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inlet of both Summa canisters, and draws the sample through a common inlet. "'RS questioned the
concentration of TCE detected in the H-004-1-B sample when compared to the co :ntration of TCE in
the associated field duplicate (20060124-FD-1). STL-Burlington has stated that the _uncentration of TCE
reported in the H-004-1-B sample is accurate and there is no explanation for the discrepancy between the
concentrations found in the H-004-1-B sample and the associated field duplicate sam *:(20060124-FD-1).

Table 1 shows the concentration of sub-slab soil vapor samples collected at the VI / Post. At sub-slab
vapor sample location H-004-SS-A, TCE was detected at 47.0 ug/m’, which isbelc  the NYSDOH sub-
slab criteria for TCE (250 ug,/m3 ). However, PCE was detected at 1,100 ug,/m3 vhich, is above the
NYSDOH sub-slab criteria for PCE (1,000 ug/m®). At sub-slab vapor sample locauion H-004-SS-B and
the associated field duplicate (20060124-FD-2), the concentrations of TCE and F"E were below their
respective NYSDOH sub-slab criteria.

Based on the results of the sub-slab sample from sample location H-004-SS-A, the ncentration of PCE
below the building slab exceeds the NYSDOH sub-slab criteria for PCE (1,000 u_, n*). NYSDOH has
recommended the installation of a mitigation system to minimize the potential exy - sure associated with
soil vapor intrusion.

Seneca Market Building Analytical Summary

The analytical results from the indoor air samples have been compared to NYSDGC. 1 indoor air criteria
(Table 2). Concentrations of detected compounds at each sample location are shc n on Figure 6.

As shown in Table 2, the concentration of VOCs detected in the indoor air san es were detected at
similar concentral s to those in the ambient air sample. Neither TCE nor PCl vere detected in the

indoor air samples from the Seneca Market Building.

Soil-Gas Conduit Analytical Summary

The analytical results from the soil-gas samples are shown on Table 3. Conc trations of detected
compounds at each sample location are shown on Figure 7. As shown in Table . he concentration of
\ rdetect:  at similar concentrations tot| e in the ambient air
s . ed in the soil-gas s, plescoll  d.



Mr. David J. Chius

The following tables, figures and attachments are included as part of this field inve

Tables

Table 1 Summary of Detected Analytical Results - VFW Post
Table 2 Summary of ‘etected Analytical Results — Seneca Market
Table 3 Summary of ‘etected Analytical Results — Soil-Gas Conduit Loc
Figures

Figure 1 Project Site

Figure 2 VFW Post Indoor/Sub-Slab Air Sample Locations

Figure 3 Seneca Market Building Indoor Air Sample Locations
Figure 4 Soil-Gas Conduit Locations

Figure 5 VFW Post Indoor/Sub-Slab Sample Results

Figure 6 Seneca Market Building Indoor Air Sample Results
Figure 7 Soil-Gas Conduit Analytical Results

Attachments

Attachment |  Pre-Sampling Questionnaire And Inventory Forms
Attachment 2 Photographic Log

Attachment 3  Sampling Logs and Chain-of-Custody

Attachment 4  Data Usability Summary Report

Should you have any questions or comments, please do not hesitate to contact me

Sincerely,

URS Corporation

P

v

Charles E. Dusel, Jr.
Sr. Project Manager

cc: File: 05.35388 (C-1) (11173258)

), Project Manager
April 13,2006
Page 6
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H-004-55-A, H-004-55-B, VOUCs Analyzed outside of Quality detects ‘J” and

20060124-FD-1 (H-004-SS- technical holding time. r ~n-detect results ‘UJ’.

B), and 20060124-FD-3 (SG-

08)

H-001-1, H-002-1, H-004-1A, VOCs CCAL %D > 25% for 1,3,5- | (malify non-detect results '

H-004-1-B, 20060124-AB-1, trimethylbenzene. Cr.

