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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The following provides a summary of the controls implemented for the Site, as well as the
inspections, monitoring, maintenance and reporting activities required by this Site Management

Plan (SMP).

Site Identification — Site No. C420029
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC
796 Schoharie Turnpike
Town of Athens, New York 10701

Institutional Controls (I1Cs):

1. The property may be used for industrial use.

2. Environmental Easement

3. All Engineering Controls (ECs) must be inspected at a

frequency and in a manner defined in the SMP.

Engineering Controls:

1. Cover system

Inspections: Frequency

1. Cover Inspection Annually
Monitoring:

1. Sediment Sampling at Drainage Swale Downgradient of

SPDES Outfall #001* Annually
Maintenance:

1. Cover Maintenance As needed

2. Swale Maintenance As needed
Reporting:

1. Periodic Review Report Biennially

*SPDES Outfall #001 is monitored pursuant to Multi-Sector General Permit (MSGP) No.
NYRO00B991 independent of this SMP.

Further descriptions of the above requirements are provided in detail in the latter sections of this

Site Management Plan.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION
1.1 General

This Site Management Plan (SMP) is a required element of the remedial program for the
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC (Northeast Treaters) Site No. C420029 located in the
Town of Athens, New York (hereinafter referred to as the “Site”). A Site Location Map is
provided as Figure 1. The Site is currently in the New York State (NYS) Brownfield Cleanup
Program (BCP) which is administered by New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC).

This SMP was prepared by Sterling Environmental Engineering, P.C. (STERLING), on behalf of
Northeast Treaters, in accordance with the requirements of the NYSDEC’s Technical Guidance
for Site Investigation and Remediation (“DER-10"), dated May 3, 2010, and the guidelines
provided by the NYSDEC. This SMP addresses the means for implementing the ICs and/or ECs
that are required by the Environmental Easement for the Site.

Northeast Treaters entered into a Brownfield Cleanup Agreement (BCA) on December 31, 2014
with the NYSDEC to remediate the Site. A figure showing the boundaries of this Site is provided
as Figure 2. The boundaries of the Site are more fully described in the metes and bounds site
description that is part of the Environmental Easement provided in Appendix A.

The remedial program, conducted in accordance with the October 2, 2015 Remedial Work Plan
and the December 7, 2015 Remedial Work Plan Addendum, consisted of limited excavation in
support of Site redevelopment, removal of impacted sediment from facility catch basins and
settling basin drainage swale, consolidation of impacted soil and sediment within the boundaries
of the Site, and the installation of a protective cover system over the Site.

After completion of the remedial work, some impacted media (i.e. soil and sediment) remained at
this Site, which is hereafter referred to as “remaining impacted media”. Institutional and
Engineering Controls (ICs and ECs) have been incorporated into the Site remedy to control
exposure to remaining impacted media to ensure protection of public health and the environment.
An Environmental Easement granted to the NYSDEC, and recorded with the Greene County
Clerk, requires compliance with this SMP and all ECs and ICs placed on the Site.

This SMP was prepared to manage remaining impacted media at the Site until the Environmental
Easement is extinguished in accordance with ECL Article 71, Title 36. The SMP has been
approved by the NYSDEC, and compliance with the SMP is required by the grantor of the
Environmental Easement and the grantor’s successors and assigns. This SMP may only be revised
with the approval of the NYSDEC.

It is important to note that:

e This SMP details the Site-specific implementation procedures that are required by the
Environmental Easement. Failure to properly implement the SMP is a violation of the
Environmental Easement, which is grounds for revocation of the Certificate of
Completion;

o Failure to comply with this SMP is also a violation of Environmental Conservation
Law, 6NYCRR Part 375 and BCA Index No. C420029-12-14 for the Site, and
thereby subject to applicable penalties.
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All reports associated with the Site can be viewed by contacting the NYSDEC or its successor
agency managing environmental issues in New York State. A list of contacts for persons involved
with the Site is provided in Appendix B of this SMP.

1.2 Revisions

Revisions to the SMP will be proposed in writing to the NYSDEC’s project manager. Revisions
will be necessary upon, but not limited to, the following: a change in media monitoring
requirements, upgrades to or shutdown of a remedial system, post-remedial removal of
contaminated sediment or soil, or other significant change to the Site conditions. In accordance
with the Environmental Easement for the Site, the NYSDEC will provide a notice of any
approved changes to the SMP, and append these notices to the SMP that is retained in its files.

1.3 Notifications

Notifications will be submitted by the property owner to the NYSDEC, as needed, in accordance
with NYSDEC’s DER-10 for the following reasons:

e 60-day advance notice of any proposed changes in Site use that are required under
the terms of the BCA, 6NYCRR Part 375 and/or Environmental Conservation Law.

e 7-day advance notice of any field activity associated with the remedial program.

e 15-day advance notice of any proposed ground-intrusive activity pursuant to the
Excavation Work Plan (EWP).

¢ Notice within 48-hours of any damage or defect to the foundation, structures or EC
that reduces or has the potential to reduce the effectiveness of an EC, and likewise,
any action to be taken to mitigate the damage or defect.

e Verbal notice by noon of the following day of any emergency, such as a fire; flood,;
or earthquake that reduces or has the potential to reduce the effectiveness of ECs in
place at the Site, with written confirmation within 7 days that includes a summary of
actions taken, or to be taken, and the potential impact to the environment and the
public.

e Follow-up status reports on actions taken to respond to any emergency event
requiring ongoing responsive action submitted to the NYSDEC within 45 days
describing and documenting actions taken to restore the effectiveness of the ECs.

Any change in the ownership of the Site or the responsibility for implementing this SMP will
include the following notifications:

e At least 30 days prior to the change, the NYSDEC will be notified in writing of the
proposed change. This will include a certification that the prospective purchaser has
been provided with a copy of the BCA, and all approved work plans and reports,
including this SMP.

e Within 45 days after the transfer of all or part of the Site, the new owner’s name,
contact representative, and contact information will be confirmed in writing to the
NYSDEC.

Appendix B includes contact information for the above notification. The information in Appendix
B will be updated as necessary to provide accurate contact information.

Site Management Plan — BCP #C420029 Page 3
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC, Athens, NY — 7/15/16 #2014-08
© 2016, Sterling Environmental Engineering, P.C.



2.0 SUMMARY OF PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS AND REMEDIAL ACTIONS

This section provides a description of the location, layout and history of the Site; the nature and
extent of impacts to environmental media, remedial activities performed, and all areas of
remaining impacted media.

2.1 Site Location and Description

The Site is located in the Town of Athens, Greene County, New York and is identified a portion
of Athens Tax Map Parcel 104.00-4-44 (see Figure 2). The Site is an approximate 4.056-acre area
bounded by Northeast Treaters’ facility stormwater basin to the north, a commercial garage to the
south, undeveloped lands of Northeast Treaters to the east, and the Northeast Treaters lumber
storage yard to the west (see Figure 2). The boundaries of the Site are more fully described in
Appendix A —Environmental Easement. The owner of the Site parcel at the time of issuance of
this SMP is Northeast Treaters.

2.2 Physical Setting
2.2.1 Land Use

The Site consists of a wood treatment process building and a lumber storage area. The Site is
zoned industrial and is currently utilized for industrial wood treatment and storage by Northeast
Treaters. No additional Site occupants are present at the time of issuance of this SMP.

The properties adjoining the Site and in the neighborhood surrounding the Site primarily include
industrial, commercial, rural residential and agricultural properties. The properties immediately
south of the Site include industrial and commercial properties; the properties immediately north
of the Site include industrial and agricultural properties; the properties immediately east of the
Site include industrial and rural residential properties; and the properties to the west of the Site
include industrial properties.

2.2.2 Geology

The Site is located in the glaciated area that transitions from the Hudson-Mohawk Lowlands to
the Alleghany Uplands physiographic provinces, approximately 2.3 miles west of the Hudson
River. Soil maps indicate the Site consists of Covington and Madalin soils to the west and
Kingsbury and Rhinebeck soils to the east. These soils are derived from glaciolacustrine (glacial
lake) deposits, generally consist of clay and silt, and are described as poorly drained with varying
transmissivities.

Soils penetrated during Remedial Investigation (RI) activities are consistent with the geologically
mapped units described above on the Surficial Geologic Map of New York State, Hudson-
Mohawk Sheet. Information from the soil borings drilled at the Site indicates that the sequence of
materials beneath the Site (i.e., stratigraphy), in descending order is as follows:

e A layer of approximately 3 to 4 feet of fill material overlies the natural glaciolacustrine
unit at the Site. Fill material is comprised of gray to light gray sand and gravel with
pebbles and cobbles. The fill appears to have been placed to level the area for
development and construction of buildings. The natural surface beneath the fill slopes
gently to the west, based on review of the topographic map of the area (Figure 1). The
fill is thicker in very limited areas of the Site where the underlying glaciolacustrine
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material was excavated to install the existing wood treatment cylinder and associated
sump system. Greater thicknesses of fill are not expected, other than at these locations,
based on the known development history of the property.

o Glaciolacustrine deposits typically are comprised of fine-grained material (silt and clay)
deposited in a glacial lake. The permeability of glaciolacustrine deposits typically is very
low because they are comprised of fine grained sediments. The glaciolacustrine unit
encountered in the soil borings drilled at the Site is described as light gray to light brown
clay with some silt.

e Glacial till was encountered at depths ranging from nine (9) to 12.5 feet below grade
beneath the glaciolacustrine unit; glacial till was not encountered in some soil borings
which exceeded 12.5 feet below grade. Glacial till is comprised of a heterogeneous
mixture of sand, gravel, silt, and clay with the matrix consisting primarily of silt and clay.
The glaciolacustrine unit encountered in the soil borings drilled at the Site is described as
fine-grained, neutral gray soil.

e Bedrock beneath the Site consists primarily of the middle Ordovician age Austin Glen
Formation, comprised of interbedded graywacke and shale according to the New York
State Geologic Bedrock Map. The depth to bedrock in the vicinity of the Site ranges from
approximately 22 to 84 feet below grade as indicated by logs of water wells at the
facility. Water Well Completion Reports are provided as Appendix C. Lithologic
descriptions from the well logs indicate that bedrock consists of black and gray shale and
some sandstone. Borings drilled at the Site for the RI reached a maximum depth of 15
feet and did not encounter bedrock.

A geologic cross section is shown in Figure 3. Site specific boring logs are provided in Appendix
D.

2.2.3 Hydrogeology

Past studies of the Site indicate that the glacial till and glaciolacustrine units at the Site act as
confining units that restrict the vertical movement of groundwater. To confirm this conclusion,
four (4) temporary monitoring wells (identified as MW-1 to MW-4) were installed as part of the
RI to determine the presence or absence of groundwater at the Site.

Piezometric data is provided in Table 1. Water Well Completion Reports and Well Construction
Logs are provided in Appendix C. A well location map is provided as Figure 4. A well location
map is provided as Figure 4.

During ground intrusive investigations perched water was encountered at some locations, but not
all. Information gained during the site investigation indicates that the perched groundwater does
not migrate, but mostly dissipates through evapotranspiration. Groundwater was not encountered
in the underlying clay during ground intrusive investigations.

Piezometric measurements obtained from MW-1 through MW-4 during the RI (provided in Table
1) range between 0.4 feet below grade to no observed groundwater. Moreover, water levels
recorded during the installation of facility water wells (see Appendix C) indicate piezometric
levels within the boundaries of the Site are between ten (10) and 19.33 feet below grade. These
data indicate water that infiltrates the paved area or at the margins of the paved area (e.g. MW-1)
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migrates downward and perches on top of the natural glaciolacustrine material, and that perched
water occurs in isolated locations, or is not present in the fill.

