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CERTIFICATIONS

I, Ariel Czemerinski, am currently a registered professional engineer licensed by the State of New

York. I had primary direct responsibility for implementation of the remedial program for the Former

Dico G Auto and Truck Repair Site (NYSDEC BCA Index No. W2-1108-07-07 Site No. C203039
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presented in the Environmental Easement, the Site Management Plan, and the Brownfield Cleanup
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[ certify that the Remedial Action Work Plan dated December 22, 2008 and approved by the
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I certify that the remedial activities were observed by qualified environmental professionals
under my supervision and that the remediation requirements set forth in the Remedial Action Work

Plan and any other relevant provisions of ECL 27-1419 have been achieved.

[ certify that all use restrictions, Institutional Controls, Engineering Controls, and all operation
and maintenance requirements applicable to the Site are contained in an Environmental Easement
created and recorded pursuant ECL 71-3605 and that all affected local governments, as defined in ECL
71-3603, have been notified that such Easement has been recorded. A Site Management Plan has been
submitted by the Applicant for the continual and proper operation, maintenance, and monitoring of all
Engineering Controls employed at the Site, including the proper maintenance of all remaining

monitoring wells, and that such plan has been approved by NYSDEC.

[ certify that all export of contaminated soil, fill, water or other material from the property was
performed in accordance with the Remedial Action Work Plan, and were taken to facilities licensed to

accept this material in full compliance with all Federal, State and local laws.

[ certify that all import of soils from off-Site, including source approval and sampling, has been
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Itis a violation of Article 130 of New York State Education Law for any person to alter this document in any
way without the express written verification of adoption by any New York State licensed engineer in
accordance with Section 7209(2), Article 130, New York State Education Law.
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1.0 BACKGROUND

Bedford Park Associates, LLC, Adee & Lester, LP and 3035 White Plains Retail, LLC entered into a
Brownfield Cleanup Agreement (BCA) with the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) in July, 2007, to investigate and remediate a 0.39-acre property located in
the Bronx, New York. A mixed commercial/residential use is proposed for the property. When
completed, the Site will contain a 74-unit multifamily building with approximately 11,000 square feet
of ground floor commercial space. Refer to the Brownfield Cleanup Program (BCP) application for

additional details.

A digital copy of this FER with all project documents approved under the BCP is included in
Appendix A.

11 SITE LOCATION AND DESCRIPTION

The Site is located in the County of the Bronx, New York and is identified as Block 4545 and Lots
1001 and 1002 (formerly Lot 14) on the Bronx Borough Tax Map. A United States Geological Survey
(USGS) topographical quadrangle map (Figure 1) shows the Site location. The Site is situated on an
approximately 0.39-acre area bounded by commercial properties to the north, Adee Avenue to the
south, White Plains Road to the east, and residential homes to the west (see Figure 2). The boundary
map included in the BCA as required by Environmental Conservation Law (ECL) Title 14 Section 27-
1419 is included in Appendix B. The 0.39-acre property is fully described in Appendix C — Metes and

Bounds. A global positioning system coordinate for the starting point is included.

12 CONTEMPLATED REDEVELOPMENT PLAN

The remedial action performed under the approved IRM Work Plan and the approved Remedial Action
Work Plan (RAWP) has made the site protective of human health and the environment consistent with
the contemplated end use. The proposed redevelopment plan and end use is mixed commercial /

residential.

The construction project, known as the Bronx Park Apartments, includes a multifamily building with
approximately 11,000 s/f of ground floor commercial space. The partnership (Volunteer) will enter

into a 30-year regulatory agreement with the New York City Housing Development Corporation (NYC
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HDC) that will provide for all units at the Project to be set-aside for households earning no more than
55% of the area median income (AMI). The building includes 30 basement level attended parking
spaces for the residential component of the project and 25 basement level attended parking spaces for
the commercial component of the project. The seven-story building will total approximately 84,047

gross square feet.

1.3 DESCRIPTION OF SURROUNDING PROPERTY

The surrounding land use (Figure 2) includes a commercial property to the north, single unit
residential homes to the west, commercial retail stores to the east, and a large multi-building residential
housing project to the south. The surrounding area is characterized by commercial businesses (mostly
retail) along White Plains Road. Residential areas are located behind (east-west) this commercial
corridor. An elevated section of the Metro-North Railway passes in front of the property, directly over
White Plains Road.

The property is zoned residential R6 with a commercial a C2 overlay and a G2 (gas station) occupancy
code. RG6 districts are generally for medium density housing, usually between three and five stories.
C2 districts are intended to serve both the immediate area around the property and a wider area within
the neighborhood. Commercial uses within the classification are limited to the first one or two floors of
the building. C2districts are mapped as an overlay to the residential district. A commercial overlay is a
small section of a residential district, usually the first and second floors of buildings fronting major

avenues, which is zoned for retail and service stores.

The proposed project is compatible with the surrounding land use, and will be in compliance with the

current zoning.

There are two schools located within a one-half mile radius of the site: P.S. 41 Gun Hill Road School
which is a kindergarten to 5th grade elementary school located at 3352 Olinville Ave and H.S. 425
Evander Childs High School, located at 800 East Gun Hill Road.
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The nearest body of water is the Bronx River, which is located approximately 1,575 feet west
(topographically upgradient) of the site. The nearest body of water topographically downgradient of
the site is Eastchester Bay which is approximately 12,500 feet to the east.
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2.0 DESCRIPTION OF REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION FINDINGS

The Site was investigated in accordance with the scope of work presented in the NYSDEC-approved
Remedial Investigation (RI) Work Plan dated September, 2007 and a Stipulation Letter (EBC) dated
September 27, 2007. The investigation was conducted between October 2 and November 2, 2007. The
RI Report was submitted to NYSDEC on October 3, 2008 and approved by NYSDEC in December
2008. The Site was determined by NYSDEC and New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH)
not to pose a significant threat to human health or the environment. Below is a summary of Remedial
Investigation findings.

21 SUMMARY REMEDIAL INVESTIGATIONS PERFORMED

2.1.1. Borings and Wells

Eighteen soil borings were advanced to evaluate the extent and degree of impact in the identified and
suspect source areas and to obtain general soil quality information across the site. At each soil boring
location, soil samples were collected continuously in 4-foot intervals using a Geoprobe™ (model
54DT) sampling system. The Geoprobe™ uses a direct push hydraulic percussion system to drive and

retrieve core samplers.

Soil samples were retrieved using a 2-inch diameter, 4-foot long macro-core sampler with disposable
acetate liners. At each soil boring location, sampling was conducted to the bedrock surface. The depth
to bedrock at the site varied, with the deepest (approximately 12 feet below grade) encountered in the
southern portion of the property and the shallowest (3-4 feet below grade) encountered in the northern

portion of the property.

Each soil sample recovered from the soil borings was characterized by an experienced geologist and
field screened for the presence of VOCs using a photo-ionization detector (PID). One composite
sample was retained from each 4-foot interval, from each of the 18 soil boring locations (total of 27
soil samples). Retained soil samples were submitted for laboratory analysis of VOCs by EPA Method
8260, SVOCs by EPA Method 8270, Target Analyte List (TAL) metals + hexavalent chromium, and
Pesticides/PCBs by Method 8081/8082.




Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY Final Engineering Report

In accordance with the RI Work Plan, a total of 12 groundwater monitoring wells (MW1-MW12)
were installed from 10/23/07 to 10/29/07 to establish general groundwater quality at the site, define the
extent of VOCs in groundwater and to determine the magnitude and direction of a potential
contaminant plume migrating from the site. To achieve this, monitoring wells were located to provide
coverage of both the interior area of the site and along the site boundary to assess off-site
contamination and plume migration. The monitoring wells were installed through overburden and
bedrock materials to an overall depth of approximately 25 feet below the surface, (approximately 10

feet below the water table) using a rotary drill rig equipped with an air hammer.

The monitoring wells were constructed of 2-inch diameter PVC casing and ten feet of 0.010 inch
slotted PVC well screen. A No.00 morie filter sand was placed in the borehole to within 2 feet above
the top of the screen. A 1-foot hydrated bentonite seal was then placed on top of the filter sand and the
remainder of the borehole was backfilled to grade. Following installation, each of the wells was
surveyed to determine relative casing elevation to the nearest 0.01 ft and horizontal position to the
nearest 0.1 ft.

Prior to sampling, a synoptic round of depth-to-groundwater (DTW) measurements was obtained from
the wells on 11/2/07 to determine the water table elevation and to calculate the volume of standing
water in the well. Approximately 9.5 inches of weathered gasoline was present in well MW8 on this
date. The gasoline was removed by hand bailing which was repeated on a weekly basis through
1/10/08 when the wells were lost due to excavation activity. Removed gasoline was stored on-site in a
55 gallon drum. Following the initial removal, only minor amounts approximately 1/8 inch of free

phase gasoline were reported in MWS8.

In an attempt to delineate the free-phase gasoline found in MWS8, four additional monitoring wells
(MW13-MW16) were installed around MW8 on 11/9/07. These wells were also checked on a weekly
basis through 1/10/08 with no free phase gasoline reported.
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2.1.2 Samples Collected

2.1.2.1  Soil Samples
A total of 27 composite soil samples were collected from the 18 soil borings performed at the site. One
composite soil sample was formed from each 4-foot boring interval. Collected soil samples were as

follows:

e Soil boring SB-1 was performed to a depth of 12 feet below grade resulting in the following
soil samples: SB1 (0-4ft), SB1 (4-8ft) and SB1 (8-12feet).

e Soil boring SB-2 was performed to a depth of 8 feet below grade resulting in soil samples SB2
(0-4ft), SB2 (4-8ft).

e Soil borings SB-4 and SB-5 were performed to a total depth of 10 feet below grade, resulting in
soil samples SB4 (0-4ft), SB5 (0-4ft), SB4 (4-8ft), SB5 (4-8ft), SB4 (8-10ft) and SB5 (8-10ft).

e Soil borings SB3, SB7, SB11 and SB13 were all performed to a final depth of 4 feet below
grade, resulting in soil samples SB2 (0-4ft), SB7 (0-4ft), SB11 (0-4ft), and SB13 (0-4ft).

e Soil borings, SB6, SB8, SB9, SB10 and SB12 were all performed to a final depth of 2 feet
below grade, resulting in soil samples SB6 (0-2ft), SB8 (0-2ft), SB9 (0-2ft), SB10 (0-2ft) and
SB12 (0-2ft).

2.1.2.2  Groundwater Samples

Groundwater samples were obtained from wells MW1 through MW7 and MW9 through MW12 on
11/2/07 and from MW13-MW16 on 12/7/07. Samples were not collected from MW8 due to the
presence of free phase gasoline in the well. Prior to sampling one to three volumes of standing water
was purged from each well using a submersible pump at a flow rate of approximately 200 ml/minute to

minimize the suspension of particulates in the well.
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Upon completion of purging, a groundwater sample was obtained using a disposable, dedicated
polyethylene bailer and string. Samples were collected in pre-cleaned laboratory supplied glassware,
stored in a cooler with ice and submitted to Chemtech Laboratories, Inc. (Chemtech) of Mountainside,
NJ, a New York State ELAP certified environmental laboratory (ELAP Certification No. 11376).

Groundwater samples collected from 15 of the 16 wells (all except MW8) were analyzed for VOCs by
EPA method 8260. Samples from 11 of the wells (MW1-12, except MW8) were also analyzed for
SVOCs by EPA method 8270. Groundwater samples from 5 of the wells (MW1, MW5, MW6, MW10,
MW12) were analyzed for target analyte list metals (total/dissolved), hexavalent chromium, and
pesticides/PCBs by Method 8081/8082.

2.1.2.3  Soil Gas Samples

To assess the presence of VOCs in soil gas beneath the site, soil vapor samples were collected from 12
vapor implants (SG1-SG12) located throughout the site. Soil vapor samples were collected in
accordance with the Draft Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York
(NYSDOH 2/05). The vapor implants were installed at the site on 10/2/07 by LVS under the

supervision of an EBC environmental geologist. Soil gas samples were collected 10/5/07.

2.1.3 Chemical Analytical Work Performed

Each soil and groundwater sample was placed in pre-cleaned laboratory supplied glassware, and placed
in a cooler packed with ice for transport to the laboratory. Sample analysis was provided by Chemtech
Laboratories, Inc. of Mountainside, NJ, a New York State ELAP certified environmental laboratory.
Soil samples were analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs) by EPA Method 8260, semi-
volatile organic compounds (SVOCs) by EPA Method 8270, Target Analyte List (TAL) metals, and
pesticides/PCBs by Method 8081/8082. Groundwater samples were analyzed for one or more of the
following depending on location: VOCs by EPA Method 8260, SVOCs by EPA Method 8270, TAL
metals, and pesticides/PCBs by Method 8081/8082. Ten soil gas samples were collected for analysis
for VOCs by EPA method TO-15 from the twelve soil vapor sampling points.
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2.1.4 Geophysical Work and Test Pits
A geophysical survey was not conducted for the site because redevelopment plans called for the

completion excavation of the site to bedrock.

In addition to the soil boring, monitoring well and soil gas sampling program, 14 test pits were
performed under the IRM to verify the depth to the bedrock surface and to collect waste
characterization samples as necessary to obtain final approval at the identified disposal facility for the

transport of the overburden soils.

2.1.5 Documentation
Maps showing the locations of the soil borings, monitoring wells and soil gas sample collection points
are provided in Figures 3 through 5. The results of soil, groundwater and soil gas samples collected

during the RI are summarized in Tables 1 through 3. Below is a summary of RI findings.

The results of sampling performed during the RI, identified residual VOCs in overburden soil at two
locations which correspond to the two former dispenser islands near the east side of the former gas
station property. VOC concentrations in groundwater and/or free phase gasoline were found in close
proximity to the former dispensers, identifying both as source areas of gasoline contamination. The
greater VOC concentrations reported in both soil and groundwater in the vicinity of the north
dispenser; identified it as the more significant of the two. The conceptual release scenario in both cases
included a slow release at a dispenser fitting which saturates the surrounding overburden soil to the
bedrock surface approximately 2-3 feet below grade. Free-phase gasoline would then migrate along the
bedrock surface following joints and cracks in the bedrock until it encounters groundwater at a depth
of approximately 15 feet below the surface. Upon contacting the groundwater, a dissolved VOC plume
is generated which then migrates from the south dispenser area to the south and east, and from the
north dispenser area to the north and east. The direction of groundwater flow is influenced by the

potentiometric surface and the orientation of joints and fractures in the bedrock.

During implementation of the IRM, all overburden soil was removed to the bedrock surface. In
addition, a large area of bedrock was excavated to a depth of approximately 14 feet for construction of

a basement level parking garage within the new building. This effectively removed the source of
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gasoline VOCs in soil and the historic fill which contained several SVOC compounds and metals
above the Track 1 cleanup criteria. A small accumulation (<0.15 ft) of liquid phase hydrocarbons
(LPH), in the form of weathered gasoline, was reported in one of nine post excavation IRM monitoring
wells (IRM-W?7) installed during the chemical oxidant treatment program performed under the IRM.
Removal of this LPH and further treatment of groundwater is warranted, to reduce VOC

concentrations in on-site groundwater and to limit off-site migration of a VOC plume.

Although elevated VOC concentrations were detected in soil-gas samples collected during the RI there
did not appear to be any correlation to identified source areas. In addition, the distribution of gasoline
related VOCs, and the site-wide detections of chlorinated compounds, which were not associated with
the site, provides evidence that some of the VOCs detected in soil gas were not related to on-site

contamination.

2.1.6  Summary of Remedial Investigation Findings

The Site was investigated in accordance with the scope of work presented in the NYSDEC-approved
Remedial Investigation (RI) Work Plan dated September, 2007 and a Stipulation Letter (EBC) dated
September 27, 2007. The investigation was conducted between October 2 and November 2, 2007. The
RI1 Report was submitted to NYSDEC on October 3, 2008.

The primary areas of concern are the two former dispenser islands located on the southern half of the
property along White Plains Road. Based on the degree of soil and groundwater contamination, the
former north dispenser island has been identified as a primary source area with the former south
dispenser island contributing to a lesser extent. Overburden soil consisted primarily of historic/urban

fill material with slightly elevated levels of metals, SVOCs and pesticides.

It must be noted that soil and bedrock excavation performed by the VVolunteer under an approved IRM
Work Plan was successful in removing all petroleum contaminated soil, and in meeting the unrestricted
soil cleanup objectives, as established in Draft 6NYCRR 375-6. There are no known source areas
(USTs, contaminated soil, etc.) remaining on the site, however, small accumulations of free-phase
gasoline have been reported in one of the on-site monitoring wells following implementation of the
IRM.
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Contaminated media documented at the site during the RI includes soil, groundwater and soil gas

which were found to be contaminated with VOCs related to gasoline released during past use of the

site as a service station.

2.2 SIGNIFICANT THREAT
The NYSDEC and NYSDOH have determined that this Site does not pose a significant threat to

human health and the environment. Notice of that determination has been provided for public review.

The notice is included in Appendix D.

23  SITEHISTORY

2.3.1 Past Uses and Ownership

Previous owners and operators of the property at 3035 White Plains Road are shown below. A deed

chain title search was performed from 1957 to the present, showing that the Tremarco Corporation

owned the property from 1957 to 1973 when Gulf Oil Company became successor in title, as the result
of a merger with Tremarco. Gulf transferred the title to 3035 White Plains Realty Corp in 1984. The

title was then transferred from 3035 White Plains Realty Corp to G.S Dixon Realty Corp. in 2006, as a

zero consideration transaction. A one-story building was constructed on the property in 1960. The

building was used as a service/gasoline retail station from 1960 to approximately 1999, and then as an

automotive repair shop and storage yard from 1999 to the present. Based on a business directory search

of the address, the earliest business directory listing for the property was in 1961, for “Safeway Service

Station” and “Salzano Service Station”. The Sanborn map from 1976 identifies the property as "A

filling station".
Previous Owners
Dates Name Comments Contact Info
prior to
3/29/57 Harry Jacobs Owner from at least 1957
3/29/57 to  [Tremarco Owner from 3/29/57 until merger with
8/73 Corporation Gulf Qil Corp
8/73 to , Acquired through merger with Tremarco
8/11/84 Gulf Qil Corp. Corp.
8/11/84 3035 White Purchase from Gulf Oil Corp. 3035 White Plains
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to 5/18/06 [Plains Realty Road
Corp Bronx
5/18/06 to |G S. Dixon Transfe( of title as a zero consideration |3035 White Plains
transaction and to wind up corporate Road
present Realty Corp. )
affairs of grantor. Bronx
Previous Operators
Date of Listing |[Name Address
2005 Dico G Associates, Inc. 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
2000 Dico G Associates, Inc. 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
1993 Dico G Associates, Inc. 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
1983 Pudix Service Center 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
1976 L & A Gulf Service Station (3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
1971 G & A Service Station 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
1965 Safeway Service Station 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
Salzano Service Station
1961 Safeway Service Station 3035 White Plains Road, Bronx
Salzano Service Station

2.3.2 Phase | and Phase Il Reports

Summary of Phase | Report
A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA), in accordance with ASTM E 1527, was completed

by Environmental Business Consultants (EBC) and documented in a report dated February, 2007. The
Phase | ESA revealed that the property was historically used as an automotive service station from at
least 1960 to 1999. Since 1999 the site has been used mainly as a truck and automotive repair shop and
scrap yard. The records search identified two NYSDEC petroleum spill files, one of which remains
open. The site inspection identified numerous environmental concerns including the improper storage
of fuel oil, waste oil and automotive fluids. The Phase | revealed the following recognized

environmental conditions:

e The site has an open spill file No. 99-00851 related to soil contamination discovered during the
removal of twelve 550 gallon USTs in 1999. No documentation regarding endpoint sampling,
impacts to groundwater or other media was available.

e The improper storage of hazardous and non-hazardous materials including gasoline, fuel oil,

automotive fluids and solvents.
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e The outdoor storage of derelict vehicles, auto parts, scrap metals and trash.
e The presence of a surface drain with obvious staining around the structure.
e The historic use of the property as a gas station from 1960 to 1999, and as an automotive repair

facility from 1960 to the present.

The Phase | concluded that the site has been impacted by petroleum products associated with
underground leaking storage tanks, and that the potential exists for impacts to other areas of the site
from the former dispenser system and associated piping, from the improper storage and use of
petroleum products, solvents and automotive chemicals, and from the outdoor storage of derelict
vehicles, auto parts and scrap metals.

The shallow groundwater and bedrock surface conditions at the site, combined with the documented
historic use of the property, increases the potential liability for off-site impact to businesses and
residences through the vapor intrusion pathway.

Summary of Preliminary Sampling

On December 29, 2006, gasoline contamination was encountered by a geotechnical drilling company
advancing soil borings on the property to determine the foundation requirements of a potential new
building for the site. On January 3, 2007, EBC visited the site and directed the geotechnical company
to collect new samples from the area in which the contamination was discovered. This area
corresponded to the general location of a former dispenser island, according to the property owner.
Based on discussions with the property owner, two more borings were installed at locations which
corresponded roughly to the location of a second dispenser island and the former UST area. Due to
difficulties in accessing these areas from derelict vehicles stored on the property, optimal locations
could not be achieved. Strong gasoline odors were noted from the samples collected from the borings
near both of the former dispenser islands.

The geotechnical contractor was not equipped to collect groundwater samples, therefore, EBC returned
to the site on January 10, 2007 to obtain a groundwater sample near the south property line, in an area
where the contractor had previously encountered groundwater. The groundwater sample was collected

from a depth of approximately 9 feet using a track-mounted probing machine.

12
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Elevated VOCs above TAGM guidance levels were reported in the samples collected from the
approximate location of the two former dispenser islands. Total VOCs in these areas exceeded 200,000
ug/kg. VOCs, indicative of gasoline contamination, were reported in all 3 borings. Elevated SVOCs

also were reported in all 3 borings.

Fourteen VOC compounds associated with gasoline were found in exceedance of water quality
standards. Total VOCs in the sample exceeded 27,000 ug/l. One SVOC parameter, naphthalene at a

concentration of 820 ug/l, was also detected in excedance of its water quality standard (10 ug/L).

Based on the results of soil and groundwater samples collected and the historic use of the site, the
preliminary investigation concluded that the site had been impacted by its use as a service station and
repair shop over the past 45 years. The report noted that the borings installed were located based on
general guidance from the property owner and that they were unlikely to represent worst case
conditions. Although the boring near the former UST area had no VOC exceedances, it was not
optimally located within the assumed UST location because derelict vehicles were blocking access.
Contamination was previously discovered in this area during removal of the USTs and a spill was
reported to the DEC (No. 99-00851). There is no documentation that endpoint samples were collected
from the excavation and no investigation performed to determine the extent of affected media;
accordingly the preliminary report concluded that it is highly likely that significant contamination

remains in this area of the property.

Groundwater from a single boring location was found to contain gasoline-related VOCs at levels
significantly above water quality standards. As the boring was located close to the south property line,
the report concluded that it was highly likely that contaminated groundwater was migrating off of the
property. The report noted that the sample was not believed to be hydraulically downgradient of the
impacted soil areas, and, therefore, VOC concentrations may be considerably higher in other areas of

the site or at off-site locations.
The report noted that other areas of the property may be affected with VOCs, SVOCs and metals due

to materials stored at the site and recommended that a comprehensive investigation be performed

encompassing all potentially affected media (soil, soil gas, groundwater). The report noted that because

13
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shallow soil and groundwater were affected, remedial action, and / or mitigation and control measures

may be needed to prevent vapor intrusion, if the property is developed as intended.

2.3.3 Sanborn Maps

All Sanborn Maps available for this Site were reviewed prior to preparation of the RAWP. Sanborn
fire insurance maps for the subject property and surrounding area were reviewed for the years 1887,
1908, 1918, 1935, 1950, 1976, 1978, 1981, 1983, 1986, 1989, 1991, 1992, 1993, 1995 and 1996. The

review is summarized below. Copies of Sanborn maps are included as Appendix E.

Subject Property Historical Usage

Date Description

The lot has different dimensions then it does at present since it predates the
1887 widening and straightening of White Plains road. A dwelling is shown on the
eastern half of the lot where White Plains Road is today.

The lot is shown in its present dimensions. White Plans Road has been
widened and now covers the eastern half of the previous lot. The lot is vacant.
1908 Lester Street is shown as a paper road at the north end of the lot. Olinville
Avenue is shown as a paper road separating the subject lot from residential
properties to the east.

1918 Elliot Ave is shown as a narrower paper road in place of Olinville Avenue.

1935 3 small automobile garages “A” are shown along the east side of Elliot
Avenue.

1950 The garage structures are no longer shown.

1976 A building of the present size and dimensions is shown as “filling station”

1978 Unchanged
1979 Unchanged
1981 Unchanged
1983 Unchanged
1986 Unchanged
1989 Unchanged
1991 Unchanged
1992 Unchanged
1993 Unchanged
1995 Unchanged
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Information contained in the Sanborn maps indicates that the subject property has been used as a
service station since at least 1961. All Sanborn maps available for the Site were reviewed prior to
preparation of the RAWP.

2.4 GEOLOGICAL CONDITIONS

The bedrock below the site, known as the Manhattan Schist, is overlain by deposits of poorly
permeable glacial till. This glacial till consists primarily of sandy silt with weathered bedrock
fragments. Based upon observations made in the basement excavation which extended 8-10 feet into
the bedrock, fractures and joints in the bedrock generally strike north-south and dip to the northeast at
an angle of 12-18 degrees. However, joints and cleavage plains were also observed which dipped to the

south, particularly in the south eastern area of the site.

Soils at the site are classified as Urban Land (Ug), as defined by the United States Department of
Agriculture. Urban Land is described as areas where at least 85 percent of the land surface is covered
with asphalt, concrete, or other impervious building material. These areas are mostly parking lots,
shopping centers, industrial parks, or institutional sites. Most areas are nearly level to gently sloping

and range in size from three acres to several hundred acres.

The soil borings performed at the site describe the subsurface material as silty sand and clayey silt with
rock fragments and micaceous soil composed almost entirely of severely weathered bedrock. The
depth to competent bedrock, as determined by refusal during drilling, ranged from 2-3 feet below

surface in the north and eastern part of the site and 10-12 feet in the southern portion of the site.
Ground water at the site exists at approximately 12-15 feet below land surface placing the water table
within the bedrock at most of the locations. A geologic section is shown in Figure 6. A groundwater

flow map is shown in Figure 7.

As shown in the figure, groundwater flow is generally from the central portion of the site (vicinity of

the former station building) in a radial pattern to the north, south and east.
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The flow patterns and direction may be influenced locally by leaking drainage structures and the

orientation of joints and fractures in the bedrock.

25 CONTAMINATION CONDITIONS

2.5.1 Conceptual Model of Site Contamination

Although the date(s) and circumstances surrounding the release of gasoline at the site are not known, it
can be assumed that it occurred sometime prior to the removal of the tanks and dispensers in 1999.
Since the spill number assigned to the site was related to excavation of the tank area, it is assumed that
at least some release of gasoline occurred in this area. Gasoline released from the tanks would be
expected to contaminate soil within the tank bed, which was likely excavated into the bedrock surface
to a depth of 8 feet. Based on the results of the RI, affected soil was removed at the time of the tank
removal. The tank area itself does not appear to be a significant source of the gasoline contamination at

the site.

There is evidence of a release at both the north and south dispensers as well. It is anticipated that a spill
at these locations would migrate along the contours of the shallow bedrock surface (approximately 2-3
ft below grade) entering fractures in the bedrock until it encounters groundwater at a depth of
approximately 15 feet below grade. The release appears to have been much more significant at the
north dispenser where VOC concentrations in soil and groundwater were much greater and where free
phase gasoline is still present. The volume of free phase gasoline may have been insufficient to reach
the water table near the south dispenser and groundwater impacts in this area may be the result of

transport water migrating through affected overburden soil.

