T [ Gy

1§82 1 16.2% | 6 4} | 91 1,15 ot | 0.37 -~ . T | £.0
(559

N

o RO (1D e R e LA

Sampling Date: ay qu &P - Sample Type: hendy

Vo 1533, Sar] @[5¢¢ e r}’fr‘\; fbMVMPriMSIL;__[&LMg;L.__
| & Hea Swmpley




COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:

®
EA Engineering, P.C. ﬂﬁ:w /YORK | Department of
& EA S:i%-lliee all?dg' Technology L\ﬁ"“”“‘“’ Eg‘r"'s"glr"";‘t‘;g:‘al
GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM
"MW - i SN S frnganle e (828102
ocation: Well Condition: ,. eather:
A td_ ptl;}ﬁ.‘évﬁ‘j - ch:t. 6000( ! K t quff’ 9 vnn 1
Sounding Method: ”W‘y\ WL/V] auge Date: UC{f’Us” / 101 ,(, easurement Re T (,
Stick Up/Down (ft): F l\) Gauge Time: 0 q 0 g Well Diameter {in}; ,L
Purge Date: 0‘{ f’Da’ /'Zﬁ?"ﬁ' Purge Time: [Ll- 0 5
Purge Method: . Field Technician:
i lowt Flow A. %ﬁm},m e
Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): ‘Zﬁ" 3@ D. Well Volume (£): O €% [Depthytieight of Top of I’V% P
B. Depth to Water (ft): 9 r‘}g E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): z | 9 Pump Type: V(})’Ek—tﬂ.fz, gﬂwgp
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): l ? g Z F, Three Well Volumes (gal)(SEd Pump Intake Depth;
¢ ’ 17 ol
F Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
(hrs) (cC) (pH units) (mV) (8/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpin) {liters)
wes | 64 | Fov T - T0.84T 240 [R66 [A.0¢ [0 T | -
gf | 2144 | 6.6 | -3 p.87t 2l | pgglacy | 0.7 | 0.6
iy 120,861 6.7 | -2 |0.8F0 2.6 0.92 | 9Jg | 0.2 [1.T
(41 Tagua 1699 [-12] [0.¢96 [2( ¢ [ 065 |Qdd_Jo. T [1.g
T (4o T | 6.74 ) | 6.8F9 105 (.61 [ayy (et [Z2.4
W20 12001 | 6.9Y1-1$9 [0.¢79 (233 10,98 (a1 0.2 | 32
75 114891 690 -[61 [ 0.€96 |43 [4.55 |alo |02 | 5.6
416 114,29 | 6. 71 [-i64 [ 0-87¢ {419 | 0.S< | 4.0 0.7 | 4,0
2dq 14,69 | 69 |-16S10:874 [20.S 055 a0 | g7 | 4.8
i3z 114,61 | ¢.40 | ~165 10.98) [16.% [6.93 (410 | 0. Z [s.7
435 14494 | 6,64 |~\65 [0.68] [ 19,6 (057 [alg | 9.¢ | 4.9
ES: iwa G 6% [-16510.€85° 1 16. /0.5y [4i0 [ 0.7 | 6.4
(uHL 1440 | 6 4R[ -16S 1 0844 [ 16.4[0.G5 | ?.do | 0.Z | 7.0
LU 1 19957 6 64]-145[0.987 | (§.0[(.C5] G0 | OB.2 | 2¢C
Total Quantity of Water Removed.fgal): L L) 7.5 Sampling Time: | H MY
Samplers: S lsapmitt Split Sample With: o
Sampling Date; {d jr] £ 14973 Sample Type: Lin b




a@

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmentai
Conservation

f NEW YORK
STATEQF
QPRORTUNITY

[Well 1.D.x , ersonne lient: ;.
U M~ 78 ke AR 2 AS wore (828102
Locatjon: Well Conditio Weather:
f&i a3l Shvee - Locel t C!oaa% ; $7
Soundxlng Method: , Gauge Date: o8 /qgj&& 273 Measurement Ref: oI
Stick Up/Down (ft): Gauge Time: Well Diameter (in):
VDo [, 5 0352 fer ( % >
(Purge Date; Purge Time:
B : Method: O?_/Zé./‘?,e e Flflr hnician: @qrg
& ) f [ ot P/(’i’w/ ﬂ&/}' 147%&/e] ' CJ Bﬂc?éw (e}
Well Volume
A. Well Depth (ft): fg 0 i,i D. Well Volume (ft): ol G« 2 Depth/Height of 'Il'op ofil:'\f%di‘.
B, Depth to Water (ft): g(i % E. Well Volume (gal) C’*D)_3 5 Pump Type: f/bﬂ M NL P .ubtﬂ
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): ‘Z\ \ a F. Three Well Volumes (gal) ’ECS; . 5 Pump Intakela tﬁh ‘S?"J}O_Qﬂ
1 -
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
____(hrs) {0C) (p! units) (V) {S/m) (ntu) (mg/L) (ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
oM [ 1508 T7.0C | 1% L2¢ | Z8Z [ Z0&] e [ O] —
OYU | 3l | 6.9 [ —11 23 1 2241 [.Z1] Yes | 7T | C.C
o9 | vsay | 6 | —leg|l 17| 3% | izl | $es| o2 [T
ALY | 15.57 2Y | —1%z| tex | 71| o738l FesS| o7 13
OPe | i3.68 do | =Igs 28 | G| 062 FesS| e [ 7Y
A5 | 26y | 90 | —18%el 122 | sy | 6.59] 905 01| 36
A 200 €93 —13%] j2 | 58] o<y 05| ot | 3¢
5 | 1349 | g9z -39 | 1722 | 1O 047 0S| e U] v.i
Ol 15049 92 [ 4ol 1221 0.0 | 6.¥€C] ges| ot | u.s
Owsl 1396 1 €97 | -l90 | 127] 0.0 T on7] yo5| O] 5.4
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): . T-H75 Sampling Time: [N TS
Samplers: Cig,A5 Split Sample With: A
Sampling Date: ()‘}!7,(3 ’f Tan's Sample Type: [AFTR N

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




Department of
Environmental
Conservation

' ®
EA Engineering, P.C. NEW YORK
EA Science and Technology OFFORTUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

(Well 1D-x MV" Zl‘( Kv EAPemonneIu?/ AQ Sg;;]tsc (@Z@i | @%)
L;}cgz& Shoeok- i.\“ (’ af@; I - Well Condition: @oo Cp Weather: é ioua@ S,S,g.;,:
TSourimtho%M - Gauge Date: A /’LS’ /&ﬂ% Measurement Ref:,m’:y: 0.

Stick Up/Dﬁysé&ii)‘: Gauge Time: _Q &7 < Well Diameter (in): 7.

[Purge Date: O 9 /'Z, 6 /'Z@ 73 . Purge Time: O % g:«s

Purge Method: | Field Technician:
urge Metho //cm/ rﬁﬁ‘t‘,/ M !}Uﬂ,!) ield Technician C," g{k {M(‘(’/]

Well Volume
A, Well Depth (ft): Z _7 21 D. Well Volume (ft): 0, i 6, z, Depth/Height of Top (:i PE,CEZS H_?
B. Dfepth to Water (ft): (a_l ,% @ E. Well Volume (gal) C*D): Z i% Pump Type: p@/’ ?lmq/’;l{l P“W/‘)
C. Liquid Pepth (ft) (A-B): F. Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Depth: y I
q pth (£t) (A-B) WSW (‘i)]%s)c_;’ p M.P—= Goroon
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature pH ORF Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) {nC) (pH units) {mV) (5/m) (ntu) (mg/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
O%%6! Be7] €97] ~23 [ 1.2y | U9 | 186 | $96] O | —
O8] 18,4 L2 [ -3 [ [Lzy | 9Y.] | 5.07] 440 C.Z | oC
oB3y | 12.02.] 688 | <3) -2y | S| 199 ] gye| OZ [ 1-2
ML | 120} | £8S ) -Z26 | Jz2y |78 [ 1y7z]| Yyo | Gz | 1.8
OBus | o1 | GE8S| -zZ [ hzy | C70] jyR | 9.Y0] 0.4, | Z.Y
OBYE 12,02 G-gé /¥ [‘Z“f éb‘g [ 4S q“'l’@ 7.1 3.¢
OF) | 15,02 | BT ~16 ] 1.2y [ 74| 1.3s| $40] ©. T 7. ¢
OBy | 1804 | L8 | -1 | (28 | S| 1 ZS| Yyo | o2 | YT
o¥ ] 13,00 | €89 | ~io ezs | M%) | 129 [ VYol o] %-8
W¥oo! 13.0¢ | (8] | ~5 L2S [ M8 | 1,26 | VThYel O. 7 | vy
OWS| Bgo | 690 | ~C lLzs | 481 | 1.28] 9.yo| 0.2 | Lo

Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal): _ I ?&i Sampling Time: Y6,

Samplers: M(:l@: ;- Kig Split Sample With: "

Sampling Date: 08/ /c00% Sample Type: [V
LI |

COMMENTS AND OBSERVATIONS:




m

EA Engineering, P.C.
EA Science and Technology

f NEW YORK
STATE OF
CHPOITUNITY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLING PURGE FORM

Department of
Environmental
Conservation

Well LD EA P 1: Client:

R P A e AS were  ($2B103.

cation; Well Condition: Weather;

I efs*MSH;N:F tha ﬂ?f“v@ ot - (oo awpﬁ; CEOF

oundi etho auge Date: Measurement Ref:”

0% 725/70t3 EC.
Stick Up/DowQ(ft): Gauge Time: / IZQ Well Diameter (in):
Flush 08724 l
i Date: P Time: .
r urge Date O} /Zé‘ /w 23 urge Time @g C) G
Purge Method: ! ' Field Technician:
/,Cfl/’ Hawr .ﬂe/)'? 2 ‘4/‘?_7 C. Wf"ﬁfl

Well Volume
A. Well Depth (fe): D. Well Volume (£t); N e Height of Top of !
I 77 Y LT i 77 78
. Depth to Water (ft): p .« Well Volume {gal) C*D): Pump Type:
p i $.24 {zal) )” p Typ P@A?MN?, WWP
C. Liquid Depth (ft) (A-B): E, Three Well Volumes (gal) (E3): Pump Intake Dep
’ ’ &.81 ° . ’ /il - Soree 4
Water Quality Parameters
Time Temperature rH ORP Conductivity | Turbidity DO DTW Rate Volume
{hrs) {0C) (pH units) {mV) (8/m} (ntu) (ng/L) {ft btoc) (Lpm) (liters)
ool 11759 [ s7v | 97 |23 ][22 (%62 | — oz | —
0509 | 1Z.s2 .07 | -tH L2 | %S | 7280 | — ot | OL
o817 | \WZIAs | <y | 8o 3% | M7 | 222 | — 0.7 | 1.7
e%ig | 129 [£72 | % 133 | 792 |z | — o7 | 1%
O%tg | 123 [ (%1 | -7 133 | 12y [ Z7.09 | — o | Z2Y
03 1297 | 02T | —iéo L3y | 4. | 2,07 — o1 | Z.po
O3y | 1w.9¢ [ €84 | —lel | Lzgy | 49.{ | zos | __ o-r | 3¢
0827 | 12.% | 685 | —~[o%| [y (B |20l | — | o7 [ UL
0320 | 12.9( | 685 [0 | 34 | 4S9 [ 190 | — | 0.7 | uR
Total Quantity of Water Removed (gal); LZG: Sampling Time:
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microbialinsights

The QuantArray®-Chlor Approach

Quantification Dehalococcoides, the only known bacterial group capable of complete reductive dechlorination of PCE and
TCE to ethene, has become an indispensable component of assessment, remedy selection, and performance monitoring at
sites impacted by chlorinated solvents. While undeniably a key group of halorespiring bacteria, Dehalococcoides are not
the only bacteria of interest in the subsurface because reductive dechlorination is not the only potential biodegradation
pathway operative at contaminated sites, and chlorinated ethenes are not always the primary contaminants of concern.
The QuantArray®-Chlor not only includes a variety of halorespiring bacteria (Dehalococcoides, Dehalobacter, Dehalo-
genimonas, etc.) to assess the potential for reductive dechlorination of chloroethenes, chloroethanes, chlorobenzenes,
chlorophenols, and chloroform, but also provides quantification of functional genes involved in aerobic (co)metabolic
pathways for biodegradation of chlorinated solvents and even competing biological processes. Thus, the QuantArray®-
Chlor will give site managers the ability to simultaneously yet economically evaluate the potential for biodegradation of
a spectrum of common chlorinated contaminants through a multitude of anacrobic and acrobic (co)metabolic pathways
to give a much more clear and comprehensive view of contaminant biodegradation.

The QuantArray®-Chlor is used to quantify specific microorganisms and functional genes to evaluate the
following:

Quantification of important halorespiring bacteria (e.g. Dehalococcoides,
Dehalobacter, Dehalogenimonas, Desulfitobacterium spp.) and key functional
genes (e.g. vinyl chloride reductases, TCE reductase, chloroform reduc-
tase) responsible for reductive dechlorination of a broad spectrum of
chlorinated solvents.

Anaerobic
Reductive Dechlorination

Several different types of bacteria including methanotrophs and some
toluene/phenol utilizing bacteria can co-oxidize TCE, DCE, and vinyl
Aerobic Cometabolism chloride. The QuantArray”-Chlor quantifies functional genes like soluble
methane monooxygenase encoding enzymes capable of co-oxidation of
chlorinated ethenes.

Ethene oxidizing bacteria are capable of cometabolism of vinyl chloride.
Aerobic (Co)metabolism In some cases, ethenotrophs can also utilize vinyl chloride as a growth

of Vinyl Chloride supporting substrate. The QuantArray”-Chlor targets key functional
genes in ethene metabolism.

How do QuantArrays work?

The QuantArray®-Chlor in many respects is a hybrid technology combining the highly parallel detection of microarrays
with the accurate and precise quantification provided by qPCR into a single platform. The key to highly parallel gPCR
reactions is the nanoliter fluidics platform for low volume, solution phase qPCR reactions.
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Knoxville, TN 37932
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How are QuantArray® results reported?

One of the primary advantages of the QuantArray®-Chlor is the simultancous quantification of a broad spectrum of
different microorganisms and key functional genes involved in a variety of pathways for hydrocarbon biodegradation.
However, highly parallel quantification combined with various metabolic and cometabolic capabilities of different target
organisms can complicate data presentation. Therefore, in addition to Summary Tables, QuantArray®-Chlor results will
be presented as Microbial Population Summary and Comparison Figures to aid in the data interpretation and subsequent
evaluation of site management activities.

Types of Tables and Figures:

Figure presenting the concentrations of QuantArray”-Chlor target pop-
ulations (e.g. Dehalococcoides) and functional genes (e.g. vinyl chloride
reductase) relative to typically observed values.

Microbial Population
Summary

Tables of target population concentrations grouped by biodegradation

Summary Tables pathway and contaminant type.

Depending on the project, sample results can be presented to compare
Comparison Figures changes over time or examine differences in microbial populations along
a transect of the dissolved plume.

2 10515 Research Drive
Knoxville, TN 37932
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Results

Table 1: Summary of the QuantArray®-Chlor results obtained for samples 828103-MW-13K-102623, 828103-MW-03CA-