The nearest surface water, a tributary to Murderers Creek, is located approximately 1,000 feet to
the north of the Site. Murderers Creek, a regulated Class C waterbody, is located approximately
1.6 miles to the north of the Site and flows towards Sleepy Hollow Lake, which is located
approximately 1.6 miles to the east of the Site. Based on Site geology, discussed in Section 2.2.2,
groundwater flow at the Site is to the west toward the facility’s western settling basin. Local
groundwater flow is northwest toward Murderers Creek and regional groundwater flow is east
toward the Hudson River.

Information obtained from the NYSDEC Environmental Assessment Form (EAF) Mapper
indicates the Site is not located over, or immediately adjoining, a primary, principal, or sole
source aquifer. No sand or gravel water-bearing units were encountered in the soil borings drilled
at the Site. Perched groundwater is occasionally present in the fill material immediately above the
native clay.

Shallow monitoring wells MW-1 through MW-4 were destroyed and paved over during
implementation of the remedial program.

2.3 Investigation and Remedial History

The following narrative provides a remedial history timeline and a brief summary of the available
project records to document key investigative and remedial milestones for the Site. Full titles for
each of the reports referenced below are provided in Section 8.0 - References.

2.3.1 Site History

The Northeast Treaters facility originally operated as a saw mill owned by Atlantic Wood
Industries, Inc. (AWII). Operation as a pressure treating wood manufacturing facility began in
1979. For a period of time, the facility utilized chromated copper arsenate (CCA) to pressure
treat wood products. In 2003, the facility switched to Micronized Copper Azole, a non-hazardous
preservative. Prior to the implementation of the Site remedy and during its operation as a wood
treatment facility, the Northeast Treaters facility consisted of three (3) main buildings: the
Lumber Stacking Building, the Maintenance Building, and the Process Building. The Process
Building is the only building located within the boundaries of the Site and has been substantially
upgraded as part of Site redevelopment. Wood was treated in the Process Building in an 80 foot
long by 6 foot diameter treatment cylinder.

2.3.2 Summary of Previous Investigations

Historical sampling locations investigated prior to 2014 are shown on Figure 5 and the respective
analytical data are summarized in Table 2. Sample locations recently sampled by STERLING
during and after 2014 are provided on Figure 6 and the respective analytical data are summarized
in Tables 3a through 3k.

The facility has been subject to several environmental studies by the NYSDEC, the United States
Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) and the former Site owner. These studies include: (a)
a 1989 “corrective action prior to loss of interim status” (CAPT LOIS) inspection prepared by
A.T. Kearney under contract with USEPA; (b) a 1993 preliminary Resource Conservation and
Recovery Act (RCRA) facility assessment prepared by TRC under contract with USEPA; (c) a
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report entitled Modified Phase | Environmental Site Assessment and Compliance Audit dated
December 1995 prepared by Groundwater Technology, Inc. at the request of AWII for Northeast
Treaters (hereinafter “Phase I Site Assessment™); (d) a 1997 report prepared by KU Resources
entitled Report of Findings CCA Solution Recycle Sump (SWMU 3) Integrity Evaluation; and (e)
a 1999 report prepared by KU Resources entitled Report of Findings Sampling Visit Work Plan
Implementation (hereinafter “KU Resources Report”).

The Phase | Site Assessment, prepared utilizing American Society for Testing and Materials:
Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Process (ASTM E 1527), provides a summary of environmental conditions and includes the
results of surficial soil sampling at various locations across the Northeast Treaters property, as
well as the installation of borings to a depth of 13 to 22 feet. Samples were analyzed for total
copper, total chromium, total arsenic, toxicity characteristic leaching procedure (TCLP) copper,
TCLP chromium and TCLP arsenic.

Surface soils on the Northeast Treaters property were found to be impacted to varying degrees.
The Phase I Site Assessment concluded that “In the opinion of Groundwater Technology, based
upon our extensive knowledge of environmental conditions at wood preservation facilities, the
results of the analyses performed should not be considered to be of environmental concern.”

The Phase | Site Assessment also notes a spill of approximately three (3) pounds of arsenic
pentoxide occurred on May 2, 1990. The approximate spill area is located adjacent to the Process
Building as identified on Figure 5. A valve on the treatment tank was inadvertently left open and
CCA solution was released onto the ground. The cleanup was completed under NYSDEC
oversight. By letter dated August 21, 1990, the NYSDEC determined that remedial activities
associated with the spill could be discontinued and the spill closed.

Investigations of the Site were conducted in 1997 and 1999 as a follow-up to the 1989 CAPT
LOIS report. The first investigation focused on the area around the south sump while the second
evaluated the south sump, the north sump, the drip pad and the former underground tank. The
investigations, which are summarized in the KU Resources Report, provide a description of the
sampling and reported analytical results. The sampling conducted by KU Resources focused on:

CCA Solution Recycle Sump (south sump)
Treating Cylinder Pit (north sump)

Drip Pad

Former Underground Tank

Background sampling was also performed. The KU Resources Report states that the drip pad is
“compliant with RCRA Subpart W”. The sampling results were interpreted to indicate no
evidence of continuing releases. However, certain locations on the Northeast Treaters property
were observed with concentrations consistent with incidental drippage through routine handling
of treated lumber and CCA. The report further concludes that the observed CCA in soil is not
mobile due to the substantial thickness of natural, low permeability clay unit beneath the gravel
fill at the surface. NYSDEC’s review of the 1999 investigation and report is summarized by the
NYSDEC in a June 13, 2000 letter which allows for the remediation of impacted soils in the
vicinity of the drip pad to be addressed upon drip pad closure and when the soils become
accessible. The letter concludes that at the time of transmittal, “the RCRA Facility Assessment
[indicated] that there are no other known releases from the Northeast Treaters facility that require
RCRA corrective action.”
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On June 23, 2014, STERLING conducted focused sampling of subsurface soils and the existing
concrete drip pad located within the Process Building. The findings of this sampling investigation
were summarized in the Sampling for Chromium and Arsenic in Drip Pad Concrete and Subsoils
report and incorporated into the Drip Pad Work Plan dated September 3, 2014. The primary
purpose of this sampling event was to properly characterize concrete debris from the drip pad and
subsurface soils. A total of 12 concrete samples and 20 soil samples were collected, at various
depths, at four (4) sample locations within the footprint of the drip pad. Concrete and soil samples
were analyzed for total metals and TCLP metals via USEPA Method 6010C. Samples were only
analyzed for the hazardous components of CCA, arsenic and chromium. Sample results indicated
that Site soils did not possess properties of a characteristic hazardous waste.

2.3.3 Remedial Investigation Summary

As discussed in the August 3, 2015 RI Report, soils were initially analyzed for volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs), metals, poly-chlorinated
biphenyls (PCBs) and pesticides. From the sample results, metals exceeded the Commercial Soil
Cleanup Objectives (SCOs) and the contaminants of concern were determined to be arsenic and
chromium.

Initial samples collected during the RI were analyzed for hexavalent chromium and total
chromium. Analysis showed that detections of hexavalent chromium were consistently a small
percentage of the detected total chromium concentration. Therefore, with regard to chromium
samples only, the remainder of soil samples were analyzed for total chromium, and result were
compared to trivalent chromium SCOs to evaluate the magnitude and extent of environmental
impacts at the Site.

Arsenic and chromium were detected in soil samples obtained beneath the facility's historic drip
pad, on the soil along the perimeter of the drip pad, and in the soil of the undeveloped woodland
area located to the north and east of the developed portion of the Site. Elevated concentrations of
arsenic and chromium were also detected within catch basins both onsite and offsite in portions of
the stormwater collection system hydraulically downgradient of the Site. Detections of arsenic
exceeded the Unrestricted SCO (i.e. 13ppm) beneath the drip pad (maximum 1,360 ppm) and
along the perimeter of the drip pad (maximum 206 ppm). Several sample locations immediately
east of the Site contained arsenic concentrations above Unrestricted SCOs but below Residential
SCOs (i.e. 16 ppm). Detections of chromium also exceeded the Unrestricted SCO (i.e. 30 ppm) in
soil samples obtained beneath the drip pad (maximum 1,260 ppm) and along the perimeter of the
drip pad (maximum 96.7 ppm).

Additionally, stormwater sediment samples were obtained near the outflow of the facility’s
settling basin located near the Northeast Treaters western property line. The maximum arsenic
detection in the basin's outflow was 70 ppm (closest to the basin) with levels decreasing with
distance from the basin.

Four monitoring wells (MW-1 to MW-4) were installed during the RI. Measurements in the wells
indicate that perched water occurs in isolated locations, or is not present in the fill. Only MW-1
yielded sufficient water to be sampled, which was analyzed for chromium and arsenic. Sample
analysis determined that the perched water was not impacted by Site contaminants of concern.
Additionally, the bedrock groundwater, while not hydraulically connected to the drip pad, was
found not be impacted by arsenic and chromium.
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The RI concluded that concentrations of arsenic and chromium were detected in sufficient
frequency and concentration in the onsite soil and offsite stormwater sediment to require
evaluation for remedial action.

2.3.4 Summary of Remedial Activities

Remedial activities were conducted in accordance with the October 2, 2015 Remedial Work Plan
and the December 7, 2015 Remedial Work Plan Addendum. The physical elements of the
selected remedy, as shown in Figure 7, are as follows:

Cover System — A Site protective cover to allow for commercial use of the Site. The
cover consists of a combination of structures comprising the Site development (i.e.
new Process Building, pavement, etc.) or one (1) foot of soil cover over a geotextile
demarcation layer. The one (1) foot of soil cover will meet the requirements of 6
NYCRR Part 375-6.7(d).

Limited Excavation — Excavation of impacted soil/sediment in the vicinity of the
facility’s basin exit swale, located downgradient of the facility’s western settling
basin. Excavated soil was consolidated onsite under the cover system.

Removal of all Sediment from Impacted Catch Basins — Removal of impacted
stormwater sediment from facility catch basins located hydraulically downgradient
from the Site. Sediment removed from impacted catch basins was consolidated onsite
under the cover system. Impacted soil is defined as soil which exceeds residential
SCOs.

2.4 Remedial Action Objectives

The Remedial Action Objectives (RAOs) for the Site as listed in the Decision Document dated
December 31, 2015 are as follows:

Soil

RAOs for Public Health Protection

Prevent ingestion/direct contact with contaminated soil.

RAOs for Environmental Protection

Sediment

Prevent migration of contaminants that could result in groundwater or surface water
impacts.

Prevent impacts to biota from ingestion/direct contact with soil causing toxicity or
impacts from bioaccumulation through the terrestrial food chain.

RAOs for Public Health Protection

Prevent direct contact with contaminated sediments.
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RAOs for Environmental Protection
o Restore sediments to pre-release/background conditions to the extent feasible.
25 Remaining Impacted Media

This section provides a summary of remaining impacted media at the Site to identify
environmental conditions that may be encountered in the event of future excavations or
development at the Site.

2.5.1 Onsite Soil

Site soil was excavated from portions of the Site within the footprint of the new Process Building
for the construction of structural members (i.e. piers, frostwalls, footers, etc.). Excavated Site
soils were consolidated onsite under the protective cover. As such, arsenic and chromium remain
onsite in similar concentrations to those identified in previous investigations (summarized in
Section 2.3).

Tables 3a through 3k and Figures 8 through 11 summarize the results of soil samples collected
during the RI and the concentrations of arsenic and chromium that remain at the Site after
completion of the remedial action. Geotextile fabric was used as a demarcation layer at the Site to
delineate the separation between impacted Site soil and the overlying protective cover material
installed during the implementation of the remedy.

