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December 5, 2007

Mr. Bart Putzig, P.E.

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Remediation

6274 East Avon-Lima Road

Avon, New York 14414

RE: Remedial Investigation Report - Revised 190500033
Buell Automatics Site
Site #C828114, Index #B8-0576-00-04A
381 Buell Road, Rochester, New York

Dear Bart:

On behalf of Buell Automatics Inc., please find enclosed the Revised Remedial Investigation Report
for the Buell Automatics Site located in the Town of Gates, Monroe County, New York. This report is
submitted pursuant to the Brownfield Cleanup Agreement (BCA) for the Buell Automatics site that
was executed by the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (Department) on
December 22, 2003. All activities conducted as part of this Remedial Investigation were performed
in accordance with the Department approved Investigation Work Plan, except where Department
approved modifications occurred as noted in this report.

This Revised Report is submitted in response to the Department’s October 25, 2007 comments on
the August 6, 2007 RI Report. The revisions incorporated in this submittal include revisions to the
text, figures and tables presented in Volume 1 of the report and, as noted in the revised text,
additions to the Appendices that were presented in Volume 2 of the August submittal. This submittal
therefore includes the following:

o Revised Volume 1, presented in a 3-ring binder. Please discard the Volume 1 binder (and its
contents) from the August submittal.

e Additions to Volume 2, presented unbound but punched and ready for insertion in the Volume
2 binder from the August submittal. Please insert the enclosed loose pages in the Volume 2
binder from the August submittal as follows:

o use the enclosed new cover page and spine label to replace those on the outside of
the Volume 2 binder;

o insert the two-page addition to Appendix C at the end of Appendix C; and

o add new Appendices K, L, and M at the back of Volume 2.
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December 5, 2007
Mr. Bart Putzig, P.E.
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Should you have any questions, please contact me.

Sincerely,
Michael P. Storonsky Peter H. Smith
Managing Senior Associate Senior Hydrogeologist

Thomas D. Wells
Senior Geologist

Enclosure

c. Frank Sowers, P.E. (NYSDEC - Avon)
Joseph Albert (MCDOH — Rochester)
Debby McNaughton (NYSDOH — Rochester)
Richard Lawton (Buell)
Jerry Greenfield, Esq. (Chamberlain, D’Amanda, Oppenheimer and Greenfield)
File
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Executive Summary

On behalf of Buell Automatics, Inc. (Buell), Stantec Consulting Services Inc. (Stantec) has
performed a Remedial Investigation (RI) on the Buell Site (Site) located at 381 Buell Road in the
Town of Gates, NY (Figure 1). This Rl was completed pursuant to Buell’s Brownfield Cleanup
Agreement (BCA) for the Site (Index #B8-0576-00-04A) that was executed by the New York
State Department of Environmental Conservation (Department) on December 22, 2003, and a
preceding Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) executed on February 22, 2002.

Soil Contamination

Results of the Rl indicate that there are three source areas of subsurface contamination at the
Site. The three areas are located under or adjacent to the western half of the older (southern)
section of the facility manufacturing building.

Former Trench Drain Area - This area is located inside the southwest portion of the
building in the area of a former trench drain. Interior borings completed in the vicinity of
the former trench drain revealed elevated concentrations of the chlorinated volatile
organic compound (VOC) trichloroethene (TCE) and related chlorinated VOCs in soil.
Based on these findings, 123.4 tons of grossly-impacted soil and associated concrete
were removed from a 20 ft. by 25 ft. by 6- to 7- ft. deep excavation inside the building
and disposed off-site as part of an Interim Remedial Measure (IRM) performed in
December 2003-January 2004.

Structural considerations prevented the removal of additional soil; however, the Rl data
indicate that the extent of significant remaining soil contamination is relatively minor.
The RI data indicates that the most highly contaminated material was removed and that
the contaminated soil that remains in place is found primarily on the south and east
sides of the IRM area. Significant contamination was not detected in floor, sidewall, or
boring samples collected in and around the north half of the excavation. In the south
half of the excavated area, contaminated soil extends 2 to 3 feet below the bottom of the
excavation backfill (from 7 to 10 feet below grade). Along the south and southeast walls
of the excavation, contaminated soil was left in place where it was inaccessible beneath
foundation grade beams; however, Rl data indicates that significant levels of
contamination do not extend laterally more than a few feet beyond the excavation limits.
Borings located 3 to 5 feet to the south of the excavation limits did not encounter
significant contamination. At borings located 2 to 5 feet from the east and west sides of
the southern end of the IRM area, relatively low levels of contamination are present in
soil in the interval from 5 to 6.5 feet below grade. Relatively low concentrations of
contaminants were also detected in the interval from 6 to 8 feet below grade at a boring
located approximately 20 feet to the east of the southeast corner of the excavated area.
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Indications of petroleum impacts, including observations of staining or sheen in the
samples, the presence of ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylene, and relatively high levels of
tentatively-identified non-target VOCs and SVOCs (TICs), were noted in boring and
sidewall and bottom samples from along the south wall and on the west side of the IRM
area. These indications correlate fairly strongly with levels of chlorinated VOCs. It is
suspected that the presence of petroleum constituents in the IRM area is a consequence
of past releases from the Former Trench Drain Area rather than an overlap of impacts
from the Petroleum Impacts Area (see below) located to the northeast of the IRM area.

o Former Loading Dock Area - This area is located outside the former loading dock area
on the west side of the facility. This source area is estimated to cover an area of
approximately 45 ft. by 65 ft. and extends approximately 8 feet deep. Contaminants in
this area include TCE and related chlorinated VOCs. The most highly contaminated soil
is found in the top 2 feet of soil in the center of the area. Impacted soil extends less than
20 feet off-site to the west onto the adjacent Five Star Tool Co. (Five Star Tool) parcel at
383 Buell Road.

In the southeast part of the Former Loading Dock Area, the area of chlorinated VOC
impacts is overlapped by an adjacent area of impacts from release of petroleum. As
described below, an oily product was observed at the water table in monitoring well MW-
10, which is located in the area of overlap.

= Petroleum Impacts Area — This area is located under the manufacturing building
northeast of the Former Trench Drain Area and east of the Former Loading Dock Area.
Low levels of petroleum-related VOCs and higher concentrations of tentatively-identified
compound (TIC) VOCs are present. The contamination in this area is believed to have
originated from petroleum solvent use. Cutting oil, as evidenced by the presence of total
petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and tentatively identified semi-volatile organic
compounds (SVOCs) and observations of petroleum sheen or, at a few locations, thin
horizons of oil-saturated soil, is also present in this area of the facility. An oily light non-
aqueous phase liquid (LNAPL) layer was detected at the water table in the groundwater
monitoring well (MW-10) located immediately downgradient of this area, but is not
present at other Site wells. TCE contamination of soil was detected at a relatively low
level at one location (B-19) in the petroleum impacts area.

No other areas or types of soil contamination were identified at the Site. No PCB, pesticide or
metal impacts were observed in soil or groundwater. With the exception of SVOCs in soil at B-
8, which were removed as part of an Interim Remedial Measure (IRM), no other noteworthy
target SVOCs were noted during the RI.

Groundwater Contamination

To investigate the extent of chlorinated VOC impacts in groundwater from the Former Trench
Drain and Former Loading Dock areas, a series of monitoring wells were completed to evaluate
soil and groundwater downgradient from the site. The RI data indicates that the extent of
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petroleum and oil impacts is restricted to the Site. However, groundwater impacts from the
chlorinated VOC contamination at the Site extend off-Site approximately 120 to 200 feet to the
southwest.

South of the Former Trench Drain Area, chlorinated VOCs that exceed groundwater standards
extend downgradient onto the adjacent 385 Buell Road property (former All-Around Travel).
Buell is in the process of acquiring title to this property. West of the Former Loading Dock Area,
low-level chlorinated VOC impacts were found to extend from the former loading dock source
area onto the 383 Buell Road property. A limit to the extent of downgradient impacts was
established by the absence of impacts in groundwater observed at monitoring well MW-17,
which is located on the 1166 Brooks Avenue property.

Sub-Slab Soil Vapor Surveys

A building survey of the former All-Around Travel building, located south of the subject property
at 385 Buell Road, was completed under the VCA work plan. As a result of a leaking
underground fuel oil storage tank beneath the building, this structure has been vacant since
March 2003 and indoor and sub-slab air sampling was deferred pending re-occupation of the
building. Following completion of their on-going acquisition of the 385 Buell Road property,
Buell intends to raze this building and replace it with an asphalt parking surface. Assuming this
scenario occurs, it is understood that the sub-slab soil vapor and indoor air sampling program
will not be needed.

Three additional building surveys, including indoor and sub-slab air sampling, were conducted in
adjacent and/or downgradient structures:

= Comfort Inn, 395 Buell Road, where no further action was required by Buell but a
separate BCA was executed by the owners of that property to address separate
tetrachloroethene (PCE) impacts.

= Five Star Tool, 383 Buell Road, where Site-related chlorinated VOCs were reported
beneath the slab and one compound was reported at a trace concentration within the
building. The RI results indicate that vapor intrusion is not currently causing an adverse
impact on conditions in the Five Star Tool building. However, the concentration of TCE
detected in the sub-slab sample is above the NYSDOH guidance value that suggests the
need for mitigation to protect against potential vapor intrusion.

= Marketing Squad Inc., 1166 Brooks Avenue, where no Site related impacts were
reported. Low level PCE impacts were reported on the west side of the building (the far
side of the building away from the Buell Site); these appear to be unrelated to the Buell
Automatics Site.

Conclusions

The findings of the Rl indicate that soil impacts exceeding applicable standards are present on
Site, site-related groundwater impacts exceeding applicable standards are present on and
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downgradient of the Site, and Site-related soil-vapor impacts are present off-Site on the
adjacent Five Star Tool property located at 383 Buell Rd. Remedial measures are needed to
address the identified Site-related impacts.