102623, and 828103-MW-205-102623

Sample Name

828103-MW-13K-102623 8281 TW-03CA-102623

828103-MW-20S-102623

Sample Date 2023-10-26 2023-10-26 2023-10-26
Reductive Dechlorination cells/bead cells/bead cells/bead
Dehalococcoides (DHC) 7.64E403 2.51E4-03 <2.50E+01
tceA Reductase (TCE) 4.98E+02 4.43E401 <2.50E+01
BAV1 Vinyl Chloride Reductase (BVC) 1.19E+4-02 5.84E4-01 <2.50E+01
Vinyl Chloride Reductase (VCR) 8.92E4-01 6.79E+02 <2.50E+01
Dehalobacter spp. (DHBt) 8.61E404 3.52E404 <2.50E+02
Dehalobacter DCM (DCM) <2.50E+402 <2.50E402 <2.50E4-02
Dehalogenimonas spp. (DHG) 1.57E4-03 1.88E4-04 <2.50E+02
cerA Reductase (CER) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
trans-1,2-DCE Reductase (TDR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Desulfitobacterium spp. (DSB) 1.64E+404 3.82E+04 <2.50E+402
Dehalobium chlorocoercia (DECO) 2.56E404 8.16E403 2.00E4-03
Desulfuromonas spp. (DSM) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 6.88E+01 (J)
PCE Reductase (PCE-1) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
PCE Reductase (PCE-2) 4.01E4-04 5.39E4-03 <2.50E4+02
Chloroform Reductase (CFR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
1,1 DCA Reductase (DCA) <2.50E402 <2.50E402 <2.50E+402
1,2 DCA Reductase (DCAR) <2.50E4-02 <2.50E+402 <2.50E+02
Aerobic (Co)Metabolic
Soluble Methane Monooxygenase (SMMO) <2.50E+402 <2.50E+402 <2.50E+402
Toluene Dioxygenase (TOD) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Phenol Hydroxylase (PHE) 1.48E405 2.85E404 1.27E+05
Trichlorobenzene Dioxygenase (TCBO) <2.50E4+02 <2.50E+4+02 <2.50E+4+02
Toluene Monooxygenase 2 (RDEG) 1.44E405 2.93E+04 1.55E+405
Toluene Monooxygenase (RMO) <2.50E+02 1.35E403 <2.50E+02
Ethene Monooxygenase (EtnC) 3.50E403 2.47E+403 <2.50E4+02
Epoxyalkane Transferase (EtnE) 5.44E4-03 <2.50E+02 1.23E+04
Dichloromethane Dehalogenase (DCMA) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Other
Total Eubacteria (EBAC) 4.55E4-08 4.85E4-06 3.43E+07
Sulfate Reducing Bacteria (APS) 2.99E+405 4.09E+405 1.52E+405
Methanogens (MGN) 1.21E402 (J) 3.84E+403 1.28E4-01 (J)
Legend:
NA = Not Analyzed NS = Not Sampled J = Estimated Gene Copies Below PQL but Above LQL
I = Inhibited < = Result Not Detected
3 10515 Research Drive
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Microbial Populations 828103-MW-13K-102623

Mid

Low

Anaerobic Anagrobic Anagrobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Aerobic Aerobic Aerobic
Chlori Chlori Chlori Chlori Chlori Chlori ¢ c C (© i Chlori
Ethenes Ethenes Ethenes Ethanes Methanes Benzenes Phenols Propanes Chlorinated Vinyl Benzenes
(PCE,TCE) (PCE,TCE,DCE,VC) (trans-1,2-DCE,VC)  (TCA,DCA) (Chloroform) Ethenes Chloride

Figure 1: Microbial population summary to aid in evaluating potential pathways and biodegradation of specific con-
taminants.

Anaerobic - Reductive Dechlorination or Dichloroelimination
Chlorinated Ethenes (PCE, DHC, DHBt, DSB, DSM,

Aerobic - (Co)metabolism

TCE)

Chlorinated Ethenes (PCE,
TCE, DCE, VC)
Chlorinated Ethenes (trans-
1,2-DCE, VC)

Chlorinated Ethanes (TCA
and 1,2-DCA)

Chlorinated Methanes (Chlo-
roform)

Chlorinated Benzenes
Chlorinated Phenols
Chlorinated Propanes

PCE-1, PCE-2
DHC, BVC, VCR

TDR, CER

DHC, DHBt, DHG, DSBI,
DCA, DCAR
DHBt, DCM, CFR

DHC, DHBt?, DECO
DHC, DSB
DHC, DHG, DSB!

Chlorinated Ethenes sMMO, TOD, PHE, RDEG,

(TCE,DCE,VC)
(Co)metabolic  Vinyl Chlo-
ride

Chlorinated Benzenes

RMO
etnC, etnE

TOD, TCBO, PHE

1 Desulfitobacterium dichloroeliminans DCA1L. 2Implicated in reductive dechlorination of dichlorobenzene and potentially chlorobenzene.
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Microbial Populations 828103-MW-03CA-102623

Mid

Low
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Ethenes Ethenes Ethenes Ethanes Methanes Benzenes Phenols Propanes Chlorinated Vinyl Benzenes
(PCE,TCE) (PCE,TCE,DCE,VC) (trans-1,2-DCE,VC)  (TCA,DCA) (Chloroform) Ethenes Chloride

Figure 2: Microbial population summary to aid in evaluating potential pathways and biodegradation of specific con-
taminants.

Anaerobic - Reductive Dechlorination or Dichloroelimination
Chlorinated Ethenes (PCE, DHC, DHBt, DSB, DSM,

Aerobic - (Co)metabolism

TCE)

Chlorinated Ethenes (PCE,
TCE, DCE, VC)
Chlorinated Ethenes (trans-
1,2-DCE, VC)

Chlorinated Ethanes (TCA
and 1,2-DCA)

Chlorinated Methanes (Chlo-
roform)

Chlorinated Benzenes
Chlorinated Phenols
Chlorinated Propanes

PCE-1, PCE-2
DHC, BVC, VCR

TDR, CER

DHC, DHBt, DHG, DSBI,
DCA, DCAR
DHBt, DCM, CFR

DHC, DHBt?, DECO
DHC, DSB
DHC, DHG, DSB!

Chlorinated Ethenes sMMO, TOD, PHE, RDEG,

(TCE,DCE,VC)
(Co)metabolic  Vinyl Chlo-
ride

Chlorinated Benzenes

RMO
etnC, etnE

TOD, TCBO, PHE

1 Desulfitobacterium dichloroeliminans DCA1L. 2Implicated in reductive dechlorination of dichlorobenzene and potentially chlorobenzene.
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Microbial Populations 828103-MW-20S-102623

Mid

Low

Anaerobic Anagrobic Anagrobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Anaerobic Aerobic Aerobic Aerobic
Chlori Chlori Chlori Chlori Chlori Chlori ¢ c C (© i Chlori
Ethenes Ethenes Ethenes Ethanes Methanes Benzenes Phenols Propanes Chlorinated Vinyl Benzenes
(PCE,TCE) (PCE,TCE,DCE,VC) (trans-1,2-DCE,VC)  (TCA,DCA) (Chloroform) Ethenes Chloride

Figure 3: Microbial population summary to aid in evaluating potential pathways and biodegradation of specific con-
taminants.

Anaerobic - Reductive Dechlorination or Dichloroelimination
Chlorinated Ethenes (PCE, DHC, DHBt, DSB, DSM,

Aerobic - (Co)metabolism

TCE)

Chlorinated Ethenes (PCE,
TCE, DCE, VC)
Chlorinated Ethenes (trans-
1,2-DCE, VC)

Chlorinated Ethanes (TCA
and 1,2-DCA)

Chlorinated Methanes (Chlo-
roform)

Chlorinated Benzenes
Chlorinated Phenols
Chlorinated Propanes

PCE-1, PCE-2
DHC, BVC, VCR

TDR, CER

DHC, DHBt, DHG, DSBI,
DCA, DCAR
DHBt, DCM, CFR

DHC, DHBt?, DECO
DHC, DSB
DHC, DHG, DSB!

Chlorinated Ethenes sMMO, TOD, PHE, RDEG,

(TCE,DCE,VC)
(Co)metabolic  Vinyl Chlo-
ride

Chlorinated Benzenes

RMO
etnC, etnE

TOD, TCBO, PHE

1 Desulfitobacterium dichloroeliminans DCA1L. 2Implicated in reductive dechlorination of dichlorobenzene and potentially chlorobenzene.
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Table 2: Summary of the QuantArray®-Chlor results for reductive dechlorination for samples 828103-MW-13K-102623,
828103-MW-03CA-102623, and 828103-MW-20S-102623

ample Name
Sample Date
Reductive Dechlorination
Dehalococcoides (DHC)

¢
7.64E+03 2.51E+03 <2.50E+01

tceA Reductase (TCE) 4.98E+02 4.43E+01 <2.50E+01

BAV1 Vinyl Chloride Reductase (BVC) 1.19E4-02 5.84E+401 <2.50E+01

Vinyl Chloride Reductase (VCR) 8.92E+01 6.79E+02 <2.50E+01
Dehalobacter spp. (DHBt) 8.61E+04 3.52E+04 <2.50E+02
Dehalobacter DCM (DCM) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Dehalogenimonas spp. (DHG) 1.57E+03 1.88E+04 <2.50E+02
Desulfitobacterium spp. (DSB) 1.64E+04 3.82E+04 <2.50E+402
Dehalobium chlorocoercia (DECO) 2.56E+04 8.16E+03 2.00E+4-03
Desulfuromonas spp. (DSM) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 6.88E+01 (J)