2.5.2 Offsite Soil and Sediment

Offsite soil and sediment impacted by Site contaminants of concern was excavated from the
facility’s basin exit swale located downgradient of the facility’s western settling basin (see Figure
12). Excavated material was consolidated onsite under the protective cover. Post-excavation
samples were collected offsite following the implementation of the remedy. A reduction in the
concentration of chromium and arsenic was observed in post-excavation samples. Table 3k and
Figure 12 summarize the results of offsite sediment samples collected prior to and after
completion of the remedial action.

In accordance with the NYSDEC Decision Document, monitoring of offsite soil/sediment
downgradient of the settling basin is required to assess the performance and effectiveness of the
remedy. Post-excavation samples will be utilized as a baseline in support of the Monitoring and
Sampling Plan provided in Section 4.0 of this SMP. The Monitoring and Sampling Plan described
herein will aid in the determination of whether the existing settling pond and modified basin exit
swale are effective in facilitating settlement of potentially impacted stormwater sediment from the
Northeast Treaters property. The Site remedy is designed to eliminate impacted sediment in
stormwater by effectively covering remaining impacted soil.

3.0 INSTITUTIONAL AND ENGINEERING CONTROL PLAN
3.1 General
Institutional Controls (1Cs) and Engineering Controls (ECs) are required to protect human health

and the environment because impacted soil remains at the Site beneath the protective cover
system. This IC/EC Plan describes the procedures for the implementation and management of all
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IC/ECs at the Site. The IC/EC Plan is one component of the SMP and is subject to revision by the

NYSDEC.

This plan provides:

A description of all IC/ECs on the Site;

e The basic implementation and intended role of each IC/EC;

e A description of the key components of the ICs set forth in the Environmental
Easement;

e A description of the controls to be evaluated during each required inspection and
periodic review;

e A description of plans and procedures to be followed for implementation of IC/ECs,
such as the implementation of the Excavation Work Plan (EWP) (as provided in
Appendix E) for the proper handling of remaining impacted media that may be
disturbed during maintenance or redevelopment work on the Site; and

e Any other provisions necessary to identify or establish methods for implementing the
IC/ECs required by the Site remedy, as determined by the NYSDEC.

3.2 Institutional Controls

A series of ICs are required by the Decision Document to: (1) implement, maintain and monitor
Engineering Control (EC) systems; (2) prevent future exposure to remaining impacted media;
and, (3) limit the use and development of the Site to commercial uses only. Adherence to these
ICs on the Site is required by the Environmental Easement and will be implemented under this
SMP. ICs identified in the Environmental Easement may not be discontinued without an
amendment to or extinguishment of the Environmental Easement. The IC boundaries are shown
on Figure 2. These ICs are:

e The property may be used for commercial use;

e All ECs must be operated and maintained as specified in this SMP;

e All ECs must be inspected at a frequency and in a manner defined in the SMP.

e Monitoring must be performed as defined in this SMP;

e Data and information pertinent to Site management must be reported at the frequency
and in a manner as defined in this SMP;

o All future activities that will disturb remaining contaminated material must be
conducted in accordance with this SMP;

e Monitoring to assess the performance and effectiveness of the remedy must be
performed as defined in this SMP;

e Operation, maintenance, monitoring, inspection, and reporting of any mechanical or
physical component of the remedy shall be performed as defined in this SMP;

e Access to the Site must be provided to agents, employees or other representatives of
the State of New York with reasonable prior notice to the property owner to assure
compliance with the restrictions identified by the Environmental Easement; and

e Vegetable gardens and farming on the Site are prohibited.
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3.3 Engineering Controls
3.3.1 Protective Cover

Exposure to remaining impacted media at the Site is prevented by a protective cover system
placed over the Site. This cover system includes the structures comprising the Site development
(i.e. new Process Building, pavement, etc.) or one (1) foot of approved soil cover. Figure 7
presents the location of the cover system and applicable demarcation layers. The EWP provided
in Appendix E outlines the procedures required to be implemented in the event the cover system
is breached, penetrated or temporarily removed, and any underlying remaining impacted media is
disturbed. Procedures for the inspection of this cover are provided in the Monitoring and
Sampling Plan included in Section 4.0 of this SMP. Work conducted pursuant to the EWP must
be conducted in accordance with the procedures defined in a OSHA-compliant Health and Safety
Plan (HASP) and associated Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP) prepared for the Site and
provided in Appendix F and Appendix G, respectively.

3.3.2 Offsite Settling Basin and Drainage Exit Swale

The facility’s western settling basin was left in place during and following the implementation of
the preferred remedy to manage facility stormwater drainage patterns. The basin will continue to
serve as a settling basin for the facility stormwater management system intended to both slow and
treat stormwater. Human exposure to remaining basin sediment located within the settling basin is
remote because the basin contains water year-round.

The basin exit swale, located downgradient of the facility’s western settling basin, was modified
as part of the preferred remedy to prevent or minimize the offsite migration of impacted sediment
from the settling basin.

In accordance with the NYSDEC Decision Document, a Closure Plan for the facility’s western
settling basin and downgradient drainage exit swale is provided as Appendix | of this SMP. This
Closure Plan will be implemented in the event that the facility permanently ceases operation as a
wood treatment facility or is permanently removed from State Pollutant Discharge Elimination
System (SPDES) permit coverage.

As further discussed in the Closure Plan provided as Appendix I, an Investigative Work Plan will
be prepared by the facility owner to initiate settling basin closure and to delineate the lateral and
vertical impact to soil and sediment located hydraulically downgradient of the settling basin. The
Investigative Work Plan will be prepared at the time of closure and will comply with then-current
applicable Federal, State, and Local regulations. Any areas hydraulically downgradient of the
settling basin that may have received contaminated overflow are applicable to the Closure Plan.
The offsite settling basin and the area downgradient of the settling basin are shown on Figure 12.
The Closure Plan is not applicable to the stormwater settling basin located adjacent to and north
of the Site which was constructed as part of the Site redevelopment and which never received
stormwater with potentially impacted sediment.

Figure 7 shows the location of the ECs for the Site. And As Built drawing, signed and sealed by a
professional engineer, is included in Appendix H.
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3.3.4 Criteria for Completion of Remediation/Termination of Remedial Systems

Generally, remedial processes are considered completed when monitoring indicates that the
remedy has achieved the RAOs identified by the Decision Document. The framework for
determining when remedial processes are complete is provided in Section 6.4 of NYSDEC DER-
10.

The Site’s cover system is a permanent control and the quality and integrity of this system will be
inspected at defined, regular intervals in accordance with this SMP until such time as it is no
longer required, with the approval of the NYSDEC.

4.0 MONITORING AND SAMPLING PLAN
41 General

This Monitoring and Sampling Plan describes the measures for evaluating the overall
performance and effectiveness of the remedy. This Monitoring and Sampling Plan may only be
revised with the approval of the NYSDEC. Details regarding the sampling procedures, data
guality usability objectives, analytical methods, etc. for all samples collected as part of Site
management for the Site are included in the Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) provided in
Appendix J.

This Monitoring and Sampling Plan describes the methods to be used for:

o Sampling and analysis of all appropriate media (i.e. sediment);

e Assessing compliance with applicable NYSDEC standards, criteria and guidance
(SCGs), particularly groundwater standards and Part 375 SCOs for soil; and

e Evaluating Site information periodically to confirm that the remedy continues to be
effective in protecting public health and the environment.

To adequately address these issues, this Monitoring and Sampling Plan provides:

Sampling locations, protocol and frequency;
Information on all designed monitoring systems;
Analytical sampling program requirements; and
Annual inspection and periodic certification.

Reporting requirements are provided in Section 7.0 of this SMP.

4.2 Site — Wide Inspection

Inspections of the components of the remedy will be performed at a one (1) year after issuance of
the Certificate of Completion and annually thereafter for the first five (5) years. A long-term
inspection schedule will be proposed for approval by the NYSDEC after year five (5) based on
the results of the first five (5) years of inspection data. Modification to the frequency or duration
of the inspections will require approval from the NYSDEC. Site-wide inspections will also be
performed after all severe weather conditions that may affect ECs or monitoring devices. During
these inspections, an inspection form will be completed as provided in Appendix K — Site
Management Forms. The form will compile sufficient information to assess the following:
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Compliance with all ICs, including Site usage;

An evaluation of the condition and continued effectiveness of ECs;
General Site conditions at the time of the inspection;

The Site management activities being conducted; and

Confirm that Site records are up to date.

Inspections of all remedial components installed at the Site will be conducted. A comprehensive
Site-wide inspection of the remedial components will be conducted and documented according to
the SMP schedule, regardless of the frequency of the Periodic Review Report. The inspections
will determine and document the following:

Whether ECs continue to perform as designed;

If these controls continue to be protective of human health and the environment;
Compliance with requirements of this SMP and the Environmental Easement;
Achievement of remedial performance criteria; and

If Site records are complete and up to date.

Reporting requirements are outlined in Section 7.0 of this plan.

Inspections will also be performed in the event of an emergency. If an emergency, such as a
natural disaster or an unforeseen failure of any of the ECs occurs that reduces or has the potential
to reduce the effectiveness of ECs in place at the Site, verbal notice to the NYSDEC must be
given by noon of the following day. In addition, an inspection of the Site will be conducted
within five (5) days of the event to verify the effectiveness of the IC/ECs implemented at the Site
by a qualified environmental professional, as determined by the NYSDEC. Written confirmation
must be provided to the NYSDEC within seven (7) days of the event that includes a summary of
actions taken, or to be taken, and the potential impact to the environment and the public.

4.3 Post-Remediation Media Monitoring and Sampling

Sediment samples shall be collected from the outflow of the western settling basin as specified in
Table A. Sampling locations, required analytical parameters, and schedule are provided in Table
A — Post Remediation Sediment Sampling Requirements and Schedule below. Modification to the
frequency or sampling requirements will require approval from the NYSDEC.

Table A — Post Remediation Sediment Sampling Requirements and Schedule

Sediment
Sampling
Locations

Analytical Parameters Schedule

MP-U
MP-M TAL Metals — USEPA Method 6010B
MP-D (Total Arsenic and Total Chromium Only)
MP-1**

Annually

** - Sampling location added in 2021 based on discussion with, and at the direction of NYSDEC.

Detailed sample collection and analytical procedures and protocols are provided in Appendix J —
Quality Assurance Project Plan (QAPP) and Sections 4.3.1 and 4.3.2. Sample locations are shown
in Figure 13.
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4.3.1 Sediment Sampling

Sampling of sediment that accumulates in the settling basin exit swale will be performed annually
to assess the quality of the sediment following completion of the remedial actions. Modification
to the sampling frequency or sampling requirements may only be modified with the approval of
the NYSDEC. This SMP will be modified to reflect changes in sampling plans approved by the
NYSDEC.

The locations of the offsite sediment sample locations have been designed based on the existing
and anticipated drainage of the Site. The four (4) sediment sample locations are located along the
centerline of the modified basin exit swale at the upstream, mid-stream and downstream sections
of the swale, as well as at the downstream property line as shown in Figure 13. Surface sediment
samples will be collected at each location between grade surface and approximately two (2)
inches below grade. Samples will be analyzed for total arsenic and total chromium via USEPA
Method 6010B.

Deliverables for the sediment sampling program are specified in Section 7.0 — Reporting
Requirements.

In the event that average concentrations of arsenic and/or chromium (and/or individual hot spot
areas) are detected in the settling basin exit swale above commercial use SCOs, the facility owner
will prepare a Response Plan to address impacted sediment to be submitted to, and approved by,
the NYSDEC. The Response Plan will identify a manner in which to remove impacted sediment
from the settling basin exit swale and manage impacted sediment in accordance with applicable
State and local regulation. The Response Plan also will identify the likely transport mechanism
for the sediment and describe measures to be implemented to mitigate further release of sediment
from the settling basin.