Upon contacting the groundwater, dissolved VOC components would form a plume which would
migrate in the direction of groundwater flow. In the vicinity of the south dispenser the flow would be
generally to the southeast and east.. In the vicinity of the north dispenser flow would generally be to
the northeast and east. Volatile organic compounds (VOCs) would be expected to off-gas to some
degree from affected groundwater where it would migrate toward low pressure areas such as utility
conduits or basements. Volatilization would be limited by the occurrence of groundwater only within

bedrock fractures.
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2.5.2 Description of Areas of Concern

The primary areas of concern are the two former dispenser islands located on the southern half of the
property along White Plains Road. Based on the degree of soil and groundwater contamination, the
former north dispenser island has been identified as a primary source area with the former south
dispenser island contributing to a lesser extent. Overburden soil consisted primarily of historic/urban

fill material with slightly elevated levels of metals, SVOCs and pesticides.

It must be noted that soil and bedrock excavation performed by the Volunteer under an approved IRM
Work Plan was successful in removing all petroleum contaminated soil, and in meeting the unrestricted
soil cleanup objectives, as established in Draft 6NYCRR 375-6. There are no known source areas

remaining on the site.

Contaminated media documented at the site includes soil, groundwater and soil gas which was found
to be contaminated with VOCs during the RI.

2.5.3 ldentification of Standards, Criteria and Guidance
Applicable SCG’s for Remedial Actions include the following:

e 29 CFR Part 1910.120 - Hazardous Waste Operations and Emergency Response

e 40 CFR Part 144 - Underground Injection Control Program

e 10NYCRR Part 67 — Lead

e 12 NYCRR Part 56 - Industrial Code Rule 56 (Asbestos)

e 6 NYCRR Part 175 - Special Licenses and Permits--Definitions and Uniform Procedures

e 6 NYCRR Part 371 - Identification and Listing of Hazardous Wastes (November 1998)

e 6 NYCRR Part 372 - Hazardous Waste Manifest System and Related Standards for Generators,
Transporters and Facilities (November 1998)

e 6 NYCRR Subpart 373-4 - Facility Standards for the Collection of Household Hazardous
Waste and Hazardous Waste from Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
(November 1998)

e 6 NYCRR Subpart 374-1 - Standards for the Management of Specific Hazardous Wastes and
Specific Types of Hazardous Waste Management Facilities (November 1998)
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6 NYCRR Subpart 374-3 - Standards for Universal Waste (November 1998)

6 NYCRR Part 375 - Environmental Remediation Programs (December 2006)

6 NYCRR Part 376 - Land Disposal Restrictions

6 NYCRR Part 608 - Use and Protection of Waters

6 NYCRR Parts 700-706 - Water Quality Standards (June 1998)

6 NYCRR Part 750 through 758 - Implementation of NPDES Program in NYS (“SPDES
Regulations™)

Technical Guidance for Screening Contaminated Sediments (January 1999)

TAGM 4013 - Emergency Hazardous Waste Drum Removal / Surficial Cleanup Procedures
(March 1996)

TAGM 4046 - Determination of Soil Cleanup Objectives and Cleanup Levels (January 1994)
TAGM 4059 - Making Changes To Selected Remedies (May 1998)

STARS #1 - Petroleum-Contaminated Soil Guidance Policy

TAGM 3028 - "Contained In" Criteria for Environmental Media: Soil Action Levels (August
1997)

Citizen Participation in New York’s Hazardous Waste Site Remediation Program: A
Guidebook (June 1998)

TOGS 1.1.1 - Ambient Water Quality Standards & Guidance Values and Groundwater Effluent
Limitations

TOGS 2.1.2 - Underground Injection/Recirculation (UIR) at Groundwater Remediation Sites
Air Guide 1 - Guidelines for the Control of Toxic Ambient Air Contaminants

OSWER Directive 9200.4-17 - Use of Monitored Natural Attenuation at Superfund, RCRA
Corrective Action, and Underground Storage Tank Sites (November 1997)

2.5.4 Soil/Fill Contamination

A total of 27 soil samples from 18 soil borings (SB1-SB18) were collected during the RI to evaluate

the extent and degree of impact in the identified and suspect source areas and to obtain general soil

quality information in overburden soils at the site.
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The soil boring program identified three adjacent locations with gasoline contamination in overburden
soil. All three locations correlated to the former dispenser pads near the eastern edge of the property.
The depth to bedrock in this area was 2 to 4 feet below surface. Gasoline contamination was highest
near the north dispenser pad. No gasoline contamination was reported in samples collected from
borings within, and adjacent to, the former UST area. Overburden soils were comprised of urban fill

which contained elevated levels of metals, SVOCs and/or pesticides.

2.5.4.1 Description of Soil/Fill Contamination
Soil sample results from the RI are summarized in Table 1A-D. Further information on soil sample

collection, handling and analysis can be found in the Rl Report (EBC 9/08).

2.5.4.2 Comparison of Soil/Fill with SCGs
Table 4 shows exceedances from Track 1 Unrestricted SCOs for all overburden soil at the Site. Figure
8 is a spider map that shows the location and summarizes exceedances from Track 1 Unrestricted

SCOs for all overburden soil.

2.5.5 On-Site and Off-Site Groundwater Contamination

2.5.5.1 Description of Groundwater Contamination

Groundwater impacts consist of both liquid phase hydrocarbons (LPH) and dissolved VOC
components associated with gasoline. Impacted groundwater was primarily encountered in the vicinity
of and downgradient of the two former dispenser locations. In the case of the south dispenser location,
impacted groundwater continued to migrate from this general area to the south property line. Total
VOC concentrations in the vicinity of the former dispenser were reported as 6,616 ug/L (MW3). Total
VOC concentrations at the south property line ranged from 1,886 to 4,661 ug/L (MW2, MW1
respectively). Based on the southerly groundwater flow direction in this area of the site, it is probable

that a VOC plume of this magnitude is migrating south towards the southern property line.
Groundwater in the vicinity of the former north dispenser pad indicated a greater degree of impact with

concentrations as high as 13,722 ug/L in well MW15 and free-phase gasoline at well MW8 (located
northwest of the former dispenser) and IRM-W?7 (located at the former north dispenser). High VOC
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concentrations were also present in MWS5 along the east property line. Impacted groundwater from this
general area is expected to be migrating northeast in response to the potentiometric surface, however,
the actual direction of plume migration will likely be influenced by the orientation of fractures within
the bedrock. The VOC concentration in groundwater from well MW5 (12,045 ug/L) and IRM-W?7,
indicates that a VOC plume of this magnitude is migrating off-site across the central portion of the east

property line.

The results of groundwater samples collected during the RI are summarized in Table 2A-D. Further
information on groundwater sample collection, handling and analysis can be found in the Rl Report
(EBC 9/08).

2.5.5.2 Comparison of Groundwater with SCGs
A table that indicates exceedances from GA groundwater standards in monitor wells prior to the
remedy is shown in Table 5. A spider map that indicates the location(s) of and summarizes

exceedances from GA groundwater standards prior to the remedy is shown in Figure 9.

2.5.6 On-Site and Off-Site Soil Vapor Contamination

2.5.6.1 Description of On-Site and Off-Site Soil Vapor Contamination

Total VOC concentrations detected in soil vapor samples collected during the RI were highest (>2,000
ug/m3) in SG10, SG12 and SG4 respectively. Soil vapor concentrations at the remainder of the
locations were fairly consistent at less than 1,000 ug/m3. The highest total VOC concentration which
was reported at location SG10 was largely made up of methylene chloride and other non-petroleum
VOCs. When looking at gasoline related compounds, the highest concentrations were limited to SG4
and SG12, with concentrations at SG12 significantly higher. Although SG4 is located near the
identified secondary source area (south dispenser pad), SG12 is located in the far northwest corner the
furthest away from the affected area at the site. The distribution of gasoline related VOCs, and the site-
wide detections of chlorinated compounds, which were not detected in any of the on-site soil or
groundwater samples indicates that at least some of the VOCs detected were not related to on-site

contamination.
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2.5.6.2 Comparison of Soil Vapor with SCGs

A table of soil vapor data collected prior to the remedy is shown in Table 3. A spider map that
indicates the location(s) of and summarizes soil vapor data prior to the remedy is shown in Figure 10.
Further information on soil gas sample collection, handling and analysis can be found in the Rl Report
(EBC 9/08).

2.6 ENVIRONMENTAL AND PUBLIC HEALTH ASSESSMENTS

2.6.1 Qualitative Human Health Exposure Assessment

The objective of the qualitative exposure assessment under the BCP is to identify potential receptors to
the contaminants of concern (COC) that are present at, or migrating from, the site. The identification of
exposure pathways describes the route that the COC takes to travel from the source to the receptor. An
identified pathway indicates that the potential for exposure exists; it does not imply that exposures
actually occur. An exposure pathway has five elements; a contaminant source, release and transport

mechanisms, point of exposure, route of exposure and a receptor population.

The potential exposure pathways identified below, represent both current and future exposure

scenarios.

Contaminant Source
The source of the VOCs detected in soil and groundwater at the site are generally related to the historic

use of the property as a gasoline service station and automobile/truck repair shop. Two source areas
have been identified which are related to releases at the former two dispenser islands. Based on the
degree of soil and groundwater contamination, the former north dispenser island has been identified as
a primary source area with the former south dispenser island contributing to a lesser extent. These two

locations serve as the identified source areas for the purpose of evaluating on and off-site exposure.
It must be noted that soil and bedrock excavation performed by the Volunteer under an approved IRM

Work Plan was successful in removing all petroleum contaminated soil, and in meeting the unrestricted

soil cleanup objectives, as established in 6NYCRR 375-6. There are no known source areas (USTSs,

21




Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY Final Engineering Report

contaminated soil, etc.) remaining on the site, however, small accumulations of free-phase gasoline

have been reported in one of the on-site monitoring wells following implementation of the IRM.

Contaminant Release and Transport Mechanism
Since an IRM was successfully completed which removed all overburden soil from the site to the

bedrock surface, impacted soil is no longer contributing contaminant mass to groundwater or

transferring VOCs to the vapor phase through volatilization.

However, VOCs present in LPH and in on-site groundwater may volatilize to air resulting in elevated
VOC concentrations in soil vapor both on-site and off-site. In addition, impacted groundwater is
currently migrating off-site which could result in VOC volatilization closer to potential off-site

receptors.

Chemical oxidant treatment performed under the IRM was successful in is reducing VOC mass and
dissolved VOCs in groundwater at the site. This program will continue under a Site Management Plan
to significantly reduce dissolved VOCs in on-site groundwater and eliminate future off-site migration.

Point of Exposure, Route of Exposure and Potentially Exposed Populations

Potential On-Site Exposures: Remediation workers and construction workers engaged in the

excavation of impacted and non-impacted soil at the site may be exposed to VOCs through several
routes. Workers excavating impacted soil may be exposed to VOCs through inhalation, ingestion and
dermal contact. Workers excavating non-impacted soil may be exposed to VOCs in soil gas through
inhalation. A site specific Health and Safety Plan has been developed to identify and minimize the

potential hazards to on-site workers.

Under a future scenario, commercial workers and residents within the proposed building may be
exposed to vapor intrusion if remediation of the groundwater is not completed, or if preventive
measures are not incorporated into the new building design. This potential route of exposure will be
reduced as VOC concentrations in groundwater decrease in response to the chemical oxidant injection

program.
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Potential Off-Site Exposures: The entire area is serviced by the New York City Water System which

distributes water from the Croton Reservoir system. Since there are no public or private potable supply
wells in the area, exposure from contact with tap water is not a concern. Off-site exposure is therefore
limited to vapor intrusion from VOCs off-gassing from impacted groundwater leaving the site. The
potentially exposed population would include residents in adjacent buildings and commercial workers

in retail businesses.

Off-site exposure from VOCs in groundwater to indoor air assumes that VOCs present in groundwater
at the site are migrating off-site with minimal attenuation, transferring to the vapor phase and entering
commercial or residential buildings through pores and cracks in the foundation to the breathing zoning.
Utility workers excavating conduits and service lines beneath the sidewalk and streets could also be
potentially exposed to vapor migrating along the backfill trenches associated with the installation of
these lines. This potential route of exposure will be reduced as VOC concentrations in groundwater

decrease in response to the chemical oxidant injection program.

2.6.2 Fish & Wildlife Remedial Impact Analysis

Potential Off-Site Environmental Impacts: Since VOCs in shallow groundwater may be leaving the site
in both a southerly and easterly direction, the groundwater to surface water discharge pathway was
evaluated. Based on topographic maps of the area, there are no surface water bodies within 1 mile
downgradient of the site. The nearest body of water downgradient of the site is Eastchester Bay which
is approximately 12,500 feet to the east. The nearest body of water is the Bronx River, which is located
approximately 1,575 feet west (upgradient) of the site. There are no expected impacts to surface water

environments since there are no surface water bodies within 1 mile downgradient of the site.

2.7 INTERIM REMEDIAL ACTION

The IRM approved and implemented for the site included the removal and proper disposal of all
overburden soil to the bedrock surface followed by injections of a chemical oxidant solution to address
dissolved VOCs in groundwater. The excavation of overburden soil began on December 6, 2007 and
was largely completed by April 8, 2008. Oxidant injections were performed on two occasions (July 20,

2008 and September 14, 2008). Although significant improvements have been achieved in
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groundwater quality in response to the oxidant treatment, further treatment is warranted and will be

performed under a Site Management Plan.

The IRM consisted of the following remedial elements:

1.

Chemical Inventory and Hydraulic Lift Removal. Prior to the demolition of the building, an
interior inspection was performed to determine the status of chemical inventory and hydraulic
lifting equipment. Following the inspection the hydraulic system reservoir tank was emptied
and the system dismantled and removed from the site. Petroleum products, and automotive
chemicals were removed from the site by American Environmental Assessment, inc., a licensed
Hazardous Waste contractor, and properly disposed of (or recycled) as non-hazardous or
hazardous materials;

Investigation and removal of drainage structures, surface drains and related piping which
included removal of subsurface piping related to the underground storage tank system;
Excavation of all overburden soil to the bedrock surface to the property line. All excavated soil
was transported and disposed of in accordance with all local, State and Federal laws and
requirements.

Excavation of bedrock for construction of a basement level parking garage. Non-contaminated
bedrock material was sent to a recycling facility in full compliance with all Federal, State and
local laws;

Screening for indications of contamination (by visual means, odor, and monitoring with PID)
of all excavated soil and bedrock during intrusive Site work;

Appropriate off-Site disposal of all material removed from the Site in accordance with all
Federal, State and local rules and regulations for handling, transport, and disposal,

Importation of materials used for backfill in compliance with a) Part 375-6.7 and b) all federal,
state and local rules and regulations for handling and transport of materials;

The injection of a chemical oxidant solution to remediate the contaminated groundwater
beneath the site. Chemical oxidants were injected throughout the site via pvc injection points
installed into the bedrock in the basement level parking garage. Two oxidant injections have
been performed to date.
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2.7.1 Chemical Inventory and Hydraulic Lift Removal

On September 14, 2007, American Environmental Assessment (AEA) of Wyandanch, NY was on-site
to remove the remaining components of the hydraulic lift system within the former service area of the
building, empty and remove an aboveground 275 gallon fuel oil tank and remove any petroleum or

automotive chemicals which remained on the site.

Prior to AEA's mobilization to the site, the former owner/operator of the auto repair shop removed
most of the automotive chemicals which were noted in the building during the Phase | inspection.
These chemicals were generally stored in small (>1 gallon) containers and included items such as:
brake fluid, starting fluid, carburetor cleaner, transmission fluid, motor oil and other common

automotive products.

Remaining chemical inventory included the following:
e 2 -55gallon drums of used motor oil
e 10 - 5 gallon pails of used motor oil

e 75 gallons of fuel oil in 275 gallon aboveground tank

AEA removed the liquid from the containers using a vacuum truck. Liquids were transported to the
Clean Water of New York Waste Oil Reprocessing and Disposal Facility of Staten Island, NY. AEA
also cleaned the 275 gallon fuel oil tank and disposed of it at Arrow Scrap Corp in Wheatley Height,
NY, along with the empty 55 gallon waste oil drums and the empty hydraulic lift reservoir tank. The
reservoir tank was the only component of the hydraulic lift system present at the site. The remaining
parts of the system were removed at some time in the past. Copies of the waste manifest and metal

scrap tickets are provided in Appendix F.

2.7.2 Removal of Drainage Structures, Surface Drains and Related Piping

The on-site drainage structures and piping were investigated during removal of the overburden
material which took place in December of 2007. Piping was limited to a sanitary line from the former
service station building and a surface drain located in the northeastern area of the site (see Figure 11).
Both lines were traced to the combined sewer system located beneath White Plains Road. No

significant leakage was observed along these lines and they were not considered to be a source of
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contamination at the site. With the exception of the 11 vertical vent lines along the south side of the
former service station building, no piping related to the former underground storage tanks (USTs) or

former dispensers was encountered during the excavation of overburden soil.

2.7.3 Excavation and Disposal of Overburden Soil

All overburden soil was removed from the Site in accordance with the procedures outlined under the
approved IRM Work Plan (EBC 10/07). The excavation of overburden soil began on December 6,
2007 and continued through December 12, 2007 within the south and southeastern areas of the
property. Excavation was then suspended until January 2, 2008, to allow shoring along the western
property line to progress. The majority of the soil excavation was completed during the month of
January though small (1 or 2 day) shipment events continued each month through June 5, 2008.
Overburden soil varied in thickness from 2-4 feet in the northern half of the site and along the east
central area of the site, to 8-12 feet in the southern half of the site. Soil excavation was performed with
two track mounted bucket excavators and loaded directly on to 10-wheel dump trucks provided by the
disposal facility. In accordance with the approved IRM Work Plan, a gravel road was constructed and
maintained, as needed, to the edge of the excavation / load-out area to minimize dust generation and
the off-site tracking of site soil. Two laborers inspected and brushed off the wheels and undercarriage

of each truck before it exited the site and periodically swept the street and the site ingress / egress.

All excavated soil was disposed of as non-hazardous waste at permitted disposal facilities operated by
Clean Earth incorporated. The majority of soil was taken to the Clean Earth of Carteret facility (CEC)
located in Carteret, NJ. The CEC facility (ID# 13231) is a Class B Recycling Center operating under
permit No. CBG060003 (expiration date 3/7/12) issued by the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection (NJDEP). Approximately 25 loads were shipped to the Clean Earth of
Southeastern Pennsylvania facility (CESP) located in Morristown, PA. The CESP facility is solid
waste processing facility operating under permit No. 301254 (expiration date 1/19/17) issued by the

Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP).
A total of 10,537.98 tons of non-hazardous overburden soil was shipped to the Clean Earth facilities

for disposal. A copy of the facility acceptance letter is provided in Appendix G. Non-hazardous

disposal manifests are provided in as a digital file in Appendix H.
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2.7.3.1 Test Pits and Waste Characterization Sampling

Fifteen test pits, as shown on Figure 12, were advanced at the site on October 5, 2007 to confirm the
depth to the bedrock surface, as indicated from the soil boring program, and to collect waste
characterization samples as necessary to obtain final approval at the identified disposal facility for the
acceptance of all overburden soils.

Waste characterization sampling consisted of the collection of grab and composite samples from the
test pit soil piles at the frequency required by the selected disposal facility’s waste acceptance criteria
(WAC). Collected soil samples for characterization were placed in pre-cleaned laboratory supplied
glassware, and placed in a cooler packed with ice for transport to the laboratory. Analysis of the waste
characterization samples was provided by American Analytical Laboratories, of Farmingdale, New
York, a New York State certified environmental laboratory (NYSDOH ID #11418). As required by the
selected disposal facility (Clean Earth of Carteret), waste characterization sample analysis for

overburden soil consisted of the following:

Analysis Method Frequency

Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) EPA Method 8015 1 every 100 cubic yards
Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs) EPA Method 8260 1 every 800 cubic yards
Polynuclear Aromatic Hydrocarbons (PAHs)  EPA Method 8270 1 every 800 cubic yards
Total Metals EPA Method 1311/6010 1 every 800 cubic yards
TCLP Metals EPA Method 6010 1 per site

Paint Filter EPA Method 9095 1 per site

PCBs EPA Method 8082 1 per site

The waste characterization profile form and analytical reports are provided in Appendix 1.

2.7.4 Excavation and Disposal of Bedrock

Following the removal of overburden soils in the southern half of the property, work began on
excavation of bedrock for construction of the basement level garage area. This work began on January
10, 2008 by chipping through the bedrock surface with a hydraulic demolition hammer attached to the

track excavator.
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Excavated bedrock was shipped from the site to the Tilcon NY, Inc. Quarry in Millington, NJ. The
facility recycles the material for use in a variety of products such as railroad ballast, aggregate for
concrete, etc. A field technician observed the excavation process and screened the work area visual or
olfactory indications of petroleum contamination. Contaminated zones were identified along several
fracture plains within central area of the site in the vicinity of the former north dispenser pad.
Petroleum contaminated bedrock, as determined through screening, was stockpiled separately and
shipped to the Clean Earth facility along with the remainder of overburden soil. A total of 6,875 cubic
yards of uncontaminated bedrock was shipped to the Tilcon facility from January 30, 2008 through
May 12, 2008. Copies of the transport tickets are provided in Appendix J.

2.7.4.1 Bedrock Sampling and Analysis

In concurrence with the DEC PM, samples of the bedrock were collected at three locations across the
site (Figure 13) and submitted to Chemtech Laboratories for analysis of VOCs, SVOCs, Pest/PCBs
and TAL metals. The results when compared to the Part 375-6.3 unrestricted use standards identified

exceedances for three metals in 2 of the samples as follows:

Zinc - Bnorth sample 229 mg/kg
Nickel - Bcentral sample 46.5 mg/kg
Chromium Bcentral sample 43.1 mg/kg

Based on the historic use of the site and the nature of the samples, which represented fresh samples of
pulverized rock, EBC concluded that the elevated metals were representative of the uncontaminated
bedrock chemistry. EBC forwarded the analytical results to the DEC on January 24, 2008 and
requested approval to ship uncontaminated bedrock material to the Tilcon facility (see Appendix K).
EBC received verbal approval from the DEC PM on January 25, 2008. The locations of the bedrock

samples

2.7.4.2 Excavation Dewatering
In general, the final depth of the excavation did not extend to the groundwater surface at approximately
15 feet below grade, though groundwater was encountered in several over-excavated areas in the

southern end of the property. In addition, heavy rains, snowfall and run-off resulted in the
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accumulation of 6 inches to 2 feet of standing water within the partially excavated basement area

requiring dewatering.

A sewer discharge permit was filed with the New York City Department of Environmental Protection
(NYCDEP) on January 27, 2008 to allow the discharge of up to 9,900 gallons per day into the
combined sewer manhole located within the fenced area of the site along White Plains Road. The
permit was approved by the NYCDEP on March 12, 2008. Dewatering operations consisted of
pumping water out of the excavation with a small centrifugal pump located at the surface, through two
200 pound activated carbon drums connected in parallel, and into the open sewer manhole within the
fenced area of the property. It took approximately 1 week to remove the accumulated water from the
excavation. Dewatering of the excavation continued on an as-needed basis from late March through the
end of April. A copy of the sewer discharge permit, permit application package and treatment system
design specifications is provided in Appendix L.

2.7.5 Final Excavation Dimensions

On May 5, 2008, a survey team from Carman-Dunne, PC re-surveyed the site. The results of the
survey were used to prepare a 1 foot contour interval map of the site and an excavation volume report.
Based on comparison to the January 4, 2007 survey, Carman-Dunne calculated the cut volume as
7,824.68 cubic yards. The final contour map survey and excavation volume report prepared by Carman

Dunne is presented as Figure 14.

2.7.6  Import of Backfill

Approximately 868 cubic yards (1,302 tons) of virgin mined stone dust and % inch gravel material was
imported to the Site for backfill and underlayment. This material was obtained from Tilcon Inc. Mt.
Hope Quarry located at 625 Mt Hope Road in Morris County New Jersey and was defined as virgin-
mined gneiss. The final fill survey and volume report prepared by Carman Dunne is presented as

Figure 15.
2.7.7 Chemical Oxidant Treatment Program
Twelve oxidant injection points were initially installed throughout the basement level parking garage

area on June 21, 22, 28 and 29, 2008 to target affected groundwater as defined by the results of the
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Remedial Investigation. The injection points were constructed of 1 inch pvc with a 5 foot 0.020
screened section installed within a 2-inch borehole cored into the bedrock, approximately five-feet
below the water table. A No. 2 morie gravel pack was placed around the screen to a depth of
approximately 1 foot above the screen followed by a 1 foot hydrated bentonite pellet seal. The
injection wells were initially protected with a 4 inch pvc sleeve to protect the well during construction

activity within the basement.

Oxidant injections were performed on two occasions; initially on July 20, 2008 and again on
September 14, 2008. Based on the results of performance monitoring following the initial injection,
three additional injection wells were installed at the site on September 13, 2008, just prior to the
second injection. The three new injection wells were located in the vicinity of the former north
dispenser pad, adjacent to the elevator shaft in the new building. The purpose of these additional
injection points was to target a high concentration area of VOC affected groundwater in the vicinity of
monitoring well IRM-7. Figure 16 shows the location of oxidant injection wells and IRM performance

monitoring wells

The oxidant injections consisted of a sodium persulfate a chelated iron activator. Both components
were delivered to the site as a dry powder and mixed then with water on-site to create a 15 to 20
percent solution. The activator was added at a ratio of 9 lbs of FEEDTA powder to each 55 Ib bag of
sodium persulfate. The injections consisted of approximately 100 gallons of solution per injection
point. The initial injection consisted of a single application of 100 gallons of solution in each of the
twelve injection points. The second injection included the single injections in each of the original
twelve injection points plus the three new points installed near the elevator shaft. Well completion
reports for IRM performance monitoring wells and chemical injection wells (typical) are provided in
Appendix M.

2.7.7.1 Performance Monitoring Program

Six IRM performance monitoring wells (IRM1-IRM6) were installed in the basement area of the
excavation on May 24, 25 and 26, 2008 to monitor and direct the oxidant injection program. The
monitoring wells were installed by coring a 2-inch borehole into the bedrock, approximately five-feet

below the water table. The wells were constructed of 1 inch pvc with a 7-foot 0.010 screened section

30




Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY Final Engineering Report

able with a No. 00 morie gravel pack placed around the screen to a depth of approximately 1 foot
above the screen followed by a 1 foot hydrated bentonite pellet seal. The monitoring wells were
initially protected with a 4 inch pvc sleeve to protect the well during construction activity within the

basement.

In addition to the six basement wells, two monitoring wells (IWM8, IRM9) were installed within the
retail area of the new building on June 11, 2008. Due to the required drilling depth through bedrock
(20 ft) these wells were installed within a 6 inch borehole advanced using the air rotary drilling
method. The wells were constructed of 2 inch pvc casing with a 10 foot 0.10 screened section set
approximately 5 feet below the water table. The wells were completed with a No. 00 morie gravel pack
paced to a depth of approximately 5 feet above the screen followed by a hydrated bentonite seal. The
wells were protected with an 8-inch bolt down manhole cover. A third well (IRM-7) was installed on
August 2, 2008 using the rock coring method. Consequently, well IRM-7 was constructed in the same
manner and using the same materials as those of the basement wells IRM-1 through IRM-6. The

locations of the performance monitoring wells are shown in Figure 16.

Groundwater samples were obtained from wells IRM-1 through IRM-6 on May 27, 2008. Wells IRM-8
and IRM-9 were sampled on July 17, 2008 following installation. This initial round of sampling was
performed to establish baseline conditions prior to initiating the oxidant injection program. A second
round of sampling was performed on August 8, 2008 following the installation of IRM-7 and after the
initial oxidant injection on July 10, 2008. Samples from both rounds were collected in pre-cleaned
laboratory supplied glassware, stored in a cooler with ice and submitted to Chemtech Laboratories, Inc.
(Chemtech) of Mountainside, NJ, a New York State ELAP certified environmental laboratory (ELAP
Certification No. 11376).

The results of the base line sampling on May 27, as summarized in Table 6 and Figure 17, indicated
that moderate concentrations (2,000 to 6,000 ug/L) of VOCs were present in wells IRM-3 and IRM-5
in the vicinity of the former south and north dispenser pads and in well IRM-1 near the south property
line. The second round of sampling on August 8, 2008, which was after the initial oxidant application,
showed a significant reduction in VOC concentrations in wells IRM-1, IRM-3 and IRM-5. IRM-7,
which was sampled for the first time, had high concentrations of total VOCs (14,310 ug/L). Results
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from the second IRM performance sampling round are summarized in Table 7 and posted on Figure
18. Based on these results, three additional injection wells were installed to address the southern

portion of the retail area and a second oxidant injection was performed on September 14, 2008.