An Alternatives Analysis Report will be prepared to evaluate remedial alternatives for
addressing the Site-related impacts. The AA Report will take into account the current industrial
use and zoning of the Site, the proposed continued industrial use of the Site, current industrial
and commercial uses and future uses in the surrounding area, the pending acquisition of the
adjacent downgradient property (385 Buell Road), and the presence of other unrelated off-Site
soil and groundwater impacts that exist in the area.
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1.0 Introduction

On behalf of Buell Automatics, Inc. (Buell), a Remedial Investigation (RI) was performed by
Stantec Consulting Services Inc. (Stantec), formerly The Sear-Brown Group, Inc. (Sear-Brown)
on the Buell Site (Site), located at 381 Buell Road in the Town of Gates, Monroe County, NY
(Figure 1). This Rl was completed pursuant to Buell’'s Brownfield Cleanup Agreement (BCA) for
the Site (Index #B8-0576-00-04A and Site Number V00330-8) that was executed by the New
York State Department of Environmental Conservation (Department) on December 22, 2003. A
significant portion of the RI investigation tasks were completed between March 2002 and
December 2003 under a preceding Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) executed by the
Department on February 22, 2002 (Index #B8-0576-00-04).

Field investigation activities were completed in September 2006. All activities conducted as part
of the Rl were performed in accordance with the September 2001 Voluntary Investigation Work
Plan, the November 2003 Interim Remedial Measure Work Plan and the May 2005 Remedial
Investigation Work Plan Addendum (collectively the Work Plan), except where Department
approved modifications occurred as noted in this report. Descriptions of Site activities, including
supporting figures and data tables, were routinely submitted throughout the project in monthly,
bi-monthly or quarterly VCA and BCA progress reports.

1.1 PROJECT OBJECTIVES

As specified in the Department-approved public fact sheet, the Buell Rl was designed to
accomplish the following objectives:

o Evaluate surface drainage features and underground utilities to determine if they may have
contributed to contaminant migration;

e Test subsurface soils on-Site and off-Site;

¢ Install and sample groundwater monitoring wells on-Site and off-Site to determine the extent
of groundwater contamination; and

o Evaluate the potential for people to come in contact with chemicals from the Site.

1.2 SCOPE OF WORK

The following scope of work was completed pursuant to the Work Plan under the VCA from
March 2002 to December 2003:

o Compilation and evaluation of utility record maps;

e Assessment of pre-existing monitoring wells MW-1, MW-2 and MW-5 installed by others;
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Completion of new on-Site and off-Site monitoring wells MW-2D, MW-6, MW-7, MW-8, MW-
9, MW-10, MW-11, MW-12, MW-13, MW-14 and MW-15;

Completion of Geoprobe borings B-8 through B-34, and GP-1 through GP-10;
Monitoring well elevation surveys;
Well development and groundwater sampling from all new and existing wells; and

Hydraulic conductivity testing.

Following transfer of the Site into the BCA program, the following work was completed from
December 2003 to September 2006:

1.3

Implementation of an Interim Remedial Measure (IRM) involving removal of significantly
impacted soils from the former trench drain area (B-8 and B-26) beneath the southwest
portion of the building;

Submittal of a Remedial Investigation Work Plan Addendum;
Indoor air and sub-slab soil vapor sampling at the Comfort Inn (395 Buell Road);
Indoor air and sub-slab soil vapor sampling at Five Star Tool (383 Buell Road);

Completion of Geoprobe borings B-35 through B-44 in the vicinity of B-23 to the west of the
Buell building;

Completion of on-Site and off-Site monitoring wells MW-16, MW-17 and MW-18;
Indoor air and sub-slab soil vapor sampling at 1166 Brooks Avenue;
Groundwater sampling of new and existing wells;

A complete round of water levels; and

An elevation survey of new wells.

MODIFICATIONS TO THE WORK PLAN

The following modifications to the Work Plan were requested and approved by the Department.

July 2002

In response to the proximity of proposed boring locations to utilities and/or the trichloroethene
(TCE) findings in MW-8, the relocation of proposed wells MW-6, MW-9 and MW-11 was
requested and approved by the Department.
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MW-9 was relocated approximately 15 ft. to the north in order to avoid existing utilities. Given
the anomalous conditions present in MW-8, the possible catch basin to its west, and various
utilities located within the right-of-way between 381 and 385 Buell Road which limited the
originally proposed well placements, MW-6 and MW-11 were moved to areas south and west of
MW-8. These changes were implemented after obtaining permission from Mr. Webb, the owner
of the 385 Buell Road property, to install MW-6 and MW-11 on his adjacent property. The new
locations were 75+ ft. southwest of MW-8 for MW-11 and 100 ft. west of MW-8 for MW-6.
These locations were selected to provide further definition of the apparent low water level that
existed at MW-8 and also to provide further delineation of the extent of the volatile organic
compounds noted in the split spoon soil samples collected 14-20 ft. below ground surface (bgs)
at MW-8.

September 2002

Due to the preliminary findings from interior Geoprobe borings, it was requested in September
2002 that the September groundwater sampling program be modified to delete the monitored
natural attenuation (MNA) parameters from the analytical program. These changes were
approved by the Department. In addition, the Department allowed the use of low flow
techniques for collection of Target Analyte List (TAL) metals in groundwater.

November 2002

In November 2002, it was proposed to delay the schedule for conducting the indoor air sampling
program at 385 Buell Road, former All-Around Travel, until Mr. Lawton took title to the property.
A purchase offer for this parcel had previously been accepted by the Owner. In addition, based
upon results collected to date, it was proposed that the analytical parameter list for future
groundwater sampling, including MW-11, be reduced to volatile organic compounds (VOCs)
only.

December 2002

A technical meeting was held at the Department’s Region 8 office in Avon, NY on December 20,
2002. The purpose of the meeting was to review the current status of the project; discuss
indoor air assessment options for 385 Buell Road; and discuss the options for moving the
project forward to the next phase.

Given Mr. Lawton’s proposed acquisition of 385 Buell Road and its continued occupancy, the
discussion of indoor air sampling included two options: indoor ambient air and sub-slab soil
gas. Mr. Crua, New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), noted that if indoor ambient
air sampling was implemented, this program would need to be conducted quarterly for one year
and periodically thereafter to verify that indoor air quality conditions were not changing.
Conversely, it was noted that if clean results were attained during sub-slab monitoring, and if the
slab were not penetrated or disturbed for any reason in the future, additional air sampling would
not be required.
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Due to the construction of the building in two parts, one (1) soil gas sample from each area
would be needed. The sampling methodology would include Summa canisters or other
approved methods capable of attaining low-level detection limits. Specific sampling guidance
and risk-based standards were to be forwarded to Stantec from NYSDOH via Frank Sowers
(Department). A general review of sub-slab remedial options was also presented.

The discussion of the future direction of the project and changes to the Work Plan included
potential elimination of the second round of groundwater sampling called for in the Work Plan;
downgradient plume delineation with two new wells on the Five Star Tool property (383 Buell
Road); further definition of the source areas within the Buell building near the tanks and former
trench drain with shallow small-diameter soil borings; and discussion of potential interim
remedial measures (IRMs). Given the elevated contaminant levels in the former trench drain
source area beneath the Buell building, the Department suggested that a source area IRM be
considered.

Based upon the technical meeting, the following changes to the Work Plan were presented for
consideration and approved by the Department:

» Eliminate the second round of groundwater sampling; and
= Relax the monthly Progress Report requirement to a bi-monthly schedule.
February 2003

The occupants of the All-Around Travel office located at 385 Buell Road were scheduled to
vacate the premises in early to mid-March 2003. Given this change in occupancy, it was
proposed that air sampling of the 385 Buell Road building not be performed. If the building at
385 Buell Road were to be leased in the future to new tenants, the Revised Adjacent Building
Survey Work Plan would be implemented at that time. In addition to modifications to the
Adjacent Building Survey Work Plan, the installation of two additional off-site monitoring wells
downgradient from MW-10 was presented to the Department and approved contingent on
obtaining access from the adjacent property owner, Five Star Tool (383 Buell Road).

A February 21, 2003 Supplemental Work Plan, which proposed installation of wells MW-14 and
MW-15, downgradient from MW-10, was approved by the Department.

May 2003

A letter from the Department dated May 27, 2003 requested additional off-site groundwater
characterization and an indoor air quality assessment of the Comfort Inn (395 Buell Road). The
Department’s letter requested that a work plan addendum for the additional off-site
investigations be submitted by June 30, 2003.

July 2003

A meeting was held at the DEC Region 8 office in Avon on July 8, 2003 with representatives of
Buell, the Department and the NYSDOH. During the meeting, it was agreed that a sub-slab soil
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gas sampling program would be performed at the Comfort Inn, located at 395 Buell Road and
that a Work Plan should be submitted to Department, NYSDOH, and Monroe County
Department of Health (MCDOH) for review and approval prior to proceeding. As a follow-up, a
conference call occurred on July 15, 2003 with Mr. Frank Sowers (Department), Mr. Joe Crua
(NYSDOH) and Messrs. Peter Smith and Mike Storonsky of Stantec to discuss the preparation
of the Work Plan for Sub-Slab Soil Gas Sampling at 395 Buell Road. During that call, it was
agreed that the sub-slab soil gas-sampling program could initially be limited to 395 Buell Rd.
Mr. Crua indicated he would forward a procedural example of a sub-slab soil gas investigation
program for use by Stantec. As discussed with Mr. Sowers, preparation of the Work Plan for
the Sub-Slab Soil Gas Sampling Program was temporarily put on hold awaiting receipt of the
referenced document.