4.3.2  Monitoring and Sampling Protocol

All sampling activities will be recorded in a field book or a separate daily field log and associated
sampling log as provided in Appendix K - Site Management Forms. Other observations (e.g.,
condition of outflow area, condition of drainage swale, etc.) will be noted on the sampling log.
The sampling log will serve as the inspection form for the monitoring network.

5.0 OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE PLAN
5.1 General

The Site remedy does not rely on any operating mechanical systems, such as groundwater
treatment systems, sub-slab depressurization systems or air sparge/soil vapor extraction systems
to protect public health and the environment. Therefore, the operation and maintenance of such
components is not included in this SMP.

6.0 PERIODIC ASSESSMENTS/EVALUATIONS
6.1 Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment

Increases in both the severity and frequency of storms/weather events, an increase in sea level
elevations along with accompanying flooding impacts, shifting precipitation patterns and wide
temperature fluctuation, resulting from global climactic change and instability, have the potential
to significantly impact the performance, effectiveness and protectiveness of a given Site and

Site Management Plan — BCP #C420029 Page 15
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC, Athens, NY — 7/15/16 #2014-08
© 2016, Sterling Environmental Engineering, P.C.



associated remedial systems. Vulnerability assessments provide information so that the Site and
associated remedial systems are prepared for the impacts of the increased frequency and intensity
of severe storms/weather events and associated flooding.

A Climate Change Vulnerability Assessment is not warranted given the distance/elevation
between the Site and local/regional waterbodies (i.e. Murderers Creek, Sleepy Hollow Lake,
Hudson River, etc.). Additionally, the Site is not located in a designated floodway or within one-
half mile of a 100-year floodplain.

6.2 Green Remediation Evaluation

NYSDEC’s DER-31 Green Remediation requires that green remediation concepts and techniques
be considered during all stages of the remedial program including Site management, with the goal
of improving the sustainability of the cleanup and summarizing the net environmental benefit of
any implemented green technology. This section of the SMP provides a summary of any green
remediation evaluations to be completed for the Site during Site management, and as reported in
the Periodic Review Report (PRR).

This assessment may include a discussion of items listed below:

e Waste reduction and generation (i.e. hazardous and solid waste) associated with the
operation of the Site in relation to former operation procedures;

Energy usage (e.g. electrical usage for operation);

Fuel usage associated with travel required for sampling and monitoring activities;
Water for decontamination of sampling equipment; and

Land and/or ecosystems impacts of implementation of the remedy.

6.2.1 Timing of Green Remediation Evaluations

For major remedial system components, green remediation evaluations and corresponding
modifications will be undertaken as part of a formal Remedial System Optimization (RSO), or at
any time that the Project Manager feels appropriate (e.g. during significant maintenance events or
in conjunction with storm recovery activities).

Modifications resulting from green remediation evaluations will be routinely implemented and
scheduled to occur during planned/routine operation and maintenance activities. Reporting of
these modifications will be presented in the PRR.

6.2.2 Building Operations

Northeast Treaters redevelopment project was undertaken to upgrade facilities and operations to
be more energy efficient and environmentally friendly by improving material handling, using the
latest technological and energy efficient equipment and treating wood with materials that do not
adversely impact the environment.

6.2.3  Frequency of Inspections, Sampling and Other Periodic Activities

Transportation to and from the Site and use of consumables in relation to visiting the Site in order
to conduct inspections and or collect samples and shipping samples to a laboratory for analyses
have direct and/or inherent energy costs. The schedule and/or means of these periodic activities
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have been prepared so that these tasks can be accomplished in a manner that does not impact
remedy protectiveness but reduces expenditure of energy or resources.

Consideration shall be given to:

o Reduced sampling frequencies;
e Reduced Site visits and inspections; and
o Coordination/consolidation of activities to maximize foreman/labor time.

6.2.4 Metrics and Reporting

As discussed in Section 7.0, information on energy usage, solid waste generation, transportation
and shipping, water usage and land use and ecosystems will be recorded to facilitate and
document consistent implementation of green remediation during Site management and to
identify corresponding benefits; a set of metrics has been developed.

6.3 Remedial System Optimization

A Remedial Site Optimization (RSO) study will be conducted any time that the NYSDEC or the
remedial party requests in writing that an in-depth evaluation of the remedy is needed. An RSO
may be appropriate if any of the following occur:

e The remedial actions have not met or are not expected to meet RAOs in the
timeframe estimated in the Decision Document;

e The management and operation of the remedial system is exceeding the estimated
costs;

e The remedial system is not performing as expected or as designed;

e Previously unidentified source material may be suspected;

e Site conditions change due to development, change of use, change in groundwater
use, etc.;

e There is an anticipated transfer of the Site management to another remedial party or
agency; and

e Anew and applicable remedial technology becomes available.

An RSO will provide a critique of a Site’s conceptual model, give a summary of past
performance, document current cleanup practices, summarize progress made toward the Site’s
cleanup goals, gather additional performance or media specific data and information and provide
recommendations for improvements to enhance the ability of the present system to reach RAOs
or to provide a basis for changing the remedial strategy.

The RSO study will focuses on overall Site cleanup strategy, process optimization and
management with the intent of identifying impediments to cleanup and improvements to Site
operations to increase efficiency, cost effectiveness and remedial timeframes. Green remediation
technology and principals are to be considered when performing the RSO.

The phases of a RSO include:
e Work plan development;
e Work plan implementation;
o RSO Report; and
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e Implementation of recommended actions and final report.

7.0 REPORTING REQUIREMENTS
7.1 Site Management Reports

All Site management inspection, maintenance and monitoring events will be recorded on the
appropriate Site Management Forms provided in Appendix K. These forms are subject to
NYSDEC revision.

All applicable inspection forms and other records, including media sampling data and system
maintenance reports, generated for the Site during the reporting period will be provided in
electronic format to the NYSDEC in accordance with the requirements of Table B and
summarized in the Periodic Review Report.

Table B: Schedule of Monitoring/Inspection Reports

Task/Report Reporting Frequency*
Site-Wide Inspection Annually

- . Biennially, or as otherwise determined by the
Periodic Review Report NYSDEC

* The frequency of events will be conducted as specified until otherwise approved by the
NYSDEC.

All interim monitoring/inspections reports will include, at a minimum:

e Date of event or reporting period,;

e Name, company, and position of person(s) conducting monitoring/inspection
activities;

Description of the activities performed;

e Where appropriate, color photographs or sketches showing the approximate location
of any problems or incidents noted (included either on the checklist/form or on an
attached sheet);

e Type of samples collected (e.g., sub-slab vapor, indoor air, outdoor air, etc.);

o Copies of all field forms completed (e.g., well sampling logs, chain-of-custody
documentation, etc.);

e Sampling results in comparison to appropriate standards/criteria;

A figure illustrating sample type and sampling locations;

o Copies of all laboratory data sheets and the required laboratory data deliverables
required for all points sampled (to be submitted electronically in the NYSDEC-
identified format);

e Any observations, conclusions, or recommendations; and

e A determination as to whether contaminant conditions have changed since the last
reporting event.
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Routine maintenance event reporting forms will include, at a minimum:

Date of event;

Name, company, and position of person(s) conducting maintenance activities;
Description of maintenance activities performed,;

Any modifications to the system;

Where appropriate, color photographs or sketches showing the approximate location
of any problems or incidents noted (included either on the checklist/form or on an
attached sheet); and,

e Other documentation such as copies of invoices for maintenance work, receipts for
replacement equipment, etc. (attached to the checklist/form).

Non-routine maintenance event reporting forms will include, at a minimum:

e Date of event;

e Name, company, and position of person(s) conducting non-routine
maintenance/repair activities;

e Description of non-routine activities performed,;

o Where appropriate, color photographs or sketches showing the approximate location
of any problems or incidents (included either on the form or on an attached sheet);
and

e Other documentation such as copies of invoices for repair work, receipts for
replacement equipment, etc. (attached to the checklist/form).

Data will be reported in digital format as determined by the NYSDEC. Currently, data is to be
supplied electronically and submitted to the NYSDEC EQuIS™ database in accordance with the
requirements found at http://www.dec.ny.gov/chemical/62440.html.

7.2 Periodic Review Report

A Periodic Review Report (PRR) will be submitted to NYSDEC beginning sixteen (16) months
after the Certificate of Completion is issued. After submittal of the initial Periodic Review
Report, the next PRR shall be submitted biennially to NYSDEC or at another frequency as may
be required by NYSDEC. In the event that the Site is subdivided into separate parcels with
different ownership, a single Periodic Review Report will be prepared that addresses the Site
described in Appendix A -Environmental Easement. The report will be prepared in accordance
with NYSDEC’s DER-10 and submitted within 30 days following the end of each certification
period. Media sampling results will also be incorporated into the PRR. The report will include the
following, unless not applicable:

o Identification, assessment and certification of all ECs/ICs required by the remedy for
the Site.

o Results of the required annual Site inspections and severe condition inspections, if
applicable.

o All applicable Site management forms and other records generated for the Site during
the reporting period in the NYSDEC-approved electronic format, if not previously
submitted.

e A summary of any discharge monitoring data and/or information generated during
the reporting period, with comments and conclusions.
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o Data summary tables and graphical representations of contaminants of concern by
media (groundwater, soil vapor, etc.), which include a listing of all compounds
analyzed, along with the applicable standards, with all exceedances highlighted.
These will include a presentation of past data as part of an evaluation of contaminant
concentration trends.

o Results of all analyses, copies of all laboratory data sheets, and the required
laboratory data deliverables for all samples collected during the reporting period will
be submitted in digital format as determined by the NYSDEC. Currently, data is
supplied electronically and submitted to the NYSDEC EQuIS™ database in
accordance with the requirements found at:
http://www.dec.ny.gov/chemical/62440.html.

e A Site evaluation, which includes the following:

— The compliance of the remedy with the requirements of the Site-specific
Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP) and Decision Document;

— The operation and the effectiveness of all treatment units, etc., including
identification of any needed repairs or modifications;

— Any new conclusions or observations regarding Site contaminants of concern
based on inspections or data generated by the Monitoring and Sampling Plan for
the media being monitored,;

— Recommendations regarding any necessary changes to the remedy and/or
Monitoring and Sampling Plan;

— Trends in contaminant levels in the affected media will be evaluated to determine
if the remedy continues to be effective in achieving remedial goals as specified
by the Decision Document; and

— The overall performance and effectiveness of the remedy.

Certification of Institutional and Engineering Controls (ICs/ECs) will be included in the PRR.

7.2.1 Certification of Institutional and Engineering Controls

Following the last inspection of the reporting period, a qualified environmental professional will
prepare, and include in the PRR, the following certification as per the requirements of NYSDEC
DER-10:

“For each institutional or engineering control identified for the Site, | certify that all of the
following statements are true:

e The inspection of the Site to confirm the effectiveness of the institutional and
engineering controls required by the remedial program was performed under my
direction;

e The institutional control and/or engineering control employed at this Site is
unchanged from the date the control was put in place, or last approved by the
Department;

e Nothing has occurred that would impair the ability of the control to protect the
public health and environment;

e Nothing has occurred that would constitute a violation or failure to comply with any
Site management plan for this control;

e Access to the Site will continue to be provided to the Department to evaluate the
remedy, including access to evaluate the continued maintenance of this control;
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e If afinancial assurance mechanism is required under the oversight document for the
Site, the mechanism remains valid and sufficient for the intended purpose under the
document;

e Use of the Site is compliant with the environmental easement;

The engineering control systems are performing as designed and are effective;

e To the best of my knowledge and belief, the work and conclusions described in this
certification are in accordance with the requirements of the Site remedial program;
and

o The information presented in this report is accurate and complete.