A third performance sampling round was performed on October 3, 2008. The results from this round

are summarized in Table 8 and posted on Figure 19.

A summary table of all three sampling rounds is provided in Table 9. A composite figure showing th
posted results from all performance sampling rounds is provided as Figure 20. Laboratory reports for

the three performance sampling rounds are provided in Appendix N.

2.7.8 Health and Safety Plan

Interim Remedial Measures at the site were performed under a Health and Safety Plan (HASP)
prepared to identify and account for hazards specific to the site so that remediation workers could
avoid and, if necessary, protect against, health and/or safety hazards. The HASP prepared for the
remedial actions at this site was prepared as a stand-alone document and submitted to DEC in August
2007.

The HASP included on-site health and safety monitoring to protect remedial workers and others
entering the site and to also monitor for potential vapor impacts to the surrounding community. Health
and safety monitoring included periodic air monitoring for the presence of volatile organic compounds

(VOCs), visual assessment of airborne dust and dust particulate readings when appropriate.

In accordance with the HASP, monitoring for VOCs in the breathing zone and at the site perimeter was
conducted with a photo-ionization detector a minimum of once per hour during excavation and / or

loading of affected soil.
No exceedances in VOC detections were reported during the excavation work, however, nuisance

odors were noted frequently during excavation and loading of contaminated soil. No complaints were

reported by area residents or businesses during implementation of the IRM.
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2.8 REMEDIAL ACTION OBJECTIVES
Based on the results of the Remedial Investigation, the following Remedial Action Objectives (RAQOSs)

have been identified for this Site.

2.8.1 Groundwater RAOs
RAOs for Public Health Protection

e Prevent ingestion of groundwater containing contaminant levels exceeding drinking water

standards.

e Prevent contact with, or inhalation of, volatiles emanating from contaminated groundwater.

RAOs for Environmental Protection
e Restore ground water aquifer, to the extent practicable, to pre-disposal/pre-release conditions.
e Prevent the discharge of contaminants to surface water.

e Remove the source of ground or surface water contamination.

2.8.2 Soil RAOs

RAOQOs for Public Health Protection
e Prevent ingestion/direct contact with contaminated soil.
e Prevent inhalation of, or exposure to, contaminants volatilizing from contaminated soil.
e RAOs for Environmental Protection

e Prevent migration of contaminants that would result in groundwater or surface water

contamination.
e Prevent impacts to biota due to ingestion/direct contact with contaminated soil that would cause

toxicity or bioaccumulation through the terrestrial food chain.

3.0 DESCRIPTION OF APPROVED REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN

The Site was remediated in accordance with the scope of work presented in the NYSDEC-approved
Remedial Action Work Plan dated December 2008 and IRM Work Plan dated November 2007. The

factors considered during the analysis of remedial alternatives included:

e Protection of human health and the environment;
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Compliance with standards, criteria, and guidelines (SCGs);
Short-term effectiveness and impacts;

Long-term effectiveness and permanence;

Reduction of toxicity, mobility, or volume of contaminated material;
Implementability;

Cost effectiveness;

Community Acceptance; and

Land use.

A criterion for remedy selection is evaluation for conformance with SCGs that are applicable, relevant

and appropriate. Principal SCGs that are applicable, relevant and appropriate for evaluating the

alternatives for remediation of this BCP site include the following:

6 NYCRR Part 375-6 Soil Cleanup Objectives

New York State Groundwater Quality Standards — 6 NYCRR Part 703;

NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values — TOGS 1.1.1;

NYSDEC Draft DER-10 Technical Guidance for Site Investigation and Remediation -
December 2002 (or later version if available);

NYSDEC Draft Brownfield Cleanup Program Guide — May 2004;

New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) Generic Community Air Monitoring Plan
NYS Waste Transporter Permits — 6 NYCRR Part 364;

NYS Solid Waste Management Requirements — 6 NYCRR Part 360 and Part 364.

Conformance with the appropriate standards for remediation of contaminated soil is an important

criterion in evaluating the remedial alternatives for the BCP site. Presently, in New York State 6

NYCRR Part 375 establishes the primary SCGs associated with remediation of contaminated soil at

sites which are in the BCP. If proposing remediation pursuant to a Track other than Track 1

(Unrestricted Use), 6 NYCRR Part 375 requires evaluation of at least one remedial alternative pursuant

to Track I (Unrestricted Use) and one other alternative developed by the applicant for the proposed use
of the BCP site.
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3.1

SUMMARY OF PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION

Below is a description of the proposed Remedial Actions required by the NYSDEC-approved
Remedial Action Work Plan. The Remedial Actions completed at the site included the following
elements:

1.

Chemical Inventory and Hydraulic Lift Removal. Prior to the demolition of the building, an
interior inspection will be performed to determine the status of chemical inventory and
hydraulic lifting equipment. If present, the hydraulic system reservoir tank will be emptied and
the system will be dismantled and removed from the site. Petroleum products, and automotive
chemicals, if present, will be removed from the site by a licensed Hazardous Waste Transport
contractor and properly disposed of (or recycled) as non-hazardous or hazardous materials;
Investigation and removal of drainage structures, surface drains and related piping which
included removal of subsurface piping related to the underground storage tank system;
Excavation of all overburden soil to the bedrock surface to the property line. All excavated soil
will be transported and disposed of in accordance with all local, State and Federal laws and
requirements. All exported material will be taken to facilities licensed to accept this material in
full compliance with all Federal, State and local laws;

Screening for indications of contamination (by visual means, odor, and monitoring with PID)
of all excavated soil during intrusive Site work;

Excavation of bedrock for construction of a basement level parking garage. Non-contaminated
bedrock material was sent to a recycling facility in full compliance with all Federal, State and
local laws;

Appropriate off-Site disposal of all material removed from the Site in accordance with all
Federal, State and local rules and regulations for handling, transport, and disposal,

Collection and analysis of end-point samples to evaluate the performance of the remedy with
respect to attainment of Track 1 SCOs;

Importation of materials used for backfill in compliance in compliance with a) Part 375-6.7 and
b) all federal, state and local rules and regulations for handling and transport of materials;

The removal of LPH from monitoring wells using VEFR recovery. This program will continue
under the SMP;

35




Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY Final Engineering Report

10.

11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

The injection of a chemical oxidant solution to remediate the contaminated groundwater
beneath the site. Chemical oxidants were injected throughout the site through pvc injection
points installed into the bedrock. This program will continue under the SMP;

The BCP site will be covered by a building which includes an unoccupied area (subgrade
parking garage) and an occupied area (at grade retail). The occupied area has been constructed
with a vapor barrier and sub-slab depressurization system beneath the slab. The unoccupied
garage area will be ventilated with a mechanical system to meet the requirements of the NYC
Building Code. Activation of the SSDS will be initiated prior to building occupation. The
specifications for SSDS start-up testing are detailed in this SMP;

All responsibilities associated with the remedy, including permitting requirements and
pretreatment requirements, were addressed in accordance with all applicable Federal, State and
local rules and regulations.

Remedial activities were performed at the Site in accordance with the NYSDEC-approved
RAWP, IRM WP, Health and Safety Plan and Community Air Monitoring Plan.

If Track 1 is not achieved by the remedy, the recording of an Environmental Easement
including institutional controls to prevent future exposure to any remaining residual
contamination: and

Publication of a Site Management Plan for long term management of residual contamination as

required by the Environmental Easement.

Items 1-7 were previously completed under an IRM. Items 8 and 9 were initiated under the IRM and/or

RAWP and will continue under the Site Management Plan (SMP). The continuation of remedial

activities will be performed at the Site in accordance with the NYSDEC-approved Site Management
Plan (SMP). All deviations from the SMP will be promptly reported to NYSDEC for approval and

fully explained in the Final Site Management Report.
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4.0 DESCRIPTION OF REMEDIAL ACTIONS PERFORMED

Remedial activities completed at the Site were conducted in accordance with the NYSDEC-approved
RAWP for the Former Dico G Auto and Truck Repair Site (December, 2008) and the NYSDEC
Approved IRMWP (November, 2007). The approved RAWP is included in Appendix A. All
deviations from the RAWP are noted below.

4.1 GOVERNING DOCUMENTS

Governing documents and procedures included in the Remedial Work Plan include a Site-specific
Health and Safety Plan (HASP), a Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP), a Citizen Participation
Plan, a Soil Management Plan (SoMP) analytical quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC), fluid
management procedures, a Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan SWPPP, and contractors' site
operations and quality control procedures. Highlights of these documents and procedures are provided

in the following sections.

4.1.1 Site Specific Health & Safety Plan (HASP)

All remedial work performed under this Remedial Action was in full compliance with governmental
requirements, including Site and worker safety requirements mandated by Federal OSHA. The Health
and Safety Plan (HASP) was complied with for all remedial and invasive work performed at the Site.

The Site Safety Coordinator was Kevin Brussee. A resume is included in Appendix O

4.1.2 Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP)
This document governed sampling and analytical methods for end-point sampling.

4.1.3 Construction Quality Assurance Plan (CQAP)

All construction work related to the remedy (i.e. soil excavation) was previously completed under an
IRM. Monitoring during soil excavation was performed to protect the health of site workers and the
surrounding community. A Health and Safety Plan (HASP) and Community Air Monitoring Plan
(CAMP) were previously developed for this project. These plans specify the monitoring procedures,
action levels, and contingency measures that are required to protect public health. Generally, air

monitoring during excavation consisted of real-time measurement of volatile emissions and dust levels.
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All intrusive and soil disturbance activities were monitored by an EBC representative who recorded
observations in the site field book and kept a photographic log of the daily activities. The installation
of chemical oxidant injection wells and oxidant injections was performed under the supervision of
EBC personnel under the direction of the Remediation Engineer. Additional oxidant objections will be
performed under the same level of oversight. EBC’s field representative provided daily updates to the
Project Manager and Remediation Engineer who both made periodic visits to the site as needed to

assure construction quality.

4.1.4 Soil/Materials Management Plan (SoMP)

A soil materials management plan was previously developed under the IRM for excavation, handling,
storage, transport and disposal of all soils/materials that were disturbed at the Site. This document
provided detailed plans for managing all soils/materials that were disturbed at the Site, including
excavation, handling, storage, transport and disposal. It also included all of the controls that were
applied to these efforts to assure effective, nuisance free performance in compliance with all applicable

Federal, State and local laws and regulations.

4.1.5 Storm-Water Pollution Prevention Plan (SWPPP)
This document addressed requirements of New York State Storm-Water Management Regulations
including physical methods to control and/or divert surface water flows and to limit the potential for

erosion and migration of Site soils, via wind or water.

The erosion and sediment controls for all remedial construction were performed in conformance with
requirements presented in the New York State Guidelines for Urban Erosion and Sediment Control.
Typical measures that were utilized at various stages of the project to limit the potential for erosion and
migration of soil included the use of temporary stabilized construction entrances/exits and dust control

measures.
4.1.6 Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP)

The Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP) provides measures for protection for on-site workers

and the downwind community (i.e., off-site receptors including residences, businesses, and on-site
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workers not directly involved in the remedial work) from potential airborne contaminant releases

resulting from remedial activities.

The action levels specified require increased monitoring, corrective actions to abate emissions, and/or
work shutdown. Additionally, the CAMP helps to confirm that the remedial work did not spread
contamination off-site through the air. The primary concerns for this site are vapors, nuisance odors

and dust particulates

4.1.7 Contractors Site Operations Plan (SOP)

The Remediation Engineer reviewed all plans and submittals for this remedial project (i.e. those listed
above plus contractor and sub-contractor document submittals) and confirmed that they were in
compliance with the RAWP. The Remediation Engineer ensured that all documents submitted for this
remedial project after the RAWP were approved, including contractor and sub-contractor document
submittals, were in compliance with the RAWP. All remedial documents were submitted to NYSDEC

and NYSDOH in a timely manner and prior to the start of work.

4.1.8 Community Participation Plan

A certification of mailing will be sent by Bedford Park Associates, LLC, Adee & Lester, LP and 3035
White Plains Retail, LLC to the NYSDEC project manager following the distribution of all remaining
Fact Sheets and notices that includes: (1) certification that the Fact Sheets were mailed; (2) the date
they were mailed; (3) a copy of the Fact Sheet; (4) a list of recipients (contact list); and (5) a statement

that the repository was inspected on (date) and that it contained all of applicable project documents.
No changes were made to approved Fact Sheets authorized for release by NYSDEC without written
consent of the NYSDEC. The approved Community Participation Plan for this project is attached in

Appendix P.

Document repositories have been established at the following locations for the duration of the project

and contain all applicable project documents:
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New York Public Library
Allerton Branch

2740 Barnes Avenue
Bronx, NY 10467

(718) 881-4240

Hours:

Mon. 10 am to 6 pm
Tues. 12 pmto 7 pm
Weds. 10 am to 6 pm
Fri. 1 pmto 6 pm
Sat. 10 am to 6 pm

4.2 REMEDIAL PROGRAM ELEMENTS

4.2.1 Involved Parties

Excavation of the site was performed by MAXX Construction under contract to Coastal Builders
Corporation, the construction division of the developer. Environmental Business Consultants is the
Environmental Consultant for the project. The Remedial Engineer for the project is Mr. Ariel

Czemerinski, P.E.

4.2.2 Site Preparation

Site preparation began in September 2007 with the removal of derelict cars, trucks and other
equipment from the site. This was followed by the removal of the remaining automotive chemical
inventory, 275 gallon fuel oil tank and hydraulic lift system on September 14, 2007, by American
Environmental Assessment (AEA) of Wyandanch, NY. Asbestos roofing materials were removed from
the station building in October, 2007 followed by building demolition and removal of the asphalt cap
at the site. Mobilization of excavating equipment to the site took place in the final week of November,
2007.

Mobilization for the chemical oxidant groundwater treatment program consisted of the delivery of
chemical oxidants to the site in 54 Ib bags. This material was stored on site on a wooden pallet and
securely covered with a protective tarp. Mixing and pumping equipment was mobilized for each day of

oxidant injection and removed from the site at the end of the day.
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A pre-construction meeting was held with NYSDEC and all contractors on November 26, 2007. A
complete list of agency approvals required by the RAWP is included in Appendix Q. This list includes
a citation of the law, statute or code to be complied with, the originating agency, and a contact name
and phone number in that agency. This will be updated in the Final Remediation Report. All SEQRA
requirements and all substantive compliance requirements for attainment of applicable natural resource
or other permits were achieved during this Remedial Action. A NYSDEC project sign was erected at

the project entrance and in place during all phases of the Remedial Action.

4.2.3 General Site Controls
The site was completely surrounded by a chain link fence during implementation or remedial activity

to restrict access by the public. The fence was properly secured at the end of the day.

A single construction entrance was used during the excavation of contaminated and overburden soils.
The construction entrance and loading area were stabilized with crushed stone, as necessary, to provide
a safe egress and ingress to the Site. Trucks and equipment leaving the site were “dry” decontaminated
using a broom and/or brushes by two dedicated construction laborers. The street in front of the

construction entrance was periodically inspected and swept during the removal of overburden soils.

Erosion control inspections were performed regularly to assure that surface rub-off was not leaving the
site. The method of excavation directed all run-off into the excavation where it was pumped into the

NYC combined sewer system under a NYCDEP sewer discharge permit.

4.2.4 Nuisance controls

During loading and off-site transport of overburden soil, trucks were staged along the White Plains
Road commercial corridor to avoid disturbing residents on side streets. Dust was minimal due to the
time of year in which the majority of the excavation work was performed. Visible dust was observed
and recorded by the site safety officer and checked with a personal dust monitor when appropriate to
assure compliance with the action levels established in the Health and Safety Plan. No complaints by

residents or business owners were reported for nuisance odors, dust or noise.

41




Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY Final Engineering Report

4.2.5 CAMP results

No exceedances in VOC detections were reported during the excavation work, however, nuisance
odors were noted frequently during excavation and loading of contaminated soil. No complaints were
reported by area residents or businesses during implementation of the IRM. Copies of the air
monitoring reports are provided in Appendix R.

4.2.6 Reporting
All daily and monthly reports are included in Appendix S. The digital photo log required by the
RAWRP is included in Appendix T.

4.3 CONTAMINATED MATERIALS REMOVAL

The IRM approved and implemented for the site included the removal and proper disposal of all
overburden soil to the bedrock surface followed by injections of a chemical oxidant solution at
specified locations throughout the site as may be needed to remediate groundwater. The excavation of
overburden soil began on December 6, 2007 and was largely completed by April 8, 2008. Oxidant
injections were performed on two occasions July 20, 2008 and on September 14, 2008. Although
significant improvements have been achieved in groundwater quality in response to the oxidant

treatment, further treatment is warranted.

A list of the Track 1SCOs for this project is shown in Table 1. A map of the location of original
sources is shown in Figure 11. Contour maps of estimated cut and fill thicknesses for remedial

activities at the Site is included as Figures 14 and 15.

4.3.1 Excavation and Disposal of Overburden Soil

All overburden soil was removed from the Site in accordance with the procedures outlined under the
approved IRM Work Plan (EBC 10/07). The excavation of overburden soil began on December 6,
2007 and continued through December 12, 2007 within the south and southeastern areas of the
property. Excavation was then suspended until January 2, 2008, to allow shoring along the western
property line to progress. The majority of the soil excavation was completed during the month of
January though small (1 or 2 day) shipment events continued each month through June 5, 2008.
Overburden soil varied in thickness from 2-4 feet in the northern half of the site and along the east
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central area of the site, to 8-12 feet in the southern half of the site. Soil excavation was performed with
two track-mounted bucket excavators and loaded directly on to 10-wheel dump trucks provided by the
disposal facility. In accordance with the approved IRM Work Plan, a gravel road was constructed and
maintained, as needed, to the edge of the excavation / load-out area to minimize dust generation and
the off-site tracking of site soil. Two laborers inspected and brushed off the wheels and undercarriage

of each truck before it exited the site and periodically swept the street and the site ingress / egress.

All excavated soil was disposed of as non-hazardous waste at permitted disposal facilities operated by
Clean Earth incorporated. The majority of soil was taken to the Clean Earth of Carteret facility (CEC)
located in Carteret, NJ. The CEC facility (ID# 13231) is a Class B Recycling Center operating under
permit No. CBGO060003 (expiration date 3/7/12) issued by the New Jersey Department of
Environmental Protection (NJDEP). Approximately 25 loads were shipped to the Clean Earth of
Southeastern Pennsylvania facility (CESP) located in Morristown, PA. The CESP facility is solid
waste processing facility operating under permit No. 301254 (expiration date 1/19/17) issued by the

Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP).

A total of 10,537.98 tons of non-hazardous overburden soil was shipped to the Clean Earth facilities
for disposal. The Soil Cleanup Objectives for this Site are listed in Table 1. A contour map showing

the thickness of all cuts is included in Figure 14.

Approximately 868 cubic yards (1,302 tons) of virgin mined stone dust and % inch gravel material was
imported to the Site for backfill and underlayment. This material was obtained from Tilcon Inc. Mt.
Hope Quarry located at 625 Mt Hope Road in Morris County New Jersey and was defined as virgin-
mined gneiss. The final fill survey and volume report prepared by Carman Dunne is presented as
Figure 15.

4.3.1.1 Disposal Details

All excavated soil was disposed of as non-hazardous waste at permitted disposal facilities operated by
Clean Earth incorporated. The majority of soil was taken to the Clean Earth of Carteret facility (CEC)
located in Carteret, NJ. The CEC facility (ID# 13231) is a Class B Recycling Center operating under
permit No. CBG060003 (expiration date 3/7/12) issued by the New Jersey Department of
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Environmental Protection (NJDEP). Approximately 25 loads were shipped to the Clean Earth of
Southeastern Pennsylvania facility (CESP) located in Morristown, PA. The CESP facility is solid
waste processing facility operating under permit No. 301254 (expiration date 1/19/17) issued by the

Pennsylvania Department of Environmental Protection (PADEP).

A total of 10,537.98 tons of non-hazardous overburden soil was shipped to the Clean Earth facilities
for disposal. Copies of the non-hazardous disposal manifests are provided in Appendix H. Letters
from Applicants to disposal facility owners and acceptance letters from disposal facility owners are
attached in Appendix G. Table 10 shows the total quantities of each class of material removed from

the Site and the disposal locations.

4.3.2 Excavation and Disposal of Bedrock

Following the removal of overburden soils in the southern half of the property, work began on
excavation of bedrock for construction of the basement level garage area. This work began on January
10, 2008 by chipping through the bedrock surface with a hydraulic demolition hammer attached to the

track excavator.

Excavated bedrock was shipped from the site to the Tilcon NY, Inc. Quarry in Millington, NJ. The
facility recycles the material for use in a variety of products such as railroad ballast, aggregate for
concrete, etc. A field technician observed the excavation process and screened the work area visual or
olfactory indications of petroleum contamination. Contaminated zones were identified along several
fracture plains within central area of the site in the vicinity of the former north dispenser pad.
Petroleum contaminated bedrock, as determined through screening, was stockpiled separately and

shipped to the Clean Earth facility along with the remainder of overburden soil.

In concurrence with the DEC PM, samples of the uncontaminated bedrock were collected at three
locations across the site (Figure 13) and submitted to Chemtech Laboratories for analysis of VOCs,
SVOCs, Pest/PCBs and TAL metals. The results when compared to the Part 375-6.3 unrestricted use
standards identified minor exceedances for three metals which were considered representative of the
uncontaminated bedrock chemistry. EBC forwarded the analytical results to the DEC on January 24,
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2008 and requested approval to ship uncontaminated bedrock material to the Tilcon facility (see
Appendix K). EBC received verbal approval from the DEC PM on January 25, 2008.

4.3.2.1 Disposal Details
A total of 6,875 cubic yards of uncontaminated bedrock was shipped to the Tilcon facility from

January 30, 2008 through May 12, 2008. Copies of the transport tickets are provided in Appendix J.

4.3.3 Excavation Dewatering

In general, the final depth of the excavation did not extend to the groundwater surface at approximately
15 feet below grade, though groundwater was encountered in several over-excavated areas in the
southern end of the property. In addition, heavy rains, snowfall and run-off resulted in the
accumulation of 6 inches to 2 feet of standing water within the partially excavated basement area

requiring dewatering.

4.3.3.1 Disposal Details

A sewer discharge permit was filed with the New York City Department of Environmental Protection
(NYCDEP) on January 27, 2008 to allow the discharge of up to 9,900 gallons per day into the
combined sewer manhole located within the fenced area of the site along White Plains Road. The
permit was approved by the NYCDEP on March 12, 2008. Dewatering operations consisted of
pumping water out of the excavation with a small centrifugal pump located at the surface, through two
200 pound activated carbon drums connected in parallel, and into the open sewer manhole within the
fenced area of the property. It took approximately 1 week to remove the accumulated water from the
excavation. Dewatering of the excavation continued on an as-needed basis from late March through the
end of April. A copy of the sewer discharge permit, permit application package and treatment system
design specifications is provided in Appendix L.

4.4 LPH RECOVERY PROGRAM

LPH recovery was initiated in MW8 by daily hand bailing during the Remedial Investigation.
Approximately 9.5 inches of weathered gasoline was present in well MW8 on 11/2/07. The gasoline
was removed by hand bailing which was repeated on a weekly basis through 1/10/08 when the wells

were lost due to excavation activity. Removed gasoline was stored on-site in a 55 gallon drum.
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Following the initial removal, only minor amounts (<0.1 ft) of free phase gasoline were reported in
MWS8. In an attempt to delineate the free-phase gasoline found in MWS8, four additional monitoring
wells (MW13-MW16) were installed around MW8 on 11/9/07. These wells were also checked on a
weekly basis through 1/10/08 with no free phase gasoline reported.

LPH was also discovered following the completion of excavation activity, in well IRM-W7 which was
installed with eight other wells to monitor the chemical oxidant treatment program. On 10/3/08, 0.15
feet of LPH was measured in well IRM-W?7. LPH removal was initiated in IRM-W7 on 12/16/08 using
vacuum enhanced fluid recovery (VEFR). The 6-hour VEFR event was accomplished using a vacuum
tanker truck equipped with a 3 foot section of clear, 2- inch diameter, pvc pipe. The 2-inch pvc section
was connected to a 1 inch diameter pvc "stinger" pipe using a 2 inch by 1 inch "fernco™ reducer. The
stinger was initially set 2 feet below the water table. When fluid recovery ceased after the first 5
hours, the stinger was reset approximately 1 foot lower for the final hour of recovery. Approximately
900 gallons of VOC contaminated water were recovered from the well during the event. LPH was not

present in the well during follow-up gauging both immediately after the event and the following day.

VEFR events will continue as needed, under the SMP, to remove any remaining LPH. Hand bailing
may be used to supplement VEFR recovery between recovery events. The decision to perform VEFR
events will be based on monitoring results and will be made in concurrence with the NYSDEC project

manager. Details regarding future VEFR events are provided in section 2.2.1.2 of the SMP.

4.5 CHEMICAL OXIDANT TREATMENT PROGRAM

Twelve oxidant injection points were installed throughout the basement level parking garage area on
June 21, 22, 28 and 29, 2008, to target affected groundwater as defined by the results of the Remedial
Investigation. The injection points were constructed of 1 inch pvc with a 5 foot 0.020 screened section
installed within a 2-inch borehole cored into the bedrock, approximately five-feet below the water
table. A No. 2 morie gravel pack was placed around the screen to a depth of approximately 1 foot
above the screen followed by a 1 foot hydrated bentonite pellet seal. The injection wells were initially
protected with a 4 inch pvc sleeve to protect the well during construction activity within the basement.
Oxidant injections were performed on two occasions; initially on July 20, 2008 and again on

September 14, 2008. Based on the results of performance monitoring following the initial injection,
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three additional injection wells were installed at the site on September 13, 2008, just prior to the
second injection. The three new injection wells were located in the vicinity of the former north
dispenser pad, adjacent to the elevator shaft in the new building. The purpose of these additional
injection points was to target a high concentration area of VOC affected groundwater in the vicinity of
monitoring well IRM-7. See Figure 16 for locations of the injection points.

The oxidant injections consisted of a sodium persulfate a chelated iron activator. Both components
were delivered to the site as a dry powder and mixed then with water on-site to create a 15 to 20
percent solution. The activator was added at a ratio of 9 Ibs of FEEDTA powder to each 55 Ib bag of
sodium persulfate. The injections consisted of approximately 100 gallons of solution per injection
point. The initial injection consisted of a single application of 100 gallons of solution in each of the
twelve injection points. The second injection included the single injections in each of the original
twelve injection points plus the three new points installed near the elevator shaft. Well completion
reports for IRM performance monitoring wells and chemical injection wells (typical) are provided in

Appendix M.

Chemical oxidants were also injected in wells IRM-W7, IRM-W10, IRM-W12 and IRM-W13
following VEFR events in December 2008.

46 REMEDIAL PERFORMANCE SAMPLE RESULTS

Six IRM performance monitoring wells (IRM1-IRM6) were installed in the basement area of the
excavation on May 24, 25 and 26, 2008 to monitor and direct the oxidant injection program. The
monitoring wells were installed by coring a 2-inch borehole into the bedrock, approximately five-feet
below the water table. The wells were constructed of 1 inch pvc with a 7-foot 0.010 screened section
able with a No. 00 morie gravel pack placed around the screen to a depth of approximately 1 foot
above the screen followed by a 1 foot hydrated bentonite pellet seal. The monitoring wells were
initially protected with a 4 inch pvc sleeve to protect the well during construction activity within the

basement.