In order to facilitate preparation of the Remedial Investigation Work Plan Addendum, and the
associated additional investigation of the Site, Mr. Paul Sylvestri, environmental counsel for the
owner of the Former All Around Travel property at 385 Buell Road, was contacted. Stantec
contacted Mr. Sylvestri to gain access to two (2) groundwater monitoring wells that were
installed on behalf of the owners of the 385 Buell Road property to evaluate petroleum impacts
from a leaking underground fuel oil storage tank. The two wells were situated in close proximity
to the property boundary with the Comfort Inn, 395 Buell Road, and its basement utility room,
which would be sampled as part of Stantec’s Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey. Mr. Sylvestri
requested an access agreement prior to allowing the wells to be sampled. This access
agreement was subsequently executed.

November 2003

During a November 4, 2003 telephone conversation with Mr. Sowers, the scope of the sump
water sampling program at the Comfort Inn was reduced from Analytical Service Protocols
(ASP) to EPA Method 8260.

On November 17, 2003 Stantec notified the Department of Buell’s intention to transfer this
project into the new Brownfield Cleanup Program. A letter was issued to the Department dated
November 19, 2003 formally requesting the transfer.

December 2003-January 2004

On December 10, 2003 Buell signed the BCA and forwarded it to the Department for counter
signature. On December 22, 2003, the Department countersigned the BCA.

The December 2003 Revised IRM Work Plan (IRMWP) was approved by the Department on
December 19, 2003. The IRM was performed during a two week period in late December 2003
and early January 2004 to address the TCE source area in the vicinity of the former interior
trench drain. Unanticipated field conditions resulted in the following modifications to the
Revised IRMWP. The Department was notified of each of the following modifications prior to
proceeding:
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1. The proposed retaining wall for excavation support was not installed. A secondary concrete
pad and asphalt were encountered at the western limits and in the northern portion of the
proposed excavation area. Additionally, eastern and southern footer walls appeared to extend
to depths greater than 5 feet. As a result, the approach to the excavation process was modified.
The southern portion of the proposed excavation area was dug to safe removal limits, sampled
and backfilled prior to investigation and potential removal of the northern secondary concrete
slab and underlying soil.

2. Since trenching for construction of a concrete retaining wall was not conducted, confirmatory
sidewall samples (Figure 5) were collected during the course of the excavation activities
instead. Additional sidewall and bottom samples were taken as deemed necessary to
appropriately characterize shallow and deep soil conditions based on contaminant impacts
observed in the field.

3. Impacted soil transportation methods from the excavation area to roll-offs on the west side of
the Site were re-evaluated by Stantec and the Department due to practicality and equipment
tracking issues. The Department approved the removal of the poly sheeting, filter fabric, and
plywood lined pathway; contingent on scraping the asphalt area of residual ice/snow
accumulation and monitoring and maintaining the pathway throughout the duration of the IRM
soil/concrete removal activities.

4. Due to the presence of the secondary concrete slab at the northern portion of the proposed
IRM excavation area, Geoprobe soil borings GP-1 through GP-4 were conducted and samples
selected for expedited analytical turnaround to evaluate the underlying soils (Figure 5).

5. The northern and northeastern extents of the proposed IRM excavation area were sloped
slightly towards the center of the IRM excavation area based on field observations and
preliminary soil sample laboratory analytical results from soil borings conducted on 12/24/03.

6. Additional soil was removed beyond the southwest limits of the proposed IRM excavation
area as requested by the Department.

7. Two, six-inch diameter stainless steel wells were installed in the excavation area for use as
potential recovery wells or as future avenues for treatment or deeper borings. Locations of the
wells (Figure 5) were selected by the Department.

8. Additional Geoprobe borings GP-5 through GP-10 (Figure 5) were conducted within the
southern portion of excavated area on 12/31/03 to evaluate the vertical extent of impacts below
the excavated depth. Eleven (11) soil samples were submitted for laboratory analysis.

9. Rusmar was substituted for Biosolve for mitigation of volatile organic vapors due to its better
applicability in treating vapors from chlorinated VOCs.

10. Construction water management was not required due to a lack of appreciable free-product
or water accumulating in the excavation during the course of the IRM activities.
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The December 31, 2003 Work Plan for Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey, Comfort Inn, 395 Buell Road
was approved by the Department on January 15, 2004.

March 2004

A Citizen Participation Plan (CPP) was forwarded to the Department and the other involved
agencies on March 12, 2004. Following the Department’s review and approval of the document,
a copy of the CPP was forwarded to Ms. Judy MacKnight at the Gates Public Library on March
18, 2004 in order to establish a public repository for project documents.

April 2004

Given the number of activities that had been completed over the previous four months, including
conversion of the project to the Brownfield Cleanup Program; preparation of the IRM Work Plan;
completion of the IRM; preparation of the IRM Field Engineering Report; preparation of the
Comfort Inn Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey Work Plan; completion of the Comfort Inn soil gas
survey; preparation of the Comfort Inn Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey Report; and preparation of the
Citizen Participation Plan, Buell requested that the Department provide a time extension.
Following completion of the sampling of monitoring wells MW-3 and MW-4 (All Around Travel,
385 Buell Road), receipt of the resultant laboratory data, and forwarding of that data to the
Department, Buell was granted a six month delay to allow them to catch up with their accrued
expenses. To that end, it was proposed that sampling of monitoring wells MW-3 and MW-4 on
the 385 Buell Road property would occur in May after an access agreement was executed.
Following receipt and compilation of the laboratory data in June, it was proposed that the results
be submitted to the Department in July as part of a three-month progress report. At that time,
Buell would then obtain a hiatus until the end of 2004 before they would be required to submit
the Remedial Investigation Work Plan Addendum. Following approval, the necessary additional
investigation activities would be initiated.

May 2005

A Remedial Investigation Work Plan Addendum (Addendum) was submitted to the Department
on May 12, 2005. The scope contained in the Addendum was approved on July 23, 2005. In
addition to the various field activities, provisions for progress reports were reduced from monthly
to quarterly following resumption of the field program, with data to be submitted to the
department as soon as they became available.

December 2005

On December 13, 2005, Mr. Frank Sowers (Department) granted permission to defer slug
testing and the well elevation survey on newly installed wells until the Spring 2006 groundwater-
sampling event.
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2.0 BACKGROUND

2.1 SITE DESCRIPTION

Buell operates its facility and employs approximately 60 individuals to manufacture automatic
screw machines and machined parts. Prior to the 1950s, the Site was reportedly used for
agriculture. The Site building was originally constructed in 1957 on a 0.67-acre parcel.
Additions to the structure were completed in 1981 and 1983. A second parcel was acquired
(which was a portion of a former bowling alley property to the north) and a 12,000 square foot
building addition was completed in 2000.

A Site Plan is presented as Figure 2. Buell and all surrounding properties are zoned General
Industrial. The current Site is identified as tax parcel # 135.05-1-36.1 and consists of 1.985
acres with an approximate total building area of 25,000 square feet located within an industrial
and commercial area. Buell expects to increase its land holdings once it completes the on-
going acquisition of the adjacent former All-Around Travel property located to the south of the
Site at 385 Buell Road.

A revised metes and bounds description for the Site which excludes the footprint of the 2000
building addition is presented in Appendix A. The outline of the area proposed for removal from
the Site is shown on Figure 2. With the 2000 building addition excluded from the definition of
the Site, the Site will comprise 1.67 acres with a building footprint of approximately 13,000
square feet. In its June 23, 2005 approval of the May 2005 RI Work Plan Addendum, the
Department indicated that its approval of the removal of the building addition from the Site
definition would be granted pending receipt of a metes and bounds description that shows the
area to be excluded. The revised metes and bounds description presented in Appendix A is
hereby submitted for the Department’s approval to satisfy that requirement.

2.2 PREVIOUS INVESTIGATIONS

Previous investigations that were completed at the Buell Site, prior to implementation of the
VCA, included the following:

¢ Soil Gas Investigation (February 1989)

Solvent Tank Removal and Excavation of Trench Documentation (June 1989)
o Phase | ESA Report — Airport Lanes property (January 1998)

o Phase | ESA Report — Buell Automatics property (January 1998)

e Phase Il ESA Report (July 1999)

o Phase Il Confirmation Testing (September 1999)
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2.2.1 Soil Gas Investigation - February 1989

As a result of an August 1988 Phase | ESA performed by Lozier Architects/Engineers (Lozier), a
soil gas survey was performed in the vicinity of stained soils observed in the driveway area at
the south side of the existing building. Based on the information obtained from the survey, it
was determined that VOCs were present in the soil along the base of an outside building wall.
Lozier concluded that further remediation would be required and that the two solvent above
ground storage tanks (ASTs) located in this area would need to be relocated to facilitate
excavation of soil along with the soil in the trench area. A copy of the Soil Gas Investigation
Report was presented as an Appendix to the September 2001 Voluntary Investigation Work
Plan.

2.2.2 Solvent Tank Removal and Excavation of Trench Documentation (June 1989)

According to information provided to Stantec, Madalena Construction Corp. removed two
solvent ASTs from the south side of the facility in the spring of 1989. Marcor of New York, Inc.
(Marcor) subsequently excavated soil from an adjacent trench (approximately 3 ft. x 3 ft. x 75 ft).
Analysis of a soil sample taken on June 6, 1989, indicated that the material was not hazardous
and it was disposed in a sanitary landfill. A copy of the Solvent Tank Removal and Excavation
of Trench documentation was presented as an Appendix to the September 2001 Voluntary
Investigation Work Plan.