Microbial Populations - Reductive Dechlorination

1.00E05

1.00E04 4

1.00E03 1

cells/bead

1.00E02 4

1.00E01 1

1.00E00 -
TCE BVC VCR DHBt DCM DHG DSB DECO DSM

. 828103-MW-03CA-102623 . 828103-MW-13K-102623 D 828103-MW-20S-102623

Figure 4: Comparison - microbial populations involved in reductive dechlorination
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Table 3: Summary of the QuantArray®-Chlor results for reductive dechlorination for samples 828103-MW-13K-102623,
828103-MW-03CA-102623, and 828103-MW-20S-102623

sample Name 3 / 3 0S
Sample Date 2023-10-26 2023-10-26 2023-10-26
Reductive Dechlorination cells/bead cells/bead cells/bead
cerA Reductase (CER) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
trans-1,2-DCE Reductase (TDR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
PCE Reductase (PCE-1 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
PCE Reductase (PCE-2 4.01E+04 5.39E4+03 <2.50E+402
Chloroform Reductase (CFR) <2.50E+402 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+402
1,1 DCA Reductase (DCA) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
1,2 DCA Reductase (DCAR) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02

Microbial Populations - Reductive Dechlorination

1.00E05

1.00E04 4

1.00E03 4

cells/bead

1.00E02 1

1.00E01 4

1.00E00

CFR DCA DCAR PCE-1 PCE-2 TDR CER
[ s2s103-Mw-osca-102623 ] 828103-MwW-13K-102623 [[_] 828103-MW-208-102623

Figure 5: Comparison - microbial populations involved in reductive dechlorination
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Table 4: Summary of the QuantArray®-Chlor results for microorganisms responsible for aerobic (co)metabolism for
samples 828103-MW-13K-102623, 828103-MW-03CA-102623, and 828103-MW-20S-102623

ample Name p 3. V-13K-10 N -0 i 03. V-20S-10

Sample Date y 0 2023-10-26
Aerobic (Co)Metabolic cells/bead cells/bead cells/bead
Soluble Methane Monooxygenase (SMMO) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Toluene Dioxygenase (TOD) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Phenol Hydroxylase (PHE) 1.48E4-05 2.85E404 1.27E405
Trichlorobenzene Dioxygenase (TCBO) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02
Toluene Monooxygenase 2 (RDEG) 1.44E4-05 2.93E+04 1.55E4-05
Toluene Monooxygenase (RMO) <2.50E402 1.35E4-03 <2.50E+02
Ethene Monooxygenase (EtnC) 3.50E+03 2.47TE+03 <2.50E+02
Epoxyalkane Transferase (EtnE) 5.44E403 <2.50E402 1.23E404
Dichloromethane Dehalogenase (DCMA) <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02 <2.50E+02

Microbial Populations — Aerobic (Co)metabolism
1.00E06 1

1.00E05 4

1.00E04 4

1.00E03 1

cells/bead

1.00E02 1

1.00E01 A

1.00E00

SMMO TOD PHE TCBO RDEG RMO EtnC EtnE DCMA
[ s2s103-mw-o03cA-102623 ] 828103-Mw-13K-102623 ] 828103-Mw-205-102623

Figure 6: Comparison - microbial populations invloved in aerobic (co)metabolism.
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Table 5: Summary of the QuantArray®-Chlor results for total bacteria and other populations for samples 828103-MW-
13K-102623, 828103-MW-03CA-102623, and 828103-MW-20S-102623

cells/bead cells/bead cells /bead
Total Eubacteria (EBAC) 4.55E+08 4.85E+06 3.43E+07
Sulfate Reducing Bacteria (APS) 2.99E+405 4.09E+4-05 1.52E+405
Methanogens (MGN) 1.21E+02 (J) 3.84E+03 1.28E401 (J)

Microbial Populations - Total Bacteria and Other Populations

1.00E09 4

1.00E08 4

1.00E07 4

1.00E06 4

1.00E05 4

cells/bead

1.00E04 4

1.00E03 4

1.00E02 4

1.00E01 4

1.00E00 -

EBAC APS MGN

[ s28103-Mw-o03cA-102623 ] 828103-Mw-13K-102623 ] 828103-MW-20S-102623

Figure 7: Comparison - microbial populations.
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Interpretation

The overall purpose of the QuantArray®-Chlor is to give site managers the ability to simultancously yet economically
evaluate the potential for biodegradation of a spectrum of common chlorinated contaminants through a multitude of
anaerobic and aerobic (co)metabolic pathways in order to provide a clearer and more comprehensive view of contaminant
biodegradation. The following discussion describes the interpretation of results in general terms and is meant to serve as
a guide.

Reductive Dechlorination - Chlorinated Ethenes: While a number of bacterial cultures including Dehalococcoides,
Dehalobacter, Desulfitobacterium, Desulfuromonas spp. capable, of utilizing PCE and TCE as growth-supporting electron
acceptors have been isolated [1-5], Dehalococcoides may be the most important because they are the only bacterial group
that has been isolated to date which is capable of complete reductive dechlorination of PCE to ethene [6]. In fact, the
presence of Dehalococcoides has been associated with complete reductive dechlorination to ethene at sites across North
America and Europe Hendrickson and Lu have proposed using a Dehalococcoides concentration of 1 x 10* cells/mL as a
screening criterion to identify sites where biological reductive dechlorination is predicted to proceed at “generally useful”
rates [7,8].

At chlorinated ethene sites, any “stall” leading to the accumulation of daughter products, especially vinyl chloride,
would be a substantial concern. While Dehalococcoides concentrations greater than 1 x 10 cells/mL correspond to
ethene production and useful rates of dechlorination, the range of chlorinated ethenes degraded varies by strain within
the Dehalococcoides genus [6,9] and the presence of co-contaminants and competitors can have complex impacts on the
halorespiring microbial community [10-15]. Therefore, QuantArray®-Chlor also provides quantification of a suite of
reductive dehalogenase genes (PCE, TCE, BVC, VCR, CER, and TDR) to more definitively confirm the potential for
reductive dechlorination of all chlorinated ethene compounds including vinyl chloride.

Perhaps most importantly, QuantArray®-Chlor quantifies TCE reductase (TCE) and both known vinyl chloride reductase
genes (BVC, VCR) from Dehalococcoides to conclusively evaluate the potential for complete reductive dechlorination of
chlorinated ethenes to non-toxic ethene [16-18]. In addition, the analysis also includes quantification of reductive dehalo-
genase genes from Dehalogenimonas spp. capable of reductive dechlorination of chlorinated ethenes. More specifically,
these are the trans-1,2-DCE dehalogenase gene (TDR) from strain WBC-2 [19] and the vinyl chloride reductase gene
(CER) from GP, the only known organisms other than Dehalococcoides capable of vinyl chloride reduction [20]. Finally,
PCE reductase genes responsible for sequential reductive dechlorination of PCE to cis-DCE by Sulfurospirillum and
Geobacter spp. are also quantified. In mixed cultures, evidence increasingly suggests that partial dechlorinators like
Sulfurospirillum} and Geobacter may be responsible for the majority of reductive dechlorination of PCE to TCE and
¢is-DCE while Dehalococcoides functions more as ¢is-DCE and vinyl chloride reducing specialists [10,21].

Reductive Dechlorination - Chlorinated Ethanes: Under anaerobic conditions, chlorinated ethanes are susceptible
to reductive dechlorination by several groups of halorespiring bacteria including Dehalobacter, Dehalogenimonas, and
Dehalococcoides. While the reported range of chlorinated ethanes utilized varies by genus, species, and sometimes at the
strain level, several general observations can be made regarding biodegradation pathways and daughter product forma-
tion. Dehalobacter spp. have been isolated that are capable of sequential reductive dechlorination of 1,1,1-TCA through
1,1-DCA to chloroethane [13]. Biodegradation of 1,1,2-TCA by several halorespiring bacteria including Dehalobacter and
Dehalogenimonas spp. proceeds via dichloroelimination producing vinyl chloride [22-24]. Similarly, 1,2-DCA biodegrada-
tion by Dehalobacter, Dehalogenimonas, and Dehalococcoides occurs via dichloroelimination producing ethene. While not
utilized by many Desulfitobacterium isolates, at least one strain, Desulfitobacterium dichloroeliminans strain DCAL, is also
capable of dichloroelimination of 1,2-DCA [25]. The 1,2-dichlorocthane reductive dehalogenase gene (DCAR) from mem-
bers of Desulfitobacterium and Dehalobacter is known to dechlorinate 1,2-DCA to ethene, while the 1,1-dichloroethane
reductive dehalogenase (DCA) targets the gene responsible for 1,1-DCA dechlorination in some strains of Dehalobacter.
In addition to chloroform, chloroform reductase (CFR) has also been shown to be responsible for reductive dechlorination
of 1,1,1-TCA [26].