In addition to the six basement wells, two monitoring wells (IWM8, IRM9) were installed within the

retail area of the new building on June 11, 2008. Due to the required drilling depth through bedrock
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(20 ft) these wells were installed within a 6 inch borehole advanced using the air rotary drilling
method. The wells were constructed of 2 inch pvc casing with a 10 foot 0.10 screened section set
approximately 5 feet below the water table. The wells were completed with a No. 00 morie gravel pack
paced to a depth of approximately 5 feet above the screen followed by a hydrated bentonite seal. The
wells were protected with an 8-inch bolt down manhole cover. A third well (IRM-7) was installed on
August 2, 2008 using the rock coring method. Consequently, well IRM-7 was constructed in the same
manner and using the same materials as those of the basement wells IRM-1 through IRM-6. On
October 3, 2008, 0.15 feet of liquid phase hydrocarbons (LPH) were reported in IRM-W?7. In an effort
to delineate the LPH, three additional wells (IRM-W10, 11 and 12) were installed at the site on
December 20, 21, and 23, 2008. IRM-W13 was also installed at this time to replace MW-8 and assess
the presence of LPH. The locations of the performance monitoring wells are shown in Figure 16.
This figure includes the proposed location of two replacement wells for IRM-W8 and IRM-W9 should
these wells become inaccessible in the event that this space is leased after construction is completed in
March, 2009.

Groundwater samples were obtained from wells IRM-1 through IRM-6 on May 27, 2008. Wells IRM-8
and IRM-9 were sampled on July 17, 2008 following installation. This initial round of sampling was
performed to establish baseline conditions prior to initiating the oxidant injection program. A second
round of sampling was performed on August 8, 2008 following the installation of IRM-7 and after the
initial oxidant injection on July 10, 2008. Samples from both rounds were collected in pre-cleaned
laboratory supplied glassware, stored in a cooler with ice and submitted to Chemtech Laboratories, Inc.
(Chemtech) of Mountainside, NJ, a New York State ELAP certified environmental laboratory (ELAP
Certification No. 11376).

The results of the base line sampling on May 27, 2008, as summarized in Table 6 and Figure 17,
indicated that moderate concentrations (2,000 to 6,000 ug/L) of VOCs were present in wells IRM-3
and IRM-5 in the vicinity of the former south and north dispenser pads and in well IRM-1 near the
south property line. The second round of sampling on August 8, 2008, which was after the initial
oxidant application, showed a significant reduction in VOC concentrations in wells IRM-1, IRM-3 and
IRM-5. IRM-7, which was sampled for the first time, had high concentrations of total VOCs (14,310

ug/L). Results from the second IRM performance sampling round are summarized in Table 7 and
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posted on Figure 18. Based on these results, three additional injection wells were installed to address
the southern portion of the retail area and a second oxidant injection was performed on September 14,
2008.

A third performance sampling round was performed on October 3, 2008. The results from this round

are summarized in Table 8 and posted on Figure 19.

A tabular and map summary of all performance sampling is included in Table 9 and Figure 20,
respectively, all exceedances of SCOs are highlighted. Laboratory reports for the three performance

sampling rounds are provided in Appendix N.

The Data Usability Summary Report (DUSR) provides a thorough evaluation of analytical data
without third party data validation. The primary objective of a DUSR is to determine whether or not
the data, as presented, meets the site/project specific criteria for data quality and data use. Final post-
remedial groundwater samples collected under the approved SMP will be reviewed and evaluated in
accordance with the Guidance for the Development of Data Usability Summary Reports as presented
in Appendix 2B of DER-10. The completed DUSR for Final post-remedial samples collected during

implementation of this RAWP will be included in the Final Remediation Report.

47  MATERIAL IMPORTED FOR BACKFILL

Approximately 868 cubic yards (1,302 tons) of virgin mined stone dust and % inch gravel material was
imported to the Site for backfill and underlayment. This material was obtained from the Tilcon Inc. Mt.
Hope Quarry located at 625 Mt Hope Road in Morris County New Jersey and was defined as virgin-

mined gneiss.

4.8 RESIDUAL CONTAMINATION REMAINING ON-SITE
No residually contaminated soil remains at the site following the implementation of the IRM. Under
the IRM all overburden soil at the site was removed to the bedrock surface. Bedrock was also removed

within the parking garage area in accordance with the site development plan.
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Since residual contaminated groundwater/soil vapor will remain beneath the Site after the remedy is
complete, short-term (i.e., less than 5 years duration) Engineering and Institutional Controls (ECs and
ICs) are required to protect human health and the environment. These ECs and ICs are described
hereafter. Long-term management of EC/ICs and of residual contamination will be executed under a
Site specific Site Management Plan (SMP) that has been developed and is included in this FER
(Appendix A).

ECs will be implemented to protect public health and the environment by appropriately managing
residual contamination. The Controlled Property (the Site) will have 3 short-term (<5ys) EC systems:

e A sub-slab depressurization system and vapor barrier beneath the occupied area of the new
building;
e LPH recovery; and

e Chemical oxidant treatment.

4.9 ENGINEERING CONTROL SYSTEMS

4.9.1 Sub-slab Depressurization System (SSDS)

An active SSD system will be required beneath the completed retail section of the building to mitigate
potential vapor intrusion, since improvement in groundwater quality is expected to occur at the site
over time. An SSD system will not be required beneath the parking garage since this area will be

ventilated to remove vehicle fumes in accordance with the NYC Building Code.

The SSD system and vapor barrier were designed and incorporated into the new building plans as a
preventive measure for the retail space in the new building. Design details of the SSD system beneath
the 11,000 square foot commercial area on the ground floor will consist of three separate zones. Each
zone will provide coverage of up to 3,666 sf of slab area. This is consistent with USEPA sub-slab
depressurization design specifications which recommend a separate vent loop for every 4,000 sf of slab

area.

50




Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY Final Engineering Report

The horizontal vent line is constructed of a continuous loop of perforated 4-inch HDPE smooth interior
pipe. In each zone the horizontal pipe will extend to an adjacent utility chase-way where it will be
piped individually to the roof via a 6-inch schedule 40 pvc line. Fill material around the horizontal vent
piping is virgin-mined, ¥ inch to % inch gravel. Each vertical vent line will be connected to a
fan/blower located on the roof of the building. The layout of the sub-slab portions of the SSDS is
illustrated in Figure 21. Detailed specifications of the SSD system are provided in Appendix U.

The SSD system will be operated and tested prior to placing the new building in service. The
specifications for SSDS start-up testing are detailed in Section 3 of the SMP.

Procedures for operating and maintaining the SSD system and for performing LPH recovery and
chemical oxidant injections are documented in the Operation and Maintenance Plan (Section 4 of the
SMP). Procedures for monitoring the SSD system and the performance of LPH recovery and chemical
oxidant treatments are included in the Monitoring Plan (Section 3 of the SMP). The Monitoring Plan
also addresses severe condition inspections in the event that a severe condition occurs which may

affect controls at the Site .

Operation of the SSD system will not be discontinued without written approval by NYSDEC and
NYSDOH. A proposal to discontinue the active SSD system may be submitted by the property owner
based on confirmatory data that justifies such request. Systems will remain in place and operational
until permission to discontinue use is granted in writing by NYSDEC and NYSDOH.

4.9.2 LPH Recovery Program

LPH removal initiated under the RAWP, will continue on a monthly basis, as necessary, using vacuum
enhanced fluid recovery (VEFR) events. VEFR events will be performed on a monthly basis on all
monitoring wells which contain 0.5 inches (0.04 feet) or more of LPH. Each event will last from 4 to 6
hours and will be performed using a vacuum tanker truck equipped with a 1 inch diameter pvc
"stinger" downpipe. The downpipe will be connected to the 2 inch well casing using a 2 inch by 1 inch
"fernco” reducer. The stinger will initially be set no more than 2 feet below the water table. If fluid
recovery ceases altogether, the downpipe will be re-set deeper in the well, as needed, to continue

recovery.
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Depth to water (DTW) and depth to product (DTP) readings will be recorded in a log book both before
and after the VEFR event.

Procedures for operating and maintaining the LPH Recovery Program are documented in the Operation
and Maintenance Plan in Section 4 of the Site Management Plan (SMP). The procedures for

monitoring the program are included in Section 3, “Monitoring Plan” of the SMP.

VEFR events will continue as needed to remove any remaining LPH. Hand bailing may be used to
supplement VEFR recovery between recovery events. The decision to perform VEFR events will be
based on monitoring results and will be made in concurrence with the NYSDEC Project Manager.
The LPH recovery program will not be discontinued without written approval from NYSDEC and
NYSDOH.

4.9.3 Chemical Oxidant Treatment of Groundwater

Following excavation of soil down to the bedrock throughout the site and the excavation of bedrock to
the final level in the parking garage area, a chemical oxidant injection program was initiated under the
IRM to reduce VOC concentrations in groundwater. This program was supplemented under the RAWP

and will continue as needed until remedial goals have been met.

This program consists of the injection of a chemical oxidant solution within the planned garage area
and retail area as needed to address affected groundwater as identified during the Remedial
Investigation. Chemical oxidant injection is intended to significantly reduce the VOCs in the high

concentration areas, and thereby accelerate the improvements in groundwater quality.

Volume and density application rates have been based on the manufacturer’s recommendations and the
conditions of the site. Documentation for the chemical oxidation treatment program is presented in

Appendix V.
Procedures for operating and maintaining the Chemical Oxidant Treatment Program are documented in

the Operation and Maintenance Plan in Section 4 of the Site Management Plan (SMP). The procedures

for monitoring the program are included in Section 3, “Monitoring Plan” of the SMP. The Monitoring
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Plan also addresses inspection procedures that must occur after any severe weather condition has taken

place that may affect on-Site ECs.

Chemical oxidant treatment will continue until a) VOC concentrations in groundwater are within
ambient water quality standards or b) VOC concentrations in groundwater have become asymptotic
over an extended period of time as mandated by NYSDEC and NYSDOH.

The chemical oxidant treatment program will not be discontinued without written approval from
NYSDEC and NYSDOH.

4.10 INSTITUTIONAL CONTROLS

A series of Institutional Controls are required under the RAWP to: (1) implement, maintain and
monitor Engineering Control systems; (2) prevent future exposure to residual contamination by
controlling disturbances of the subsurface contamination; and, (3) potentially restrict the use of the Site
to residential / commercial uses only. Adherence to these Institutional Controls on the Site (Controlled
Property) is required under the Environmental Easement and will be implemented under this Site

Management Plan. These Institutional Controls are:

e Compliance with the Environmental Easement by the Grantor and the Grantor’s successors and
assigns with all elements of the SMP;

e All Engineering Controls must be operated and maintained as specified in the SMP;

e A composite cover system consisting of asphalt covered roads, concrete covered sidewalks, and
concrete building slabs must be inspected, certified and maintained as required in the SMP;

e A soil vapor mitigation system consisting of a sub-slab depressurization system under the retail
area of the building must be inspected, certified, operated and maintained as required in the
SMP;

e All Engineering Controls on the Controlled Property must be inspected and certified at a
frequency and in a manner defied in the SMP.

e Groundwater, soil vapor, and other environmental or public health monitoring must be

performed as defined in the SMP;
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Data and information pertinent to Site Management for the Controlled Property must be

reported at the frequency and in a manner defined in the SMP;

On-Site environmental monitoring devices, including but not limited to, groundwater monitor

wells and soil vapor probes, must be protected and replaced as necessary to ensure the devices

function in the manner specified in this SMP.

Engineering Controls may not be discontinued without an amendment or the extinguishment of

this Environmental Easement.

The Site Controlled Property has a series of Institutional Controls in the form of Site restrictions.

Adherence to these Institutional Controls is required by the Environmental Easement. Site restrictions

that apply to the Controlled Property are:
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The use of the groundwater underlying the Controlled Property is prohibited without
treatment rendering it safe for intended purpose;

The Controlled Property may only be used for residential / commercial provided that the
long-term Engineering and Institutional Controls included in the SMP are employed.

The Controlled Property may not be used for a higher level of use, such as unrestricted
residential use without an amendment or the extinguishment of this Environmental
Easement.

Grantor agrees to submit to NYSDEC a written statement that certifies, under penalty of
perjury, that: (1) controls employed at the Controlled Property are unchanged from the
previous certification or that any changes to the controls were approved by the NYSDEC;
and, (2) nothing has occurred that impairs the ability of the controls to protect public health
and environment or that constitute a violation or failure to comply with the SMP.
NYSDEC retains the right to access such Controlled Property at any time in order to
evaluate the continued maintenance of any and all controls. This certification shall be
submitted annually, or an alternate period of time that NYSDEC may allow. This annual

statement must be certified by an expert that the NYSDEC finds acceptable.

DEVIATIONS FROM THE REMEDIAL ACTION WORK PLAN
There were no deviations from the Remedial Action Work Plan.
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412 SITE MANAGEMENT PLAN

A Site Management Plan (SMP) has been prepared to detail recommended operation and maintenance
and sampling activities to be conducted at the site to ensure that engineering and institutional controls
remain in place and continue to operate as intended. The NYSDEC approved SMP is provided in
Appendix A of this FER and is summarized in the following sections.

Engineering Controls, Institutional Controls Plan

Since residual contamination of groundwater and soil gas exists beneath the Site, Engineering
Controls, Institutional Controls (EC/ICs) and an Environmental Easement are required to protect
human health and the environment. The EC/IC Plan, contained in the SMP, describes the procedures

for the implementation and management of all EC/ICs at the Site including:

* A description of EC/ICs on the Site;

* The basic operation and intended role of each implemented EC/IC;

* A description of the features that should be evaluated during each semi-annual inspection and
compliance certification period; and

* A description of plans and procedures to be followed for implementation of EC/ICs.

A series of Institutional Controls required under a RAWP are to: (1) implement, maintain and monitor
Engineering Control systems; (2) prevent future exposure to residual contamination by controlling
disturbances of the subsurface contamination; and, (3) restrict the use of the Site to current uses.
Adherence to these Institutional Controls on the Site is required under the Environmental Easement
and will be implemented under the SMP. The Environmental Easement for the Site is included as
Appendix W.

Monitoring Plan

The Monitoring Plan describes the measures for evaluating the performance and effectiveness of the
implemented ECs in reducing or mitigating groundwater contamination at the Site. ECs at the Site
include a sub-slab depressurization system. This Monitoring Plan is subject to revision by NYSDEC.
Performance monitoring will be conducted to verify the effectiveness of the SSD system.
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This effort will consist of liquid level gauging on a weekly basis initially to evaluate the effectiveness
of the LPH recovery, quarterly performance groundwater monitoring to evaluate the effectiveness of
the chemical oxidant treatment program, bi-annual sub-slab soil vapor testing to evaluate the continued
presence of vapors beneath the slab in the retail area of the building and a bi-annual inspection of the
SSD System to confirm that the system, it's controls and alarms continue to function properly.

Should the SSD system require maintenance, a follow up inspection will be conducted to confirm that
the work was completed and the system is operating properly. A Site-wide inspection will be
performed on a regular schedule at a minimum of twice a year for a period of up to five (5) years
unless otherwise directed by the NYSDEC. The Site-wide inspection will be performed during the bi-

annual sampling event.

Forms and any other information generated during regular monitoring events and inspections will be
kept on file. Forms, and other relevant reporting formats used during the monitoring/inspection events,
will be (1) subject to approval by NYSDEC and (2) submitted at the time of the semi-annual Site
Management Report, as specified in the Reporting Plan of the SMP. Monitoring results will be
reported to NYSDEC on a quarterly basis in status reports and on an annual basis in the Site

Management Report. Data will be reported in hard copy or digital format as determined by NYSDEC.

Sub-Slab Depressurization System and Sub-Slab Vapor Sampling

It is anticipated that the sub-slab depressurization system will continue to be operated as a preventive
measure for a period of five (5) years since significant reduction in VOCs in groundwater have been
achieved and the residual source areas have been removed. The active SSD system will not be
discontinued without written approval by NYSDEC and NYSDOH. A proposal to discontinue the
active SSD system may be submitted by the property owner based on confirmatory data that justifies

such request.

Systems will remain in place and operational until permission to discontinue use is granted in writing
by NYSDEC and NYSDOH. Sub-slab soil gas samples will be collected from four sub-slab sample
ports (SS1 through SS4) on a bi-annual basis. Sampling will be conducted in accordance with

NYSDOH protocol for sub-slab vapor sampling. Samples will be analyzed for VOCs by method EPA
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TO15. Sub-slab soil gas samples will continue to be collected on a bi-annual basis during the operation
of the SSD system unless otherwise decided upon with the NYSDEC and the NYSDOH. Following
receipt of the sample results, a letter report documenting the field activities and sample results will be
prepared and submitted to the NYSDEC and NYSDOH.

Groundwater Sampling

Groundwater samples will be collected from the existing on-Site monitoring well network, on a
quarterly basis. Sampling will be conducted in accordance with Section 3 of the Site Management Plan
Groundwater samples will be analyzed for VOCs (by EPA method 8260), persulfate and Fe®".
.Following receipt of the groundwater sample results, a letter report documenting the field activities

and sample results will be prepared and submitted to the NYSDEC.

Existing on-site and offsite wells will be sampled on a quarterly basis. The sampling frequency may be
modified by NYSDEC. The SMP will be modified to reflect changes in sampling plans approved by
NYSDEC.

Operation and Maintenance Plan

The SSD systems at the site will operate 24/7 with no maintenance requirements. Periodic bi-annual
inspections will be performed to assure that the system is continuing to operate properly. Each fan will
be fitted with a pressure switch which will activate a visual and audible alarm if the fan stops

operating.

The start-up test procedure will first consist of a visual inspection to make sure all of the system
components are installed properly. Following this, each system will be started individually and
checked for leaks and adequate pressure at the discharge stack. Power to each blower will then be cut
in sequence to verify that each warning alarm is functioning properly. Negative pressure readings will
be taken at each soil vapor implant (SG1-SG4, shown on Figure 22) with a digital manometer. The
system testing described above will be conducted if, in the course of the SSD system lifetime,
significant changes are made to the system, and the system restarted.
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The SSD systems are maintenance free. The fans should only stop operating in the event of a power
outage or a severe blockage. The visual / audible alarm is triggered when negative pressure is not
maintained in the vertical vent system piping. In the event that one of the system alarms trips, the

owner, owner's representative or Environmental Business Consultants should be contacted for repairs.

LPH removal will continue on a monthly basis, as necessary, using vacuum enhanced fluid recovery
(VEFR) events. VEFR events will be performed on a monthly basis on all monitoring wells which

contain 0.5 inches (0.04 feet) or more of LPH. Each event will last from 4 to 6 hours.

LPH recovery will be performed using a vacuum tanker truck equipped with a 1 inch diameter pvc
"stinger" downpipe. The downpipe will be connected to the 2 inch well casing using a 2 inch by 1 inch
"fernco™ reducer. The stinger will initially be set no more than 2 feet below the water table. If fluid
recovery ceases altogether, the downpipe will be re-set deeper in the well, as needed, to continue
recovery. Depth to water (DTW) and depth to product (DTP) readings will be recorded in a log book
both before and after the VEFR event.

VEFR events will continue as needed to remove any remaining LPH. Hand bailing may be used to
supplement VEFR recovery between recovery events. LPH recovered through hand bailing will be
initially placed in a 5 gallon plastic bucket which will be emptied into a DOT-approved 55 gallon drum
stored on-Site. The contents of the drum will be removed using the vacuum tanker truck during the
regularly scheduled VEFR event.

The chemical oxidant treatment program consists of the injection of a chemical oxidant solution within
the occupied (retail) and unoccupied (garage area) areas as needed to address contaminated
groundwater as identified during the Remedial Investigation. Chemical oxidant injection is intended to
significantly reduce the VOCs in the high concentration areas, and thereby accelerate the

improvements in groundwater quality.
The oxidant injections will consist of a solution of sodium persulfate and chelated iron activator. Both

components will be delivered to the site as a dry powder and mixed then with water on-site to create a

10 to 30 percent solution. The activator will initially be added at a ratio of 9 Ibs of FeEEDTA powder to
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each 55 Ib bag of sodium persulfate. The injections will consist of approximately 100 gallons of

solution per injection point.

The volume of solution and the number and location of injections will be based on the results of
performance sampling and modified to concentrate on remaining areas with VOC concentrations above
cleanup goals. The ratio of FeEDTA to sodium persulfate will be modified in response to the results of
the performance sampling. If laboratory analysis shows persulfate concentrations above 250  mg/L
and Fe?* concentrations below 100 mg/L, the FeEDTA will be increased to 15 pounds per 55 pounds

of sodium persulfate.

Chemical oxidant treatment will continue as needed to achieve further significant reduction of VOCs
in groundwater at the site. The decision to perform subsequent oxidant applications will be based on
performance sampling results and will be made in concurrence with the NYSDEC project manager.

If biofouling or silt accumulation has occurred in the on-Site monitoring wells, the wells will be
physically agitated/surged and redeveloped. Additionally, monitoring wells will be properly
decommissioned and replaced (as per the Monitoring Plan), if an event renders the wells unusable. It is
anticipated that monitoring wells (IRM-W7, W8 and W9) inside of the occupied space of the new
building will be lost as early as March 2009 when construction of this space is completed. When this
occurs, interior wells IRM-W8 and IRM-W9 will be replaced with two new wells, PIRM-W14 and
PIRM-W15 located outside of the building as shown in Figure 16. IRM-W11, installed as an LPH
delineation well, will be used as a replacement well for IRM-W?7 if this well is no longer accessible.
The locations of three replacement wells have been specified and approved by NYSDEC, should these

wells require decommissioning due to reduced access.

Monitoring well caps and bolt-down manhole covers will be replaced and repaired as needed.
Maintenance reports and any other information generated during regular operations at the Site will be
kept at the Site. All reports, forms, and other relevant information generated will be available upon
request to the NYSDEC and submitted as part of the semi-annual Site Management Report, as
specified in the Section 5 of the SMP.
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Site Management Report

An annual Site Management Report will be submitted to NYSDEC following the 2009 reporting
period, by March 1, 2010. The Site Management Report will be prepared in accordance with NYSDEC
Draft DER-10 Technical Guidance for Site Investigation and Remediation requirements. This Site
Management Reporting Plan and its requirements are subject to revision by NYSDEC.

The Site Management Report will be submitted annually and will be submitted by March 1 of the
calendar year following the reporting period. Other activities such as groundwater and soil vapor
monitoring reports will be submitted quarterly (groundwater) and bi-annually (soil vapor) for the first
year, and as determined by NYSDEC thereafter, with those results also incorporated into the Annual

Site Management Report.
The Site Management Report will be submitted, in hard-copy format, to the Region 2 NYSDEC

offices, located at 41-40 21st Street, Long Island City, New York, and the NYSDOH, located at 547
River Street, Troy, NY 12180. Electronic formats will also be submitted to NYSDEC and NYSDOH
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TABLE 1A
RI Summary of Soil Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Volatile Organic Compounds

Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB1 SB1 SB1 SB2 SB2 SB3 SB4 SB4 SB4 SBS5 SB5 SBS5 SB6 SB7
Cleanup (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-12FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (0-4FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT)
Objectives

Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 680 27U 23U 23U 24U 24U 23U 23U 24U 22U 23U 21U 23U 24U 23U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 20U 17U 17U 18U 18U 17U 17U 18U 17U 17U 16U 17U 17U 17U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 19U 16U 16U 17U 17U 16U 16U 17U 16U 16U 15U 16U 17U 16U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 43U 37U 37U 38U 37U 37U 37U 38U 35U 37U 34U 36U 37U 37U
1,1-Dichloroethane 270 17U 15U 15U 15U 15U 15U 15U 16U 14U 15U 14U 15U 15U 15U
1,1-Dichloroethene 330 37U 32U 32U 33U 32U 32U 32U 33U 31U 32U 29U 31U 32U 32U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 44U 38U 38U 39U 38U 38U 38U 39U 36U 38U 35U 37U 38U 38U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 6.1U 52U 52U 54U 53U 52U 52U 54U 50U 52U 48U 51U 53U 53U
1,2-Dibromoethane 26U 22U 22U 23U 23U 22U 22U 23U 21U 22U 21U 22U 23U 22U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1,100 25U 22U 21U 22U 22U 21U 21U 22U 21U 21U 20U 21U 22U 22U
1,2-Dichloroethane 20 20U 17U 17U 18U 17U 17U 17U 18U 16U 17U 16U 17U 17U 17U
1,2-Dichloropropane 26U 22U 22U 23U 22U 22U 22U 23U 21U 22U 20U 22U 22U 22U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2,400 36U 31U 31U 32U 31U 31U 31U 32U 3.0U 31U 29U 3.0U 31U 31U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1,800 35U 3.0U 3.0U 31U 31U 3.0U 3.0U 31U 29U 3.0U 28U 3.0U 31U 3.0U
2-Butanone 18U 16 U 16 U 16U 16 U 16U 16 U 16 U 15U 16 U 14U 15U 16U 331J
2-Hexanone 23U 20U 20U 21U 20U 20U 20U 21U 19U 20U 18U 20U 20U 20U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 13U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 0ouU 11U 11U 11U
Acetone 50 22U 19U 19U 19U 19U 140 19U 19U 130J 19U 17U 18U 19U 210
Benzene 60 26U 22U 22U 23U 22U 22U 22U 23U 21U 22U 20U 22U 290 22U
Bromodichloromethane 22U 19U 18U 19U 19U 18U 18U 19U 18U 18U 17U 18U 19U 19U
Bromoform 20U 17U 17U 18U 17U 17U 17U 18U 17U 17U 16U 17U 17U 17U
Bromomethane 13U 11U 11U 12U 11U 11U 11U 12U 11U 11U 10U 11U 11U 11U
Carbon Disulfide 24U 20U 20U 21U 21U 20U 20U 21U 20U 20U 19U 20U 21U 21U
Carbon Tetrachloride 760 29U 25U 24U 25U 25U 24U 24U 26U 24U 24U 23U 24U 25U 25U
Chlorobenzene 1,100 23U 20U 20U 21U 20U 20U 20U 21U 19U 20U 18U 20U 20U 20U
Chloroethane 14U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 11U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U
Chloroform 370 23U 19U 19U 20U 20U 19U 19U 20U 19U 19U 18U 19U 20U 19U
Chloromethane 55U 48U 47U 49U 48U 47U 47U 49U 45U 47U 44U 46U 48U 48U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 250 21U 18U 18U 19U 18U 18U 18U 19U 17U 18U 17U 18U 18U 18U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 21U 18U 18U 19U 19U 18U 18U 19U 18U 18U 17U 18U 19U 18U
Cyclohexane 21U 18U 18U 19U 18U 100 18U 19U 17U 18U 17U 18U 18U 18U
Dibromochloromethane 15U 13U 13U 13U 13U 13U 13U 13U 12U 13U 12U 13U 13U 13U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 55U 48U 47U 49U 48U 47U 47U 49U 46U 47U 44U 47U 48U 48U
Ethyl Benzene 1,000 23U 20U 19U 20U 20U 70 20U 20U 36 20U 18U 19U 58000 D 11
Isopropylbenzene 27U 23U 23U 24U 23U 23U 23U 24U 150 23U 21U 23U 11000 JD| 23U
m/p-Xylenes 260 56U 48U 48U 49U 49U 7900 D 48U 50U 46U 48U 44U 47U 480000 D 62
Methyl Acetate 56U 48U 48U 49U 49U 60 48U 50U 46U 48U 44U 47U 49U 48U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 930 24U 20U 20U 21U 21U 20U 20U 21U 20U 20U 19U 20U 21U 21U
Methylcyclohexane 27U 23U 23U 24U 24U 100 23U 24U 22U 23U 21U 23U 11000 JD| 23U
Methylene Chloride 50 36 10U 251 10U 2813 29 10U 11U 97U 10U 16J 2610 10U 10U
o0-Xylene 260 25U 21U 21U 22U 22U 5000 D 21U 22U 20U 21U 20U 21U 230000 D 241
Styrene 3.0U 26U 25U 26U 26U 25U 25U 27U 25U 25U 24U 25U 26U 26U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 23U 20U 20U 21U 20U 20U 20U 21U 19U 20U 19U 20U 20U 20U
Tetrachloroethene 1,300 47U 41U 40U 42U 41U 40U 40U 42U 39U 40U 37U 40U 41U 41U
Toluene 700 26U 23U 22U 23U 23U 34 22U 23U 22U 22U 21U 22U 75000 D 36
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 190 41U 36U 35U 36U 36U 35U 35U 37U 34U 35U 33U 35U 36U 36U
Trichloroethene 470 20U 17U 17U 18U 17U 17U 17U 18U 16U 17U 16U 17U 17U 17U
Trichlorofluoromethane 8.1U 69U 69U 71U 7.0U 69U 69U 72U 6.6 U 69U 6.4U 6.8 U 7.0U 7.0U
Vinyl Chloride 20 53U 4.6 U 45U 4.7 U 4.6 U 45U 45U 4.7 U 4.4 U 45U 42U 45U 4.6 U 4.6 U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 36 0 25 0 28 13,433 0 0 316 0 16 26 865,290 376
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.