2.2.3 Phase | ESA Report — Airport Lanes (January 1998)

As a routine step in the process of obtaining financing for a building expansion, NFCS, Inc.
(NFCS) completed a Phase | ESA of the proposed expansion site (Airport Lanes, adjacent
property to north of Buell) on behalf of Marine Midland Bank. Based on the information
reviewed, NFCS indicated that further investigation was not warranted. A copy of the Phase |
ESA Report was presented as an attachment to Stantec’s October 24, 2000 letter to the
Department.

2.2.4 Phase | ESA Report — Buell Automatics (January 1998)

As a routine step in the process of obtaining financing for a building expansion, NFCS
completed a Phase | ESA of the Buell Site on behalf of Marine Midland Bank. Based on the
information reviewed, NFCS recommended further investigation. A copy of the Phase | ESA
Report was presented as an Appendix to the September 2001 Voluntary Investigation Work
Plan.

2.2.5 Phase Il ESA Report (July 1999)

As a result of the NFCS Phase | ESA, C and O Technologies, Inc. (C&O) performed a Phase |l
ESA on behalf of HSBC Bank USA (formerly Marine Midland Bank), which involved the
installation of seven soil borings (B-1 through B-7) and five groundwater-monitoring wells (MW-1
through MW-5) as shown on Figure 4.
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Soil samples collected from 3 to 9 feet below ground surface during the installation of MW-3
(north side of the building in the vicinity of cutting oil tanks) were noted to have petroleum odors
and staining. In addition a slight petroleum odor was noted from the samples collected from 3 to
5 feet below ground surface during the completion of soil borings B-2, B-3, and B-4. A
composite soil sample analyzed from MW-3 did not show detectable levels of VOCs, however
several SVOCs were detected at slightly elevated concentrations. TCE and several breakdown
compounds were detected in groundwater samples analyzed from MW-2 along the south side of
the building. C&O concluded that soil and groundwater sampling in the former solvent tank area
and trench area exceeded the Department’s guidance values and standards. C&O also
concluded that groundwater was migrating to the southwest in the vicinity of MW-2. Given the
proximity of the property line, they noted the potential existed for off-site TCE migration to the
southwest and recommended further evaluation. A copy of the Phase Il ESA Report was
presented as an Appendix to the September 2001 Voluntary Investigation Work Plan.

2.2.6 Phase Il Confirmation Testing (September 1999)

Groundwater was sampled by Stantec on August 10, 1999 from existing well MW-2 and three
temporary wells, GP-1, GP-2, and GP-3 along the southern property line. The results from
analysis of groundwater at MW-2 confirmed that chlorinated volatile organics were present at
concentrations above groundwater standards. The distribution of constituents suggested that
the material had been present for some length of time, due to the presence of the breakdown
(daughter) products of TCE. These daughter products included 1,1-dichloroethene, trans 1,2-
dichloroethene, 1,1-dichloroethane and vinyl chloride.

Results from analyses of groundwater from the temporary wells showed that chlorinated
organics were below detection limits at the most easterly well GP-3, while TCE was present
above the Department’s groundwater standard at wells GP-1 and GP-2 to the southwest and
south, respectively. It was notable that the breakdown products of TCE were largely absent in
groundwater from wells GP-1 and GP-2. The presence of tetrachloroethene (PCE) in the
sample from GP-2 appeared anomalous, since it had not been detected at nearby well MW-2 or
elsewhere on the site. Therefore, its presence at GP-2 was suspected to indicate an analytical
error or a separate source area. Given the southwesterly groundwater gradient identified by
C&O0, the TCE present at the locations of GP-1 and GP-2 appeared to represent migration from
the suspected source area previously located near well MW-2.

As a result of the findings, it was recommended that the extent to which the source area
(drainage trench) was removed in 1989 be further investigated. It was also recommended that
a series of soil borings be conducted under and around the former tank and drainage trench.

The presence of significant degradation byproducts of TCE in groundwater at well MW-2
indicated that natural dechlorination was occurring. Therefore, it was recommended that
additional testing at well MW-2 be conducted for parameters identified in the Technical Protocol
for Evaluating Natural Attenuation of Chlorinated Solvents in Ground Water (EPA/600/R-98/128,
September 1998).
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Since TCE was detected above the Department’s groundwater standard at wells GP-1 and GP-
2, the need for potential additional evaluation at the southern property boundary, and/or further
downgradient (offsite) was also identified. A copy of the Phase Il Confirmation Testing Report
was presented as an Appendix to the September 2001 Voluntary Investigation Work Plan.

2.2.7 Additional Information

Buell indicated that no soil removal activities occurred during the conversion of the cutting oil
storage tanks from outdoor tanks to enclosed tanks with secondary containment. However,
during construction of the building addition, approximately 1,800 cubic yards of soil was
removed from the site for general Site earthwork balancing purposes. Based on information
provided by the trucking contractor, RVA Trucking, there were no indications of impacts to the
soil that was removed.
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3.0 FIELD PROGRAM

The various elements of the Rl field program were completed between March 2002 and
September 2006. In accordance with the VCA Work Plan and the subsequent BCA Work Plan
Addendum, documentation of the field efforts and resultant lab data was presented in periodic
VCA and BCA progress reports.

3.1 UTILITY RIGHT-OF-WAY (ROW) INVESTIGATION

The utility ROW investigation included a compilation and review of utility drawings; a boundary
and topographic survey; and assessment of existing monitoring wells.

3.1.1 Compilation and Review of Available Documents

Acquisition of utility mapping for the utility right-of-way (ROW) investigation was undertaken to
assist in evaluating the potential for buried utilities to provide preferential pathways for
contaminant migration. This involved the compilation and review of available
design/construction documents (i.e., record maps and drawings) for the utilities at the property
and in the surrounding ROWSs. It focused on the relationship between known utility inverts and
the depth to the water table beneath the Site.

The list of record maps that were obtained included the following:

» Gates-Chili-Ogden Sewer District. Sanitary sewer as-built for Buell Road, Buell Road Outlet
Sewer and Brooks Avenue/Cross-Lot Sewer North From Brooks. 3/18/58.

= Costich Engineering. Sanitary sewer as-built for Liberty Tool and Die, 350 Buell Road.
11/5/95.

= Town of Gates. Storm sewers for Buell Road, Plan Profile and Tables, Sheet 5 of 6 and
Sheet 6 of 6. 1966.

= Sear-Brown, PC. Sanitary sewer as-built for National Car Rental, DWG. No. 2600Z-04.
12/2/85.

= Sear-Brown. As built for Site, Utility and Grading Plan SE-2, Buell Automatics. 5/4/98.
=  Passero Associates. Re-Subdivision of 351, 381 and 383 Buell Road. 2/24/98.

=  Monroe County Water Authority. Water Service for Buell Road and Surrounding Area, Plate
No.’s 190 and 210. Revised 2/9/00.

= Day Engineering. Potential Spillage Flow Diagram, SPCC Plan, Buell Automatics.
10/23/89.
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In April 2002, a meeting and Site walkover with agency representatives was completed in order
to review the potential influence of utilities and their associated bedding on groundwater flow
direction and modify proposed drilling locations, as needed. The site walkover occurred on
Tuesday, April 30, 2002 with Mr. Frank Sowers of the Department, Mr. Joe Albert of MCDOH,
Mr. Steve DiLaura of Nothnagle Drilling, Messrs. Richard Lawton and Donald Corwin of Buell,
and Messrs. Mike Storonsky and Peter Smith of Stantec.

As noted during the Site meeting and walkover, a Monroe County Pure Waters Sanitary Sewer
largely encircles the project area and discharges to the east at a location in front of the Site
along Buell Road. The invert elevation for that sewer indicates a drop of approximately 12-13
feet before crossing under Buell Road. Given its depth, this utility was identified as having the
potential to influence groundwater flow direction on the east side of the Site. A portion of that
sanitary sewer drawing is included as Appendix B.

Storm sewer record mapping for catch basins on private property to the south and west of Buell
were not available. However, storm sewer outfalls that are shown on record maps along Brooks
Avenue are in approximate alignment with the observed privately owned catch basins on
properties generally located between the Site and Brooks Avenue. Given the absence of catch
basis on the Site, and the shallow depth (~ 2-3 feet) of the catch basins on the adjacent
properties, the storm sewers were not expected to influence local groundwater flow direction.

Gas and water services for Five Star Tool, 383 Buell Road, were relocated several years ago,
from the north side of the Buell building to the south side into the right-of-way between 381 and
385 Buell Road, during the Buell building expansion. Rochester Gas and Electric Corporation
would not release record maps identifying specific depths or locations of the installed gas
services to 381, 383 and 385 Buell Road. Water service record mapping for private properties
is not kept by Monroe County Water Authority (MCWA). As a result, the depths to the water and
gas services in the right of way are not certain. However, gas services are typically installed 2-3
feet below ground surface (bgs) and were not expected to influence local groundwater flow
direction.

A drawing containing design details, which was located after the site walkover, indicated the
proposed water line for 383 Buell Road was to be installed at least 6 ft. bgs in areas of
pavement. In addition, a supplemental 6-inch diameter water pipe was installed within the right
of way and capped at both ends to accommodate future building expansion, if needed. Given
that the depth to groundwater was historically reported at approximately 4 ft. bgs, it was
considered possible that the bedding around the water service and the supplemental pipe
leading to 383 Buell Road could act as a preferential pathway during higher water table
conditions.

As requested during the Site walkover, a utility stakeout was called in for the Site and the
adjoining southerly property. As discussed during the Site walkover, the locations of wells MW-
6, MW-9 and MW-11, which were proposed in the right of way, were revised as needed to avoid
impacting the underground gas and electric lines and overhead electric utility lines.
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3.1.2 Boundary and Topographic Surveys

Property boundary and topographic surveys of the subject property were completed by Passero
Associates. This mapping has been used as the base map for this investigation.