Reductive Dechlorination - Chlorinated Methanes: Chloroform is a common co-contaminant at chlorinated sol-
vent sites and can inhibit reductive dechlorination of chlorinated ethenes. Grostern et al. demonstrated that a Dehalobac-
ter population was capable of reductive dechlorination of chloroform to produce dichloromethane [27]. The c¢frA gene
encodes the reductase which catalyzes this initial step in chloroform biodegradation [26]. Justicia-Leon et al. have since
shown that dichloromethane can support growth of a distinct group of Dehalobacter strains via fermentation [28]. The
Dehalobacter DCM assay targets the 16S rRNA gene of these strains.
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Reductive Dechlorination - Chlorinated Benzenes: Chlorinated benzenes are an important class of industrial sol-
vents and chemical intermediates in the production of drugs, dyes, herbicides, and insecticides. The physical-chemical
properties of chlorinated benzenes as well as susceptibility to biodegradation are functions of their degree of chlorination
and the positions of chlorine substituents. Under anaerobic conditions, reductive dechlorination of higher chlorinated
benzenes including hexachlorobenzene (HCB), pentachlorobenzene (PeCB), tetrachlorobenzene (TeCB) isomers, and
trichlorobenzene (TCB) isomers has been well documented [29], although biodegradation of individual compounds and
isomers varies between isolates. For example, Dehalococcoides strain CBDBI reductively dechlorinats HCB, PeCB, all
three TeCB isomers, 1,2,3-TCB, and 1,2,4-TCB [9]. Dehalobium chlorocoercia DF-1 has been shown to be capable of
reductive dechlorination of HCB, PeCB, and 1,2,3,5-TeCB [31]. The dichlorobenzene (DCB) isomers and chlorobenzene
(CB) were considered relatively recalcitrant under anaerobic conditions. However, new evidence has demonstrated reduc-
tive dechlorination of DCBs to CB and CB to benzene [32] with corresponding increases in concentrations of Dehalobacter
spp. [33].

Reductive Dechlorination - Chlorinated Phenols: Pentachlorophenol (PCP) was one of the most widely used bio-
cides in the U.S. and despite residential use restrictions, is still extensively used industrially as a wood preservative.
Along with PCP, the tetrachlorophenol and trichlorophenol isomers were also used as fungicides in wood preserving
formulations. 2,4-Dichlorophenol and 2,4,5-TCP were used as chemical intermediates in herbicide production (e.g. 2,4-D)
and chlorophenols are known byproducts of chlorine bleaching in the pulp and paper industry. While the range of com-
pounds utilized varies by strain, some Dehalococcoides isolates are capable of reductive dechlorination of PCP and other
chlorinated phenols. For example, Dehalococcoides strain CBDB1 is capable of utilizing PCP, all three tetrach lorophenol
(TeCP) congeners, all six trichlorophenol (TCP) congeners, and 2,3-dichlorophenol (2,3-DCP). PCP dechlorination by
strain CBDB1 produces a mixture of 3,5-DCP, 3,4-DCP, 2,4-DCP, 3-CP, and 4-CP [34]. In the same study, however,
Dehalococcoides strain 195 dechlorinated a more narrow spectrum of chlorophenols which included 2,3-DCP, 2,3,4-TCP,
and 2,3,6-TCP, but no other TCPs or PCP. Similar to Dehaloc occoides, some species and strains of Desulfitobacterium
are capable of utilizing PCP and other chlorinated phenols. Desulfitobacterium hafniense PCP-1 is capable of reductive
dechlorination of PCP to 3-CP [35]. However, the ability to biodegrade PCP is not universal among Desulfitobacterium
isolates. Desulf itobacterium sp. strain PCE1 and D. chlororespirans strain Co23, for example, can utilize some TCP
and DCP isomers, but not PCP for growth [2,36].

Reductive Dechlorination - Chlorinated Propanes: Dehalogenimonas is a recently described bacterial genus of the
phylum Chloroflexi which also includes the well-known chloroethene-respiring Dehalococcoides [23]. The Dehalogenimonas
isolates characterized to date are also halorespiring bacteria, but utilize a rather unique range of chlorinated compounds
as electron acceptors including chlorinated propanes (1,2,3-TCP and 1,2-DCP) and a variety of other vicinally chlorinated
alkanes including 1,1,2,2-tetrachloroethane, 1,1,2-trichloroethane, and 1,2-dichloroethane [23]

Aerobic - Chlorinated Ethene Cometabolism: Under aerobic conditions, several different types of bacteria includ-
ing methane-oxidizing bacteria (methanotrophs), and many benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylene, and (BTEX)-utilizing
bacteria can cometabolize or co-oxidize TCE, DCE, and vinyl chloride [37]. In general, cometabolism of chlorinated
ethenes is mediated by monooxygenase enzymes with “relaxed’ specificity that oxidize a primary (growth supporting)
substrate (e.g. methanc) and co-oxidize the chlorinated compound (e.g. TCE). QuantArray®-Chlor provides quantifi-
cation of a suite of genes encoding oxygenase enzymes capable of co-oxidation of chlorinated ethenes including soluble
methane monooxygenase (sMMO). Soluble methane monooxygenases co-oxidize a broad range of chlorinated compounds
[38—41] including TCE, cis-DCE, and vinyl chloride. Furthermore, soluble methane monooxygenases are generally be-
lieved to support greater rates of aerobic cometabolism [40]. QuantArray®-Chlor also quantifies aromatic oxygenase
genes encoding ring hydroxylating toluene monooxygenase genes (RMO, RDEG), toluene dioxygenase (TOD) and phenol
hydroxylases (PHE) capable of TCE co-oxidation [42-46]. TCE or a degradation product has been shown to induce
expression of toluene monooxygenases in some laboratory studies [43,47] raising the possibility of TCE cometabolism
with an alternative (non-aromatic) growth substrate. Moreover, while a number of additional factors must be considered,
recent research under ESTCP Project 201584 has shown positive correlations between concentrations of monooxygenase
genes (soluble methane monooxygenase, ring hydroxylating monooxygenases, and phenol hydroxylase) and the rate of
TCE degradation [48].

Aerobic - Chlorinated Ethane Cometabolism: While less widely studied than cometabolism of chlorinated ethenes,
some chlorinated ethanes are also susceptible to co-oxidation. As mentioned previously, soluble methane monooxygenases
(sMMO) exhibit very relaxed specificity. In laboratory studies, sMMO has been shown to co-oxidize a number of
chlorinated ethanes including 1,1,1-TCA and 1,2-DCA [38,40].

Aerobic - Vinyl Chloride Cometabolism: Beginning in the early 1990s, numerous microcosm studies demonstrated
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aerobic oxidation of vinyl chloride under MNA conditions without the addition of exogenous primary substrates. Since
then, strains of Mycobacterium, Nocardioides, Pseudomonas, Ochrobactrum, and Ralstonia species have been isolated
which are capable of aerobic growth on both ethene and vinyl chloride (see Mattes et al. [49] for a review). The initial
steps in the pathway are the monooxygenase (etnABCD) catalyzed conversion of ethene and vinyl chloride to their
respective epoxyalkanes (epoxyethane and chlorooxirane), followed by epoxyalkane:CoM transferase (etnE) mediated
conjugation and breaking of the epoxide [50].

Aerobic - Chlorinated Benzenes: In general, chlorobenzenes with four or less chlorine groups are susceptible to
aerobic biodegradation and can serve as growth-supporting substrates. Toluene dioxygenase (TOD) has a relatively
relaxed substrate specificity and mediates the incorporation of both atoms of oxygen into the aromatic ring of benzene
and substituted benzenes (toluene and chlorobenzene). Comparison of TOD levels in background and source zone
samples from a CB-impacted site suggested that CBs promoted growth of TOD-containing bacteria [51]. In addition,
aerobic biodegradation of some trichlorobenzene and even tetrachlorobenzene isomers is initiated by a group of related
trichlorobenzene dioxygenase genes (TCBO). Finally, phenol hydroxylases catalyze the continued oxidation and in some
cases, the initial oxidation of a variety of monoaromatic compounds. In an independent study, significant increases in
numbers of bacteria containing PHE genes corresponded to increases in biodegradation of DCB isomers [51].