I certify that all information and statements in this certification form are true. | understand that a
false statement made herein is punishable as a Class “A” misdemeanor, pursuant to Section
210.45 of the Penal Law. I, [name], of [business address], am certifying as [Owner or Owner'’s
Designated Site Representative]. ”

The following certification must be added every five (5) years:
e The assumptions made in the qualitative exposure assessment remain valid.
The signed certification will be included in the PRR.

The PRR will be submitted, in electronic format, to the NYSDEC Central Office, Regional Office
in which the Site is located and the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) Bureau of
Environmental Exposure Investigation. The PRR may need to be submitted in hard-copy format,
if requested by the NYSDEC project manager.

7.3 Corrective Measures Work Plan

If any component of the remedy is found to have failed, or if the periodic certification cannot be
provided due to the failure of an IC/EC, a Corrective Measures Work Plan will be submitted to
the NYSDEC for approval. This plan will explain the failure and provide the details and schedule
for performing work necessary to correct the failure. Unless an emergency condition exists, no
work will be performed pursuant to the Corrective Measures Work Plan until it has been
approved by the NYSDEC.

7.4 Remedial Site Optimization Report

In the event that an RSO is to be performed (see Section 6.3), upon completion of an RSO, an
RSO report must be submitted to the NYSDEC for approval. The RSO report will document the
research/investigation and data gathering that was conducted, evaluate the results and facts
obtained, present a revised conceptual Site model and present recommendations. RSO
recommendations are to be implemented upon approval from the NYSDEC. Additional work
plans, design documents, HASPs etc., may still be required to implement the recommendations,
based upon the actions that need to be taken. A Final Engineering Report and update to the SMP
may also be required.

The RSO report will be submitted, in electronic format, to the NYSDEC Central Office, Regional
Office in which the Site is located, Site Control and the NYSDOH Bureau of Environmental
Exposure Investigation.
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TABLES



Table 1: Summary of Monitoring Well Locations and Groundwater Depths
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC
796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York

Monitoring Wells
Well Characteristics
MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-4
Longitude W073.838163 [ W073.838214 | W073.838801 | W073.838707
Latitude N042.286563 | N042.286030 | N042.286307 | N042.286666
Well Depth (ft) 6.50 (top of 9.97 (topof | 6.00 (top of | 5.57 (top of
metal casing) stick-up) metal casing) | metal casing)
Screened Interval (ft) 1.0-6.0 3.0-8.0 1.0-6.0 1.0-6.0
Screened Media Fill/Clay Clay Fill/Clay Fill/Clay
Depth to Groundwater 0.5 . . .
(4/15/2015) (ft) '
Depth to Groundwater
(4/20/2015) (ft) 04 9.62
Depth to Groundwater
(4/30/2015) (f) 0.61 2.96 4.10 ---
Depth to Groundwater
(5/4/2015) (ft) 1.30 3.32 3.44 5.14
Notes:

--- = No water present at time of measurement.

Wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-3 and MW-4 were destroyed and paved over during remedial activities.

©Sterling Environmental Engineering, P.C.
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Table 2: Summary of Historical Soil Analytical Results
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC (Formerly Atlantic Wood Industries, Inc.)
796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York

Analyte A;S:::lc’ Chr;);l;lm’ Chromium, C;Ef;r’ Arsenic, | Chromium, | Copper,
Recoverable | Recoverable Hexavalent Recoverable TCLP TCLP TCLP
Units mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg mg/L mg/L mg/L
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 13 30 1 50
(Unrestricted)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 1,500 400 270
(Commercial)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 6,800 800 10,000
(Industrial)
Sample ID Sample Depth Sample Matrix Date Sampled
Interval
C-1 14.5 - 15.5' bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 5.40 223 <2.50 - - - -
C-1 15.5-16.0' bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 8.60 34.2 <2.80 - - - -
C-2 4.5-5.0'bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 192 229 17.6 - - - -
C-2 5.0-5.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 28.6 79.1 <2.60 - - - -
C-3 4.25-4.5'bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 662 580 21.6 - - - -
C-3 4.5-5.25"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 22.1 47.0 <2.70 - - - -
C-4 6.25 - 6.5' bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 246 155 10.0 - - - -
C-4 7.0-7.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 6.20 40.5 3.40 - - - -
C-5 4.5-5.5"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 7.50 39.9 <2.40 - - - -
C-6 13.5-14.0' bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 16.0 41.9 <2.40 - - - -
C-6 14.0 - 14.5' bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 8.50 425.5 <2.70 - - - -
C-7 6.5-7.0"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 70.9 46.5 <2.20 - - - -
C-7 7.0-7.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 10.6 41.8 <2.60 - - - -
C-B 3.5-4.0"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 6.60 29.0 <2.50 - - - -
C-8 6.0 - 6.5' bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 25.2 99.0 3.50 - - - -
C-8 6.5-7.0"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 9.50 36.4 <2.70 - - - -
C-9 7.0 -7.5"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 50.9 29.8 <2.10 - - - -
C-9 7.5 - 8.0" bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 6.70 36.9 <2.60 - --- --- ---
C-10 7.0-7.5"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 404 312 42.0 - - - -
C-10 7.5-8.0"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 21.3 348 4.30 - - - -
C-11 2.5-3.0"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 74.1 214 <2.10 - - - -
C-11 3.0-3.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 10.8 42.8 <2.50 - - - -
C-12 2.0-2.5"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 9.20 730 <2.10 - - - -
C-12 2.5-3.0"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 41.7 108 <2.50 - - - -
C-13 1.5-2.0"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 71.7 84.7 3.80 - - - -
C-13 2.0-2.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 6.90 32.8 <2.50 - - - -
C-14 1.5-2.0"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 911 120 30.5 - - - -
C-14 2.0-2.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 23.8 48.8 <2.60 - - - -
C-15 2.5-3.0"bgs Fill 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 75.0 28.3 3.40 - - - -
C-15 3.0-3.5"bgs Clay 11/12/1998-11/13/1998 8.50 40.8 <2.50 - - - -
BK-1 5.0-6.0"bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <2.85 24.0 <498
B-1 5.5-8.5"bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <2.87 25.5 <5.16 - - - -
B-2 5.5-6.0"bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <2.87 28.6 <547 - - - -
B-3 5.2-5.8'bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <2.90 25.9 <523
B-4 5.5-6.9"bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <2.88 29.0 <537 - - - -
B-5 6.0 - 7.5 bgs Fill 6/17/1997 <2.82 23.8 <5.26 - - - -
B-6 5.0 - 6.0' bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <295 32.7 <5.18
B-7 5.0 - 8.0' bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <295 27.5 <524 - - - -
B-8 5.0-6.0"bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <2.86 423 <490 - - - -
B-9 5.0-6.0"bgs Clay 6/17/1997 <3.25 24.5 <527
BSS-1 6.0 - 12.0" bgs -—- 10/10/1995 4.40 33.8 --- 33.8 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
BSS-2 6.0 - 12.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 4.90 32.1 --- 32.1 <0.03 <0.01 0.011
SS-1 6.0 - 12.0" bgs -—- 10/10/1995 11.1 15.6 --- 25.6 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-2 12.0 - 18.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 42.7 50.0 --- 42.7 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-3 14.0 - 20.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 5.50 27.3 --- 32.5 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-4 16.0 - 22.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 5.30 31.3 --- 26.3 <0.03 <0.01 0.011
SS-5 15.0-21.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 5.20 29.1 --- 27.8 <0.03 <0.01 0.014
SS-6 13.0 - 19.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 4.30 26.8 --- 25.6 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-7 15.0-21.0" bgs - 10/10/1995 3.80 29.5 --- 19.2 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-8 15.0-21.0" bgs --- 10/10/1995 2.40 29.3 --- 29.3 <0.03 <0.01 0.021
SS-9 19.0 - 25.0" bgs --- 10/10/1995 3.90 32.9 --- 29.1 <0.03 <0.01 0.015
SS-10 15.0-21.0" bgs --- 10/10/1995 4.40 27.8 --- 30.4 <0.03 <0.01 0.014
SS-A (DUP SS-9) | 19.0 -25.0" bgs --- 10/10/1995 2.40 34.6 --- 30.8 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
P-1 3.0 - 5.0 bgs Clay 10/30/1995 <0.63 21.2 --- 22.5 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
P-2 3.0 - 5.0 bgs Clay 10/30/1995 10.6 28.6 - 28.6 <0.03 <0.01 0.012
SS-11 12.0" bgs - 11/16/1995 - - --- - - - -
SS-12 - - 11/16/1995 128 105 --- 34.0 <0.03 0.028 0.010
SS-13 - - 11/16/1995 10.3 18.9 - 15.8 <0.03 <0.01 0.011
SS-14 - - 11/16/1995 7.70 25.3 --- 20.0 <0.03 <0.01 0.016
SS-15 9.5-10.0' bgs --- 11/16/1995 8.20 25.0 --- 27.6 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-16 0.0 - 14.0" bgs --- 11/16/1995 48.4 38.9 --- 31.6 <0.03 <0.01 0.014
SS-17 0.0 - 16.0" bgs --- 11/16/1995 18.9 20.0 --- 22.1 <0.03 <0.01 0.012
SS-18 0.0 - 12.0" bgs --- 11/16/1995 22.6 31.0 --- 17.9 <0.03 <0.01 0.014
SS-19 0.0 - 7.0" bgs --- 11/16/1995 6.30 324 --- 33.8 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-20 0.0 - 13.0" bgs --- 11/16/1995 16.2 324 --- 23.0 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-21 0.0 - 7.0" bgs --- 11/16/1995 9.20 30.6 --- 18.1 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-23 2.8' bgs - 11/16/1995 5.70 29.9 - 22.1 <0.03 <0.01 0.011
SS-24 18.0" bgs - 11/16/1995 6.50 30.8 --- 32.1 <0.03 <0.01 <0.01
SS-25 Surface --- 11/16/1995 - - - --- -—- -—- -—-
Note:
--- = Not Applicable

< = Constituent not detected; value shown is the detection limit.

Values highlighted in yellow indicate exceedance of Unrestricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives
- Values highlighted in blue indicate exceedance of Commercial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
Values highlighted in gray indicate exceedance of Industrial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
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Table 3a: Analytical Results for Full Parameter Sampling
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC
796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York
November 18-20, 2014