In discussions with the Department regarding approval of the Work Plan Addendum, it was
agreed that the property containing Buell's 12,000 sq. ft. building addition, which was completed
in 2000, would be removed from the BCA given that Buell did not want to penetrate the new
floor with investigation activities. As described above in Section 2.1, it was agreed that a metes
and bounds survey of this area would be provided in the Remedial Investigation Report to
define the property that was covered by the BCA. A copy of the Passero boundary and
topographic survey is included in Appendix A.

Monitoring Well Surveys

A licensed Stantec survey crew surveyed vertical elevations for new and existing wells on
various dates throughout the project including May 31, 2002; August 29, 2002; January 13,
2004 and May 3, 2006. The horizontal datum is NAD 27 and the vertical datum is NGVD 29,
both taken from existing mapping by Passero, and corresponding well location coordinates and
elevation data are summarized on Table 3. (Table 3 also presents locations and elevations
referenced to the NAVD 88 datum and NAD 83 UTM Zone 18 (NYTM) coordinate system.)
Monitoring well locations are shown on Figure 3.

3.1.3 Assessment of Existing Monitoring Wells

Pre-existing monitoring wells MW-1, MW-2 and MW-5 installed during a July 1999 Phase Il ESA
were inspected and found to be in good working order. MW-1 is located in the lawn at the front
of the property and MW-2 and MW-5 are situated in the driveway between 381 and 385 Buell
Road. MW-3 and MW-4 had been previously abandoned during construction of the Buell
building expansion.

3.2 SOIL BORING AND MONITORING WELL INSTALLATIONS

Several rounds of soil boring and monitoring well installations were completed throughout the
project. Drilling methods included Geoprobe, hollow stem auger and wet rotary bedrock
borings. Drilling locations included interior, exterior and off-Site locations. Drilling and well
installations procedures followed the 2001 Voluntary Investigation Work Plan, except where
noted.

3.2.1 Waell Installations — May 2002

The first round of monitoring well installations was completed from May 20 to May 22, 2002 and
included auger drilling, soil sampling and well construction at four locations (MW-7, MW-8, MW-
12 and MW-13). Monitoring well installations were performed by Nothnagle Drilling, Scottsville,
NY. These monitoring well locations are presented on Figure 3.
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Soil conditions at individual boring locations were variable. Individual boring logs are presented
in Appendix C. The first water-bearing interval consisted primarily of brown, saturated silty fine
sand. This fine sand sequence was occasionally interbedded with denser, varved silt seams
and ranged in total depth from 13.4 ft. below ground surface (bgs) at MW-7 to 27.8 ft. bgs at
MW-13. These saturated sands were generally underlain by a compact gray till, which in turn
became clay-rich with depth. This lower, clay-rich till unit was interpreted to be the “clay” layer
that was identified by C&O Technologies during their previous Phase Il investigation.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated photo-
ionization detector (PID) equipped with an 11.8 eV lamp. Selections of sample intervals to be
submitted for analytical testing were based on PID readings and were reviewed with Mr. Frank
Sowers of the Department prior to submittal. No visual or olfactory evidence of impacts were
noted at the time of sampling. Boring MW-8 exhibited low-level PID readings in the 14 - 20 ft.
bgs interval. A summary of PID headspace readings is presented in Table 1.

One soil sample set from each boring, plus Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) samples
was submitted to Columbia Analytical Services, Inc., Rochester, NY for analysis. Soil samples
submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 2.

Two-inch diameter PVC, flush-mount overburden monitoring wells were installed at the top of
clay at each location. Well construction details are summarized in Table 3. Well completion
reports are presented with boring logs in Appendix C.

A complete round of water levels from new and existing wells was collected on May 31, 2002. A
water level summary is presented in Table 4. With the exception of MW-8, the water table was
present within 1.3 to 3.3 ft. bgs. The shallow depth to water appeared to be reflective of
seasonal high water table conditions. The reason for the lower water level in MW-8 was unclear
but was suspected to be related to the presence of a lower sand interval that was documented
below the till at this location.

3.2.2 Interior and Exterior Geoprobe Borings - August 2002

Eleven (11) interior and exterior Geoprobe borings (B-8 through B-18) were completed from
August 8 to August 12, 2002. Geoprobe borings were performed by Nothnagle Drilling. These
Geoprobe boring locations are presented on Figure 4.

Shallow soils beneath the building consisted primarily of brown, saturated silty fine sand that
was underlain by sandy till. Individual boring logs are presented in Appendix C.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated PID equipped
with an 11.8 eV lamp. With the exception of B-14, soils from each Geoprobe boring exhibited
elevated PID readings. A summary of PID headspace readings is presented in Table 1.
Maximum PID readings exceeding 3,400 ppm were encountered at B-8, which was located
immediately adjacent to the former trench drain. In addition, visual and olfactory evidence of
impacts were noted at B-8, B-9, B-11, B-15, B-16, B-17, and B-18. A trace to moderate amount
of apparent petroleum-related free product was noted in soils from B-15, B-16, B-17 and B-18.
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Based on these observations, a spill report was called in to the Department and spill file number
was #0205034 was assigned to the site.

One soil sample set from each boring (plus QA/QC samples) was submitted to Columbia
Analytical Services, Inc., Rochester, NY for analysis. Sample intervals were selected based on
PID readings and reviewed by Mr. Sowers (Department) prior to submittal. Soil samples
submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 2.

Groundwater samples were also collected from seven temporary well points installed in open
Geoprobe borings using small diameter disposable bailers. Four of the eleven borings did not
yield sufficient groundwater for sampling. Groundwater samples submitted for analysis are
summarized in Table 6.

3.2.3 Waell Installations — August 2002

The August 2002 round of monitoring well installations included auger drilling, soil sampling and
well construction at five locations (MW-2D, MW-6, MW-9, MW-10 and MW-11) from August 5 to
August 8, 2002. Monitoring well installations were performed by Nothnagle Drilling. Monitoring
well locations are presented on Figure 3.

Soils observed in the soil borings consisted primarily of brown, saturated silty fine sand. These
saturated sands were generally underlain by a compact gray till, which in some locations
became increasingly clay-rich with depth. Individual boring logs are presented in Appendix C.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated PID equipped
with an 11.8 eV lamp. The deep boring for MW-2D exhibited the highest PID readings of the
monitoring well installations with 117 ppm in the 0-2 ft. bgs interval and 23 ppm in the 8-10 ft.
bgs interval. A summary of PID headspace readings is presented in Table 1.

One soil sample set from each boring (plus QA/QC samples) was submitted to Columbia
Analytical Services, Inc., Rochester, NY for analysis. Sample intervals were selected based on
PID readings and reviewed by Mr. Sowers (Department) prior to submittal. Soil samples
submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 2.

Two-inch diameter PVC, flush-mount monitoring wells were installed at the top of clay at each
overburden well location. At MW-2D, an overburden/bedrock interface well was installed. Well
construction details are summarized in Table 3. Well completion reports are presented with
boring logs in Appendix C.

The horizontal and vertical coordinates for the new wells was surveyed by a licensed Sear-
Brown survey crew on August 29, 2002. The top of casing (i.e. reference) elevations
established by this survey are presented in Table 3.

A complete round of water levels from new and existing wells were collected on August 20,
2002. A water level summary is presented in Table 4.
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3.2.4 Well Installations — February 2003

A round of monitoring well installations conducted in February 2003 involved auger drilling, soil
sampling and well construction at two locations. Wells MW-14 and MW-15 were completed on
February 25, 2003. Monitoring well installations were completed in accordance with the
February 21, 2003 Supplemental Work Plan. The purpose of this round of well installations was
to assist in the delineation of the downgradient groundwater plume on the adjacent Five Star
Tool property at 383 Buell Road. Monitoring well installations were performed by Nothnagle
Drilling. Monitoring well locations are presented on Figure 3.

Soils from MW-14 and MW-15 consisted of brown, saturated silty fine sands that were underlain
by clay-rich till. At each location, a dry well sorted fine sand was encountered within the till layer
at depth. Individual boring logs are presented in Appendix C.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated PID equipped
with an 11.7 eV lamp. No elevated PID readings were noted in soil samples collected from the
two boring locations. A summary of PID headspace readings is presented in Table 1.

One soil sample from each boring was submitted to Columbia Analytical Services, Inc.,
Rochester, NY for analysis. Blind field duplicate and matrix spike/matrix spike duplicate
(MS/MSD) samples were also included for QA/QC purposes. Sample intervals to be submitted
for analytical testing were selected in consultation with Mr. Sowers. Soil samples submitted for
analysis are summarized in Table 2.

Two-inch diameter PVC, flush-mount overburden monitoring wells were installed at the top of
clay at the MW-14 and MW-15 locations. Well construction details are summarized in Table 3.
Well completion reports are presented with boring logs in Appendix C.

Reference elevations for wells MW-14 and MW15 were surveyed on March 31, 2003. The top
of casing (i.e. reference) elevations established by this survey are presented in Table 3.

A complete round of water levels from new and existing wells was collected on March 31, 2003.
A water level summary is presented in Table 4.

3.2.5 Interior Geoprobe Borings — May 2003

A round of interior Geoprobe soil borings was conducted in May 2003 and included Geoprobe
drilling, soil sampling and groundwater sampling from temporary wells. This program was
completed in accordance with the April 10, 2003 Supplemental Interior Boring Work Plan and
the April 30, 2003 DEC approval letter. The information gathered during this program was used
to assist in the formulation of a source area IRM. Geoprobe drilling was performed by SLC,
Lockport, NY. These Geoprobe boring locations are presented on Figure 4.