B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.

D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




TABLE 1A Continued
RI Summary of Soil Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Volatile Organic Compounds

Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB8 SB9 SB10 SB11 SB12 SB13 SB14 SB15 SB16 SB17 SB17 SB18 SB18
Cleanup (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-3FT) (0-3FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT)
Objectives

Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 680 22U 23U 24U 22U 22U 23U 22U 24U 25U 22U 22U 24U 22U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 17U 1.7 U 1.8 U 16 U 1.7 U 17U 16 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.8 U 16 U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 16 U 16 U 1.7 U 15U 16 U 16 U 15U 17U 1.7 U 16 U 15U 1.7 U 15U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 36U 36U 39U 35U 36U 37U 35U 39U 39U 36U 35U 38U 34U
1,1-Dichloroethane 270 14U 15U 16 U 14U 14U 15U 14U 16 U 16 U 14U 14U 15U 14U
1,1-Dichloroethene 330 31U 31U 33U 30U 31U 32U 30U 33U 34U 31U 30U 33U 30U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 37U 37U 40U 36U 37U 38U 36U 4.0 U 4.0 U 37U 36U 39U 35U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 51U 51U 55U 49 U 51U 52U 49 U 55U 55U 51U 50U 53U 49 U
1,2-Dibromoethane 22U 22U 23U 21U 22U 22U 21U 23U 24U 22U 21U 23U 21U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1,100 21U 21U 22U 20U 21U 21U 20U 22U 23U 21U 20U 22U 20U
1,2-Dichloroethane 20 17U 1.7 U 1.8 U 16 U 1.7 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.7 U 16 U
1,2-Dichloropropane 21U 21U 23U 21U 21U 22U 21U 23U 23U 21U 21U 23U 20U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2,400 30U 30U 32U 29U 30U 31U 29U 32U 33U 30U 29U 32U 29U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 1,800 29U 29U 32U 28 U 29U 30U 28 U 32U 32U 29U 29U 31U 28 U
2-Butanone 15 U 86 J 16 U 15 U 15 U 16 U 15 U 16 U 17 U 15 U 15 U 16 U 15 U
2-Hexanone 19 U 19 U 21U 19 U 19 U 20U 19 U 21 U 21U 19 U 19 U 20U 19 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 11 U 11 U 11 U 10 U 11 U 11 U 10 U 11 U 12 U 11 U 10 U 11 U 10 U
Acetone 50 18 U 290 20U 18 U 18 U 19 U 18 U 94 J 20U 18 U 18 U 19 U 17 U
Benzene 60 21U 22U 23U 21U 21U 22U 21U 23U 23U 21U 21U 23U 21U
Bromodichloromethane 1.8 U 1.8 U 20U 17U 1.8 U 19U 1.7 U 19U 20U 18 U 1.8 U 19U 1.7 U
Bromoform 17U 1.7 U 1.8 U 16 U 1.7 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.8 U 16 U
Bromomethane 11 U 11 U 12 U 11 U 11 U 11 U 11 U 12 U 12 U 11 U 11 U 12 U 10 U
Carbon Disulfide 20U 20U 21U 19U 20U 20U 19U 21U 22U 20U 19U 21U 19U
Carbon Tetrachloride 760 24U 24U 26 U 23U 24U 25U 23U 26 U 26 U 24U 23U 25U 23U
Chlorobenzene 1,100 19U 20U 21U 19U 19U 20U 19U 21U 21U 19U 19U 21U 19U
Chloroethane 11 U 12 U 12 U 11 U 11 U 12 U 11 U 12 U 13 U 11 U 11 U 12 U 11 U
Chloroform 370 19U 19U 20U 1.8 U 19U 19U 1.8 U 20U 20U 19U 1.8 U 20U 1.8 U
Chloromethane 46 U 46 U 50U 45U 4.6 U 4.7 U 45 U 50U 50U 4.6 U 45 U 4.8 U 4.4 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 250 17U 1.8 U 19U 17U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 19U 19U 1.7 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 1.8 U 1.8 U 19U 17U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 19U 19U 1.8 U 17U 19U 1.7 U
Cyclohexane 1.7 U 2317 19U 1.7 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 17U 19U 19U 1.7 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.7 U
Dibromochloromethane 12U 12U 13U 12U 12U 13U 12U 13U 14U 12U 12U 13U 12U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 46 U 46 U 50U 45U 4.6 U 4.8 U 45 U 50U 50U 4.6 U 45 U 49 U 4.4 U
Ethyl Benzene 1,000 19U 1300 D 21U 1.8 U 19U 20U 1.8 U 21U 21U 19U 19U 20U 1.8 U
Isopropylbenzene 22U 460 JD 24U 22U 22U 23U 22U 15 J 24U 22U 22U 24U 21U
m/p-Xylenes 260 47U 760 JD 50U 45U 47U 4.8 U 45U 16 J 51U 4.7 U 4.6 U 49 U 45 U
Methyl Acetate 47U 47U 50U 45U 4.7 U 4.8 U 45 U 50U 51U 4.7 U 4.6 U 49 U 4.5 U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 930 20U 20U 21U 19U 20U 20U 19U 21U 22U 20U 19U 21U 19U
Methylcyclohexane 23U 83 24U 22U 23U 23U 22U 24U 25U 23U 22U 24U 22U
Methylene Chloride 50 9.8 U 9.8 U 11 U 23] 17 J 10 U 95U 11 U 11 U 9.8 U 9.6 U 10 U 94 U
o-Xylene 260 21U 36 22U 20U 21U 21U 20U 22U 23U 21U 20U 22U 20U
Styrene 25U 25U 27U 24U 25U 26 U 24U 27U 27U 25U 24U 26 U 24U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 20U 20U 21U 19U 20U 20U 19U 21U 21U 20U 19U 21U 19U
Tetrachloroethene 1,300 39U 39U 43 U 38U 39U 41U 38U 4.2 U 43 U 39U 38U 41U 38U
Toluene 700 22U 41 24U 21U 22U 22U 21U 24U 24U 22U 21U 23U 21U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 190 34U 34U 37U 33U 34U 36U 33U 37U 38U 34U 34U 36U 33U
Trichloroethene 470 1.7 U 1.7 U 1.8 U 16 U 1.7 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.7 U 16 U 1.7 U 16 U
Trichlorofluoromethane 6.7 U 6.7 U 73U 65U 6.7 U 6.9 U 6.5 U 72U 73U 6.7 U 6.6 U 71U 6.4 U
Vinyl Chloride 20 4.4 U 4.4 U 4.8 U 43 U 4.4 U 4.6 U 43 U 4.8 U 4.8 U 4.4 U 43 U 4.7 U 4.2 U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 0 2,970 0 23 17 0 0 125 0 0 0 0 0
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.

B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed
Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




TABLE 1B

RI Summary of Soil Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds

Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB1 SB1 SB1 SB2 SB2 SB3 SB4 SB4 SB4 SB5 SBS5 SBS5 SB6 SB7
Cleanup (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-12FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (0-4FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT)
Objectives

Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
1,1-Biphenyl 73U 62 U 310 U 64 U 63 U 60 U 310 U 64 U 87J 62 U 57U 300 U 960 J 65J
2,2-oxybis(1-Chloropropane) 71U 60 U 300 U 62 U 61U 59 U 300 U 63 U 58 U 60 U 56 U 290 U 600 U 61U
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 65 U 55 U 270 U 57U 56 U 54 U 280 U 57U 53U 55 U 51U 270 U 550 U 56 U
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 62 U 53U 260 U 55 U 54 U 52 U 270 U 55 U 51U 53 U 49 U 260 U 530 U 54 U
2-Chloronaphthalene 73U 62 U 310 U 64 U 63 U 61U 310 U 64 U 60 U 62 U 58 U 300 U 620 U 63 U
2-Methylnaphthalene 74 U 63 U 310 U 65 U 63 U 260J 310 U 65 U 60 U 63 U 58 U 300 U 69000 D 2507
2-Nitroaniline 56 U 48 U 240 U 49 U 48 U 47U 240 U 49 U 46 U 48 U 44 U 230 U 470 U 48 U
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine 75U 64 U 320 U 66 U 65 U 63 U 320 U 66 U 61U 64 U 59 U 310 U 640 U 65 U
3-Nitroaniline 57U 49 U 240 U 50 U 49 U 48 U 240 U 51U 47U 49 U 45U 240 U 490 U 49 U
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 66 U 56 U 280 U 58 U 57U 55 U 280 U 58 U 54 U 56 U 52 U 270 U 560 U 57U
4-Chloroaniline 52 U 45U 220 U 46 U 45U 44 U 220 U 46 U 43 U 45U 41U 220 U 440U 45U
4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 70U 59 U 290 U 61U 60 U 58 U 300 U 61U 57U 59 U 55 U 290 U 590 U 60 U
4-Nitroaniline 75U 64 U 320 U 66 U 65 U 63 U 320 U 66 U 61U 64 U 59 U 310 U 640 U 65 U
Acenaphthene 20,000 78 U 67 U 330 U 69 U 68 U 65 U 330 U 69 U 64 U 67 U 62 U 320 U 660 U 190J
Acenaphthylene 100,000 2107 61U 300 U 63 U 62 U 59 U 300 U 63 U 58 U 61U 56 U 290 U 610 U 99J
Acetophenone 100,000 64 U 55 U 270 U 57U 56 U 54 U 270 U 57U 52 U 55 U 51U 260 U 550 U 55 U
Anthracene 3301J 56 U 280 U 58 U 57U 55 U 280 U 59 U 54 U 56 U 52 U 270 U 560 U 400
Atrazine 67 U 57U 280 U 59 U 58 U 56 U 290 U 60 U 55 U 57U 53 U 280 U 570 U 58 U
Benzaldehyde 90U 77U 380 U 80 U 78 U 75U 380 U 80 U 74 U 77U 71U 370 U 770 U 78 U
Benzo(a)anthracene 1,000 1100 52U 260 U 82J 53U 51U 260 U 54 U 50 U 120J 49 U 250 U 520 U 730
Benzo(a)pyrene 1,000 1100 60 U 300 U 921 61U 59 U 300 U 62 U 57U 140J 56 U 290 U 600 U 900
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1,000 1400 41U 200 U 120J 42 U 40 U 210 U 49 39U 180J 38U 200 U 410U 1100
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 100,000 700 62 U 310 U 64 U 63 U 61U 310 U 64 U 59 U 110J 57U 300 U 620 U 680
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 800 540 82 U 410U 85U 84 U 81U 410U 85U 79U 82 U 76 U 400 U 820 U 340J
bis(2-Chloroethoxy)methane 72 U 62 U 310 U 64 U 62 U 60 U 310 U 64 U 59 U 62 U 57U 300 U 610 U 62 U
bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 70U 59 U 290 U 61U 60 U 58 U 300 U 61U 57U 59 U 55 U 290 U 590 U 60 U
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 84 U 72 U 360 U 74 U 73U 70U 360 U 75U 7130 72 U 67 U 350 U 720 U 73U
Butylbenzylphthalate 71U 61U 300 U 63 U 61U 59 U 300 U 63 U 58 U 61U 56 U 290 U 600 U 61U
Caprolactam 71U 60 U 300 U 62 U 61U 59 U 300 U 62 U 58 U 60 U 56 U 290 U 600 U 61U
Carbazole 110J 57U 280 U 59 U 58 U 56 U 290 U 59 U 55 U 57U 53 U 280 U 570 U 320J
Chrysene 1,000 1100 67 U 330 U 100J 68 U 66 U 340 U 70U 64 U 130J 62 U 320 U 670 U 750
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 330 66 J 47U 230 U 49 U 48 U 46 U 240 U 49 U 45U 47U 44 U 230 U 470 U 56 J
Dibenzofuran 73U 62 U 310 U 64 U 63 U 61U 310 U 64 U 59 U 62 U 57U 300 U 620 U 370J
Diethylphthalate 76 U 65 U 320 U 67 U 66 U 63 U 320 U 67 U 62 U 65 U 60 U 310 U 640 U 65 U
Dimethylphthalate 71U 60 U 300 U 62 U 61U 59 U 300 U 62 U 58 U 60 U 56 U 290 U 600 U 61U
Di-n-butylphthalate 67 U 57U 280 U 59 U 58 U 56 U 290 U 59 U 55 U 57U 53 U 280 U 570 U 58 U
Di-n-octyl phthalate 75U 64 U 320 U 66 U 65 U 62 U 320 U 66 U 61U 64 U 59 U 310 U 630 U 64 U
Fluoranthene 100,000 2500 56 U 280 U 2007 63J 54 U 280 U 58 U 53 U 200J 52 U 270 U 550 U 1700
Fluorene 30,000 120J 63 U 310 U 65 U 64 U 62 U 320 U 66 U 7513 63 U 59 U 310 U 630 U 610
Hexachlorobenzene 70U 60 U 300 U 62 U 61U 59 U 300 U 62 U 57U 60 U 56 U 290 U 600 U 61U
Hexachlorobutadiene 68 U 58 U 290 U 60 U 58 U 56 U 290 U 60 U 55 U 58 U 53 U 280 U 570 U 58 U
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 70U 60 U 300 U 62 U 61U 58 U 300 U 62 U 57U 60 U 55 U 290 U 600 U 60 U
Hexachloroethane 75U 64 U 320 U 66 U 64 U 62 U 320 U 66 U 61U 64 U 59 U 310 U 630 U 64 U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 500 700 48 U 240 U 507 48 U 47U 240 U 49 U 46 U 100J 44 U 230 U 470 U 670
Isophorone 66 U 56 U 280 U 58 U 57U 55 U 280 U 58 U 54 U 56 U 52 U 270 U 560 U 57U
Naphthalene 12,000 75U 64 U 320 U 66 U 65 U 140J 320 U 66 U 700 64 U 59 U 310 U 59000|D 2201
Nitrobenzene 96 U 82 U 400 U 85U 83 U 80 U 410U 85U 78 U 82 U 76 U 390 U 810 U 83 U
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 73U 62 U 310 U 64 U 63 U 61U 310 U 64 U 59 U 62 U 58 U 300 U 620 U 63 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 73U 62 U 310 U 64 U 63 U 60 U 310 U 64 U 59 U 62 U 57U 300 U 610 U 62 U
Phenanthrene 100,000 1200 60 U 300 U 94 ) 60 U 58 U 300 U 62 U 957 63 J 55 U 290 U 690 J 1700
Pyrene 100,000 2000 66 U 330 U 170 J 67 U 65 U 330 U 69 U 63 U 210J 61 U 320 U 660 U 1400
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.

B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.

D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




TABLE 1B Continued

RI Summaruy of Soil Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds

Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB8 SB9 SB10 SB11 SB12 SB13 SB14 SB15 SB16 SB17 SB17 SB18 SB18
Cleanup (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-3FT) (0-3FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT)
Objectives
Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
1,1-Biphenyl 58 U 60 U 64 U 58 U 59 U 60 U 58 U 250 J 63 U 58 U 59 U 61 U 57 U
2,2-oxybis(1-Chloropropane) 57 U 59 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 59 U 57 U 61 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 60 U 56 U
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 52 U 54 U 57 U 52 U 52 U 54 U 52 U 56 U 56 U 52 U 52 U 55 U 51 U
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 50 U 52 U 55 U 50 U 50 U 52 U 50 U 54 U 54 U 50 U 50 U 53 U 49 U
2-Chloronaphthalene 59 U 61 U 64 U 59 U 59 U 61 U 59 U 63 U 64 U 59 U 59 U 62 U 57 U
2-Methylnaphthalene 59 U 930 65 U 59 U 60 U 61 U 59 U 1000 64 U 59 U 59 U 62 U 58 U
2-Nitroaniline 45 U 47 U 49 U 45 U 45 U 46 U 45 U 48 U 49 U 45 U 45 U 47 U 44 U
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine 61 U 63 U 66 U 60 U 61 U 63 U 61 U 65 U 66 U 60 U 61 U 64 U 59 U
3-Nitroaniline 46 U 48 U 50 U 46 U 46 U 48 U 46 U 50 U 50 U 46 U 46 U 48 U 45 U
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 53 U 55 U 58 U 53 U 53 U 55 U 53 U 57 U 57 U 53 U 53 U 55 U 52 U
4-Chloroaniline 42 U 44 U 46 U 42 U 43 U 44 U 42 U 45 U 46 U 42 U 42 U 44 U 41 U
4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 56 U 58 U 61 U 56 U 56 U 58 U 56 U 60 U 61 U 56 U 56 U 59 U 55 U
4-Nitroaniline 61 U 63 U 66 U 60 U 61 U 62 U 60 U 65 U 66 U 60 U 61 U 63 U 59 U
Acenaphthene 20,000 63 U 65 U 69 U 63 U 64 U 65 U 63 U 260 J 160 J 63 U 63 U 66 U 62 U
Acenaphthylene 100,000 58 U 140 J 160 J 57 U 94 J 59 U 57 U 91J 84 J 57 U 58 U 60 U 56 U
Acetophenone 100,000 52 U 54 U 57 U 52 U 52 U 53 U 52 U 56 U 56 U 52 U 52 U 54 U 51 U
Anthracene 54 U 130 J 240 J 753 120 J 55 U 53 U 550 440 53 U 54 U 56 U 52 U
Atrazine 54 U 56 U 59 U 54 U 55 U 56 U 54 U 58 U 59 U 54 U 54 U 57 U 53 U
Benzaldehyde 73 U 75 U 79 U 73 U 73 U 75 U 73 U 78 U 79 U 73 U 73 U 76 U 71 U
Benzo(a)anthracene 1,000 150 J 510 870 240 J 450 130 J 50 U 1200 1900 49 U 50 U 52 U 48 U
Benzo(a)pyrene 1,000 140 J 610 950 250 J 500 140 J 57 U 1200 1800 57 U 57 U 59 U 55 U
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1,000 180 J 860 1200 340 J 660 160 J 39 U 2200 2100 D 39 U 39 U 41 U 38 U
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 100,000 100 J 460 600 170 J 410 98 J 59 U 360 J 640 58 U 59 U 61 U 57 U
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 800 80 J 250 J 430 140 J 250 J 80 U 78 U 650 860 78 U 78 U 82 U 76 U
bis(2-Chloroethoxy)methane 58 U 60 U 64 U 58 U 59 U 60 U 58 U 63 U 63 U 58 U 58 U 61 U 57 U
bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 56 U 58 U 61 U 56 U 56 U 58 U 56 U 60 U 61 U 56 U 56 U 59 U 55 U
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 68 U 200 J 74 U 68 U 68 U 210 J 68 U 160 J 74 U 68 U 68 U 71U 66 U
Butylbenzylphthalate 57 U 59 U 63 U 57 U 58 U 59 U 57 U 62 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 60 U 56 U
Caprolactam 57 U 59 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 59 U 57 U 61 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 60 U 56 U
Carbazole 54 U 56 U 86 J 54 U 54 U 56 U 54 U 150 J 170 J 54 U 54 U 57 U 53 U
Chrysene 1,000 150 J 570 910 290 J 490 130 J 64 U 1400 2100 63 U 64 U 67 U 62 U
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 330 45 U 46 U 56 J 44 U 45 U 46 U 44 U 510 67 J 44 U 45 U 47 U 43 U
Dibenzofuran 59 U 61 U 64 U 58 U 59 U 60 U 59 U 110 J 110 J 58 U 59 U 61 U 57 U
Diethylphthalate 61 U 63 U 67 U 61 U 62 U 63 U 61 U 66 U 66 U 61 U 61 U 64 U 60 U
Dimethylphthalate 57 U 59 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 59 U 57 U 61 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 60 U 56 U
Di-n-butylphthalate 54 U 56 U 59 U 54 U 54 U 56 U 54 U 58 U 59 U 54 U 54 U 57 U 53 U
Di-n-octyl phthalate 60 U 62 U 66 U 60 U 61 U 62 U 60 U 65 U 65 U 60 U 60 U 63 U 59 U
Fluoranthene 100,000 310 J 1100 2000 720 930 190 J 53 U 2300 4000 D 53 U 53 U 55 U 51 U
Fluorene 30,000 60 U 62 U 65 U 60 U 60 U 62 U 60 U 350 J 210 J 60 U 60 U 63 U 58 U
Hexachlorobenzene 57 U 59 U 62 U 57 U 57 U 58 U 57 U 61 U 61 U 57 U 57 U 59 U 55 U
Hexachlorobutadiene 55 U 56 U 59 U 54 U 55 U 56 U 54 U 59 U 59 U 54 U 55 U 57 U 53 U
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 57 U 59 U 62 U 56 U 57 U 58 U 56 U 61 U 61 U 56 U 57 U 59 U 55 U
Hexachloroethane 60 U 62 U 66 U 60 U 61 U 62 U 60 U 65 U 65 U 60 U 60 U 63 U 59 U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 500 85J 470 610 160 J 380 98 J 45 U 180 J 620 45 U 45 U 47 U 44 U
Isophorone 53 U 55 U 58 U 53 U 54 U 55 U 53 U 57 U 58 U 53 U 53 U 56 U 52 U
Naphthalene 12,000 61 U 1600 66 U 60 U 61 U 62 U 60 U 320 J 66 U 60 U 61 U 63 U 59 U
Nitrobenzene 77 U 80 U 84 U 77 U 78 U 80 U 77 U 83 U 84 U 77 U 78 U 81 U 75 U
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 59 U 61 U 64 U 59 U 59 U 61 U 59 U 63 U 64 U 59 U 59 U 62 U 57 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 58 U 60 U 64 U 58 U 59 U 60 U 58 U 63 U 63 U 58 U 59 U 61 U 57 U
Phenanthrene 100,000 150 J 420 830 450 300 J 65 J 56 U 1900 2400 D 56 U 57 U 59 U 55 U
Pyrene 100,000 290 J 960 1600 600 810 200 J 63 U 2600 D 3600 D 63 U 63 U 66 U 61 U
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




RI Summary of Soil Results

TABLE 1C

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Pesticides and PCBs

Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB1 SB1 SB1 SB2 SB2 SB3 SB4 SB4 SB4 SB5 SBS5 SBS5 SB6 SB7
Cleanup (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-12FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (0-4FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT)
Objectives
Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
4,4-DDD 3.3 0.93U 0.79 U 0.78 U 0.82U 081U 0.78 U 0.79 U 0.82U 0.76 U 240 D 0.74U 077U 26 P 11 P
4,4-DDE 3.3 2.8 0.89 U 0.88 U 0.92U 0.90 U 0.87 U 0.89 U 0.92U 0.85 U 2.0 0.83U 0.86 U 0.89 U 0.90 U
4,4-DDT 3.3 3.4 081U 0.80 U 24P 0.83U 0.80 U 081U 0.84U 5.1 081U 0.76 U 24P 0.82U 0.82U
Aldrin 5.0 16U 14U 2.6 14U 14U 14U 14U 14U 13U 14U 13U 13U 14U 14U
alpha-BHC 20 0.85U 0.72U 071U 0.75U 0.73U 071U 0.72U 0.75U 0.69 U 0.72U 0.67 U 0.70 U 0.72U 0.73U
alpha-Chlordane 94 11U 0.94U 0.93U 0.98 U 0.96 U 0.93U 0.94U 0.98 U 0.90U 0.94U 0.88 U 0.92U 0.95U 0.95U
beta-BHC 36 12U 0.99 U 0.98 U 10U 10U 097U 0.99 U 10U 0.95U 0.98 U 0.92U 0.96 U 0.99 U 10U
delta-BHC 40 22U 18U 18U 19U 19U 18U 18U 19U 18U 18U 17U 18U 18U 19U
Dieldrin 5 11U 0.93U 0.92U 097U 0.95U 091U 0.93U 097U 0.89 U 0.93U 0.87U 091U 0.93U 0.94U
Endosulfan | 2,400 12U 0.99 U 0.98 U 10U 10U 097U 0.99 U 10U 0.95U 0.99 U 0.93U 097U 10U 10U
Endosulfan Il 2,400 13U 11U 11U 11U 11U 10U 11U 11U 10U 11U 0.99 U 10U 11U 11U
Endosulfan Sulfate 2,400 14U 12U 12U 13U 12U 12U 12U 13U 12U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U
Endrin 14 11U 0.96 U 0.95U 10U 0.98 U 0.94U 0.96 U 10U 0.92U 0.96 U 0.90 U 0.93U 0.96 U 097U
Endrin aldehyde 13U 11U 11U 12U 12U 11U 11U 12U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U
Endrin ketone 11U 0.93U 0.92U 0.96 U 0.95U 091U 0.93U 0.96 U 0.89 U 0.93U 0.87 U 0.90 U 0.93U 0.94U
gamma-BHC 211 081U 0.80 U 0.84U 0.83U 0.80 U 081U 0.84U 0.78 U 081U 0.76 U 0.79 U 081U 0.82U
gamma-Chlordane 12U 0.98 U 097U 10U 10U 097U 0.99 U 10U 0.94U 0.98 U 0.92U 0.96 U 0.99 U 10U
Heptachlor 42 12U 10U 10U 11U 11U 10U 10U 11U 10U 10U 0.98 U 10U 11U 11U
Heptachlor epoxide 14U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 11U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U
Methoxychlor 11U 0.97 U 0.96 U 10U 0.99 U 0.95U 097U 10U 0.93U 097U 091U 0.94U 097U 0.98 U
[Toxaphene 47U 40U 40U 42U 41U 40U 40U 42U 39U 40U 38U 39U 41U 41U
Aroclor-1016 100 34U 29U 28U 3.0U 29U 28U 29U 3.0U 27U 29U 26U 28U 29U 29U
Aroclor-1221 100 52U 45U 44U 46U 45U 43U 45U 46U 43U 45U 41U 43U 45U 45U
Aroclor-1232 100 78U 6.7U 6.6 U 6.9 U 6.7U 6.5U 6.7U 69U 6.4U 6.7U 6.1U 6.4U 6.7U 6.7U
Aroclor-1242 100 69U 59U 59U 6.1U 6.0U 58U 59U 6.1U 57U 59U 55U 57U 59U 6.0U
Aroclor-1248 100 34U 29U 28U 3.0U 29U 28U 29U 3.0U 27U 29U 27U 28U 29U 29U
Aroclor-1254 100 22U 19U 19U 19U 19U 18U 19U 19U 18U 19U 17U 18U 19U 19U
Aroclor-1260 100 5.6 U 4.8 U 4.7 U 49U 4.8 U 4.6 U 4.8 U 49U 45U 4.8 U 4.4 U 4.6 U 4.8 U 4.8 U
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.