Sample ID SPO1S SP02S SP03S SP04S SP05S SPO5D SP06S SPO6D DPPO2ES DPPOSES DPPOSES DPPI0ES DPPI3ES DPPI6GES SUMP FILL SUMP Clay DPO1 FILL DPO1 Clay DPO03 FILL DPO03 Clay
Sample Matrix Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Soil
Date Sampled 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/20/2014 11/20/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014
Clay Cleanup Objectives
Semivolatiles Unrestricted | Commercial Industrial
Acenaphthene 20,000 500,000 1,000,000 14U 14U 130 14U 14U 170 19U 13U 14U 14 U 14U 16 U 16 U 14U 170 170 14U 16 U 170 18 U
Acenaphthylene 100,000 500,000 1,000,000 16 U 16 U 15U 16 U 16 U 20 U 22 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 18U 18U 16 U 19U 19U 170 19U 20U 21U
Anthracene 100,000 500,000 1,000,000 150 150 14U 15U 150 18U 20 U 15U 15U 150 717 170 170 15U 18 U 18U 16 U 18U 190 20U
Benzo[a]anthracene 1,000 5,600 11,000 14U 14U 13U 14U 14 U 170 19U 13U 14U 14U 1700 16 U 16 U 14U 170 170 14U 16 U 170 18U
Benzo[alpyrene 1,000 1.000 1,100 130 130 120 13U 130 16 U 170 12U 130 130 790 15U 150 13U 150 15U 13U 15U 16 U 170
Benzo[b]fluoranthene 1,000 5,600 11,000 25U 25U 24U 25U 25U 30 U 33U 24 U 25U 25U 1800 28 U 28U 25U 30U 29 U 25U 29 U 31U 32U
Benzo[g,h,ilperylene 100,000 500,000 1,000,000 14U 14U 130 14U 14U 170 19U 13U 14U 14 U 420 16 U 16 U 14U 170 170 14U 16 U 170 18 U
Benzo[k]fluoranthene 800 56,000 110,000 32U 32U 31U 320 32U 39U 43 U 31U 32U 32U 1500 36 U 370 33U 39U 38 U 33U 38U 40 U 42 U
Chrysene 1,000 56.000 110,000 19U 19U 18U 19U 19U 24U 26 U 19U 19U 19U 1800 22U 22U 20U 23U 23 U 20U 23 U 24U 25U
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 330 560 1,100 12U 12U 11U 12U 12U 14 U 16 U 11U 120 12U 140 1 13U 13U 120 14U 14U 120 14U 15U 15U
Fluoranthene 100,000 500,000 1,000,000 13U 13U 12U 4017 13U 16 U 17 U 12U 13U 531 2600 15U 15 U 13U 15U 15U 13U 15 U 16 U 17U
Fluorene 30,000 500,000 1,000,000 16 U 16 U 15U 16 U 16 U 20 U 22U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 18U 18U 16 U 19U 19U 170 19U 20U 21U
Indeno[1,2,3-cdlpyrene 500 5,600 11,000 15U 15U 14 U 15 U 15U 18U 20U 15 U 15U 15 U 440 17U 17 U 15U 18U 18U 16 U 18 U 19U 20U
m & p - Cresol 330 500,000 1,000,000 79U 79U 76 U 79U 79 U 97 U 110U 77U 79 U 80 U 80U 89U 90 U 80U 95U 94 U 82U 93 U 9 U 100 U
Naphthalene 12,000 500,000 1,000,000 16 U 16 U 15U 16 U 16 U 20U 22U 16 U 16 U 16 U 16 U 18U 18U 16 U 19U 19U 17U 19U 20U 21U
o-Cresol 330 500,000 1,000,000 43 U 43 U 41 U 43 U 43U 52U 58U 41 U 43 U 43 U 43 U 48 U 49 U 43 U 51U 51U 44 U 51U 54U 56 U
Pentachlorophenol 800 6.700 55,000 72U 73U 70U 73U 73U 89 U 98 U 714y 73U 73U 73 U 82U 83U 74 U 87U 87U 75U 86 U 91U 95U
Phenanthrene 100,000 500,000 1,000,000 13U 13U 12U 13U 13U 16 U 170 120 13U 13U 3407 15U 15U 13U 15U 15U 13U 15U 16 U 170
Phenol 330 500,000 1,000,000 43 U 43 U 41 U 43 U 43 U 52U 58U 41U 43 U 43 U 43 U 48 U 49 U 43 U 51U 51U 44 U 51U 54U 56 U
Pyrene 100,000 500,000 1,000,000 15U 15U 14U 15U 15U 18 U 20 U 15U 15U 497 2500 170 17U 15U 18U 18U 16 U 18U 19U 20U
Sample ID SP01S SP02S SP03S SP04S SP0O5S SPO5D SP06S SPO6D DPPO2ES DPPOSES DPPOSES DPPI0ES DPPI3ES DPPI6ES SUMP FILL SUMP Clay DPO1 FILL DPO1 Clay DPO03 FILL DPO03 Clay
Sample Matrix Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Soil
Date Sampled 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/20/2014 11/20/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014
Clay Cleanup Objectives
olatiles (ng/kg) Unrestricted Commercial Industrial
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 680 500,000 1,000,000 025 U*E 035 U 035 U 039U 027 U 16 U 0.43 U 0.25 U 029 U 0.39 U 035U 036 U 0.27 U 029 U 037 U 033 U 029 U 032 U 0.37 U 035 U
1,1-Dichloroethane 270 240,000 480,000 036 U*E 0.50 U 0.50 U 0.57 U 039 U 16 U 0.63 U 0.36 U 042 U 0.56 U 051U 0.52 U 038 U 0.42 U 0.53 U 0.48 U 0.42 U 0.46 U 0.53 U 051U
1,1-Dichloroethene 330 500,000 1,000,000 022 U*E 031 U 031 U 036 U 024 U 170 0.39 U 023 U 026 U 035 U 032 U 032 U 0.24 U 026 U 033 U 030 U 026 U 029U 033 U 032 U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1,100 500,000 1,000,000 0.10 U*E 0.15U 015 U*E 017 U*E 0.11 U*E 16 U 0.18 U 0.10 U 0.12 U 0.16 U*E 0.15U 015 U*E 0.11 U*E 0.12 U 0.15U 0.14 U 0.12 U 0.13 U 0.15U 0.15U
1,2-Dichloroethane 20 30,000 60,000 0.69 U*E 0.98 U 0.97 U 1.1 U 0.75 U 13U 12U 0.70 U 0.82 U 1.1 U 0.99 U 1.0U 0.74 U 0.82 U 1.0U 093 U 0.81 U 0.90 U 1.0U 0.99 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 250 500,000 1,000,000 034 U*E 0.48 U 0.48 U 0.55 U 037U 14 U 0.60 U 035U 0.41 U 0.54 U 0.49 U 0.49 U 037 U 0.40 U 0.51 U 0.46 U 0.40 U 0.44 U 0.51 U 0.49 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 190 500,000 1,000,000 0.066 U * E 0.093 U 0.093 U 0.11 U 0.071 U 16 U 0.12 U 0.067 U 0.078 U 0.10 U 0.094 U 0.095 U 0.071 U 0.078 U 0.098 U 0.088 U 0.078 U 0.086 U 0.098 U 0.095 U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 2,400 280,000 560,000 0.088 U*E 0.12 U 0.12 U*E 0.14 U*E 0.095 U*E 15U 0.15U 0.089 U 0.10 U 0.14 U*E 0.12 U 013 U*E 0.094 U*E 0.10 U 0.13 U 0.12 U 0.10 U 0.11 U 0.13 U 0.13 U
1,4-Dichlorot 1,800 130,000 250,000 030 U*E 043 U 042 U*E 048 U*E 033 U*E 15U 0.53 U 031 U 036 U 048 U*E 043 U 044 U*E 032 U*E 036 U 0.45 U 0.40 U 036 U 039 U 0.45 U 0.43 U
1,4-Dioxane 100 130,000 250,000 11 U*E 16 U 16 U 18U 12U 880 U 19U 11 U 13U 18U 16 U 16 U 12U 13U 17U 15 U 13U 14U 16 U 16 U
Acetone 50 500,000 1,000,000 6.5 B*NDE 6.3 BND 7.6 7.0 8.5 140 IBND 57U 54 B 4.7 BND 5917 8.3 74 B 36JB 14 BND 12 B 18 B 15 B 17 B 23 B 20 BND
Benzene 60 44,000 89,000 034 U*E 0.48 U 0.48 U 0.55 U 037 U 17U 0.60 U 035U 0.41 U 0.87 J 0.49 U 0.49 U 037 U 0.40 U 0.60 J 0.46 U 0.40 U 0.44 U 0.51 U 0.49 U
n-Butylt 12,000 500,000 1,000,000 021 U*E 0.29 U 19J*E 033 U*E 022 U*E 15U 0.36 U 0.21 U 025 U 033 U*E 029 U 030 U*E 022 U*E 024 U 031 U 0.28 U 024 U 027 U 031 U 0.30 U
Carbon tetrachloride 760 22,000 44,000 0.043 U*E 0.061 U 0.060 U 0.069 U 0.046 U 12U 0.075 U 0.044 U 0.051 U 0.068 U 0.061 U 0.062 U 0.046 U 0.051 U 0.064 U 0.057 U 0.051 U 0.056 U 0.064 U 0.062 U
Chlorobenzene 1,100 500,000 1,000,000 0.088 U*E 0.12 U 012 U*E 0.14 U 0.095 U 16 U 0.15 U 0.089 U 0.10 U 0.14 U 0.12 U 0.13 U 0.094 U*E 0.10 U 0.13 U 0.12 U 0.10 U 0.11 U 0.13 U 0.13 U
Chloroform 370 350,000 700,000 035 U*E 0.49 U 0.49 U 0.56 U 038 U 15U 0.61 U 035U 0.41 U 0.55 U 0.50 U 0.51 U 038 U 0.41 U 0.52 U 0.47 U 0.41 U 0.45 U 0.52 U 0.50 U
Ethylbenzene 1,000 390,000 780,000 0.054 U*E 0.076 U 0.076 U*E 0.087 U 0.058 U 16 U 0.095 U 0.055 U 0.064 U 0.085 U 0.077 U 0.078 U 0.058 U*E 0.064 U 1817 0.072 U 41 0.070 U 221 0.078 U
Hexachlorobenzene 330 6,000 12,000 49 UE 49 U 47 U 49U 49U 60 U 67U 48 U 49U 50U 49U 56 U 56 U 50U 59U 59U 51U 58U 62 U 65 U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone 120 500,000 1,000,000 1.8 U*E 25U 25U 28 U 19U 68 U 3.1 U 1.8 U 2.1 U0 28U 25U 25U 19U 2517 2.6 U 5.8 5.4 3317 4217 59
Methyl tert-butyl ether 930 500,000 1,000,000 027 U*E 038 U 038 U 0.43 U 029 U 14 U 0.47 U 027 U 0.32 U 0.43 U 0.39 U 0.39 U 0.29 U 032 U 0.40 U 0.36 U 0.32 U 035 U 0.40 U 039 U
Methylene Chloride 50 500,000 1,000,000 0.80 JB*ND E 0.63 JBND 0.79 JBND 0.76 JBND 0.48 U 21U 1.4 JBND 0.45 U 0.55 JBND 0.70 U 0.65 I BND 0.90 JBND 0.49 JBND 0.52 U 0.66 U 0.60 U 077 1B 0.58 U 0.87 JBND 0.71 JBND
N-Propylbenzene 3,900 500,000 1,000,000 025 U*E 035U 035 U*E 039 U*E 027 U*E 16 U 0.43 U 025U 0.29 U 039 U*E 0.35 U 036 U*E 027 U*E 0.29 U 037 U 0.33 U 0337 032 U 037 U 035U
sec-Butylbenzene 11,000 500,000 1,000,000 0.088 U*E 0.12 U 18 J*E 0.14 U*E 0.095 U*E 15U 0.15 U 0.089 U 0.10 U 0.14 U*E 0.12 U 013 U*E 0.094 U*E 0.10 U 0.13 U 0.12 U 0.10 U 0.11 U 0.13 U 0.13 U
tert-Butylbenzene 5,900 500,000 1,000,000 0.20 U*E 0.28 U 028 U*E 032 U*E 021 U*E 14 U 035U 0.20 U 0.24 U 031 U*E 0.28 U 029 U*E 021 U*E 0.23 U 0.29 U 0.27 U 0.23 U 0.26 U 029 U 0.29 U
Tetrachloroethene 1,300 150,000 300,000 023 U*E 033 U 032 U*E 037 U 0.25 U 16 U 0.40 U 0.23 U 027 U 0.36 U 033 U 033 U 025 U*E 027 U 0.34 U 031 U 027 U 0.30 U 0.34 U 033 U
Toluene 700 500,000 1,000,000 030J* E 021U 1.2 J*E 0.24 U 0.16 U 16 U 0.26 U 0.15U 0.18 U 0.89 J 0.22 U 0.70 J 1.IJ*E 0.18 U 3.01J 0.20 U 1.57) 0.20 U 0927 02517
Trichloroethene 470 200,000 400,000 045 U*E 0.64 U 0.64 U 0.73 U 0.49 U 13U 0.79 U 0.46 U 0.54 U 0.72 U 0.65 U 0.66 U 0.49 U 0.53 U 0.67 U 0.61 U 0.53 U 0.59 U 0.67 U 0.65 U
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 3,600 190,000 380,000 0.096 U*E 0.13 U 26J*E 015 U*E 0.10 U*E 14 U 0.17 U 0.097 U 0.11 U 0.15 U*E 0.14 U 0.14 U*E 0.10 U*E 0.17J 0.24 ] 0.13 U 0.617J 0.12 U 0.36 J 0.14 U
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 8,400 190,000 380,000 018 U* E 0.25 U 025 U*E 028 U*E 019 U*E 16 U 031 U 0.18 U 021 U 028 U*E 025 U 025 U*E 0.19 U*E 021 U 0.26 U 023 U 03017 023 U 0.26 U 0.25 U
Vinyl chloride 20 13,000 27,000 053 U*E 0.74 U 0.74 U 0.84 U 0.57 U 16 U* 092 U 0.53 U 0.62 U 083 U 0.75 U 0.76 U 0.56 U 0.62 U 0.78 U 0.70 U 0.62 U 0.68 U 0.78 U 0.75 U
Xylenes, Total 260 500,000 1,000,000 0.042 U*E 0.059 U 0.059 U*E 0.067 U 0.046 U 17U 0.074 U 0.043 U 0.050 U 0.067 U 0.060 U 0.061 U 0.045 U*E 0.050 U 13 0.056 U 270 0.60 J 12 0.060 U
Notes:

Values highlighted in yellow indicate exceedance of Unrestricted Use Clay Cleanup Objective.
- Values highlighted in blue indicate exceedance of Commercial Use Clay Cleanup Obijectives.
Values highlighted in gray indicate exceedance of Industrial Use Clay Cleanup Objectives.