The Supplemental Interior Boring program was performed on May 3 and May 5, 2003 and
included a total of 16 Geoprobe borings that were designated B-19 through B-34. Six additional
borings, beyond the 10 borings prescribed in the Supplemental Interior Boring Work Plan, were
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added to the scope of the program based upon modifications requested in the Department
approval letter and the field findings. All fieldwork was performed in the presence of Mr.
Sowers.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated PID equipped
with an 11.8 eV lamp. A summary of PID headspace readings is presented in Table 1.

A total of 16 soil samples and three groundwater samples were submitted to Columbia
Analytical Services for laboratory analysis. QA/QC samples were also submitted for analysis.
Soil samples submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 2. Total petroleum hydrocarbon
(TPH) analyses were not included in the Supplemental Interior Boring Work Plan but were
added for B-20, B-27 and B-32 due to observed impacts to soils from what appeared to be
cutting oil and petroleum-related solvents. Given the addition of six soil samples to the
program, it was agreed that the three proposed Toxicity Characteristic Leaching Procedure
(TCLP) VOC samples in the Supplemental Interior Boring Work Plan would not be analyzed.

Locations of interior Geoprobe borings were established from field ties to interior walls. Copies
of field tie measurement records are presented at the end of Appendix C.

3.2.6 IRM Boring and Well Installations — December 2003

Due to the presence of the secondary concrete slab at the northern portion of the IRM
excavation footprint, four Geoprobe borings (GP-1 through GP-4) were advanced through the
secondary concrete slab to evaluate underlying conditions in that area prior to proceeding with
the removal of the secondary concrete slab. The Geoprobe boring locations are shown on
Figure 5.

The soil samples were submitted to Columbia Analytical Services for expedited analysis of TCL
VOCs and TICs. Preliminary analytical results were provided and indicated that impacts from
chlorinated VOCs were limited at the northern extent of the excavation footprint both horizontally
and vertically. As a result, the northern limit of the original IRM soil excavation footprint was
slightly modified as approved by the Department.

At the completion of the IRM excavation activities, six (6) additional Geoprobe borings (GP-5
through GP-10) were advanced within the southern portion of the excavated area to evaluate
the vertical extent of impacts below the excavated depth. Five (5) soil samples were submitted
to Columbia for laboratory analysis from these borings. The boring locations are shown on
Figure 5.

On December 30, 2003, SLC installed two, six-inch stainless-steel wells in the IRM excavation
area for use as potential recovery wells or as future avenues for treatment or deeper borings.
At the direction of the Department, wells RW-1 and RW-2 were placed at the northwestern and
southeastern extent of the excavated area, respectively. The IRM Geoprobe boring locations,
confirmatory soil sample locations and monitoring well locations are presented on Figure 5.
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Wells were installed with a backhoe during construction at the bottom of the excavated area
(~6.5-7 ft. below floor surface). Well construction details are summarized in Table 3. Well
completion reports are presented with boring logs in Appendix C.

Reference elevations for wells RW-1 and RW-2 were surveyed on January 13, 2004. The top of
casing (i.e. reference) elevations established by this survey are presented in Table 3.

3.2.7 B-23 Geoprobe Borings — September 2005

A round of exterior Geoprobe soil borings was conducted in September 2005 and included
Geoprobe drilling and soil sampling. This program was completed in accordance with the May
2005 Remedial Investigation Work Plan Addendum. The purpose was to investigate impacted
soils in the Former Loading Dock Area around the location of test boring B-23 . The B-23 area
is located between the loading dock and the property line at the west side of the facility.
Geoprobe borings were completed by Nothnagle Drilling. These Geoprobe boring locations are
presented on Figure 4.

The B-23 area soil investigation at Buell was conducted on Monday, September 19, 2005. Mr.
Sowers and Mr. Bob Long (Department) were present to observe the investigation activities.

Ten (10) Geoprobe soil borings were completed and designated B-35 through B-44. Two
borings, B-41 and B-44, were completed on the adjacent Five Star Tool property, 383 Buell
Road.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated PID equipped
with an 11.8 eV lamp. PID soil vapor headspace readings ranged from non-detect to 405 ppm.
Impacts were found predominantly in the 2 to 8 ft. bgs interval within a radius of approximately
20 ft. from soil boring B-23. A summary of PID headspace readings is presented in Table 1.
Individual boring logs are presented in Appendix C.

Soil samples from each boring were submitted to Columbia Analytical Services, Inc. for
analysis. A blind field duplicate and MS/MSD were also included. Sample intervals submitted
for analytical testing were selected in consultation with Mr. Sowers. A total of fifteen (15) soil
samples were submitted for volatile organic analysis and four (4) samples were submitted for
semi-volatile organic analysis. Soil samples submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 2.

3.2.8 Well Installations — November 2005

The last round of monitoring well installations was conducted in November 2005 and included
auger drilling, soil sampling and well construction at three locations. This program was
completed in accordance with the May 2005 Remedial Investigation Work Plan Addendum. The
purpose was to investigate impacted groundwater in the B-23 area and to define the
downgradient extent of the groundwater plume. Monitoring wells were completed by Nothnagle
Drilling. These monitoring well locations are presented on Figure 3.
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Source area well MW-16 and downgradient wells MW-17 and MW-18 were installed on
November 21 and 22, 2005. Messrs. Frank Sowers and Bob Long, Department, were present
to observe the investigation activities.

Continuous samples were collected at each soil boring location. Due to significant impacts to
soil at shallow depths, boring location MW-16 was terminated at a depth of 10.0 ft. bgs.
Individual boring logs are presented in Appendix C.

Soil samples were screened for the presence of organic vapors using a calibrated PID equipped
with an 11.7 eV lamp. Elevated headspace readings, staining, and odors were observed in
boring MW-16. The highest headspace readings (1,600 ppm peak; 360 ppm sustained) were
observed at boring MW-16 in the 0.5 to 2.0 ft. bgs interval, directly under the concrete surface.
MW-16 is approximately 7 ft. south of B-23. Low level PID readings were noted in MW-17 and
the PID readings from MW-18 were consistent with background conditions. A summary of PID
headspace readings is presented in Table 1.

Based on field observations, Stantec selected two (2) samples from boring MW-16 (shallow and
deep) and one (1) sample each from borings MW-17 and MW-18 to submit to Columbia
Analytical Services. A blind field duplicate and MS/MSD were also included. Sample intervals
submitted for analytical testing were selected in consultation with Mr. Sowers. Soil samples
submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 2.

Two-inch diameter PVC, flush-mount overburden monitoring wells were installed at the top of clay
at the MW-17 and MW-18 locations. As previously noted, MW-16 was installed to a shallower
depth of 10 feet, given the observed near-surface impacts. Well construction details are
summarized in Table 3. Well completion reports are presented with boring logs in Appendix C.

Reference elevations for wells MW-16, MW-17 and MW-18 were surveyed on May 3, 2006.
The top of casing (i.e. reference) elevations established by this survey are presented in Table 3.

3.3 SOIL VAPOR SAMPLING

Three rounds of soil vapor sampling were completed during the RI. Sampling locations included
the Comfort Inn (395 Buell Road); Five Star Tool Company (383 Buell Road); and the Marketing
Squad, Inc. (1166 Brooks Avenue). Sampling procedures followed site-specific work plans and
when available the February 2005 NYSDOH Guidance for Evaluation of Soil Vapor Intrusion in
the State of New York, Public Comment Draft. Copies of individual soil vapor sampling reports
are presented in Appendix D.

A vapor intrusion study of the Buell building has not been performed since TCE is used at the
facility. Although its use was discontinued at one time, one of Buell's customers requested that
the use of TCE be reinstated to clean a product line. Therefore, OSHA regulations presently
govern allowable occupational exposure levels for TCE within the building. The current use of
TCE involves maintaining one 55-gallon drum which lasts approximately two months before it
needs to be replaced. Precautionary measures have been instituted to minimize the potential
for future TCE releases to occur. It is understood that the Site Management Plan (SMP) for
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post-remedial-action monitoring of the Site will include a provision for annual reporting on the
continued use, or discontinuation of the use, of TCE and petroleum solvents at the Site. Itis
further understood the SMP will need to include a provision for assessment of the need for
performance of a vapor intrusion assessment of the Buell facility should the use of these
materials be significantly reduced (less than 5 gallons maintained on-Site) or eliminated.

3.3.1 All-Around Travel

Based upon the potential for off-site migration of contaminants, the Voluntary Investigation Work
Plan included an Adjacent Building Survey for the building immediately south of the subject
property. Stantec conducted a site visit at 385 Buell Road (All-Around Travel) on August 19,
2002 to gather information requested by the Department in an August 15, 2002 letter. Ms.
Colleen Thompson, manager of All Around Travel, the tenant at 385 Buell Road, provided
access. A small office staff employed by All-Around Travel occupied the front (eastern) half of
the building. The back (western) half of the building was unoccupied.

No walls or partitioning existed within the office. The building is comprised of a slab on grade
construction with one HVAC system for the entire building. The utility room was located in the
approximate center of the building. There were no sumps observed in the building.

Underground utilities enter the property from the east along Buell Road and access the front half
of the building along the northerly and southerly walls. Gas and sanitary sewer service enters
along the northeast side of the building. Water service enters the building along the southeast
side of the building. Electric and telephone services enter the building via overhead lines at the
back of the building.

On December 3, 2002, a tank tightness test was performed on the 500-gallon fuel oil tank at
385 Buell Road. This test was conducted on behalf of Mr. Richard Lawton (Buell) in preparation
for the proposed purchase of the property. The tightness test, performed by Mr. Steven Wade
of Certified Tank Testing, Corning, New York, did not pass. As a result, Mr. Wade reported the
test failure to the NYSDEC spill hotline and the incident was assigned Spill #0209109. Mr.
Wade noted during the test that the location of the fuel oil tank was unknown and that it may be
under the 385 Buell building. As described in Section 3.5, a Subsurface Tank Investigation was
subsequently performed. Neither the tank tightness test nor the subsequent activities described
in Section 3.5 were conducted as part of the VCA or BCA remedial investigation.