D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




TABLE 1C Continued

RI Summary of Soil Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Pesticides and PCBs

Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB8 SB9 SB10 SB11 SB12 SB13 SB14 SB15 SB16 SB17 SB17 SB18 SB18
Cleanup (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-3FT) (0-3FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT)
Objectives
Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
4,4-DDD 33 0.75 U 5.8 0.82 U 0.75 U 15 6.0 0.68 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.69 U 0.68 U 071 U 0.67 U
4,4-DDE 33 0.84 U 0.87 U 0.92 U 0.84 U 0.85 U 5.0 0.94 U 10U 10U 0.94 U 0.94 U 0.98 U 0.92 U
4,4-DDT 33 0.77 U 0.80 U 0.84 U 0.77 U 1.81J 10 1.7 U 19U 19U 1.7 U 17U 1.8 U 1.7 U
Aldrin 5.0 13U 14U 14U 13U 13U 14U 0.77 U 0.83 U 0.83 U 0.77 U 0.77 U 0.80 U 0.75 U
alpha-BHC 20 0.69 U 071 U 0.75 U 0.68 U 0.69 U 071 U 10U 11U 11U 10U 0.99 U 10U 0.97 U
alpha-Chlordane 94 0.90 U 0.93 U 0.98 U 0.89 U 091 U 0.92 U 13U 14U 14U 13U 13U 14U 13U
beta-BHC 36 0.94 U 0.97 U 10U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.97 U 11U 12U 12U 11U 11U 12U 11U
delta-BHC 40 1.7 U 1.8 U 19U 1.7 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 0.94 U 10U 10U 0.94 U 0.94 U 0.98 U 0.92 U
Dieldrin 5 0.89 U 091 U 0.96 U 0.88 U 0.89 U 091 U 0.88 U 0.95 U 0.95 U 0.89 U 0.88 U 0.92 U 0.86 U
Endosulfan | 2,400 0.94 U 0.97 U 10U 0.94 U 0.95 U 0.97 U 0.84 U 091 U 0.91 U 0.84 U 0.84 U 0.88 U 0.82 U
Endosulfan II 2,400 10U 10U 11U 10U 10U 10U 091 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 091 U 091 U 0.95 U 0.89 U
Endosulfan Sulfate 2,400 12U 12U 13U 11U 12U 12U 10U 11U 11U 10U 10U 11U 0.99 U
Endrin 14 091 U 0.94 U 10U 091 U 0.92 U 0.94 U 0.75 U 31 0.81 U 0.75 U 0.75 U 0.78 U 0.73 U
Endrin aldehyde 11U 11U 12U 11U 11U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 11U
Endrin ketone 0.88 U 091 U 0.96 U 0.88 U 0.89 U 091 U 0.77 U 0.83 U 11 17 0.77 U 0.80 U 0.75 U
gamma-BHC 0.77 U 0.79 U 0.84 U 0.76 U 0.78 U 0.79 U 0.92 U 0.99 U 10U 0.92 U 0.92 U 0.96 U 0.90 U
gamma-Chlordane 0.94 U 0.96 U 10U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.96 U 0.88 U 0.95 U 0.95 U 0.88 U 0.88 U 0.92 U 0.86 U
Heptachlor 42 10U 10U 11U 0.99 U 10U 10U 11U 12U 12U 11U 11U 11U 11U
Heptachlor epoxide 11U 12U 12U 11U 12U 12U 0.90 U 0.96 U 0.97 U 0.90 U 0.90 U 0.93 U 0.88 U
Methoxychlor 0.92 U 0.95 U 10U 091 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.93 U 10U 10U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.97 U 0.91 U
Toxaphene 38U 40U 42 U 38U 39U 40U 38U 41U 41U 38U 38U 4.0 U 37U
Aroclor-1016 100 27U 28 U 30U 27U 27U 28 U 27U 29U 29U 27U 27U 28 U 27U
Aroclor-1221 100 42 U 4.4 U 4.6 U 42 U 43 U 4.4 U 42 U 4.5 U 4.6 U 4.2 U 4.2 U 4.4 U 41U
Aroclor-1232 100 63 U 65U 6.9 U 63 U 6.4 U 65U 63 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 63 U 63 U 6.6 U 62U
Aroclor-1242 100 56 U 58 U 61U 56 U 57U 58 U 56 U 6.0 U 61U 56 U 56 U 58 U 55U
Aroclor-1248 100 27U 28 U 30U 27U 28 U 28 U 27U 29U 29U 27U 27U 28 U 27U
Aroclor-1254 100 1.8 U 1.8 U 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U 19U 19U 1.8 U 1.8 U 19U 1.7 U
Aroclor-1260 100 45 U 4.7 U 49 U 4.5 U 4.6 U 4.7 U 4.5 U 49 U 49 U 4.5 U 4.5 U 4.7 U 4.4 U
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




RI Summary of Soil Results

TABLE 1D

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY

Metals
Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB1 SB1 SB1 SB2 SB2 SB3 SB4 SB4 SB4 SB5 SBS5 SBS5 SB6 SB7
Cleanup (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-12FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (0-4FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT)
Objectives

Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
Aluminum 17100 9740 11100 13700 11100 7330 8290 10300 8250 11300 5550 5340 6880 12200
Antimony 0.301 U 0.258 U 0.255 U 0.267 U 0.258 U 0.253 U 0.258 U 0.266 U 0.247 U 0.254 U 0.236 U 0.250 U 0.256 U 0.260 U
Arsenic 13 9.850 0.4237J 3.820 2.500 1.590 1.120 2.780 1.790 0.146 U 1.870 0.139 U 0.147 U 3.130 3.770
Barium 350 235 44.7 103 121 66.7 107 109 116 59.4 120 32.8 45.4 240 307
Beryllium 7 0.806 0.346 0.501 0.683 0.376 0.410 0.340 0.376 0.555 0.363 0.196J 0.185J 0.339 0.477
Cadmium 25c¢c 3.100 1.140 1.550 1.470 0.968 1.520 1.510 1.520 1.650 1.060 0.392J 0.685J 1.890 1.990
Calcium 2630 576 5320 1400 832 2090 10200 9100 2980 1060 566 3930 4040 4540
Chromium 30c 29.5 22.3 34.5 19.6 19.2 19.6 19.9 26.2 154 18.4 9.900 16.3 18.9 38.6
Cobalt 11.6 6.230 6.810 5.760 4.660 6.810 6.860 6.220 9.240 6.970 5.160 4.910 8.240 8.240
Copper 50 85.9 19.4 32.4 21.2 14.2 73.2 31.1 24.8 29.9 29.4 21.5 20.7 62.8 40.2
Iron 23900 15300 15200 14100 12900 10900 14300 16700 20100 13300 6800 8450 17200 19100
Lead 63 ¢c 346 10.6 98.9 59.8 18.7 92.2 115 89.9 6.480 37.2 1.760 19.7 335 364
Magnesium 3580 2740 2590 2220 2140 2360 3160 3260 3280 2510 1840 2160 2410 2750
Manganese 1600 c 551 161 329 531 173 154 270 262 440 177 124 115 235 187
Mercury 0.18 ¢ 0.393 0.017 0.056 0.078 0.030 0.081 0.106 0.099 0.006 J 0.097 0.009J 0.018 0.180 0.156
Nickel 30 22.8 135 145 12.3 9.410 13.9 13.9 12.9 17.2 12.2 11.9 12.4 16.6 18.1
Potassium 1740 1190 1130 695 731 1390 1480 1480 2560 985 958 1170 1780 1290
Selenium 3.9¢c 0.347J 0.137 U 0.135 U 0.142 U 0.137 U 0.195J 0.136 U 0.141 U 0.131 U 0.134 U 0.125 U 0.132 U 0.136 U 0.138 U
Silver 2 0.239J 0.137 U 0.135 U 0.142 U 0.137 U 0.134 U 0.136 U 0.141 U 0.131 U 0.134 U 0.125 U 0.132 U 0.136 U 0.138 U
Sodium 234 73.8J 133 150 76.8 124 145 110 92.4 63.1J 79.1 122 193 324
Thallium 1.670 U 1.430U 1.420U 1.490 U 1.430 U 1.400 U 1.430 U 1.480 U 1.380 U 1.410U 1.310 U 1.390 U 1.430 U 1.450 U
Vanadium 50.2 27.3 31.2 30.4 26.9 20.5 24.5 30.2 25.0 27.7 14.2 155 35.0 35.5
Zinc 109 ¢ 478 47.8 148 146 51.6 180 159 96.3 43.0 59.3 19.7 55.2 258 231
Hexavalent Chromium 0.530 U 0.455 U 0.450 U 0.472 U 0.458 U 0.446 U 0.455 U 0.469 U 0.437 U 0.454 U 0.419 U 0.442 U 0.452 U 0.459 U
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.

B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.

D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




TABLE 1D Continued

RI Summary of Soil Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY

Metals
Track 1
COMPOUND Unrestricted SB8 SB9 SB10 SB11 SB12 SB13 SB14 SB15 SB16 SB17 SB17 SB18 SB18
Cleanup (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-3FT) (0-3FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT)
Objectives

Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
Aluminum 13800 12600 11100 7280 11400 9440 6660 9510 11500 6140 8800 10200 13700
Antimony 0.243 U 0.251 U 0.265 U 0.244 U 0.246 U 0.251 U 0.245 U 0.261 U 0.262 U 0.244 U 0.245 0.254 U 0.238 U
Arsenic 13 1.530 3.810 2.130 0.884 2.920 2.130 0.700 J 4.410 1.990 0.410 J 0.144 1.210 0.256 J
Barium 350 114 361 247 87.4 173 130 63.1 147 90.5 67.5 76.8 51.6 88.5
Beryllium 7 0.498 0.395 0.433 0.285 0.380 0.348 0.284 0.364 0.453 0.196 J 0.325 0.491 0.310
Cadmium 25c¢c 1.980 2.650 1.680 0.908 2.100 1.340 1.060 2.670 1.340 0.772 1.270 1.230 1.510
Calcium 3060 3830 2770 1160 2300 2750 1200 14300 979 993 7890 1210 1180
Chromium 30c 24.2 25.0 40.8 16.1 22.0 18.6 28.2 21.5 20.3 28.0 15.9 19.9 47.2
Cobalt 18.2 14.0 9.260 6.610 12.7 7.860 115 9.060 7.820 5.940 8.260 9.200 10.1
Copper 50 19.0 48.3 31.5 25.1 61.5 33.9 32.2 103 21.0 26.4 23.5 27.8 39.6
Iron 21400 26100 17800 11000 20900 14100 12900 21200 15500 10200 13500 16200 17700
Lead 63 c 98.7 166 238 96.0 188 144 52.4 676 51.8 139 26.0 8.780 3.440
Magnesium 5840 5000 2850 2460 4220 2760 3600 10200 2550 2340 7810 2760 6330
Manganese 1600 c 399 317 235 229 254 194 238 256 298 171 205 207 417
Mercury 0.18¢c 0.048 0.182 0.063 0.091 0.224 0.194 0.041 0.202 0.077 0.028 0.036 0.023 0.01J
Nickel 30 25.9 19.6 18.4 13.7 18.5 14.0 25.7 20.9 13.9 12.7 12.6 19.5 23.5
Potassium 6560 7180 1070 1140 5370 1790 862 3070 1030 1110 3970 1000 3140
Selenium 3.9c 0.129 U 0.133 U 0.141 U 0.129 U 0.130 U 0.133 U 0.130 U 0.138 U 0.138 U 0.129 U 0.130 0.135 U 0.126 U
Silver 2 0.129 U 0.133 U 0.141 U 0.129 U 0.130 U 0.133 U 0.130 U 0.138 U 0.138 U 0.129 U 0.130 0.135 U 0.126 U
Sodium 328 139 240 97.7 123 113 107 181 95.6 77.2 107 80.9 59.1J
Thallium 1.350 U 1.400 U 1.480 U 1.350 U 1.370 U 1.400 U 1.360 U 1.450 U 1.450 U 1.360 U 1.360 1410 U 1.320 U
Vanadium 36.6 34.5 40.8 22.9 32.2 27.4 25.1 34.5 29.3 19.4 23.8 29.0 35.4
Zinc 109 c 83.1 313 188 124 170 132 54.1 237 77.2 38.7 67.2 51.4 54.3
Hexavalent Chromium 0.43 U 0.446 U 0.468 U 0.43 U 0.434 U 0.443 U 0.432 U 0.467 U 0.465 U 0.431 U 0.432 0.452 U 0.420 U
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.

B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

NR - Not analyzed

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Track 1 Objective




TABLE 2A

Rl Summary of Groundwater Results

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Volatile Organic Compounds

NYSDEC Ambient
COMPOUND Water Quality MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 MW-6 MW-7 MW-9 MW-10 MW-11 MW-12 MW-13 MW-14 MW-15 MW-16
Standards
(ng/L) (pg/L) 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 12/7/2007 12/7/2007 12/7/2007 12/7/2007
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 035 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 035 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 5 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U 21U
1,1-Dichloroethane 4 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 033 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U 0.33 U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.4 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U
1,2-Dibromoethane 025 U 0.25 U 025 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 025 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 025 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 025 U 025 U 025 U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U 0.65 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U
2-Butanone 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 1.6 U 1.6 U 16 J 16U 16U 16U
2-Hexanone 1.3 U 13U 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 13U 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 13U 13U 13U 13U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U 17U
Acetone 5 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 40 6.8 U 60 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U 6.8 U
Benzene 1 47 15 83 0.35 U 490 D 0.35 U 71 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 150 0.35 U 12 160
Bromodichloromethane 50* 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U
Bromoform 50* 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 022 U
Bromomethane 5 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 13U 13U 1.3 U 1.3 U 1.3 U 13U 13U 13U 13U 13U 1.3 U
Carbon Disulfide 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 6.5 4.0 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U
Chlorobenzene 5 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U
Chloroethane 5 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U 11U
Chloroform 7 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U 0.18 U
Chloromethane 5 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U
Cyclohexane 42 50 57 23 110 50U 58 50U 50U 50U 50U 14 50U 110 50U
Dibromochloromethane 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U 0.70 U
Ethyl Benzene 5 690 D 590 D 1000 D 160 1400 D 0.50 U 91 0.50 U 31J 0.50 U 0.50 U 88 0.50 U 200 515)
Isopropylbenzene NS 86 48 92 38 63 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 70 50U
m/p-Xylenes 5 1700 D 730 D 3100 D 250 5600 D 11U 350 11U 17 11U 11U 510 D 11U 8200 D 200
Methyl Acetate 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U
Methy| Cyclohexane 36 29 54 31 69 5.0 U 35 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 5.0 U 130 5.0 U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 10 120 90 430 D 22 53 441 023 U 9.6 78 023 U 023 U 37 023 U 023 U 6.1
Methylene Chloride 10 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U 0.98 U
o-Xylene 5 500 D 130 940 D 35 2200 D 047 U 100 047 U 5.7 047 U 047 U 250 D 047 U 3300 D 120
Styrene 5 045U 045U 045U 045U 160 045U 045U 0.45 U 045U 045U 045U 045U 045U 045U 045U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U
Toluene 5 110 24 270 D 5.4 1900 D 0.38 U 120 0.38 U 4.3J 0.38 U 0.38 U 840 D 0.38 U 1700 D 170
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.4 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U 0.40 U
Trichloroethene 0.4 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U 0.59 U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U
Vinyl Chloride NS 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 3331 1706 6026 564.4 12045 4.4 865 9.6 1746 4 0 1905 0 13722 661.6
Total TICs 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.

D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.
B - The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
* - For dual column analysis, the lowest quantitated concentration is being reported due to coeluting interference.

NR - Not analyzed




TABLE 2B

Rl Summary of Groundwater Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds

COMPOUND NYSDEC Ambient
Water Quality MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 MW-6 MW-7 MW-9 MW-10 MW-11 MW-12
Standards
(naglL) (ng/L) 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/3/2007 11/4/2007
1,1-Biphenyl 2.2 J 0.670 J 1.6 J 0.24 U 0.910 J 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
2,2-oxybis(1-Chloropropane) 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.26 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U
2,4-Dinitrotoluene 5 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U
2,6-Dinitrotoluene 5 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.25 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
2-Chloronaphthalene 10 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.23 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
2-Methylnaphthalene NS 130 D 18 110 D 0.30 U 100 D 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U 0.30 U
2-Nitroaniline 5 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
3,3-Dichlorobenzidine 5 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.75 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.74 U
3-Nitroaniline 5 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.21 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U
4-Bromophenyl-phenylether NS 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U
4-Chloroaniline 5 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U
4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether NS 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.24 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U
Acenaphthene 20 0.550 J 0.22 U 0.440 J 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.23 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
Acenaphthylene 20 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
Acetophenone 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.27 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U
Anthracene 50* 0.360 J 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
Atrazine 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.37 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U 0.36 U
Benzaldehyde 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.26 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.002 0.400 J 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
Benzo(a)pyrene ND 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.002 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U 0.17 U
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene NS 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.002 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.39 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U
bis(2-Chloroethoxy)methane NS 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U
bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 1 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 5 9.1B 2.0 JB 0.350 JB 0.400 JB 74 B 49 B 0.390 JB 0.620 JB 44 B 1.1 JB 26 B
Butylbenzylphthalate 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 157 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U
Caprolactam 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.500 J 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U
Carbazole 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U
Chrysene 0.002 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.32 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 50 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.17 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U 0.16 U
Dibenzofuran NS 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.24 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U
Diethylphthalate 50 0.19 U 0.360 J 0.550 J 0.19 U 1.3 0.19 U 0.20 U 0.19 U 0.250 J 0.19 U 0.19 U
Dimethylphthalate 50 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U 0.23 U
Di-n-butylphthalate 50 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.25 U 0.290 J 0.25 U 0.670 J 0.25 U 0.310 J 0.25 U 0.25 U
Di-n-octy! phthalate 50* 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U
Fluoranthene 50 0.590 J 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
Fluorene 50 1.1 0.24 U 0.640 J 0.24 U 0.450 J 0.24 U 0.25 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.5 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 5 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U 0.20 U
Hexachloroethane 5 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.29 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.002 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U 0.21 U
Isophorone 50 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.45 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U
Naphthalene 10 200 D 90 D 250 D 0.28 U 170 D 0.860 J 0.29 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
Nitrobenzene 0.04 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
n-Nitrosodimethylamine 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.47 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U
N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine NS 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.28 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U
N-Nitrosodiphenylamine 50 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
Phenanthrene 50 157 0.24 U 0.440 J 0.24 U 0.730 J 0.24 U 0.25 U 0.24 U 0.500 J 0.24 U 0.24 U
Pyrene 50 0.770 J 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U 0.24 U
Qualifiers
U -  The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
D- A sample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.

B - The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.




TABLE 2C
RI Summary of Groundwater Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY

Pesticides and PCBs

NYSDEC AMBIENT
COMPOUND WATER QUALITY MW-1 MW-5 MW-6 MW-10 MW-12
STANDARDS
Pesticides and PCBs (Hg/L) 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007
4,4-DDD 0.3 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
4,4-DDE 0.2 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U
4,4-DDT 0.2 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U 0.002 U
Aldrin ND 0.002 U 0.002 U 0.002 U 0.003 U 0.004 U
alpha-BHC 0.01 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U
alpha-Chlordane 0.05 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.0022 U 0.002 U
beta-BHC 0.04 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U 0.002 U
delta-BHC 0.04 0.0018 U 0.0018 U 0.0018 U 0.001 U 0.0035 U
Dieldrin 0.004 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Endosulfan | NS 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Endosulfan Il NS 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Endosulfan Sulfate NS 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Endrin ND 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Endrin aldehyde 5 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Endrin ketone 5 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
gamma-BHC 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U
gamma-Chlordane 0.05 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.002 U
Heptachlor 0.04 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.001 U 0.003 U
Heptachlor epoxide 0.03 0.002 U 0.002 U 0.002 U 0.004 U 0.003 U
Methoxychlor 35 0.003 U 0.003 U 0.003 U 0.001 U 0.006 U
Toxaphene 0.06 0.007 U 0.007 U 0.007 U 0.009 U 0.014 U
Aroclor-1016 .09* 0.015 U 0.015 U 0.015 U 0.03 U 0.03 U
Aroclor-1221 .09* 0.014 U 0.013 U 0.013 U 0.027 U 0.027 U
Aroclor-1232 .09* 0.014 U 0.014 U 0.014 U 0.028 U 0.028 U
Aroclor-1242 .09* 0.0052 U 0.0051 U 0.0051 U 0.01 U 0.01 U
Aroclor-1248 .09* 0.0045 U 0.0044 U 0.0044 U 0.0088 U 0.0088 U
Aroclor-1254 .09* 0.0036 U 0.0035 U 0.0035 U 0.007 U 0.007 U
Aroclor-1260 .09* 0.012 U 0.012 U 0.012 U 0.024 U 0.024 U
Qualifiers
U -  The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater
than zero. The concentration given is an approximate value.
B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the sample.

Notes:

** - NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values 6/1998

ND - Non-detect
* - Guidance Value
NS - No Standard

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Groundwater Standard




TABLE 2D
Rl Summary of Groundwater Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY

Metals
NYSDEC AMBIENT MW-1 MW-1 MW-5 MW-5 MW-6 MW-6 MW-10 MW-10 MW-12 MW-12
CPELD BUATIER Dl T TOTAL DISSOLVED TOTAL DISSOLVED TOTAL DISSOLVED TOTAL DISSOLVED TOTAL DISSOLVED
STANDARDS

Priority Pollutant Metals (mg/L) 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007 11/2/2007
Aluminum NS 56800 61.0 7500 170 51000 60.1 4790 98.7 21900 205
Antimony 3 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U
Arsenic 25 28U 28U 28U 28U 28U 2.8 U 28U 2.8 U 28U 28U
Barium 100 758 135 117 54.6 581 49.6 J 62.3 18.4J 273 41.9J
Beryllium 3 3.8 0.91 J 137 0.93 J 2.2 0.86 J 1.2 0.93 J 1470 0.87 J
Cadmium 5 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U 12U
Calcium NS 115000 113000 63500 64100 63700 58500 60300 62800 57800 58100
Chromium 50 110 11U 17.3 11U 88.6 11U 11.7 11U 45.1 137
Cobalt NS 89.0 20U 1257 2.6J 64.3 45 15.0 10.2J 22.2 20U
Copper 200 279 34U 29.7 347 108 34U 11.6 34U 40.9 4.1
Iron 300 111000 3580 17000 2410 82500 499 9500 1840 34700 316
Lead 25 66.2 2.3 11.5 2.6J 19.7 22U 9.7J 2.7 10.0 2.9
Magnesium 3500 45900 27100 19400 17700 27600 9530 19800 19200 16000 8740
Manganese 300 6210 5200 1010 980 3900 3630 1030 1030 283 118
Mercury 0.7 0.0800 U 0.0800 U 0.0800 U 0.0800 U 0.0800 U 0.0800 J 0.0800 U 0.0800 U 0.0800 U 0.0800 U
Nickel 100 169 6.2 31.1 7.6J 93.6 5.6 J 24.0 17.7J 35.5 6.0 J
Potassium NS 45900 17100 18600 15900 38300 11900 16700 14100 25800 12200
Selenium 10 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U 3.6 U
Silver 50 22U 22U 22U 22U 22U 22U 22U 22U 22U 22U
Sodium 2000 53800 54300 59400 61900 27600 25500 39200 39800 59900 57700
Thallium 0.5 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U 8.1U
Vanadium NS 116 23U 1157 23U 107 23U 9.1J 23U 45.9 23U
Zinc 2000 330 54.9 112 41.0 246 58.3 97.6 89.1 180 61.0
Hexavalent Chromimum 50 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U
Qualifiers
U -  The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.
B -  The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
Notes:

** . NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values 6/1998

ND - Non-detect
* - Guidance Value
NS - No Standard

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Groundwater Standard




TABLE 3
RI Summary of Soil Gas Results
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY

VOCs TO15
NYSDOH* 2003 Background USEPA** 2002
COMPOUND Study Target Shallow SG1 sG2 SG3 sc4 sGs SG6 SG7 sce SG9 SG10 SG11 SG12
Outdoor Air - Upper Fence | Soil Gas Conc. R=10°

Sample Results in mg/m 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007 10/2/2007
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 0.6 22000 2.39 0.48 U 2.61 12U 0.24 U 3.05 0.48 U 3.05 2.83 2.39 U 3.7 3.05
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 0.4 0.42 179U 179U 179U 447U 0.89 U 179U 179U 179U 179U 8.93 U 179U 179U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 0.3 15 12U 12U 12U 2.94 U 0.6 U 12U 12U 12U 12U 5.98 U 12U 12U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 25 300000 0.76 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 191U 0.38 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 382U 0.76 U 0.76 U
1,1-Dichloroethane NC 5000 0.57 U 0.57 U 0.57 U 138 U 0.28 U 0.57 U 0.57 U 0.57 U 0.57 U 275 U 0.57 U 0.57 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 0.4 2000 0.48 U 0.48 U 0.48 U 123U 0.25 U 0.48 U 0.48 U 0.48 U 0.48 U 2.46 U 0.48 U 0.48 U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 0.4 2000 141U 141U 141U 348 U 07U 141U 141U 141U 141U 6.96 U 141U 141U
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 1.9 60 78.3 53.6 82.7 110 7.46 64 35.5 66.6 53 26.5 58.3 92.5
1,2-Dibromoethane 0.4 0.11 1.08 U 1.08 U 1.08 U 261 U 0.52 U 1.08 U 1.08 U 1.08 U 1.08 U 5.23 U 1.08 U 1.08 U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 0.4 2000 102U 1.02 U 102U 253 U 0.51 U 102U 1.02 U 1.02 U 1.02 U 5.05 U 1.02 U 1.02 U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.4 0.94 0.49 U 0.49 U 0.49 U 121U 0.24 U 0.49 U 0.49 U 0.49 U 0.49 U 243 U 0.49 U 0.49 U
1,2-Dichloropropane 0.4 40 0.92 U 0.92 U 0.92 U 2.26 U 0.45 U 0.92 U 0.92 U 0.92 U 0.92 U 4.53 U 0.92 U 0.92 U
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 0.7 60 16.7 16.3 19.6 23.6 1.87 11.4 8.05 12.8 12.4 2.36 U 14.1 16.5
1,3-Butadiene NA 0.087 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.88 U 0.18 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 0.35 U 177U 0.35 U 0.35 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 0.4 1100 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 132U 0.26 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 2.65 U 0.53 U 0.53 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 0.5 8000 0.84 U 0.84 U 3.37 2.04 U 245 3.61 481 3.61 433 409U 2.89 8.66
1,4-Dioxane NA NA 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 194U 04U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 0.79 U 3.96 U 0.79 U 0.79 U
2,2,4-Trimethylpentane NA NA 8.58 8.02 12.5 111 2.33 2.98 16.2 8.21 13.4 16.8 13.4 8.77
2-Butanone NA NA 26.7 148 31 59.8 4.42 11 131 23.6 34 114 29.8 27.1
2-Hexanone NA NA 9 0.36 U 8.34 09U 2.29 3.6 0.36 U 105 16.4 18U 8.02 0.36 U
4-Ethyltoluene NA NA 13.9 5.69 14.7 21.6 1.47 9.62 7.46 11.6 10.2 147 U 10 15.1
|4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NA NA 11.6 5.4 8.34 31.1 2.21 3.76 3113 18 16.2 38.4 9.82 20.1
Acetone 30 3500 138 131 232 280 19.3 74.6 158 94.3 185 779 211 113
Benzene 4.8 3.1 7.91 3.83 115 16.9 1.28 2.68 9.57 7.15 7.27 22.3 7.91 8.8
Benzyl Chloride NA 0.5 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 144 U 0.29 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 2.88 U 0.58 U 0.58 U
Br NA 14 107 U 107 U 107U 2.68 U 0.54 U 107U 1.07 U 107U 1.07 U 5.37 U 1.07 U 107U
Bromoethene NA NA 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 114U 0.23 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 228 U 0.44 U 0.44 U
Bromoform NA 22 0.99 U 0.99 U 0.99 U 248 U 05U 0.99 U 0.99 U 0.99 U 0.99 U 497U 0.99 U 0.99 U
Bromomethane 0.5 NA 0.54 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 132U 0.26 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 2.64 U 0.54 U 0.54 U
Carbon Disulfide NA 7000 03U 03U 03U 0.75 U 015 U 2.74 2.74 03U 6.09 149 U 20.8 03U
Carbon Tetrachloride 12 16 0.76 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 189 U 0.38 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 0.76 U 378 U 0.76 U 0.76 U
Chlorobenzene NC 600 12U 12U 12U 3.05 U 0.6 U 12U 12U 12U 12U 6.01 U 12U 12U
Chloroethane 0.4 100000 04U 04U 04U 101U 02U 04U 04U 04U 04U 2.02 U 04U 04U
Chloroform 0.5 11 160 0.47 U 047 U 117U 2.24 161 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 234U 0.47 U 27.8
Chloromethane 4.3 NA 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.29 U 0.74 U 1.02 0.29 U 1.39 0.29 U 0.29 U 147U 0.29 U 0.29 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.4 350 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 135U 0.27 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 27U 0.56 U 0.56 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 NA 0.54 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 141U 0.28 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 0.54 U 281U 0.54 U 0.54 U
Cyclohexane 0.4 NA 2.82 3.49 3.35 7.38 021U 04U 2,68 J 3.62 3.89 16.1 4.02 3.62
Dibromochloromethane NA NA 128 U 128 U 128 U 323U 0.65 U 128 U 128 U 128 U 128 U 6.47 U 128 U 128 U
Dichlorodifluor NA 2000 2.77 51.5 317 178 U 2.97 3.96 16.4 475 25.1 199 223 475
Dichlorotetrafluoroethane 10.0 NA 0.84 U 0.84 U 0.84 U 217U 0.43 U 0.84 U 0.84 U 0.84 U 0.84 U 434U 0.84 U 0.84 U
Ethyl Acetate NA 32000 0.32 U 0.32 U 0.32 U 0.79 U 0.16 U 0.32 U 0.32 U 0.32 U 0.32 U 1.58 U 0.32 U 0.32 U
Ethyl Benzene 1.0 22 18.6 7.63 20.5 28.6 2.25 9.54 8.15 14.7 11.8 20.8 12.8 41.3
Heptane NA NA 28.6 16.9 29.4 58.9 3.76 8.18 11.8 26.2 21.9 46.6 21.9 48.4
Hexachloro-1,3-Butadiene 0.5 11 181U 181U 181U 448U 09U 181U 181U 181U 181U 897 U 181U 181U
Hexane NA 2000 127 9.29 19.1 23.6 2.6 174 20.4 12.9 16.5 57 17.2 11.8
Isopropy! Alcohol NA NA 012 U 0.12 U 012 U 0.29 U 0.06 U 012 U 0.12 U 0.12 U 0.12 U 0.59 U 0.12 U 012 U
m/p-Xylene 1.0 70000 59.3 21 67.6 86.3 6.16 35 27.6 47 37.3 46 40.6 98.5
Methyl tert-Butyl Ether NA 30000 0.35 U 0.35 U 7.92 0.86 U 017 U 72.7 3.17 0.35 U 6.19 173 U 13.8 0.35 U
Methylene Chloride 1.6 52 11.7 9.73 13.3 279 1.67 35.5 90.4 24.2 32.4 4718 D 26.6 19.7
o-Xylene 1.5 70000 22.2 10.6 24.6 32.1 2.6 13.2 10.9 17.5 15.6 16.5 15.4 31
Propene NA NA 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.88 U 017 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 172U 0.34 U 0.34 U
Styrene 0.5 10000 2.55 1.87 2.89 187 U 111 1.87 0.77 U 0.77 U 2.21 9.36 0.77 U 3.06
t-1,3-Dichloropropene NC NA 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 113U 023 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 227U 0.45 U 0.45 U
Tetrachloroethene 0.7 8.1 141 155 141 35.3 8.01 301 9.78 125 9.78 517 10 16.3
Tetrahydrofuran 0.4 NA 071 U 071 U 071 U 174U 0.35 U 071U 071 U 071U 071U 353 U 071U 071U
Toluene 51 4000 284 122 317 1096 23 86.1 137 259 180 477 189 2166 D
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene NA 700 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 135U 027 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 27U 0.56 U 0.56 U
Trichloroethene 0.4 0.22 0.75 U 0.75 U 0.75 U 193 U 0.39 U 18.9 0.75 U 0.75 U 0.75 U 3.86 U 0.75 U 0.75 U
Trichlorofluor 51 7000 0.62 U 2.47 0.62 U 157U 1.46 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 0.62 U 314U 448 0.62 U
Vinyl Acetate NA 2000 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 141U 0.28 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 0.56 U 281U 0.56 U 0.56 U
Vinyl Chioride 0.4 2.8 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.77 U 0.15 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 0.31 U 153 U 0.31 U 0.31 U
Total BTEX 392.01 165.06 | 4412 | 1,259.90 35.29 | 146.52 10322 | 345.35 251.97 | 582.60 | 26571 |  2,345.60
Total Confident Conc. VOC 932.42 511.93 | 94959 | 2,301.18 346.48 | 957.39 505.10 | 681.79 72379 | 7,12036 | 96854 |  2,785.81
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.