Acerobic - Chlorinated Methanes: Many aerobic methylotrophic bacteria, belonging to diverse genera ( Hyphomicro-
bium, Methylobacterium, Methylophilus, Pseudomonas, Paracoccus, and Alibacter) have been isolated which are capable
of utilizing dichloromethane (DCM) as a growth substrate. The DCM metabolic pathway in methylotrophic bacte-
ria is initiated by a dichloromethane dehalogenase (DCMA) gene. DCMA is responsible for aerobic biodegradation of
dichloromethane by methylotrophs by first producing formaldehyde which is then further oxidized [52].

As discussed in previous sections, soluble methane monooxygenase (SMMO) exhibits relaxed specificity and co-oxidizes
a broad spectrum of chlorinated hydrocarbons. In addition to chlorinated ethenes, sMMO has been shown to co-oxidize
chloroform in laboratory studies [38,41].
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FENVIRONMENTAL
7 BATA SERVICES, LTD.

DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT FOR VOLATILES
PROJECT: NYSDEC SMP-D Dinaburg
CLIENT: EA Engineering, Science, and Technology, Inc.
LABORATORY: SGS Dayton, NJ
SAMPLE DELIVERY GROUPS: JD73479
SAMPLE DATES: 09/25/2023

The above sample delivery group (SDG) consist of the following samples:

Client Sample ID Laboratory Sample ID
828103-MW-03CA-20230925 JD73479-1
828103-MW-13K-20230925 JD73479-2
828103-DUP-01-20230925 JD73479-3
828103-MW-20S-20230925 JD73479-4
828103-MW-03A-20230925 JD73479-5
828103-MW-19S5-20230925 JD73479-6
828103-MW-14KA-20230925 JD73479-7
828103-MW-08K-20230925 JD73479-8
TB_ JD73479-9

The samples described above were analyzed via USEPA SW-846 8260D to determine the concentrations
of low/medium volatile organic analytes (VOAS).

Project specific quality assurance (QA) objectives, as well as the USEPA Region Il SOP, Validating Volatile
Organic Compounds by Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry SW-846 Method 8260B & 8260C, SOP
NO. HW-24 Revision 4, September 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



1. 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 sample delivery group (SDG) were received by the laboratory within the proper
temperature range as specified in the validation guidance.

The samples in this SDG were prepared and analyzed within the holding time specified in the
validation guidelines.

2. BLANK CONTAMINATION
Quality 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 these SDGs 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 submitted in association with this SDG.

Trip Blanks

Sample TB was submitted as a trip blank in association with this SDG. No problems were found
for this criterion.

Field Blanks

No sample was submitted as a field blank in association with this SDG.

3. 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.



4. 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 12-hour analytical sequence, denoted as a “closing” calibration verification, and
ascertains acceptable performance at the conclusion of the analytical sequence.

Response Factor

The relative response factor (RRF) measures the instruments responses to specific
chemical compounds. The RRFs for the VOA target compound list (TCL) compounds must
be greater than the RRFs listed in Region Il validation guidelines. 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 below the specified limit 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 (%RSD) 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 <20%.

A %RSD value outside initial calibration limit indicates the potential for quantitation errors.
For this reason, all positive results are qualified as estimated and non-detect results are
gualified using professional judgement.

The %D for opening 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 “J,” estimated, and non-detects are

qualified with "UJ."

All initial calibration and continuing calibration %RSD and %D values were within defined QC
criteria with the following exceptions.

The observed %D for tetrachloroethylene in the ICV associated with the samples listed below was
outside of the acceptance criteria. The results reported for the impacted analyte in the associated
samples have been qualified “J” or “UJ” as appropriate on this basis.

828103-DUP-01-20230925 828103-MW-08K-20230925
828103-MW-03A-20230925 828103-MW-14KA-20230925




The observed %D for bromomethane in one CCV associated with samples 828103-MW-03CA-
20230925, 828103-MW-19S-20230925, and TB was outside of the acceptance criteria. The results
reported for the impacted analyte in the associated samples have been qualified “UJ” on this basis.

Please note, the laboratory did not perform closing continuing calibration verifications. Therefore,
those criteria were not evaluated during validation. No qualification was applied on this basis.

. 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 +/- 30 seconds from the associated continuing calibration standard.
The area count must be within -50% to +200% range of the associated standard. If area count
is >200%, non-detected results are not qualified while positive results associated with the
non-compliant internal standard are qualified "J,” estimated. However, when an observed
area count is <50%, positive results associated with the non-compliant are qualified "J,"
estimated, while non-detected results are rejected.

Internal standard area counts are within acceptance criteria for all samples.

SURROGATES

All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample preparation and analyses
to evaluate overall laboratory performance and efficiency of the analytical technique. The
observed recovery must be within laboratory limits as outlined in the project specific
validation guidance.

The reported sample analyses had observed surrogate recoveries within the established
acceptance limits in all cases.

COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION
Volatile

The project target analyte 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 samples were evaluated, and all identification criteria were met. Therefore, no analytes were
qualified for compound identification.



10.

11.

12.

Volatile Tentatively ldentified Compounds

Tentatively Identified Compounds (TICs) were reported by the laboratory and reviewed for
guality assurance. For all TIC results where there is presumptive evidence of a match, being
greater than or equal to 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.

Volatile TICs were not reported.

MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE

The matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) are generated to determine the
precision and accuracy of the analytical procedure in a given sample matrix.

Sample 828103-MW-03CA-20230925 was submitted for MS/MSD pair evaluation in association
with this SDG. Upon evaluation all precision and accuracy indicators were acceptable.
LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE/LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE DUPLICATE

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.

LCS/LCS duplicate (LCSD) evaluations were processed at the proper frequency. Upon evaluation
all accuracy and precision criteria were acceptable.

REPORTING

No dilutions, re-extractions, or other re-analyses were performed other than those necessary to
bring positive instrument signals within the linear range.

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.

Samples 828103-DUP-01-09252023 and 828103-MW-13K-20230925 were analyzed as a field
duplicate pair in association with these SDGs. Adequate field precision was demonstrated.



13. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE AND OVERALL ASSESSMENT

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 X

Field Blanks NA

Mass Spectrometer Tuning X

Calibration Response Factor X

Calibration Percent Relative Standard Deviation and Percent Difference X

Internal Standards X

Surrogates X

Compound Identification - Volatile X

Tentatively Identified Compounds - Volatile NA

Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate X

Laboratory Control Sample/Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate X

Other Quality Control Data out of Specification X

Field Duplicate X

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.




DATA SERVICES, LTD.

DATA USABILITY SUMMARY REPORT FOR VOLATILES

’@’ENVIRONMENTAL

PROJECT: NYSDEC SMP-D Dinaburg

CLIENT: EA Engineering, Science, and Technology, Inc.
LABORATORY: SGS Dayton, NJ

SAMPLE DELIVERY GROUPS: JD73837

SAMPLE DATES: 09/26/2023 — 9/27/2023

The above sample delivery group (SDG) consist of the following samples:

Client Sample ID Laboratory Sample ID
828103-MW-15S5-20230925 JD73837-1
828103-MW-15K-20230925 JD73837-2
828103-MW-10K-20230926 JD73837-3
828103-MW-10S-20230926 JD73837-4
828103-MW-24K-20230926 JD73837-5
828103-MW-23K-20230926 JD73837-6
828103-MW-06-20230926 JD73837-7
828103-MW-05-20230926 JD73837-8
828103-MW-09S-20230926 JD73837-9
828103-MW-04-20230926 JD73837-10
828103-DUP-02-20230926 JD73837-11
828103-MW-09K-20230926 JD73837-12
828103-PZ-245-20230926 JD73837-13
828103-MW-125-20230926 JD73837-14
828103-MW-12K-20230926 JD73837-15
828103-MW-11S-20230926 JD73837-16
828103-MW-08S-20230926 JD73837-17
828103-GWE-2-20230926 JD73837-18
828103-MPE-17-20230926 JD73837-19
828103-MW-22K-20230926 JD73837-20
828103-PZ-22S5-20230926 JD73837-21
828103-MW-21S-20230927 JD73837-22
828103-MW-03D-20230927 JD73837-23
828103-MW-18S-20230927 JD73837-24
828103-MW-16K-20230927 JD73837-25
828103-MW-17S-20230927 JD73837-26
828103-MW-16S-20230927 JD73837-27
TB_ JD73837-28

The samples described above were analyzed via USEPA SW-846 8260D to determine the concentrations
of low/medium volatile organic analytes (VOAS).