Based upon the findings of the site visit and a December 20, 2002 technical meeting with the
Department, a Revised Adjacent Building Survey Work Plan was submitted to the Department in
February 2003.

The plan proposed that an initial round of ambient indoor air monitoring be conducted within the
385 Buell Road building. Assuming that the outcome of that testing did not identify a concern
with the air quality in that building, Buell would conduct either sub-slab soil vapor testing or
continue with ambient indoor air quality testing. It was understood that if indoor ambient air
sampling was continued, this program would need to be conducted quarterly for one year and
periodically thereafter to verify that indoor air quality conditions were not changing.
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Stantec was subsequently informed that the tenants of the 385 Buell Road building, All-Around
Travel, were scheduled to vacate the premises in March 2003. It was understood this was due
to a lack of heat in the building associated with the leaking fuel oil tank and the inability of the
landlord to correct that situation. There were no new tenants planned for the building.
Therefore, it was requested that the air-sampling program be delayed until such time that a new
tenant, who was not related to Buell's operations, was identified, as discussed at the December
20, 2002 technical meeting. It was agreed that if and when the building at 385 Buell Road were
leased to new tenants, who were not related to Buell’s operations, the Revised Adjacent
Building Survey Work Plan would be implemented at that time.

All-Around Travel, the tenants at 385 Buell Road, terminated their lease and vacated the
building on March 15, 2003. The building has remained unoccupied since that time. As
discussed further in Section 3.5, it is understood the Department has recently issued a letter
indicating that no further remedial measures will be required to address the petroleum impacts
at this time. As a result, Mr. Lawton is pursuing acquisition of this property pursuant to his
previously accepted purchase offer.

It is understood that, should plans develop for this building to become occupied, a vapor
intrusion evaluation in accordance with NYSDOH guidance would be needed prior to
occupation. However, it is anticipated that the building will be razed and the area will be
covered with an asphalt parking lot. Based on correspondence with Mr. Mike Zamiarski, the
Department’s Project Manager for the petroleum spill file, no additional remedial measures will
be needed if the building is razed and replaced with an impervious parking area. Should a new
building be constructed in this area, it is understood that the Department, NYSDOH and
MCDOH will need to be consulted regarding potential additional measures.

3.3.2 Comfortinn

A meeting regarding on-going investigation-related activities and findings was held at the
Department’s Region 8 office in Avon on July 8, 2003 between representatives of Buell, the
Department and the NYSDOH. As a follow-up to the investigation tasks completed and the
findings thereof, it was agreed that a sub-slab soil gas survey would be performed at the
Comfort Inn, located at 395 Buell Road and that a Work Plan should be submitted to the
Department and NYSDOH for review and approval prior to proceeding. A work plan was
submitted for comment to the Department on September 15, 2003.

On October 27, 2003, Stantec contacted Mr. Christopher Burns, Executive Vice-President of
Hudson Hotels Corporation, to schedule the Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey at the Comfort Inn. With
the assistance of Mr. Burns, Stantec coordinated an initial site walk-through with Mr. Sowers,
Mr. Joe Albert (MCDOH), Mr. Gary Lawton (Buell) and the hotel manager, Ms. Carmen Medina
(Comfort Inn). The walk-through occurred on October 30, 2003.

Based upon subsequent comments received from the Department, a revised work plan for a

Sub-Slab Soil Vapor Survey at the 395 Buell Road (Comfort Inn) property was submitted on
December 31, 2003. The sub-slab soil vapor survey, involving the collection of two sub-slab
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samples, two indoor air samples, one background air sample, and two sump water samples,
was performed from January 26 to January 28, 2004.

The methods and findings for the sub-slab soil gas survey at the Comfort Inn were reported on
March 10, 2004. A copy of that report, which was also provided to the owner, is provided in
Appendix D.

3.3.3 Five Star Tool and Die

On January 5, 2005, a meeting was held at the Department offices in Avon to discuss the scope
of additional work and the schedule for completing the BCA site investigation, including a
request for soil vapor sampling at Five Star Tool, 383 Buell Road. On March 25, 2005 a Work
Plan for a Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey at the Five Star Tool building, was submitted to the
Department. This Work Plan addressed comments and suggestions that Stantec received at
the January 5, 2005, meeting and during a site visit that was performed on March 24, 2005.

A vapor intrusion study was completed at the Five Star Tool building during March 2005 in
cooperation with the Department, MCDOH and NYSDOH. The study was similar to the program
performed at the Comfort Inn in January 2004. The study included one sub-slab vapor sample,
one indoor vapor sample and one outdoor vapor sample.

The methods and findings for the sub-slab soil vapor sampling program at Five Star Tool were
submitted to the Department on May 9, 2005. A copy of that report, which was also provided to
the owner, is provided in Appendix D.

3.3.4 1166 Brooks Avenue

A May 2005 Work Plan Addendum proposed to collect one soil vapor sample from beneath a
gravel covered area immediately east of the 1166 Brooks Avenue building.

Access was requested and obtained from the owner of 1166 Brooks Avenue to conduct
investigation activities on their parcel. Two shallow soil borings were completed at the east end
of 1166 Brooks Avenue in an attempt to install a soil vapor point on September 19, 2005.
However, shallow groundwater was encountered at 2 to 3 ft. below ground surface and
therefore a soil gas monitoring point was not installed. Further attempts were made in
November. A soil vapor implant was installed adjacent to the south side of 1166 Brooks Avenue
on November 28, 2005. This location was suggested by the Department due to the high
groundwater table in borings drilled previously on the east side of the building. This attempt
was also unsuccessful and an alternate approach was developed.

A February 23, 2006 Work Plan for a Sub-Slab Soil Gas Survey at 1166 Brooks Avenue was
subsequently developed based on comments provided by the Department in a letter dated
March 3, 2006.

The soil gas survey was completed on March 23, 2006. The study included two sub-slab vapor
samples, two indoor vapor samples, one outdoor vapor sample and one sump water sample.
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The methods and findings for the sub-slab soil vapor sampling program at 1166 Brooks Avenue
were reported to the Department in BCA Progress Report #7. In addition, a Sub-Slab Soil
Vapor Monitoring Report was submitted to Mr. Scott Dean, owner of 1166 Brooks Avenue, on
August 22, 2006. A copy of that report is provided in Appendix D.

3.4 INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURES - DECEMBER 2003

On November 3, 2003, Stantec contacted Mr. Sowers to inform the Department that Buell was
interested in moving forward with an IRM involving a source removal program in the vicinity of
the former trench drain (shipping and receiving area) within the Buell building during their
scheduled holiday shutdown period between December 20, 2003 and January 4, 2004. To this
end, Stantec indicated they would be submitting an IRM Work Plan to the Department for their
review and comment within approximately two weeks.

As discussed during a November 4, 2003 phone conversation, Mr. Sowers indicated that the
Department would be willing to allow Buell to proceed with the IRM source removal program in
the shipping area. He indicated that the Department would not need to undertake a 30-day
public notice process for the IRM activities in this area. He also indicated that both the
Department and DOH would be able to review and respond in a timeframe to allow the IRM
program to proceed as discussed.

During the month of December 2003, the Interim Remedial Measures Work Plan (IRMWP),
which was submitted to the Department on November 20, 2003, was reviewed and commented
on by the Department, and implemented during Buell’s two-week holiday shutdown period.

Site preparation activities were performed satisfactorily to facilitate the excavation of TCE-
impacted soils in the vicinity of the B-8 source area (see Figure 5). Approximately 105 cubic
yards (123.44 tons) of concrete and impacted soil was excavated and disposed of off-Site and
two stainless-steel wells were installed within the excavation footprint to facilitate potential
product recovery and/or groundwater monitoring/treatment efforts in the future. Based on the
confirmatory analytical results (see Section 4.2.1 and Appendix E), the excavation program
achieved its intended goal of removing the most affected source area soils given the limitations
imposed by the building and its related structural components. Maximum soil concentrations
were reduced by at least two orders of magnitude as a result of the IRM.

Due to limitations posed by structural considerations, it was understood prior to implementation
of the Revised IRMWP that the remedial excavation activities would not serve as the final
remedy for Site related impacts. The IRM Final Engineering Report was forwarded to the
Department and the other involved agencies on April 7, 2004.

3.5 SUBSURFACE TANK INVESTIGATION - 385 BUELL ROAD

As described in Section 3.3.1, a tank tightness test was performed on a 500-gallon fuel oil tank
at 385 Buell Road on December 3, 2002. This test was conducted on behalf of Mr. Lawton in
preparation for the potential purchase of this adjacent property. The tightness test, performed
by Certified Tank Testing, Corning, New York, did not pass.
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A follow-up investigation was approved by the owner of 385 Buell Road, Mr. Michael Webb, to
evaluate the location and condition of the tank. On January 13, 2003, a one-day soil-boring
program was performed by Stantec at 385 Buell Road. The soil-boring program involved the
installation of two small diameter Geoprobe soil borings inside the building (B-385-1 and B-385-
2) and one small-diameter Geoprobe soil boring (B-385-3) outside the building. Based upon
field observations, which confirmed the presence of petroleum impacts to soil (including
elevated PID headspace readings and visually stained soils), Stantec submitted one soil sample
(B-385-1, 3.5 — 4 ft.) for laboratory analysis. Although elevated concentrations of petroleum-
related compounds were reported in the soil sample, none of the chlorinated solvents that had
previously been identified during Stantec’s investigation of the Buell Site were identified in the
sample.