J - Data indicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
B - The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.

NA - No value available
NR - Not analyzed




TABLE 4

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Parameters Detected Above Track 1 Soil Cleanup Objectives

Track 1 Range in
COMPOUND Unrestricted Exceedances SB1 SB1 SB2 SB3 SB4 SB4 SB4 SB5 SB6 SB7
Cleanup (0-4FT) (8-12FT) (0-4FT) (0-4FT) (0-4FT) (4-8FT) (8-10FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT)
Objectives
Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg
Acetone 50 94-290 140 130 J 210
Benzene 60 290 290
m/p-Xylenes 260 7,60-480,000 7900 D 480000 D
Methylcyclohexane 11,000 11000 JD
o-Xylene 260 5,000-230,000 5000 D 230000 D
Toluene 700 75,000 75000 D
Benzo(a)anthracene 1,000 1100-1,900 1100
Benzo(a)pyrene 1,000 1100-1,800 1100
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1,000 1,100-1,400 1400 1100
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 800 1,200-2,200
Chrysene 1,000 620-1,100 1100
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 500 620-700 700
Naphthalene 12,000 59,000 59000|D
4,4-DDD 3.3 5.8-240 240 D 11 P
4,4-DDE 3.3 5.0
4,4-DDT 3.3 5.1-10 5.1
Endrin 14 31
Sample Results in mg/kg mg/kg
Cadmium 25¢c 2.67-3.10 3.1
Chromium 30c 34.5-47.2 34.5 38.6
Copper 50 62.8-103 85.9 73.2 62.8
Lead 63 cC 92.2-676 346 98.9 92.2 115 89.9 335 364
Mercury 0.18 c 0.182-0.393 0.393
Zinc 109 c 124-478 478 148 146 180 159 258 231
Track_ u Range in
COMPOUND Unrestricted Exceedances SB8 SB9 SB10 SB11 SB12 SB13 SB15 SB16 SB17 SB18
Cleanup (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-2FT) (0-4FT) (0-3FT) (0-3FT) (0-4FT) (4-6FT)
Objectives
Sample Results in pg/kg ug/kg
Acetone 50 94-290 290 94 J
Benzene 60 290
m/p-Xylenes 260 7,60-480,000 760 JD
Methylcyclohexane 11,000
o-Xylene 260 5,000-230,000
Toluene 700 75,000
Benzo(a)anthracene 1,000 1100-1,900 1200 1900
Benzo(a)pyrene 1,000 1100-1,800 1200 1800
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 1,000 1,100-1,400 1200 2200 2100 D
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 800 1,200-2,200 860
Chrysene 1,000 620-1,100 1400 2100
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 500 620-700 620
Naphthalene 12,000 59,000
4,4-DDD 33 5.8-240 58 15 6.0
4,4-DDE 3.3 5.0 5.0
4,4-DDT 3.3 5.1-10 10
Endrin 14 31 31
Sample Results in mg/kg ma/kg
Cadmium 25¢c 2.67-3.10 2.670
Chromium 30c 34.5-47.2 40.8 47.2
Copper 50 62.8-103 61.5 103
Lead 63 cC 92.2-676 98.7 166 238 144 676 139
Mercury 0.18 c 0.182-0.393 0.182 0.224 0.194 0.202
Zinc 109 c 124-478 313 188 124 170 132 237




TABLE 5
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Parameters Detected Above Ambient Water Quality Standards

NYSDEC Ambient Range in
COMPOUND Water Quality Exceedance MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4 MW-5 MW-6 MW-7 MW-10 MW-12 MW-13 MW-15 MW-16
Standards
Sample Restults in (ug/L) (pg/L)
Acetone 5 40-60 40 60
Benzene 1 12-490 47 15 83 490 D 71 150 12 160
Ethyl Benzene 5 5.5-1,400 690 D 590 D 1000 D 160 1400 D 91 88 200 515)
m/p-Xylenes 5 17-8,200 1700 D 730 D 3100 D 250 5600 D 350 17 510 D 8200 D 200
Methy! tert-butyl Ether 10 37-430 120 90 430 D 22 53 78 37
o-Xylene 5 5.7-3,300 500 D 130 940 D 35 2200 D 100 5.7 250 D 3300 D 120
Styrene 5 160 160
Toluene 5 24-1,900 110 24 270 D 5.4 1900 D 120 840 D 1700 D 170
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.002 0.4 0.4J
bis(2-Ethylhexyl)phthalate 5 7.4-9.1 9.1B 74 B
Naphthalene 10 90-250 200 D 90 D 250 D 170 D
Sample Results in (mg/L) (mg/L)

Barium 100 135 135
Iron 300 316-3,580 3580 2410 499 1840 316
Magnesium 3500 8,740-27,100 27100 17700 9530 19200 8740
Manganese 300 980-5,200 5200 980 3630 1030
Sodium 2000 25,500-61,900 54300 61900 25500 39800 57700




TABLE 6

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Volatile Organic Compounds
IRM Performance Wells - May 2008

NYSDEC Ambient
COMPOUND Water Quality IRM-1 IRM-2 IRM-3 IRM-4 IRM-5 IRM-6 IRM-7 IRM-8 IRM-9
Standards
(Hg/L) (Hg/L) 5/272008 5/272008 5/272008 5/272008 5/272008 5/272008 Not Sampled 5/272008 5/272008
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1-Dichloroethane 4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dibromoethane ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
2-Butanone 64 4.2 160 28 92 ND U ND U ND U
2-Hexanone ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
[Acetone 5 ND U 12 ND U 110 170 ND U ND U ND U
Benzene 1 100 ND ND U ND U 44 ND U ND U ND U
Bromodichloromethane 50* ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Bromoform 50* ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Bromomethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Carbon Disulfide ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chlorobenzene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chloroethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chloroform 7 ND U 10 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chloromethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Cyclohexane 200 ND U 350 ND U 92 ND U ND U ND U
Dibromochloromethane ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Ethyl Benzene 5 400 ND U 940 ND U 350 ND U ND U ND U
Isopropylbenzene NS 64 ND U 210 ND U 35 ND U ND U ND U
m/p-Xylenes 5 1000 2.7 3000 ND U 1500 ND U ND U ND U
Methyl Acetate ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Methyl Cyclohexane 140 ND U 220 ND U 92 ND U ND U ND U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 10 210 1.6 ND D ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Methylene Chloride 10 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
o0-Xylene 5 260 ND U 690 ND U 490 ND U ND U ND U
Styrene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Tetrachloroethene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Toluene 5 300 0.51 34 ND U 560 ND U ND U ND U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Trichloroethene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Vinyl Chloride NS ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 2738 31.01 5604 138 3425 0 0 0
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
D-  Asample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.
B - The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
* - For dual column analysis, the lowest quantitated concentration is being reported due to coeluting interference.

NR - Not analyzed
Notes:

** - NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values 6/1998

ND - Non-detect
* - Guidance Value
NS - No Standard

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Groundwater Standard




TABLE 7

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Volatile Organic Compounds
IRM Performance Wells - August 2008

NYSDEC Ambient
COMPOUND Water Quality IRM-1 IRM-2 IRM-3 IRM-4 IRM-5 IRM-6 IRM-7 IRM-8 IRM-9
Standards

(ng/L) (Hg/L) 8/15/2008 Not Sampled 8/7/2008 8/15/2008 8/15/2008 8/15/2008 8/15/2008 8/15/2008 8/15/2008
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1-Dichloroethane 4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dibromoethane ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
2-Butanone ND U ND U 1.9 150 ND U ND U ND U ND U
2-Hexanone ND U ND U ND U 157 ND U ND U ND U ND U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
[Acetone 5 ND U ND U 27 320 ND U ND U ND U ND U
Benzene 1 47 5.8 9.2 97 ND U 650 D 11 ND U
Bromodichloromethane 50* ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Bromoform 50* ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Bromomethane 5 ND U ND U 6 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Carbon Disulfide 3.9 ND U 8.2 21 ND U ND U ND U ND U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chlorobenzene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chloroethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chloroform 7 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Chloromethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Cyclohexane 130 D 33 ND U 39 ND U 180 D 460 ND U
Dibromochloromethane ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Ethyl Benzene 5 430 D 45 ND U ND U ND U 1700 D 8 ND U
Isopropylbenzene NS 45 10 ND U ND U ND U 120 D ND U ND U
m/p-Xylenes 5 460 D 170 ND U ND U ND U 8800 D 160 3.3
Methyl Acetate ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Methyl Cyclohexane 110 D 22 ND U 20 ND U 130 D ND U ND U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 10 170 D ND U ND U 4.8 J ND U 170 D ND U ND U
Methylene Chloride 10 ND U ND U 11 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
o-Xylene 5 96 D 36 ND U ND U ND U 1800 D 7 ND U
Styrene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Tetrachloroethene 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Toluene 5 6 3 ND U ND U ND U 760 D 89 ND U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Trichloroethene 0.4 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Vinyl Chloride NS ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U ND U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 1497.9 324.8 63.3 666.8 0 14190 349.6 33
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.

The concentration given is an approximate value.

D-  Asample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.
B - The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
* - For dual column analysis, the lowest quantitated concentration is being reported due to coeluting interference.

NR - Not analyzed
Notes:

** - NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values 6/1998

ND - Non-detect
* - Guidance Value
NS - No Standard

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Groundwater Standard




TABLE 8

3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Volatile Organic Compounds
IRM Performance Wells - August 2008

NYSDEC Ambient
COMPOUND Water Quality IRM-1 IRM-2 IRM-3 IRM-4 IRM-5 IRM-6 IRM-7 IRM-8 IRM-9
Standards
(ng/L) (Hg/L) 10/3/2008 10/7/2008 10/3/2008 10/3/2008 10/3/2008 10/7/2008 Not Sampled 10/3/2008 10/3/2008
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 4.6 J 0.88 U 0.88 U 0.88 U 241 0.88 U 0.88 U 0.88 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 037U 037U 037U 037U 7.6 037U 037U 037U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 03U 03U 03U 03U 03U 03U 03U 03U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 5 14U 14U 14U 14U 2J 14U 14U 14U
1,1-Dichloroethane 4 0.8 U 0.8 U 0.8 U 0.8 U 1.8J 0.8 U 0.8 U 0.8 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U 0.53 U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 5 0.61 U 0.61 U 0.61 U 0.61 U 0.61 U 0.61 U 0.61 U 0.61 U
1,2-Dibromo-3-Chloropropane 0.4 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U
1,2-Dibromoethane 24 21 19 6.4J 170 22U 70 22U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 1.2 02U 02U 02U 19 02U 341 02U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 82 17 45 023 U 381J 381J 023 U 023 U
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 10 045U 045U 045U 18 045U 045U 045U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U 10 0.38 U 0.38 U 0.38 U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 3 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U
2-Butanone 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U 1.1 0.67 U 0.67 U 0.67 U
2-Hexanone 42 0.57 U 0.57 U 0.57 U 36 0.57 U 48 0.57 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 22 19U 18J 19U 78 19U 31 19U
[Acetone 5 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 027 U 0.27 U 0.27 U
Benzene 1 0.72 U 0.72 U 0.72 U 0.72 U 0.72 U 0.72 U 0.72 U 0.72 U
Bromodichloromethane 50* 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U 0.45 U
Bromoform 50* 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U
Bromomethane 5 91 0.47 U 43 0.47 U 24 0.47 U 28 0.47 U
Carbon Disulfide 13 035 U 23 035 U 44 25 98 035 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 041U 041U 041U 041U 041U 041U 041U 041U
Chlorobenzene 5 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.34 U
Chloroethane 5 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U 0.46 U
Chloroform 7 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 0.23 U
Chloromethane 5 6.4J 18U 1.8 U 1.8 U 521 1.8 U 1.8 U 1.8 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 4] 0.16 U 457 0.16 U 390 D 33 1400 D 0.16 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 031U 031U 031U 031U 031U 031U 031U 031U
Cyclohexane 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 029 U 0.29 U
Dibromochloromethane 032U 032U 032U 032U 032U 032U 032 U 0.32 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 271 1.8 U 241 1.8 U 113 1.8 U 211 1.8 U
Ethyl Benzene 5 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 023 U 0.23 U 0.23 U
Isopropylbenzene NS 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U 0.26 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 097 U 097 U 097 U 097 U 097 U 097 U 0.97 U 0.97 U
Methyl Acetate 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
Methyl Cyclohexane 240 D 373 120 D 1.31J 280 D 24 880 D 0.05 U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 10 120 5517 160 D 281 1200 D 51 3000 D 047 U
Methylene Chloride 10 27 0.16 U 49 1.2 500 D 18 1200 D 0.16 U
o-Xylene 5 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U 231 0.19 U
Styrene 5 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U 0.44 U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 37 0.37 U 37 0.37 U 23 0.37 U 41 0.37 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 037 U 037 U 037 U 037 U 037 U 037 U 0.37 U 0.37 U
Toluene 5 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U 0.28 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 0.4 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U 0.22 U
Trichloroethene 0.4 04U 0.4 U 04U 04U 04U 04U 04U 04U
Trichlorofluoromethane 5 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U 0.58 U
Vinyl Chloride NS 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.39 U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 726.9 47.2 520.9 11.7 2826.9 154.8 6803.8 0
Qualifiers
U - The compound was not detected at the indicated concentration.
J - Dataindicates the presence of a compound that meets the identification criteria. The result is less than the quantitation limit but greater than zero.
The concentration given is an approximate value.
D-  Asample dilution was reuired to obtain the value.
B - The analyte was found in the laboratory blank as well as the sample. This indicates possible laboratory contamination of the environmental sample.
P - For dual column analysis, the percent difference between the quantitated concentrations on the two columns is greater than 40%.
* - For dual column analysis, the lowest quantitated concentration is being reported due to coeluting interference.

NR - Not analyzed
Notes:

** - NYSDEC Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values 6/1998

ND - Non-detect
* - Guidance Value
NS - No Standard

Bold/highlighted- Indicated exceedance of the NYSDEC Groundwater Standard




TABLE 9
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY

Volatile Organic Compounds
IRM Performance Wells Summary of Results from All Sampling Rounds

NYSDEC Ambient

COMPOUND Water Quality IRM-1 IRM-1 IRM-1 IRM-2 IRM-2 IRM-2 IRM-3 IRM-3 IRM-3 IRM-4 IRM-4 IRM-4
Standards
(ng/L) (ng/L) 5/272008 8/15/2008 10/3/2008 5/27/2008 8/15/2008 10/7/2008 5/27/2008 8/7/2008 10/3/2008 5/27/2008 8/15/2008 10/3/2008
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 ND U ND U 4.6J ND U 0.88 U ND U ND U 0.88 U ND U ND U 0.88 U
1,2-Dibromoethane ND U ND U 24 ) ND U 21 ND U ND U 19 J ND U ND U 6.4J
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U 127 ND U 02U ND U ND U 02U ND U ND U 02U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ND U ND U 82 ND U 17 ND U ND U 45 ND U ND U 0.23 U
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 ND U ND U 10 ND U 0.45 U ND U ND U 0.45 U ND U ND U 0.45 U
2-Butanone 64 ND U 0.67 U 4.2 0.67 U 160 ND U 0.67 U 28 1.9 0.67 U
2-Hexanone ND U ND U 42 ND U 0.57 U ND U ND U 0.57 U ND U ND U 0.57 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone ND U ND U 22 ND U 19U ND U ND U 18 J ND U ND U 19U
Acetone 5 ND U ND U 0.27 U 12 0.27 U ND U ND U 0.27 U 110 27 0.27 U
Benzene 1 100 47 0.72 U ND 0.72 U ND U 5.8 0.72 U ND U 9.2 0.72 U
Bromomethane 5 ND U ND U 91 ND U 0.47 U ND U ND U 43 ND U 6 0.47 U
Carbon Disulfide ND U 3.9 13 ND U 0.35 U ND U ND U 23 ND U 8.2 0.35 U
Chloroform 7 ND U ND U 0.23 U 10 0.23 U ND U 0.23 U ND U ND U 0.23 U
Chloromethane 5 ND U ND U 6.4J ND U 1.8 U ND U ND U 1.8 U ND U ND U 1.8 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ND U ND U 4] ND U 0.16 U ND U ND U 457 ND U ND U 0.16 U
Cyclohexane 200 130 D 0.29 U ND U 0.29 U 350 33 0.29 U ND U ND U 0.29 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 ND U ND U 27 ND U 1.8 U ND U ND U 24 ND U ND U 1.8 U
Ethyl Benzene 5 400 430 D 0.23 U ND U 0.23 U 940 45 0.23 U ND U ND U 0.23 U
Isopropylbenzene NS 64 45 0.26 U ND U 0.26 U 210 10 0.26 U ND U ND U 0.26 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 1000 460 D 0.97 U 2.7 0.97 U 3000 170 0.97 U ND U ND U 0.97 U
Methyl Cyclohexane 140 110 D 240 D ND U 3.7 220 22 120 D ND U ND U 13J
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 10 210 170 D 120 1.6 5517 ND D ND U 160 D ND U ND U 28]
Methylene Chloride 10 ND U ND U 27 ND U 0.16 U ND U ND U 49 ND U 11 127
o-Xylene 5 260 96 D 0.19 U ND U 0.19 U 690 36 0.19 U ND U ND U 0.19 U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ND U ND U 37 ND U 0.37 U ND U ND U 37 ND U ND U 0.44 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 ND U ND U 0.37 U ND U 0.37 U ND U ND U 0.37 U ND U ND U 0.37 U
Toluene 5 300 6 0.28 U 0.51 0.28 U 34 3 0.28 U ND U ND U 0.28 U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 2738 1497.9 726.9 31.01 47.2 5604 324.8 520.9 138 63.3 11.7
NYSDEC Ambient
COMPOUND Water Quality IRM-5 IRM-5 IRM-5 IRM-6 IRM-6 IRM-6 IRM-7 IRM-8 IRM-8 IRM-8 IRM-9 IRM-9 IRM-9
Standards
(ng/L) (Hg/L) 5/27/2008 8/15/2008 10/3/2008 5/27/2008 8/15/2008 10/7/2008 8/15/2008 5/27/2008 8/15/2008 10/3/2008 5/27/2008 8/15/2008 10/3/2008
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 ND U ND U 24 ND U ND U 0.88 U ND U ND U ND U 0.88 U ND U ND U 0.88 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 ND U ND U 7.6 ND U ND U 0.37 U ND U ND U ND U 0.37 U ND U ND U 0.37 U
1,1,2-Trichlorotrifluoroethane 5 ND U ND U 2] ND U ND U 14U ND U ND U ND U 14U ND U ND U 14U
1,1-Dichloroethane 4 ND U ND U 1.8J ND U ND U 08 U ND U ND U ND U 08 U ND U ND U 08 U
1,2-Dibromoethane ND U ND U 170 ND U ND U 22U ND U ND U ND U 70 ND U ND U 22U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U 19 ND U ND U 02U ND U ND U ND U 3417 ND U ND U 02U
1,2-Dichloroethane 0.6 ND U ND U 381J ND U ND U 381J ND U ND U ND U 0.23 U ND U ND U 0.23 U
1,2-Dichloropropane 5 ND U ND U 18 ND U ND U 0.45 U ND U ND U ND U 0.45 U ND U ND U 0.45 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 3 ND U ND U 10 ND U ND U 0.38 U ND U ND U ND U 0.38 U ND U ND U 0.38 U
2-Butanone 92 150 117 ND U ND U 0.67 U ND U ND U ND U 0.67 U ND U ND U 0.67 U
2-Hexanone ND U 15 J 36 ND U ND U 0.57 U ND U ND U ND U 48 ND U ND U 0.57 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone ND U ND U 78 ND U ND U 19U ND U ND U ND U 31 ND U ND U 19U
Acetone 5 170 320 0.27 U ND U ND U 0.27 U ND U ND U ND U 0.27 U ND U ND U 0.27 U
Benzene 1 44 97 0.72 U ND U ND U 0.72 U 650 D ND U 11 0.72 U ND U ND U 0.72 U
Bromomethane 5 ND U ND U 24 ND U ND U 0.47 U ND U ND U ND U 28 ND U ND U 0.47 U
Carbon Disulfide ND U 21 44 ND U ND U 25 ND U ND U ND U 98 ND U ND U 0.35 U
Chloromethane 5 ND U ND U 521 ND U ND U 1.8 U ND U ND U ND U 1.8 U ND U ND U 18 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 ND U ND U 390 D ND U ND U 33 ND U ND U ND U 1400 D ND U ND U 0.16 U
Cyclohexane 92 39 0.29 U ND U ND U 0.29 U 180 D ND U 4.6J 0.29 U ND U ND U 0.29 U
Dichlorodifluoromethane 5 ND U ND U 11J ND U ND U 1.8 U ND U ND U ND U 211 ND U ND U 1.8 U
Ethyl Benzene 5 350 ND U 0.23 U ND U ND U 0.23 U 1700 D ND U 8 0.23 U ND U ND U 0.23 U
Isopropylbenzene NS 35 ND U 0.26 U ND U ND U 0.26 U 120 D ND U ND U 0.26 U ND U ND U 0.26 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 1500 ND U 0.97 U ND U ND U 0.97 U 8800 D ND U 160 0.97 U ND U 33 0.97 U
Methyl Cyclohexane 92 20 280 D ND U ND U 24 130 D ND U ND U 880 D ND U ND U 0.05 U
Methyl tert-butyl Ether 10 ND U 48] 1200 D ND U ND U 51 170 D ND U ND U 3000 D ND U ND U 0.47 U
Methylene Chloride 10 ND U ND U 500 D ND U ND U 18 ND U ND U ND U 1200 D ND U ND U 0.16 U
o-Xylene 5 490 ND U 0.19 U ND U ND U 0.19 U 1800 D ND U 77 23] ND U ND U 0.19 U
t-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 ND U ND U 23 ND U ND U 0.37 U ND U ND U ND U 41 ND U ND U 0.37 U
Toluene 5 560 ND U 0.28 U ND U ND U 0.28 U 760 D ND U 89 0.28 U ND U ND U 0.28 U
Total Confident Conc. VOC 3425 666.8 2826.9 0 0 154.8 14190 0 349.6 6803.8 0 33 0




TABLE 10
3035 White Plains Road, Bronx, NY
Quantities of Materials Removed From the Site

Volume of Historic

Weight of Historic

Volume of Bedrock

Weight of Bedrock

Fill Removed Fill Removed Removed Removed
(Cubic Yards- Est.) (Tons) (Cubic Yards) (Tons - Est.)
7,527.13 10,537.98 6,875.00 10,766.50

Total Volume of Material Removed
Total Weight of Material Removed

14,402.13 Cubic Yards
21,304.48 Tons
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EXCAVATION VOLUME REPORT

THE EXCAVATION VOLUME WAS CALCULATED BY COMPARING VOLUMETRIC GRID FILES GENERATED FROM

FIELD SURVEY DATA. THE PRE—EXCAVATION SURVEY WAS PERFORMED JANUARY 4, 2007. THE
EXCAVATION SURVEY WAS PERFORMED MAY 5, 2008.

GRID CORNER LOCATIONS: —84.71,—64.17 TO 267.79,150.33
GRID RESOLUTION X: 235, Y: 143

GRID CELL SIZE X: 1.50, Y: 1.50

TOTAL SURFACES: 67,210

CUT VOLUME

FILL VOLUME CUT AREA
/7824.68 C.Y.

FILL AREA
0.00 C.v. 23,328.63 S.F.

0.00 S.F.

AVG CUT DEPTH

AVG FILL DEPTH
9.06 FEET

0.00 FEET

THE VOLUMES SHOWN ARE VOLUMES IN—PLACE. CARTED VOLUMES WILL BE LARGER, DUE TO EXPANSION
OF UNCOMPRESSED SOIL. THE CONTOURS SHOWN REFER TO “CUT” DEPTH.

HHAAV

HOANAAV

286.59’

—

141.84°

SOUTHERLY HALF OF
FORMER LESTER STREET

o

88°17°40"

/

=

—
—
//

EXCAVATION LIMIT

WHITE PLAINS

Date Revisions

*Unauthorized alteration or addition to a survey map

ROAD

bearing a licensed Land Surveyor’s seal is a violation of
Article 134, Section 7209, Subdivision 2, of the New York
State Education Law.”

"Copies from the original of this survey map not marked
with an original of the Land Surveyor’s inked seal or his
embossed seal shall not be considered a valid true
copy.”

"Certification indicated hereon signify that this survey was
prepared in accordance with the existing Code of Practice
for Land Surveys adopted by the New York State
Association of Professional Land Surveyors. Said
Certifications shall run only to the person for whom the
survey is prepared and on his behalf to the title
company, governmental agency, and lending institution.
Certifications are not transferable to additional institutions
or subsequent owners.”