Project specific quality assurance (QA) objectives, as well as the USEPA Region Il SOP, Validating Volatile
Organic Compounds by Gas Chromatography/Mass Spectrometry SW-846 Method 8260B & 8260C, SOP
NO. HW-24 Revision 4, September 2014 have been considered during validation of this data and its
usability.

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



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.”



1. 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 sample delivery group (SDG) were received by the laboratory within the proper
temperature range as specified in the validation guidance.

The samples in this SDG were prepared and analyzed within the holding time specified in the
validation guidelines.

2. BLANK CONTAMINATION
Quality 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 these SDGs 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 submitted in association with this SDG.

Trip Blanks

Sample TB was submitted as a trip blank in association with this SDG. No problems were found for
this criterion.

Field Blanks

No sample was submitted as a field blank in association with this SDG.

3. 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.



4. 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 12-hour analytical sequence, denoted as a “closing” calibration verification, and
ascertains acceptable performance at the conclusion of the analytical sequence.

Response Factor

The relative response factor (RRF) measures the instruments responses to specific
chemical compounds. The RRFs for the VOA target compound list (TCL) compounds must
be greater than the RRFs listed in Region Il validation guidelines. 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 below the specified limit 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 (%RSD) 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 <20%.

A %RSD value outside initial calibration limit indicates the potential for quantitation errors.
For this reason, all positive results are qualified as estimated and non-detect results are
gualified using professional judgement.

The %D for opening 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 “J,” estimated, and non-detects are

qualified with "UJ."

All initial calibration and continuing calibration %RSD and %D values were within defined QC
criteria with the following exceptions.

The observed %Ds for chloromethane in the ICVs associated with the samples listed below were
outside of the acceptance criteria. The results reported for the impacted analyte in the associated
samples have been qualified “UJ” on this basis.

828103-GWE-2-20230926 828103-MW-21S-20230927
828103-MW-17S5-20230927 828103-MW-03D-20230927
828103-MW-16K-20230927




The observed %D for chloroethane in a CCV associated with samples 828103-MW-15S-20230925,
828103-MW-15K-20230925, and 828103-MW-10K-20230926 was outside of the acceptance
criteria. The results reported for the impacted analyte in the associated samples have been
qualified “UJ” on this basis.

Please note, the laboratory did not perform closing continuing calibration verifications. Therefore,
those criteria were not evaluated during validation. No qualification was applied on this basis.

. 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 +/- 30 seconds from the associated continuing calibration standard.
The area count must be within -50% to +200% range of the associated standard. If area count
is >200%, non-detected results are not qualified while positive results associated with the
non-compliant internal standard are qualified "J,” estimated. However, when an observed
area count is <50%, positive results associated with the non-compliant are qualified "J,"
estimated, while non-detected results are rejected.

Internal standard area counts are within acceptance criteria for all samples.

SURROGATES

All samples are spiked with surrogate compounds prior to sample preparation and analyses
to evaluate overall laboratory performance and efficiency of the analytical technique. The
observed recovery must be within laboratory limits as outlined in the project specific
validation guidance.

The reported sample analyses had observed surrogate recoveries within the established
acceptance limits in all cases.

COMPOUND IDENTIFICATION
Volatile

The project target analyte 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 samples were evaluated, and all identification criteria were met. Therefore, no analytes were
qualified for compound identification.
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Volatile Tentatively ldentified Compounds

Tentatively Identified Compounds (TICs) were reported by the laboratory and reviewed for
guality assurance. For all TIC results where there is presumptive evidence of a match, being
greater than or equal to 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.

Volatile TICs were not reported.

MATRIX SPIKE/MATRIX SPIKE DUPLICATE

The matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate (MS/MSD) are generated to determine the
precision and accuracy of the analytical procedure in a given sample matrix.

Sample 828103-MW-09S-20230926 was submitted for MS/MSD pair evaluation in association with
this SDG. Upon evaluation precision and accuracy indicators were acceptable or did not result in
a need to qualify sample results.

Sample 828103-MW-15K-20230925 was submitted for MS/MSD pair evaluation in association with
this SDG. Upon evaluation precision and accuracy indicators were acceptable.

LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE/LABORATORY CONTROL SAMPLE DUPLICATE

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.

LCS/LCS duplicate (LCSD) evaluations were processed at the proper frequency. Upon evaluation
all accuracy and precision criteria were acceptable or did not result in a need to qualify sample
results.

REPORTING

No dilutions, re-extractions, or other re-analyses were performed other than those necessary to
bring positive instrument signals within the linear range.

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.



Samples 828103-MW-04-20230926 and 828103-DUP-02-20230926 were analyzed as a field
duplicate pair in association with these SDGs. Adequate field precision was demonstrated.

13. SYSTEM PERFORMANCE AND OVERALL ASSESSMENT

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 X
Field Blanks NA
Mass Spectrometer Tuning X
Calibration Response Factor X
Calibration Percent Relative Standard Deviation and Percent Difference X
Internal Standards X
Surrogates X
Compound Identification - Volatile X
Tentatively Identified Compounds - Volatile NA
Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate X
Laboratory Control Sample/Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate X
Other Quality Control Data out of Specification X
Field Duplicate X

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.




Appendix F

Mann Kendall Analysis



GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:|PCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling Point ID:| GWE-02 | MPE-17 [  MW-03A | MW-03CA | MW-06 [ MW-09K | MW-10K |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date PCE CONCENTRATION (pu
1 01-May-09 1 1 39
2 01-Jul-12 160 9 11 77
3 01-May-17 1 1200 1.3 26 1
4 01-Nov-18 8.4 1200 2.4 10 4.5
5 01-Feb-19 91 7.9
6 01-May-22 45 7.2 880 34 1 69 4.5
7 01-Sep-23 74.8 15.8 704 130 1 27 1
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.53 0.40 1.16 1.01 1.35 0.98 1.46
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): -4 0 4 -3 -4 6 -7
Confidence Factor: 83.3% 37.5% 83.3% 72.9% 70.3% 88.3% 86.4%
Concentration Trend: Stable Stable No Trend No Trend No Trend No Trend No Trend
10000 —t— GWE-02
- == MPE-17
5, 1000
3 e MW-03A
c eyt MW-03CA
o 100
=}
[ e MW-06
=
== MW-09K
3 10
g e MW-10K
o . . ‘ T
10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25
Sampling Date
Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:|PCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling Point ID:| MW-10S | MW-13K | MW-14KA | MW-15K | MW-158 |  MW-16K | MW-16S |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date PCE CONCENTRATION (pu

1 01-May-09 5800
2 01-Jul-12 18000
3 01-May-17 50 10000 2500 900 240 120 6.7
4 01-Nov-18 24 7500 3500 990 100 330 34
5 01-Feb-19
6 01-May-22 8.8 1400 1300 220 100 140 19
7 01-Sep-23 3 1350 1600 404 150 189 24.5
8
9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

Coefficient of Variation: 0.98 | 0.85 0.45 0.60 0.45 0.49 0.54

Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): -6 | -9 -2 -2 -1 2 2
Confidence Factor: 95.8% i 93.2% 62.5% 62.5% 50.0% 62.5% 62.5%

Concentration Trend: (S CEETT SRR S0 K Decreasing| Stable Stable Stable No Trend No Trend

100000

——MW-10S
_ —— MW-13K
T 10000 — =
g e MW-14KA
: 1000 S

i MW-15K
.2
® M MW-158
g 100 . e
£ N"d o MW-16K
g 1 7
[<} \ MW-16S
o 1 1 1 1 1 1 1