20060124-FD-2 (20060124-

FD-2) |
NI X N n Air

03/31





















APPENDIX A

SU PORT DOCUMENTATION















APPENDIX B

VALIDATED FORM I’s












TO-14/15
Result Summary CLIENT SAMPLE NO.
H-001-1
Lab Name: STL Burlington
{_ i Number: 112332 | 1 Sample No.: 656048
Case Number: | eAnalyzed: 02/06/2006
Sample Matrix: Air | eReceived: 01/30/2006
CAS Results RL Res | RL
Target Compound Number in Q in 0t Q In
ppbv ppbv ug | ug/m3
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 0.15 u 0.15 1.3 U 13
1,2-Dibromoethane 1nc.q3.4 n1s u 0.15 1.2 u 1.2
Ethdbnngana 100-41-4 0.15 u 0.15 0.65 U 0.65
Xyiene (m,p) 1330-20-7 0.40 0.15 17 0.65
Xylene (0) 05-47-6 0.18 0.15 0.78 0.65
Xylene (total) 1330-20-7 0.63 0.15 2 0.65
Bromoform 75-25-2 0.15 u 0.15 1 U 1.6
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 0.15 u 0.15 1 U 1.0
4-Ethyitoluene 622-96-8 0.15 0.15 0.74 nyg
Printad: 02/27/2006 10:38:38 AM Page 2 of 2






TO-14/15

E

CL PLI .
Result Summary IENT SAMPLE NO
H-004-1-A
Lab Name: STL Burlington
SDG Number: 112332 b Sample No.: 656044
Case Number: fe Analyzed:  02/06/2006
Sample Matrix: Air te Received:  01/30/2006
CAS Resuits RL Re__.s RL
Target Compound Number in Q in in (o] in
ppbv Ppbv ug 3 ug/m3
Dibromochloremathang 124-48-1 0.15 U 0.15 U 1.3
1,2-Dibromoethane 1NR.93-4 0.15 (V] 0.15 U 1.2
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 0.15 [V} 0.15 0.85 U 0.65
Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 0.15 [V} 0.15 0.65 U 0.65
Xylene (o) 95-47-6 0.15 [V} 0.15 0.65 V) 0.65
Xylene (total) 1330-20-7 0.15 V) 0.15 . 0.65 [V} 0.65
Bromoform 75-25-2 0.15 [V} 0.15 1.6 [V} 1.6
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 79-24.8 0.15 [V} 0.15 1.0 [V} 1.0
4-Ethyltoluene 271.96-8 0.15 Y 0.18 0.74 U 0.74
: 02/27/20¢ :33 AM Page 2 of 2
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Result Summary CLIENT SAMPLE NO.
20060124-FD-1
Lab Name: STLBurdii  n
SDG Number: 112332 L Sample No.: 656052
Case Number: L _e Analyzed: 02/10/2006
Sample Matrix: Air D=1 Received:  01/30/2005
CAS Results RL Rest RL
Target Compound Number in Q in In Q in
ppbv ppbv ug/ ug/m3
1,2-Dibromogth ana 106-93-4 10 Ul 10 &4 U= 1.7
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 1.0 U 1.0 43 U 43
Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 25 u 25 1 u 1
Xylene (o) 95-47-6 1.0 U 1.0 4.3 u 43
Kylene (total) 1330-20-7 1.0 U 1.0 4.3 U 43
3romoform 75-25-2 1.0 u 1.0 10 u 10
1,1,2.2-Tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 1.0 u 10 6.9 U 6.9
4-Ethyitoluene 622-96-8 1.0 u 1.0 4.9 u 49
1.3.5-Trimethylbenzene 108-R7.a 1.0 i 1.0 4.9 u 4.9

AM
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TO-14/15

Result Summary CLIENT SAMPLE NO.
§G-08
Lab Name: STL Burlington
SDG Number: 112332 LI Sample No.: 656049
Case Number: ... Analyzed:  02/09/2006
Sample Matrix: Air C ":Received: 01/30/2006
CAS Resufts AL Res: RL
Target Compound Number in Q In Ir Q in
u ppbv ppbv ug/ ug/m3
1,2-Dibromoethane 106-93-4 0.16 U 0.16 1 U 1.2
Ethylbenzens 100-41-4 0.18 0.168 0.3 0.69
Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 nEen 0.40 22 1.7
Xylene (o) 95-47-8 0.17 0.16 0.74 0.69
Xylene (total) 1330-20-7 0.68 0.16 3.0 0.69
Bromoform 75-25-2 nea U Q= 1.7 V] 17
1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorosthane 79-34 ¢ 0.18 U 0.16 RE] u 1.1
4-Ethyitoluene 622-0r-= 0.16 V] 0.16 0.78 [V} 0.79
1,3,6-Trimethylbenzene 108-67-8 0.16 V] 0.16 0.79 U 0.78