Lab Qualifiers:

U = Not detected above the laboratory method detection limit shown.

J = Result is less than the laboratory reporting limit but greater than or equal to the method detection limit, and the concentration is an approximate value.
B = Compound was found in the blank sample.

* = Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) or Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate (LCSD) exceeds the control limits.

Data Validation Qualifiers:

ND = Not Detected. The associated number indicates the approximate sample concentration necessary to be detected significantly greater than the level of the highest associated blank.
E = Analyte is present. Reported value may be associated with a higher level of uncertainty than is normally expected with the analytical method .

R = Unreliable result; data is rejected or unusable. Analyte may or may not be present in the sample. Supporting data or information is necessary to confirm the result.
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Table 3a: Analytical Results for Full Parameter Sampling

Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC

796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York
November 18-20, 2014

Sample ID SPO1S SP02S SP03S SP04S SP05S SPO5D SP06S SPO6D DPPO2ES DPPOSES DPPOSES DPPI0ES DPPI3ES DPPI6ES SUMP FILL SUMP Clay DPO1 FILL DPO1 Clay DPO03 FILL DP03 Clay
Sample Matrix Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Soil
Date Sampled 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/20/2014 11/20/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014
Clay Cleanup Objectives
Pesticides (Hg/kg) Unrestricted | Commercial Industrial
Silvex (2,4,5-TP) 3,800 500,000 1,000,000 6.3 U 6.4 U 6.3 U 6.2 U 63 U 7.7 U 83 U 6.3 U 64 U 6.4 U 64 U 7.1 U 7.1 U 64 U 7.7 U 7.6 U 6.5 U 7.4 U 79 U 8.1 U
4.4-DDE 33 62,000 120,000 36 U 38 U 3.7U0 3.6 U 036 U 0.44 U 25U 0.36 U 19U 0.37 U 036 U 42 U 20U 19U 0.45 U 044 U 037 U 042 U 0.76 JE 0.48 U
4.4-DDT 33 47,000 94,000 41 U 42 U 410 40U 041 U 0.50 U 28 U 0.40 U 21 U 041 U 041 U 47 U 23 U 21 U 21E 0.50 U 041 U 047 U 0.52 U 0.53 U
4.4-DDD 33 92,000 180,000 34U 350 34U 33U 034 U 041 U 23 U 033 U 170 0.34 U 034 U 39U 19U 170 0.41 U 041 U 034 U 039U 0.43 U 0.44 U
Aldrin 5.0 680 1,400 43 U 44U 43U 42U 043 U 0.52 U 29 U 042 U 22 U 0.44 U 043 U 49 U 24 U 22 U 0.53 U 0.52 U 044 U 0.50 U 0.54 U 0.56 U
alpha-BHC 20 3,400 6,800 31U 32 U0 4.9 IBND 3.1 U 1.5 IBND 0.84 ] BND 21U 1.2 JBND 16 U 3.1 BND 2.6 BND 36 U 170 16 U 1.5 JBND 1.2 JBND 0.51 1 0.88 1 14 JBND 1.3 JBND
beta-BHC 36 3.000 14,000 31U 32U 3.1 U0 3.1 U 031U 038 U 21U 031 U 16 U 1.8 R 19 R 36 U 170 16 U 0.38 U 038 U 032 U 036 U 0.40 U 2.7
alpha-Chlordane 94 24,000 47,000 86 U 9.0 U 87U 85U 0.86 U 1.1 U 59U 0.86 U 44 U 0.88 U 0.86 U 99 U 48 U 44 U 1.1 U 1.1 U 0.88 U 1.0 U 1.1 U 1.1 U
delta-BHC 40 500,000 1,000,000 32U 33U 32U 32U 043 J 039 U 22U 032 U 170 0.49 JIN 0.65 JR 370 18 U 170 0.40 U 039 U 033 U 038 U 041 U 0.42 U
Dibenzofuran 7,000 350,000 1,000,000 170 170 16 U 170 170 21U 23 U 170 170 170 170 19U 20 U 170 21U 20 U 18U 20 U 21U 22U
Dieldrin 5.0 1.400 2,800 42 U 43 U 42 U 4.1 U 042 U 051U 28U 0.41 U 21U 0.43 U 042 U 48 23U 21U 051U 0.51 U 0.43 U 0.49 U 0.53 U 0.54 U
Endosulfan I 2,400 200,000 920,000 33U 35U 33U 33U 033 U 041 U 23 U 033 U 170 0.34 U 033 U 38 U 19U 170 0.41 U 041 U 034 U 039U 042 U 0.44 U
Endosulfan II 2,400 200,000 920,000 31U 32U 31U 31U 031U 038 U 21U 031U 16 U 032U 031U 36U 17 U 16 U 038 U 0.38 U 032 U 0.36 U 0.40 U 041 U
Endosulfan sulfate 2,400 200,000 920,000 32U 34U 32U 32U 032 U 040 U 22 U 032 U 170 033 U 032 U 370 18U 170 0.40 U 040 U 033 U 038 U 0.41 U 0.42 U
Endrin 14 89.000 410,000 34U 36U 34U 34U 034 U 042 U 23 U 0.34 U 18U 035U 034 U 40U 19U 18U 042 U 0.42 U 035 U 0.40 U 0.44 U 045U
Heptachlor 42 15,000 29,000 38U 39U 38 U 37U 038 U 046 U 25U 0.37 U 19U 0.38 U 038 U 43 U 21U 19U 0.46 U 046 U 038 U 044 U 0.48 U 0.49 U
gamma-BHC (Lindane) 100 9.200 23,000 32U 33U 32U 31U 032U 039U 22U 032U 16 U 0.46 J 032U 37U 18U 16 U 039U 039 U 033 U 037 U 0.40 U 042 U
Sample ID SPO1S SP02S SP03S SP04S SPO5S SPOSD SP06S SPO6D DPP02ES DPPOSES DPPOSES DPP10ES DPPI3ES DPP16ES SUMP FILL SUMP Clay DPO1 FILL DPO1 Clay DPO03 FILL DPO03 Clay
Sample Media Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Soil
Date Sampled 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/20/2014 11/20/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014
Clay Cleanup Objectives
Unrestricted Commercial Industrial
Arsenic, Total Recoverable 13 16 16 18.7 E 19.1 E 270 E 10.5 E 13.1 E 7.7 E 188 E 65 E 76.4 E 404 E 463 E 177 E 289 E 46.5 E 333 E 743 E 641 E 145 E 401 E 87 E
Barium, Total Recoverable 350 400 10,000 103 E 89.1 E 78.8 E 90.8 E 107 E 759 E 126 E 64.5 E 375 E 64.0 E 83.6 E 71.8 E 81.0 E 845 E 157 E 65.7 E 211 E 325 E 224 E
Beryllium, Total Recoverable 7.2 590 2,700 0.35 0.48 0.56 0.57 0.52 1.7 0.55 1.1 0.61 0.52 0.59 0.46 0.66 0.49 0.69 1.4 0.59 1.3 0.51 1.5
Cadmium, Total Recoverable 2.5 9.3 60 0.44 0.51 0.77 0.56 0.67 0.76 0.63 0.59 1.3 0.85 0.97 0.56 0.70 0.84 43 1.6 2.5 0.051 1 6.0 0.75
Chromium, hexavalent 1.0 400 800 0.70 J 029 U 029 U 0.28 U 028 U 035U il22 18 029 U 038 J 0.65 J 1.1 033 U 032U 0.82 J 52 035 U 2.0 0.34 U 0.86 J 037 U
Chromium, trivalent 30 1,500 6,800 9.6 17.4 26.8 16.8 13.7 30.7 254 235 62.1 36.4 394 20.6 329 40.9 161 169 614 359 97.8 31.8
Chromium, Total Recoverable - - - 103 E 174 E 26.8 E 16.8 E 137 E 30.7 E 26.6 235 624 E 37.1 E 40.5 E 20.6 329 41.7 E 166 E 169 E 616 E 359 E 98.6 E 318 E
Copper, Total Recoverable 50 270 10,000 172 E 479 E 450 E 236 E 33.1 E 369 E 272 E 268 E 78.1 E 80.6 E 825 E 263 E 32.1 E 36.5 E 356 E 22508 340 E
Cyanide, Total 27 27 10,000 048 UE 052 UE 051 UE 049 UE 30E 0.63 UE 0.66 UE 0.49 UE 0.52 U 0.51 U 0.50 U 0.58 U 0.55 U 0.51 U 2.1 E 0.61 U 0.52 UE 0.60 U 0.61 UE 0.64 U
Lead, Total Recoverable 63 1,000 3,900 8.8 BE 12.1 BE 173 BE 154 BE 26.7 BE 182 BE 12.6 15.6 158 BE 16.6 BE 184 BE 13.0 16.2 134 BE 16.0 17.5 17.7 18.5 24.3 20.8
Manganese, Total Recoverable 1,600 10,000 10,000 187 B E 322 BE 454 BE 455 BE 1900 BE 294 BE 408 E 334 E 282 BE 226 BE 166 BE 399 E 150 E 193 BE 850 E 1080 E 405 BE 700 BE 5470 BE 774 BE
Mercury, Total Recoverable 0.18 2.8 57 0.025 0.023 0.027 0.016 J 0.025 0.046 0.017J 0.019J 0.023 0.031 0.028 0.024 0.039 0.024 0.030 0.029 0.023 0.029 0.023 J 0.028
Nickel, Total Recoverable 30 310 10,000 128 E 192 E 278 E 28.0 E 277 E 435 E 23.6 33.9 313 E 279 E 309 E 21.9 28.8 225 E 31.7 48.5 339 42.2 25.9 43.6
Selenium, Total Recoverable 39 1,500 6,800 041 U 0.45 U 0.46 U 0.66 JB 0.40 U 1.0JB 0.57 U 0.40 U 044 U 0.42 U 0.64JB 0.53 U 0.83J 039 U 14171 0.70 J 0.64 1 0.50 U 0.55 U 1217
Silver, Total Recoverable 2.0 1,500 6,800 021U 022 U 023 U 021 U 0.20 U 027 U 029 U 0.20 U 0.22 U 021 U 0.23 U 0.27 U 0.26 U 0.20 U 0.29 U 0.26 U 0.21 U 0.25 U 0.28 U 0.30 U
Zinc, Total Recoverable 109 10,000 10,000 264 BE 516 BE 66.0 BE 729 BE 65.8 BE 87.5 BE 549 BE 66.4 BE 149 BE 86.2 BE 717 BE 609 BE 66.8 BE 54.6 E 103 BE 82.1 BE 87.1 BE 81.5 BE 76.0 BE 93.6 BE
Sample ID SP0O1S SP02S SP03S SP04S SP05S SP05D SP06S SPO6D DPPO2ES DPPOSES DPPO8ES DPPI0ES DPPI3ES DPPI6ES SUMP FILL SUMP Clay DPO1 FILL DPO1 Clay DPO03 FILL DPO03 Clay
Sample Media Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Fill Soil Fill Soil Fill Soil
Date Sampled 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/18/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014 11/20/2014 11/20/2014 11/19/2014 11/19/2014
Clay Cleanup Objectives
PCBs (mg/kg) Unrestricted | Commercial Industrial
Polychlorinated biphenyls, Total 0.1 | 1.0 | 25 0.11 U 0.11 U 0.11 U 0.099 U 0.11 U 0.15 U 0.14 U 0.12 U 0.10 U 0.11 U 0.11 U 0.12 U 0.11 U 0.12 U 0.12 U 0.14 U 0.10 U 0.12 U 0.12 U 0.15 U