10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25

Sampling Date

Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:|PCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling Point ID:| MW-17S | MW-18S | MW-20S | | [ |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date PCE CONCENTRATION (pu
1 01-May-09
2 01-Jul-12
3 01-May-17 130 280 15000
4 01-Nov-18 32 320 17000
5 01-Feb-19
6 01-May-22 33 250 17000
7 01-Sep-23 114 172 37100
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.67 0.25 0.48
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): 0 -4 5
Confidence Factor: 37.5% 83.3% 89.6%
Concentration Trend: Stable Stable No Trend
100000
T 10000
~—
(=]
=
p 1000
L
=}
g 100 -~
c
]
= 10
(<]
(&)
1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25
Sampling Date
Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;

2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:[ TCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling Point ID:| GWE-02 | MPE-17 | MW-03A | MW-03CA | MW-06 [ Mw-09K | MW-10K |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date TCE CONCENTRATION (i
1 01-May-09 4.6 1.9 410
2 01-Jul-12 83 3.9 15 490
3 01-May-17 1 1800 1.3 22 920
4 01-Nov-18 15 470 1.6 11 270
5 01-Feb-19 52 0.49
6 01-May-22 29 0.28 420 19 0.57 56 580
7 01-Sep-23 50.7 0.7 350 57.9 3.8 21.8 496
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.41 1.28 1.12 1.42 1.20 0.91 0.41
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): -4 -2 4 -4 -5 4 3
Confidence Factor: 83.3% 62.5% 83.3% 83.3% 76.5% 75.8% 64.0%
Concentration Trend: Stable No Trend No Trend No Trend No Trend No Trend No Trend
10000 et GWE-02
5 1000 )\ i MPE-17
= /
3 W —— MW-03A
: 100 -—
. et MW-03CA
L
=}
E 10 it MW-06
=]
5 o MW-09K
o 1
g e MW-10K
(&)
0.1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25
Sampling Date
Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:[ TCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling PointID:|  MW-10S | MW-12K | MW-13K | MW-14KA | MW-15K | MW-158 [ MW-16K |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date TCE CONCENTRATION (i
1 01-May-09 8.2 1300
2 01-Jul-12 1 3200
3 01-May-17 49 5.5 2200 8900 280 100 380
4 01-Nov-18 19 5.5 2200 6200 390 52 660
5 01-Feb-19
6 01-May-22 13 3.6 560 2300 130 45 170
7 01-Sep-23 12.5 5.1 556 3170 255 83.3 236
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: | 0.50 0.63 0.59 0.40 0.37 0.60
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): | -4 -8 -4 -2 -2 -2
Confidence Factor: | 70.3% 89.8% 83.3% 62.5% 62.5% 62.5%
Concentration Trend: (S CEETG) | Stable Stable Stable Stable Stable Stable
10000 et \|W-10S
— N
— =t MW-12K
5, 1000 — ~—
2 e~ e MW-13K
c % e MW-14KA
o 100 o o
=}
% \\0_‘ = MW-15K
== MW-15S
3 10
g e MW- 16K
o
1 1 1 1 1 1
10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25

Sampling Date

Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:[ TCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L

Sampling Point ID:| MW-16S | MW-17S | MW-18S | MW-20S | [ |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date TCE CONCENTRATION (i
1 01-May-09
2 01-Jul-12
3 01-May-17 33 110 51 450
4 01-Nov-18 350 18 57 450
5 01-Feb-19
6 01-May-22 160 13 45 210
7 01-Sep-23 199 118 53.2 592
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.70 [1K:1:] 0.10 0.37
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): 2 0 (1] 1

Confidence Factor:
Concentration Trend:

62.5%
No Trend

37.5%
Stable

37.5%
Stable

50.0%
No Trend

1000

—t— MW-16S
~ X—)/(\)‘/‘/ —a—MW-17S
~—

g 100 e MW-18S
(= e MW-20S
L
=)
£
= 10
(]
o
c
]
o 1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25

Sampling Date

Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:| DCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling Point ID:| GWE-02 | MW-03A [ MW-03CA | MW-06 [ Mw-09K | MW-10K [ Mw-10S |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date DCE CONCENTRATION (p
1 01-May-09 13 1 100
2 01-Jul-12 100 38 190
3 01-May-17 55 5600 2.5 80 150 5.6
4 01-Nov-18 160 920 2.7 24 740 1.3
5 01-Feb-19 130
6 01-May-22 84 750 28 0.76 260 100 1.1
7 01-Sep-23 96.9 877 89.4 7.2 91.4 163 10.4
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.19 0.90 1.60 1.32 1.1 1.03 0.95
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): -2 6 -4 -5 6 2 (1]
Confidence Factor: 62.5% 95.8% 83.3% 76.5% 88.3% 57.0% 37.5%
Concentration Trend: Stable Increasing No Trend No Trend No Trend No Trend Stable
10000 et GWE-02
— == MW-03A
) 1000
g e M\W-03CA
= 100 o—
5 e MW-06
=}
g 10 - e MW-09K
5 o MW-10K
o 1 e
g e MW-10S
(&)
0.1 1 1 1 1 1 1
10/06 07/09 04/12 12/14 09/17 06/20 03/23 12/25

Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

Sampling Date

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;

2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:| DCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L
Sampling PointID:[  MW-13K | MW-14KA | MW-15K | MW-155 | MW-16K [ MW-16S | MW-18S |
Sampling Sampling
Even Date DCE CONCENTRATION (p
1 01-May-09 1100
2 01-Jul-12 3000
3 01-May-17 3100 8600 390 13 890 1.6 200
4 01-Nov-18 2800 5600 270 19 710 10 92
5 01-Feb-19
6 01-May-22 1500 2800 190 2.5 310 4 89
7 01-Sep-23 2170 2800 231 2.5 320 26.8 99.3
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.37 0.56 0.32 [1K:1:] 0.52 1.07 0.45
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): -1 -5 -4 -3 -4 4 -2
Confidence Factor: 50.0% 89.6% 83.3% 72.9% 83.3% 83.3% 62.5%
Concentration Trend: Stable Stable Stable Stable Stable No Trend Stable
10000 l\ﬁ.% —t— MW-13K
- / * ——MW-14KA
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= —_— e
c e MW-15S
S 10 N -
.E e MW-16K
=
=== MW-16S
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Sampling Date
Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.

GSI Environmental Inc., www.gsi-net.com




GSI MANN-KENDALL TOOLKIT

for Constituent Trend Analysis

Evaluation Date:|21-May-24 Job ID:|828103
Facility Name:|Dinaburg Distributing Constituent:| DCE
Conducted By:|H. Bedell Concentration Units:|pg/L

Sampling Point ID:[__MW-19S | MW-21S | [ [ [ I I
Sampling Sampling
Even Date DCE CONCENTRATION (p
1 01-May-09
2 01-Jul-12
3 01-May-17 2000 160
4 01-Nov-18 240 41
5 01-Feb-19
6 01-May-22 1400 6.1
7 01-Sep-23 1030 1
8
9
10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
Coefficient of Variation: 0.63 1.43
Mann-Kendall Statistic (S): -2 -6
Confidence Factor: 62.5% 95.8%
Concentration Trend: Stable Decreasing
10000
——\|W-19S
Crp = MW-21S
5, 1000 N\ A
= \/
c
o 100 N
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s
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Sampling Date
Notes:

. At least four independent sampling events per well are required for calculating the trend. Methodology is valid for 4 to 40 samples.

. Confidence in Trend = Confidence (in percent) that constituent concentration is increasing (S>0) or decreasing (S<0): >95% = Increasing or Decreasing;
2 90% = Probably Increasing or Probably Decreasing; < 90% and S>0 = No Trend; < 90%, S<0, and COV 21 = No Trend; < 90% and COV < 1 = Stable.

. Methodology based on "MAROS: A Decision Support System for Optimizing Monitoring Plans", J.J. Aziz, M. Ling, H.S. Rifai, C.J. Newell, and J.R. Gonzales,
Ground Water, 41(3):355-367, 2003.

DISCLAIMER:  The GSI Mann-Kendall Toolkit is available "as is". Considerable care has been exercised in preparing this software product; however, no party, including without
limitation GSI Environmental Inc., makes any representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, correctness, or completeness of the information contained herein, and no such
party shall be liable for any direct, indirect, consequential, incidental or other damages resulting from the use of this product or the information contained herein. Information in
this publication is subject to change without notice. GSI Environmental Inc., disclaims any responsibility or obligation to update the information contained herein.
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