"The offsets (or dimensions) shown hereon from the

MAP SHOWING EXCAVATION VOLUME
OF PROPERTY IN THE BRONX, NEW YORK
SHOWN AS BLOCK 4545, LOT 14

AND THE SOUTHERLY HALF OF FORMER LESTER STREET
ON THE CITY OF NEW YORK TAX ASSESSMENT MAP

CARMAN—DUNNE, P.C.
CONSULTING ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS
2 Lakeview Avenue, Lynbrook, New York 11563
TEL. (516) 599-5563 FAX (516) 593-4873

Ut R b o Date: File: ...\2006\ 2006372\ WKS_Volume_Calc.dwg
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planting areas, additions to buildings or any other . . . .

it by Plate No.: Project No.: S”ca/e., Sheet 1 of 1
"Easements in existence or of record, if any, not shown.” John J. Toscano P.L.S. 049872 187 2006372.00 1'=20
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Notes:

1. See Figure 13 for details on connecting tees and piping
2. See Figure 13 for details on vertical piping to roof stack
3. See Figure 13 for cross-section details through A-A

4. Each Zone Individually Piped to Roof.

iz;mperforated HDPE vent line w / filter sock WH I T E P LAI N S R OAD

linch = 30 feet
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Notes:
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APPENDIX - A
Digital Copy of Final Engineering Report,
Remedial Action Work Plan and Site Management
Plan




APPENDIX - B
BCP Boundary Map




DESCRIPTION OF PARCEL AND ENVIRONMENTAL EASEMENT
(GROUND WATER CONTROL AREA — ENTIRE SITE)

All that certain piece or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in the County of Bronx, City and State
of New York, shown as Block 4545 lLots 1001 and 1002 and the southerly half of Lester Street as
shown on the New York City Tax Map, and being more particularly described as follows:

| SIGNIFICANT

DEBRIS, IN
THIS AREA

!

BEGINNING at a point formed by the intersection of the centerline of Lester Street (a private road) and
the westerly side of White Plains Road forming an interior angle of 88 degrees 17 minutes 40 seconds,

said point having New York State Plane (Long Island Zone) coordinates of N 256,490 and E 1,020,936

THENCE southerly along the westerly side of White Plains Road a distance of 286.59 feet to the
northerly side of Adee Avenue as widened;

THENCE westerly along the northerly side of Adee Avenue forming an interior angle of 106 degrees 45
minutes 00 seconds a distance of 41.87 feet to it's intersection with the easterly line Elliot Avenue as
laid out on the Map of The Estate of Peter Lorillard known as Map Number 448, filed April 20, 1871:

(60’ WIDE)

THENCE northerly along said line of Elliot Avenue forming an interior angle of 92 degrees 18 minutes 10

seconds a distance of 311.50 feet to it's intersection with the centerline of Lester Street (a private
road);

® :
Lu Esther T. Mertz
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Everett Childrer's |
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LESTER STREET

THENCE easterly along the centerline of Lester Street (a private road) forming an interior angle of 72
degrees 39 minutes 10 seconds a distance of 141.84 feet to the point of BEGINNING.

Being 26,833 square feet or 0.6160 acres more or less.

DESCRIPTION OF OCCUPIED AREA AFFECTED BY ENGINEERING CONTROLS
(SUB SLAB DEPRESSURIZATION AND VAPOR BARRIER)

Gard x

All that certain piece or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in the County of Bronx, City and State
of New York, and being more particularly described as follows:

VCNITY MAP . | |

COMMENCING at a point formed by the intersection of the centerline of Lester Street (a private road)
and the westerly side of White Plains Road forming an interior angle of 88 degrees 17 minutes 40

seconds, said point having New York State Plane (Long Island Zone) coordinates of N 256,490 and E
1,020,936

NS
WALL

08
50
0508 bode%s?: «":"

i’( AV AP
LRSI w’f“ y
X K AR S
255 % .9’2‘2’%"“'4 IAK:& O
KX : > .

o L S X ARSI A oot SR >
I LR AT RS %':gc,"’o’::o’ ey 1 I ISP
R R T X B WY
Mo S RN o b
e e
e P

L s
” [y
V, { p _/‘// Y
e e
' /’/ . ,r/v ; A
7

, 5
) ’:‘ P ‘60 g %
's‘;"ﬁ# ‘“0 X 1

THENCE southerly along the westerly side of White Plains Road a distance of 30.54 feet to the POINT
OF BEGINNING;

THENCE southerly along the westerly side of White Plains Road a distance of 162.05 feet to a point;
THENCE westerly forming an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 24.14
feet to a point; THENCE northerly forming an interior angle of 30 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a
distance of 44.55 feet to a point; THENCE westerly forming an interior angle of 270 degrees 00
minutes 00 seconds a distance of 11.20 feet to a point; THENCE northerly forming an interior angle of
90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 14.63 feet to a point; THENCE westerly forming an
interior angle of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 6.70 feet to a point; THENCE
northerly forming an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 39.72 feet to a
ACTIVE MATERIALS point;, THENCE westerly forming an interior angle of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of
1 STORAGE IN THIS 44.93 feet to a point; THENCE northerly forming an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00
AREA seconds a distance of 32.53 feet to a point; THENCE westerly forming an interior angle of 270 degrees
00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 9.29 feet to a point; THENCE southerly forming an interior angle
of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds g distance of 19.93 feet to a point; THENCE northerly forming
an interior angle of 18 degrees 39 minutes 13 seconds a distance of 50.12 feet to a point on the
southerly line of Lester Street; Thence easterly along the southerly line of Lester Street a distance of
112.09 feet to the POINT OF BEGINNING forming an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00
seconds with the previous course. Being 9,297.8 Square Feet or 0.2134 Acres more or less.
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el 24 All that certain piece or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in the County of Bronx, City and State
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BEGINNING at a point formed by the intersection of the centerline of Lester Street ()0,, private road) and
. ’ 9 the westerly side of White Plains Road forming an interior angle of 88 degrees 17 minutes 40 seconds,
88°17 40 said point having New York State Plane (Long Island Zone) coordinates of N 256,490 and E 1,020,936
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THENCE southerly along the westerly side of White Plains Road a distance of 30.54 feet to a point;
7 5 THENCE westerly forming an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 112.09

I st e i ’ CON(I:H‘W . sttt : - Heis — feet to a point; THENCE southerly forming an interior angle of 107 degrees 26 minutes 29 seconds a

. - distance of 50.12 feet to a point; THENCE northerly forming an interior angle of 161 degrees 20
LINK FENCE 286.59 GATE. GATE 63 E (J POINT I(I)VF minutes 47 seconds a distance of 19.93 feet to a point; THENCE easterly forming an interior angle of
S —= S BEGINNING 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 9.29 feet to a point; THENCE southerly forming an
o CUR? ggre FLSW-——» ‘})/ NYS PLANE COORDINATES interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 32.53 feet to a point; THENCE
(LONG ISLAND ZONE) easterly forming an interior angle of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 44.93 feet to @

l N 256,490 point; THENCE southerly forming an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of
1065 X o o7 = | E 1,020,936 39.72 feet to a point; THENCE easterly forming an interior angle of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00
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seconds a distance of 6.70 feet to a point; THENCE southerly forming an interior angle of S0 degrees
— T T ] — S T '4‘"‘ —————— ® © 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 14.63 feet to a point; THENCE easterly forming an interior angle
w 12" of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 11.20 feet to a point; THENCE southerly forming
an interior angle of 90 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 44.55 feet to a point; THENCE
o 0 D = (D 0 o easterly forming an interior angle of 270 degrees 00 minutes 00 seconds a distance of 24.14 feet to a
_/ point on the the westerly side of White Plains Road; THENCE southerly along the westerly side of White
ELEVATED SUBWAY COLUMN (TYPICAL) LINE OF ELEVATED WALKWAY Plains Road a distance of 94.00 feet to the northerly side of Adee Avenue as widened; THENCE westerly
PARCEL BOUNDARY & ENVIRONMENTAL EASEMENT LINE

along the northerly side of Adee Avenue forming an interior angle of 106 degrees 45 minutes 00

LIMIT OF GROUND WATER CONTROLLED AREA — ENTIRE SITE seconds a distance of 41.87 feet to it’s intersection with the easterly line Elliot Avenue as laid out on
WHITE Pl 4INS RO AD ( ) the Map of The Estate of Peter Lorillard known as Map Number 448, filed April 20, 1871; THENCE

ELEVATED SUBWAY northerly along said line of Elliot Avenue forming an interior angle of 92 degrees 18 minutes 10

, seconds a distance of 311.50 feet to it's intersection with the centerline of Lester Street (a private
(1 00 WIDE — PUBLIC ROAD) road); THENCE easterly along the centerline of Lester Street (a private road) forming an interior angle
of 72 degrees 39 minutes 10 seconds a distance of 141.84 feet to the point of BEGINNING. Being
17,635.2 square feet or 0.4026 acres more.
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Date Revisions "Unauthorized alteration or addition to a survey map
bearing a licensed Land Surveyor’s seal is a violation of
BAR SCALE ENVIRONMENTAL AREA LEGEND Article 134, Section 7209, Subdivision 2, of the New York
—_——— State Education Law.”
R RSLLK AFFE “Copies from the original of this survey map not marked
0 20 40 60 NN, xl%&x& UNOCC%Z’GE,[,)V N;EAGNggNTROLCSTED By with an original of the Land Surveyor’s inked seal or his
Eg&‘”’x Segol EERIN embossed seal shall not be considered a valid true
e ™ e — Ll 17,535.2 SF. OR 0.4026 ACRES copy."
//-v// “Certification indicated hereon signify that this survey was
/ 7 ,//;/ g OCCUPIED AREA AFFECTED BY ENGINEERING CONTROLS prepared in accordance with the existing Code of Practice
//; s ,// g (SUB SLAB DEPRESSURIZATION SYSTEM AND VAPOR BARRIER) for Land Surveys adopted by the New York State
" ’;/ & & 9,297.8 SQ. FT. OR 0.2134 ACRES Association of Professional Land Surveyors.

msmmm msmmm LIMIT OF GROUND WATER CONTROL AREA (ENTIRE SITE)
26,833 S.F. OR 0.6160 ACRES

NOTE: TITLE REPORT EXCEPTIONS: NOTE: THERE ARE NO SOFT CAPPED AREAS ON THE PROPERTY “The offsets (or dimensions) shown hereon from the

structures to the property lines are for a specific

purpose and use and therefore are not intended to gquide
the erection of fences, retaining walls, pools, patios,
— PARCEL & ENVIRONMENTAL EASEMENT AREA: 26,833 SF OR 0.6160 ACRES MORE OR LESS 5(a) — COVENANTS AND RESTRICTIONS IN LIBER 778 PAGE 29 (LIMITS USE OF LAND AS LEGEND planstti;:ugct%r:q's, additions to buildings or any other
SLAUGHTER HOUSE, SMITH SHOP, FORGE, FURNACE, STEAM ENGINE, BRASS construction.
= IHE SUBJECT PROPERTY Lipw(?fgﬁf WITHIN ZONE C (AREAS OF MINIMAL ;Lo%mgc) AS SHOWN ON FOUNDRY, NAIL OR OTHER FOUNDRY, OR ANY MANUFACTORY OF GUNPOWDER, s . SEWER LINE ~— - SIGNS DEC. 18, 2008 |SHOW CONTROL AREAS AND METES & BOUNDS
- PANEL NUMBER 360497 0012B EFFECTIVE DATE: GLUE, VARNISH, VITRIOL, INK OR TURPENTINE, OR FOR THE TANNING, DRESSING
NOVEMBER 16, 1983 OR PREPARING SKINS, HIDES OR LEATHER OR ANY BREWERY, DISTILLERY OR ANY w ~ WATER LINE b—0 - LIGHT POLES ALTA/ACSM LAND AND TITLE SURVEY
OTHER NOXIOUS OR DANGEROUS TRADE OR BUSINESS OR ANY BUILDING OF THE A . CHAIN LINK FENCE DEPICTING ENVIRONMENTAL EASEMENT AREA
- fngELANzDOg;JRROUNDING FEATURES ARE SHOWN BASED UPON A FIELD SURVEY PERFORMED ON CHARACTER OR DESCRIPTION COMMONLY KNOWN AS A TENEMENT HOUSE) O ® - ELECTRIC MANHOLE PROPERTY LOCATED IN THE BRONX. NEW YORK
, 5(b) PUBLIC AND PRIVATE EASEMENTS OVER THE BED OF LESTER STREET (PRIVATE o | OVERHEAD WIRES | CATCR BASIV INLETS ot S LI e R A e e MAP
—~ THE UTILITIES HEREON ARE BASED UPON A "BEST FIT" CORRELATION OF RECORD PLANS, MAPS AND ROAD). NONE ARE SPECIFICALLY CITED IN THE TITLE REPORT AND THEREFORE ©® - SEWER MANHOLE ek - UNKNOWN VALVE FORMER LESTER ST. ON THE NEW YORK CITY TAX ASSESSMENT
SURFACE EVIDENCE. OTHER UTILITIES MAY EXIST ON THE SITE AND NOT BE SHOWN. NO ARE NOT PLOTABLE CURB CUT
CERTIFICATION OR WARRANTY IS EITHER EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED AS TO THE ACCURACY OR ‘ ® - TELEPHONE MANHOLE == —— . EXISTING CURB CUT CARMAN—-—DUNNE, P.C.
COMPL SS OF THIS UTILITY INFORMATION.
ETENE Y Mario 5(c) — DECLARATION OF CONDOMINIUM RECORDED IN CRFN 2008000424654 © - UNKNOWN MANHOLE =~ ] PEDESTRAN RauP CONSULTING ENGINEERS & SURVEYORS
—~ ALL CURB IS METAL FACED ESTABLISHING A PLAN FOR CONDOMINIUM OWNERSHIP OVER FORMER TAX LOT 14

2 Lakeview Avenue, Lynbrook, New York 11563
(NOW TAX LOTS 1001 AND 1002)

TEL. (516) 599-5563 FAX (5616) 593-4873
— THERE ARE NO VISIBLE WATER COURSES RUNNING WITHIN SUBJECT PROPERTY. .
CERTIFIED TO: Date: File: K:\Projects\ 2006\ 2006372\ 2006372_SVY.dwg
— THE PREPARATION OF THIS SURVEY INCLUDED A REVIEW OF THE LIBERTY TITLE AGENCY REPORT NOV. 21, 2008 Palette: LegacyCDunne
COMMITMENT NO. LTNY-6433-B—-08 WITH AN EFFECTIVE DATE OF 11/17/2008 INCLUDING THE — NEW Y. - .
COMMITMENT NO. LTNY~6433-B-08 WITH AN EFFE ORK STATE — DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION T Project Nov — ot 1 o 1
John J. Toscano P.L.S. 049872 187 2006372 1"=20 e




APPENDIX -C
Metes and Bounds Description of Property




METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION OF PROPERTY

ALL THAT CERTAIN PLAT OR PARCEL OF LAND,.SITUATE LYING AND
BEING IN THE BOROUGH AND COUNTY OF BRONX, CITY AND STATE OF
NEW YORK AND BEING BOUNDED AND DESCRIBED AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING AT THE CORNER FORMED BY THE INTERSECTION OF THE
WESTERLY SIDE OF WHITE PLAINS ROAD AND THE SOUTHERLY SIDE OF
LESTER STREET (FORMERLY WILSON PLACE);

THENCE SOUTHERLY ALONG THE WESTERLY Slope OF WHITE PLAINS
ROAD TWO HUNDRED AND SIXTY-FOUR AND NINETY-NINE ONE-
HUNDREDTHS FEET TO THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF ADEE AVENUE;

THENCE WESTERLY ALONG THE NORTHERLY SIDE OF ADEE AVENUE TO
A POINT WHERE SAID NORTHERLY SIDE OF ADEE AVENUE IS
INTERSECTED BY THE EASTERLY LINE OF ELLIOTT AVENUE AS SAID
ELIOTT AVENUE IS LAID DOWN UPON A MAP OF PROPERTY BELONGING
TO THE ESTATES OF PETER LORILLARD KNOWN AS MAP NUMBER 448,
FILED APRIL 20, 1871,

THENCE NORTHWESTERLY ALONG SAID EASTERLY LINE OF ELLIOTT
AVENUE ABOUT TWO HUNDRED AND EIGHTY FEET TO THE POINT OF
INTERSECTION OF SAID EASTERLY UNE OF ELLIOTT AVENUE WITH THE
SOUTHERLY LINE OF LESTER STREET;

THENCE EASTERLY ALONG THE SAID SOUTHERLY SIDE OF LESTER
STREET ONE HUNDRED AND THIRTY-ONE AND FORTY-SIX ONE-
HUNDREDTHS FEET, MORE OR LESS, TO THE WESTERLY SIDE OF WHITE
PLAINS ROAD TO THE POINT OR PLACE OF BEGINNING.

EXCEPTINGTHERE FROM SO MUCH THEREOF AS HAS BEEN TAKEN BY
THE CITY OF NEW YORK FOR THE WIDENING OF ADEE AVENUE AT A
POINT WHERE IT INTERSECTS THE WESTERLY SIDE OF WHITE PLAINS
ROAD.
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NEW YORK STATE
DEPARTMENT OF

ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSERVATION

FACT SHEET #4

BROWNFIELD CLEANUP PROGRAM
Former Dico G Auto & Truck Repair

Public Comment Period

October 29 — December 15, 2008

Document Repositories

New York Public Library
Allerton Public Library
2740 Barnes Avenue
Bronx, NY 10467
(718) 881-4240

NYSDEC Region 2 Office
47-40 21 Street
Long Island City, NY 11101
Call in advance — (718)482-4909

Hours: Mon. to Fri. 9 a.m. to 4 p.m.

Project Contacts
Mr. Shaminder Singh
NYSDEC
47-40 21, Street
Long Island City, NY 11101
spsingh@gw.dec.state.ny.us
(718) 482-4909

For Public Health Related Questions:

Mr. Christopher M. Doroski
NYSDOH
547 River Street
Troy, NY 12180-2216
(800) 458-1158 ext. 27880
cmdl6@health.state.ny.us

For more information about NY
State’s Brownfield Cleanup
Program, visit:

www.dec.state.ny.us/website/der/bcp

October 2008

Site No: C203039
Bronx, New York

DOCUMENTS AVAILABLE FOR
REVIEW AND COMMENT

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) is working
cooperatively with the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) in providing
the public with the opportunity to review the Remedial Investigation (RI) Report and
provide comments on the Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP) for the Former Dico G
Auto &Truck Repair Site located at 3035 White Plains Road in the Bronx, NY (see
map on page 2 for location of Site). The RIR and RAWP were submitted by the site
developer under New York’s Brownfield Cleanup Program (BCP). NYSDEC previously
accepted an application submitted by the site developer to participate in the BCP as a
Volunteer.

PUBLIC COMMENTS ON THE DREAFT REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION
REPORT AND THE REMEDIAL ACTION WORK PLAN

NYSDEC and NYSDOH are accepting comments on the RAWP from October 29 to
December 15, 2008. The Rl Report and RAWP are available for review at the
document repositories identified on the left side of this page. Your comments are
important and strongly encouraged. Written comments should be directed to
NYSDEC project manager (see contact information at left).

INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURES

As a result of the site investigation, an interim remedial measure (IRM) was
recommended to reduce risks to the environment. The purpose of the IRM is to
immediately remove the contaminated soil and other urban fill and begin treatment of
groundwater. The IRM was approved by the NYSDEC and the NYSDOH and
completed in the spring of 2008.

A site-specific health and safety plan (HASP) and a Community Air Monitroing Plan
(CAMP) have been implemented during remediation activities. These protocols also
included required air monitoring as well as dust and odor suppression measures.

HIGHLIGHTS OF THE PROPOSED REMEDIAL ACTION
To achieve the remedial action objectives, the following activities will be performed:
e treatment of contaminated groundwater through injection of chemical
oxidants;
e a long term groundwater monitoring program to gauge the success of
treatment;
e avapor barrier and a sub-slab venting system underneath the building slab;
e a Site Management Plan for long term management of any residual
contamination; and
e if Track 1 is not achieved, recording of Environmental Easements including
institutional controls to prevent future exposure to any remaining residual
contamination.

SITE DESCRIPTION

The site consists of an approximately 16,880 square foot parcel, which is improved
with a single-story 1,653 square foot masonry building with 3 service bays. The
building was constructed in 1960 as a service station and is currently used as an auto
repair shop. The property is surrounded by a 6-foot high chain link fence which also
bisects the site just north of the service station building. The surrounding area is
characterized by commercial businesses (mostly retail) along White Plains Road.
Residential areas are located behind (east-west) this commercial corridor. An elevated
section of the Metro-North Railway passes in front of the property, directly over White
Plains Road.




ENVIRONMENTAL INVESTIGATIONS
HIGHLIGHTS

A Phase | Environmental Site Assessment and a
preliminary subsurface investigation were conducted in
February 2007. The Phase | collected information about
the Site history and uses of concern for environmental
impacts. Samples of soil and groundwater at the site were
collected in February 2007, when contamination was
discovered while installing soil borings to determine the
structural capacity of the ground for a new building.

The results of sampling performed during the RI identified
volatile organic compounds (VOCSs), which are gasoline
related contaminants in soils in the vicinity of the two
former dispenser islands. The gasoline contaminants made
their way through the shallow surface soils (<5 feet thick)
and cracks in the bedrock until they came into contact with
groundwater approximately 15 feet below the surface.
Contaminants in groundwater in these two locations are
generally migrating to the south towards Adee Road and
east toward White Plains Road.

SIGNIFICANT THREAT DETERMINATION

As part of every BCP project NYSDEC, in conjunction with
NYSDOH, is required to make a determination whether the
conditions at the Site pose a significant threat to human
health or the environment, as defined in the NYSDEC's
regulations 6 NYCRR Part 375. Based on the types and
levels of contaminants on the Site, and the current and
planned land uses in the area, NYSDEC and NYSDOH
have determined that the Site does not present a significant
threat to public health and to the environment. This
decision is based on the nature of the existing
contaminants identified at the Site; the potential for off-site
migration of contaminants in the groundwater; and the
potential for human exposure to site-related contaminants
via soil vapors.

NEXT STEPS

NYSDEC and NYSDOH are currently reviewing the draft RI
Report and Remedial Action Work Plan and are seeking
comments from the public. Written and oral comments on
the RIR and RAWP will be accepted until December 15,
2008. The Work Plan can be viewed at the NYSDEC
Region 2 Office or in the Allerton Branch of the New York
City Public Library. Written and oral comment expressing
objection or opposition to the Work Plan must explain the
basis of the opposition and identify the specific grounds
which could lead the department to impose significant
changes to the Work Plan. Based upon these comments,
the NYSDEC may require the Volunteer to make revisions
to the Work Plan. No formal response will be made to the
comments received by the NYSDEC.

Please submit written comments to:

Mr. Shaminder Singh
NYSDEC
47-40 21*, Street
Long Island City, NY 11101
spsingh@gw.dec.state.ny.us

BROWNFIELD CLEANUP PROGRAM (BCP)
OVERVIEW

New York established its BCP to address the
environmental, legal, and financial barriers that often hinder
the redevelopment and reuse of contaminated properties
and to enhance private sector cleanups. New York’s BCP
is a cooperative approach among the NYSDEC, the
NYSDOH, and Volunteers to investigate and/or remediate
contaminated Sites. Under the BCP, a Volunteer enters
into a Brownfield Cleanup Agreement with the NYSDEC
and thereafter submits one or more work plans to
investigate and, if necessary, remediate a site. The goal
under the BCP is to remediate sites to a level that is
protective to public health and the environment consistent
with the proposed uses of the site. When a Volunteer
completes work, a release from liability from the NYSDEC
is provided with standard reservations, and a Certificate of
Completion is issued. Upon achieving a Certficate of
completion the Volunteer would:

1. have no liability to the State for contamination at or
coming from the site, subject to certain conditions; and

2. be eligible for tax credits to offset the costs of remedial
activities and for redevelopment of the site.

A Certificate of Completion may be modified or revoked if,
for example, the Volunteer does not comply with the terms
of its Brownfield Cleanup Agreement with NYSDEC, or if
the applicant commits fraud regarding its application or its
certification that it has met cleanup levels.

For information regarding New York State’s Brownfield
Cleanup Program, please visit our web Site at:

http://www.dec.stateny.us/webSite/der/bcp

Figure 1: Site Map
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EDR° Environmental
Data Resources Inc

"Linking Technology with Tradition"®

Sanborn® Map Report

Ship To: Charles Sosik Order Date: 12/29/2006 Completion Date: 1/2/2007
Env. Business Consultants Inquiry #:  1826090.3S
25 Central Avenue P.O. #: NA
Hauppauge, NY 11788 Site Name: 3035 White Plains Road
Address: 3035 White Plains Road
Customer Project:. ARKO0602 City/State: Bronx, NY 10467
9013314MIL 631-234-4280 Cross Streets:

Based on client-supplied information, fire insurance maps for the following years were identified

1897 - 1 Map 1983 - 1 Map
1908 - 1 Map 1986 - 1 Map
1918 - 1 Map 1989 - 1 Map
1935 - 1 Map 1991 - 1 Map
1950 - 1 Map 1992 - 1 Map
1976 - 1 Map 1993 - 1 Map
1978 - 1 Map 1995 - 1 Map
1981 - 1 Map 1996 - 1 Map

Limited Permission to Photocopy Total Maps: 16

Env. Business Consultants (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance map accompanying this report solely for the
limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request made directly to an EDR Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited
number of additional photocopies. This permission is conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon
request.

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this
Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN
CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT
LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF
DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA
RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report AS IS. Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts
regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide
information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2007 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources,
Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission. EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its
affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.



USER'S GUIDE
This User's Guide provides guidelines for accessing Sanborn Map® images and for transferring them to your Word Processor.

Reading Sanborn Maps

Sanborn Maps document historical property use by displaying property information through words, abbreviations, and map
symbols. The Sanborn Map Key provides information to help interpret the symbols and abbreviations used on Sanborn Maps.
The Key is available from EDR's Web Site at: http://www.edrnet.com/reports/samples/key.pdf

Organization of Electronic Sanborn Image File
e Sanborn Map Report, listing years of coverage
e User's Guide

e Oldest Sanborn Map Image
¢ Most recent Sanborn Map Image

Navigating the Electronic Sanborn Image File :g L el -
1. Open file on screen. @ zoomIn
2. ldentify TP (Target Property) on the most recent map. G\ Zoonioc:
3. Find TP on older printed images. X, pynanic zoom

4. Using Acrobat® Reader®, zoom to 250% in order to view more
clearly. (200-250% is the approximate equivalent scale of
hardcopy Sanborn Maps.)

A. On the menu bar, click "View" and then "Zoom to..."

B. Or, use the magnifying tool and drag a box around the TP

Printing a Sanborn Map From the Electonic File
« EDR recommends printing images at 300 dpi (300 dpi prints faster than 600 dpi)
e To print only the TP area, cut and paste from Acrobat to your word processor application.

Acrobat Versions 6 and 7

1. Go to the menu bar

2. Click the "Select Tool" 9 T seect g || 95 0ttt oo
3. Draw a box around the area selected Salect Tool]

4. "Right click" on your mouse

5. Select "Copy Image to Clipboard"

6. Go to Word Processor such as Microsoft Word, paste and print.

Acrobat Version 5

. Go to the menu bar

. Click the "Graphics Select Tool" B e -@& 00
. Draw a box around the area selected

. Go to "Menu"

. Highlight "Edit"

. Highlight "Copy"

. Go to Word Processor such as Microsoft Word, paste and print.

Il'.-l aphics Select Tool \l:-lj

~NOoO O~ WDNERE

Important Information about Email Delivery of Electronic Sanborn Map Images

¢ Images are grouped intro one file, up to 2MB.

* In cases where in excess of 6-7 map years are available, the file size typically exceeds 2MB. In these cases,
you will receive multiple files, labeled as "1 of 3", "2 of 3", etc. including all available map years.

< Due to file size limitations, certain ISPs, including AOL, may occasionally delay or decline to deliver files. Please
contact your ISP to identify their specific file size limitations.
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