Notes:

Values highlighted in yellow indicate exceedance of Unrestricted Use Clay Cleanup Objective.
I Values highlighted in blue indicate exceedance of Commercial Use Clay Cleanup Obiectives.
Values highlighted in gray indicate exceedance of Industrial Use Clay Cleanup Objectives.

Lab Qualifiers:

U = Not detected above the laboratory method detection limit shown.

J = Result is less than the laboratory reporting limit but greater than or equal to the method detection limit, and the concentration is an approximate value.
B = Compound was found in the blank sample.

* = Laboratory Control Sample (LCS) or Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate (LCSD) exceeds the control limits.

Data Validation Qualifiers:

ND = Not Detected. The associated number indicates the approximate sample concentration necessary to be detected significantly greater than the level of the highest associated blank.
E = Analyte is present. Reported value may be associated with a higher level of uncertainty than is normally expected with the analytical method .

R = Unreliable result; data is rejected or unusable. Analyte may or may not be present in the sample. Supporting data or information is necessary to confirm the result.
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Table 3b: Summary of Chromium and Arsenic Detections at Drip Pad Sample Locations
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC

796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York
November 19-20, 2014

Chromium,

Arsenic, Total Chromium,
Analyte Total
Recoverable hexavalent
Recoverable
Units mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 13 30 1
(Unrestricted)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 1,500 400
(Commercial)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 6,800 800
(Industrial)
Sample ID Sarrple Depth Sample Matrix Date Sampled
nterval
SUMP Fill 1 -3"bgs Fill 11/19/2014 333 166 5.2
SUMP Clay 3 -4"bgs Soil 11/19/2014 74.3 169 0.35U
SUMP A 5-6'bgs Soil 11/19/2014 34.7 50.2 0.37U
SUMP B 10 - 11' bgs Soil 11/19/2014 6.4 26 0.37U
SUMP C 14 - 15' bgs Soil 11/19/2014 9.3 22.2 0.29U
DPO1 FILL 1 -3'bgs Fill 11/20/2014 641 616 2
DPO1 CLAY 3 -4'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 14.5 359 0.34U
DPOIA 5-6'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 12.6 30 0.33U
DPO1B 10 - 11' bgs Soil 11/20/2014 5.3 21 0.34U
DPO1C 14 - 15' bgs Soil 11/20/2014 7.9 254 0.38U
DP02A 1 -3'bgs Fill 11/20/2014 1360 1260 9.4
DP02B 4 -5'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 6.3 31.6 0.37U
DP02C 8 -9'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 7.9 24.5 3.5
DPO3 FILL 1 -3'bgs Fill 11/19/2014 401 98.6 0.861]
DP03 CLAY 3 -4'bgs Soil 11/19/2014 8.7 31.8 0.37U
DPO3A 5-6'bgs Soil 11/19/2014 8.6 28.3 0.37
DP03B 10 - 11' bgs Soil 11/19/2014 13.3 25.2 0.411]
DP03C 14 - 15' bgs Soil 11/19/2014 20.5 30.1 0.38]
DP04A 1-3'bgs Fill 11/20/2014 91.8 37.8 1.5
DP04B 3 -4'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 6.8 29.7 0.34U
DP04C 5-6'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 5.2 29.2 0.34U
DP04D 10 - 11' bgs Soil 11/20/2014 5.9 27.6 0.34U
DPO4E 14 - 15' bgs Soil 11/20/2014 11 30.1 0.39 U
Notes:

Values highlighted in yellow indicate exceedance of Unrestricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.

- Values highlighted in blue indicate exceedance of Commercial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
Values highlighted in gray indicate exceedance of Industrial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.

Lab Qualifiers:

U = Not detected above the laboratory method detection limit shown.
J = Result is less than the laboratory reporting limit but greater than or equal to the method detection limit, and the concentration is an

approximate value.

Data Validation Qualifier:
E = Analyte is present. Reported value may be associated with a higher level of uncertainty than is normally expected with the

analytical method.
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Table 3c: Summary of Chromium and Arsenic Detections at DPP Sample Locations
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC
796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York
November 17-20, 2014

Arsenic, Total Chromiun, Chromium,
Analyte Total
Recoverable Hexavalent
Recoverable
Units mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 13 30 1
(Unrestricted)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 1,500 400
(Commercial)
Soil Cleanup
Obijectives 16 6,800 800
(Industrial)
Sample ID Sample Depth Soil Matrix Date Sampled
Interval
DPPO1IS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 27.7 12.9 0.28 U
DPPO1ID 3 -5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 7.4 22.4 0.45]
DPPO1ES 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 16.5 14.5 030U
DPP02IS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 127 67.9 1.6
DPPO2ES 0-2'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 76.4 62.4 0.387]
DPP02ED 3 - 4'bgs Soil 11/18/2014 8.4 23.8 035U
DPPO3IS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 103 64.7 3.3
DPP03ID 3 -5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 5.1 28.6 0.36 U
DPPO3ES 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 83.8 54.3 0.93
DPP04IS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 43.6 36.6 4.2
DPPO4ES 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 353 28.5 2.1
DPP04ED 3 -5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 9.0 22.4 0.34U
DPPOSIS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 66.3 33.6 1.8
DPPO05ID 3 -5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 7.8 26.3 0.68 J
DPPOSES 0 - 3'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 40.4 37.1 0.65]
DPP06IS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 47.9 27.3 0.6J
DPPO6ES 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 78.8 57.3 0.29U
DPPO6ED 3 -5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 9.7 26.2 0387
DPPO7IS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 206 91.7 4.8
DPPO7ID 4 -7 bgs Soil 11/17/2014 35.7 47.3 04817
DPPO7ES 0-2'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 23.8 18.2 0.29U
DPPOSIS 0-1'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 46.4 38.6 030U
DPPOSES 0-2'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 46.3 40.5 1.1
DPPOSED 4 -5'bgs Soil 11/18/2014 8.2 27 035U
Notes:

Values highlighted in yellow indicate exceedance of Unrestricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
- Values highlighted in blue indicate exceedance of Commercial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
Values highlighted in gray indicate exceedance of Industrial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.

Lab Qualifiers:
U = Not detected above the laboratory method detection limit shown.
J = Result is less than the laboratory reporting limit but greater than or equal to the method detection limit, and the concentration is an

Data Validation Qualifier:

E = Analyte is present. Reported value may be associated with a higher level of uncertainty than is normally expected with the
analytical method.
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Table 3c: Summary of Chromium and Arsenic Detections at DPP Sample Locations
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC
796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York
November 17-20, 2014

Arsenic, Total Chromium, Chromium,
Analyte Total
Recoverable Hexavalent
Recoverable
Units mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 13 30 1
(Unrestricted)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 1,500 400
(Commercial)
Soil Cleanup
Obijectives 16 6,800 800
(Industrial)
Sample 1D Sample Depth Soil Matrix Date Sampled
Interval
DPP09IS 1-3'bgs Fill 11/20/2014 72.4 17.8 029U
DPP09ID 4 - 5'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 10.4 30.1 035U
DPPO09ES 1-3'bgs Fill 11/20/2014 86.1 96.7 3.1
DPPO9ED 4 - 5'bgs Soil 11/20/2014 12.6 30.1 0.597]
DPP10IS 1-3'bgs Fill 11/19/2014 9.3 15.5 032U
DPPI0ED 4 - 5'bgs Soil 11/19/2014 6.4 22.5 0.62 U
DPPIOES 1-3'bgs Fill 11/19/2014 17.7 20.6 033U
DPPI1IS 1-2'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 34.6 34.5 1.9
DPP11ID 4 -5'bgs Soil 11/18/2014 11.3E 27E 0.46]
DPPI1ES 1-2'bgs Fill 11/19/2014 35.8 34.3 2.5
DPP12IS 1 -3'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 30.4 31.8 1.1
DPPI2ES 1-3'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 62.4 50.1 2.5
DPP12ED 4 -5'bgs Soil 11/18/2014 11.1 27.5 0.37U
DPPI13IS 1-3'bgs Fill 11/19/2014 24.6 28.4 0.90]
DPP13ID 4 - 5'bgs Soil 11/19/2014 9.1 25.1 033U
DPPI3ES 1-3'bgs Fill 11/19/2014 28.9 32.9 032U
DPP14IS 1-2'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 24 234 1.7
DPPI4ES 3 -5'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 52.9 34.6 0.33]
DPP14ED 4 - 5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 7.0 30.3 035U
DPPISIS 1-2'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 104 77.2 1.6
DPP15ID 3 -5'bgs Soil 11/17/2014 6.7 30.6 2.0
DPPISES 1-2'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 7.9 17.9 0.32]
DPP16IS 1-2'bgs Fill 11/17/2014 35.8 37.3 0.82]
DPPI6ES 0-2'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 46.5 41.7 0.82]
DPP16ED 3 - 4' bgs Soil 11/18/2014 7.4 26.6 0.36 U
Notes:

Values highlighted in yellow indicate exceedance of Unrestricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
- Values highlighted in blue indicate exceedance of Commercial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.
Values highlighted in gray indicate exceedance of Industrial Use Soil Cleanup Objectives.

Lab Qualifiers:
U = Not detected above the laboratory method detection limit shown.
J = Result is less than the laboratory reporting limit but greater than or equal to the method detection limit, and the concentration is an

Data Validation Qualifier:

E = Analyte is present. Reported value may be associated with a higher level of uncertainty than is normally expected with the
analytical method.
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Table 3d: Summary of Chromium and Arsenic Detections at Site Permiter Sample Locations
Northeast Treaters of New York, LLC

796 Schoharie Turnpike, Town of Athens, New York

Chromium,

Arsenic, Total Chromium,
Analyte Total
Recoverable Hexavalent
Recoverable
Units mg/kg mg/kg mg/kg
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 13 30 1
(Unrestricted)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 1,500 400
(Commercial)
Soil Cleanup
Objectives 16 6,300 800
(Industrial)
Sample ID Sample Depth Sample Matrix Date Sampled
Interval
SPO1S 1-4'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 18.7 10.3 0.70J
SPOID 4 - 5" bgs Soil 11/18/2014 6.2 23.8 036 U
SP02S 0-2'bgs Fill 11/18/2014 19.1 17.4 029U
SP02D 3 -4'bgs Soil 11/18