M
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TO-14/15

Result Summary CLIENT SAMPLE NO.
H-004-1-B
Lab Name: STL Burlington
SDG Number: 112332 _ ' b Sample No.: 656045
Case Number: fe Analyzed:  02/06/2006
Sample Matrix: Air —ate Received:  01/30/2006
CAS Results - RL Res s RL
Target Compound Number in Q In I Q in
ppbv ppbv ug 3 ug/m3
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 0.15 u 0.15 13 u 1.3
1,2-Dibromoethane 106-93-4 0.15 u 0.15 1.2 u 12
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 0.15 u 0.15 0.685 u 0.65
Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 0.36 0.15 16 0.85
Xylene (0) 95-47-6 0.15 0.15 0.685 n AR
Xylene (total) aommnm s o -0 i 24 0.65
Bromoform 19-£9¢ u.1d V] 0.15 1.6 U 1.6
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 0.15 u 0.15 1.0 u 10
4-Ethyitoluene 622-96-8 0.15 u 0.15 0.74 u 0.74

ad: 16 1( \M Page







TO-14/15

Result Summary CLIENT SAMPLE NO.
H-004-1-8DL
Lab Name: STL Burlington
SDG Number: 112332 ) Sample No.: 65604
Case Number: te Analyzed: 02/07/2006
Sample Matrix: Air le Received: 1/30/2006
cAs Results RL Ret RL
Target Compound Number ] Q in ( Q in
ppbv ppbv ug 3 ug/ms3
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 1.2 v 1.2 19/ U 10
1,2-Dibromosthane 106-93-4 12 u 12 A2 U 02
Ethylbenzene 1414 12 U 1.2 /) 52 U 52
Xylene (m,p) 1930-20-7 1.2 u 12 }V  s2 v 52
Xylene (o) | 95-478 1.2 U 1.2 5.2 U 52
Xylene (total) ' 1330.20-7 12 ) 1.2/ 5.2 v 5.2
Bromoform 7080 12 U X2 12 u 12
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 78-34-5 12 u | /12 8.2 U 8.2
4-Ethyitoluene 622-96-8 12 u [/ 12 ) U 59

Page ¢
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TO-14/15

M IFENT QARDY E No

Result Summary
Lab Name: STL Burlington -
SDG Number: 112332 156047
Case Numbar: 12/06/2006
Sample Matrix: Air )1/30/2006
1
CAS Results AL R AL
Target Compound Number in Q in In
ppbv ppbv 6 ug/m3

Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 0.15 U 0.15 13 u 1.3
1,2-Dibromoethane ) 10R-02-4 0.15 u 0.15 1.2 [V} 1.2
Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 ¢ AdE u n.15 0.65 U 0.65
Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 0.35 : 0.15 1.5 0.65
Xylene (0) 95-47-6 0.18 0.15 0.78 0.65
Xylens (total) 1330-20-7 0.58 0.15 25 ngs
Bromoform 75-25-2 nie u nas 16 " 18
1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorosthane 79-34-5 U.1d u u.15 1.0 [V} 1.0
4-Ethyltoiuene £/92.06.8 0.15 u 0.15 0.74 U 0.74

-10:38:38 AM Page 2 of 2













TO-14/15 LIENT SAMPLE NO.
Result Summary
SG-10
Lab Name: STL Burlington
SDG Number: 112332 Lab Sample No.: 656051
Case Number: Date Analyzed:  02/09/2006
Sample Matrix: Air Date Received:  01/30/2006
AS Results RL Resull RL
Terget Compound NS In a in in a i
umber ppbv ppbv ug/m ug/m3
1,2-Dibromoethane 106-93-4 0.16 U 0.12 1.2 V] 1.2
Ethylbenzene 10nn.41-4 0.17 0.16 0. 0.69
Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 0.63 0.40 23 1.7
Xylena (o) 95-47-6 0.35 0.16 1€ 0.69
Xylene (total) 1330-20-7 1.0 0.16 4.3 0.69
Bromoform 75-25-2 0.16 U 0.16 1.3 V] 1.7
1,1,2,2-Tetrachlorosthane 79-34-5 0.16 u 0.16 1.1 u 1.1
4-Ethyltoluene 622-96-8 0.56 0.18 2. 0.79
1,3,6-Trimethylbenzens <naewg A1a 0.16 0.9 0.79
10:39:11 AM Pagi
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