The Subsurface Tank Investigation Report was submitted to Mr. Michael Zamiarski, P.E.,
(Department) Bureau of Spill Prevention and Response on February 17, 2003.

In April 2003, Labella Associates P.C., (LaBella) on behalf of the owner Mr. Webb, conducted a
Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) and an IRM at 385 Buell Road. The IRM
involved the removal of a 500-gallon UST including approximately 150 gallons of home heating
oil. Labella also performed a Supplemental Phase Il Investigation in August 2003.

A Corrective Action was subsequently performed by Labella in July 2004. Approximately 60
tons of petroleum-impacted soil was removed and disposed at Mill Seat Landfill. Closure
sampling by Labella indicated that m,p-xylene in the south and east walls and o-xylene in the
south wall were present at levels above Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives (RSCOs) in the
Department’s Technical and Administrative Guidance Memorandum 4046 (TAGM 4046).
Groundwater samples from wells selected by Labella for analysis were non-detect for Spill
Technology and Remediation Series (STARS) VOCs.

The Department requested an additional monitoring well MW-5 be installed and sampled in the
vicinity of well MW-1 that was near the tank and was removed during excavation. Although the
results of sampling MW-5 in January 2006 were significantly less than levels reported previously
for MW-1, they remained at concentrations in excess of Department groundwater standards.
Based on the demonstrated reductions in soil and groundwater concentrations, Labella
requested that spill file #0209109 be closed. It is understood that the Department has issued a
no further action letter. As a result, Mr. Richard Lawton (Buell) is pursuing the acquisition of this
property pursuant to his previously accepted purchase offer.

Neither the tank tightness test nor the subsequent investigation and remedial activities that
addressed the former fuel oil UST at 385 Buell Rd. were conducted as part of the VCA or BCA
remedial investigation for the Buell Automatics Site.

3.6 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING

Several rounds of groundwater sampling was completed during the Rl. Sampling methods
included use of disposable bailers for Target Compounds List (TCL) Volatile Organic
Compounds (VOCs), Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds (SVOCs) and Pesticides/PCBs
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(Pest/PCBs). Low-flow purging with a peristaltic pump was used for sampling Target Analyte
List (TAL) metals. Purging and sampling procedures followed the 2001 Voluntary Investigation
Work Plan, except where noted. Newly installed wells were developed prior to purging and
sampling. All groundwater samples were submitted to Columbia Analytical Services, Rochester,
NY, for analysis by ASP, OLM and EPA 8260 methods, where noted.

3.6.1  August 2002

Seven Geoprobe borings were sampled during the August 2002 sampling event: B-11, B-13, B-
14, B-15, B-16, B-17 and B-18. Geoprobe boring locations are presented on Figure 4.

Groundwater was collected from each boring using disposable polyethylene bailers. Geoprobe
groundwater samples were collected for analysis of TCL VOCs by ASP 95-1 and submitted to
Columbia Analytical Services. The groundwater samples submitted for analysis are
summarized in Table 6.

3.6.2 September 2002

Ten wells were sampled during the September 2002 sampling event: MW-1, MW-2, MW-5, MW-
6, MW-7, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, MW-12 and MW-13. Monitoring well locations are presented
on Figure 3.

The development of new wells MW-6, MW-7, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, MW-12 and MW-13 was
completed prior to purging and sampling. Following development, each new well was allowed
to equilibrate for approximately 3 weeks prior to purging and sampling.

Purging and sampling of each well was performed on September 10, 11 and 12, 2002. Mr.
Sowers was present to observe portions of the groundwater sampling event. The wells were
purged with disposable polyethylene bailers. Field parameters were recorded during purging
and are summarized in Table 5. Groundwater samples were collected for analysis of TCL
VOCs by ASP 95-1, TCL SVOCs by ASP 95-2, and TCL Pest/PCBs by ASP 95-3, and TAL
Metals by ASP 1995 protocol, and submitted to Columbia Analytical Services (CAS). The
groundwater samples submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 6.

Monitoring well MW-1 was dry after 1.5 volumes but recovered and was sampled the following
day. MW-11 was dry after approximately 1 volume was removed and did not recover upon
inspection the following day. Monitoring well MW-2D was dry and was not purged or sampled.
Therefore, monitoring wells MW-2D and MW-11 were not sampled during this round. It was
anticipated that sufficient groundwater would be available during seasonal high water table
conditions in May 2003 in order to allow sampling to occur at that time.

Following purging and collection of samples for VOCs, SVOCs and Pest/PCBs, the purging and
sampling for TAL metals was performed with a low flow peristaltic pump and dedicated

polyethylene tubing for the following wells: MW-2, MW-5, MW-8 and MW-13. Low flow sampling
was a departure from the Work Plan. This departure from the approved Work Plan was allowed
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by the Department. Water quality field parameters (turbidity, pH, specific conductance and
temperature), water levels and purge rates are summarized in Table 5.

3.6.3 March 2003

Development of wells MW-11, MW-14 and MW-15 was completed on February 28, 2003.
Following development, each well was allowed to equilibrate for approximately 2 weeks prior to
purging and sampling. Purging and sampling of MW-11, MW-14 and MW-15 was performed on
March 13, 2003. Each well was purged for the collection of VOCs with a disposable
polyethylene bailer. Water quality field parameters (turbidity, pH, specific conductance and
temperature) were recorded during purging. These data are summarized in Table 5.
Groundwater samples were collected for analysis of ASP 95-1 VOCs immediately following
purging and submitted to Columbia Analytical Services. The groundwater samples submitted
for analysis are summarized in Table 6.

3.6.4 May 2003

Two interior Geoprobe borings were sampled during the May 2003 sampling event: B-19 and B-
27. Geoprobe boring locations are presented on Figure 4.

Groundwater was collected from each boring using a disposable polyethylene bailer. Geoprobe
groundwater samples were collected for analysis of TCL VOCs by ASP 95-1 and submitted to
Columbia Analytical Services. The groundwater samples submitted for analysis are
summarized in Table 6.

3.6.5 January 2004

Two interior remedial monitoring wells, RW-1 and RW-2 were sampled on January 13, 2004.
These wells were installed during the IRM program. Remedial monitoring well locations are
presented on Figures 3 and 5.

Groundwater was collected from each well using disposable polyethylene bailers. Geoprobe
groundwater samples were collected for analysis of TCL VOCs by ASP 95-1 and submitted to
Columbia Analytical Services. The groundwater samples submitted for analysis are
summarized in Table 6.

3.6.6 August 2004

Seven wells were sampled during the August 2004 sampling event: MW-3 and MW-4 (installed
by Labella at 385 Buell Road), MW-6, MW-7, MW-11, MW-14 and MW-15. Monitoring well
locations are presented on Figure 3.

Each well was purged with disposable polyethylene bailers. Field parameters are summarized
in Table 5. Groundwater samples were collected on August 24, 2004 for analysis of TCL VOCs
by EPA Method 8260 and submitted to Columbia Analytical Services. The groundwater
samples submitted for analysis are summarized in Table 6.
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3.6.7 May 2006

A complete round of groundwater samples from new and existing wells was performed on May
1 and 2, 2006. New wells included MW-16 and MW-17. Existing wells included MW-2, MW-3
(385 Buell), MW-6, MW-7, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, MW-11, RW-1 and RW-2. New well MW-18
was dry and therefore, was not sampled. Monitoring well locations are presented on Figure 3.

A complete round of water levels was collected from all wells prior to sampling. Water levels
are summarized in Table 4. Each well was purged with disposable polyethylene bailers. Field
parameters are summarized in Table 5. Samples were collected from each well using
disposable polyethylene bailers. Groundwater samples were collected for analysis of TCL
VOCs by OLM 4.2 from each well and TCL SVOCs by OLM 4.2 from wells MW-10 and MW-16.
Mr. Bob Long (Department) was present on May 1, 2006 to observe the groundwater-sampling
program and collected split samples for VOCs from new wells MW-16 and MW-17.
Groundwater samples were submitted to Columbia Analytical Services and are summarized in
Table 6.

3.6.8 September 2006

Two monitoring wells, MW-16 and MW-17 were sampled on September 15, 2006. Monitoring
well locations are presented on Figure 3.

Groundwater was collected from each well using disposable polyethylene bailers. Each well
was purged with disposable polyethylene bailers. Field parameters are summarized in Table 5.
Groundwater samples were collected for analysis of TCL VOCs by EPA Method 8260 and
submitted to Columbia Analytical Services. The groundwater samples submitted for analysis
are summarized in Table 6.

3.7 SLUG TESTS

On October 30, 2002, Stantec completed rising and falling slug tests at MW-2, MW-8 and MW-
9. Monitoring well locations are presented on Figure 3.

Slug tests were not performed at MW-2D and MW-10 as specified in the Work Plan. Bedrock
well MW-2D was dry and MW-10 contained a thin non-aqueous floating product layer. The
brown, oily product at MW-10 was subsequently measured to be approximately 0.03 ft. thick.
The presence of free product was noted in August 2002 during the drilling and soil sampling in
the AST oil storage area located to the northeast of MW-10. However, no floating product had
been previously observed during well development or sampling of MW-10, or any other well at
the Site.

On November 26, 2002, Stantec completed rising and falling slug tests at MW-6 and MW-7.
Pursuant to a discussion with Mr. Sowers, hydraulic conductivity testing of MW-6 and MW-7
was conducted as replacements for MW-2D and MW-10, which were not subjected to slug

testing due to the absence of water and the presence of the thin LNAPL layer, respectively.
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Rising and falling slug tests were performed on MW-17 on April 28, 2006. Slug tests were
performed using a solid PVC slug, a transducer and data logger. Monitoring well MW-18 was
dry; therefore, no slug tests were performed.

3.8 DISPOSAL OF INVESTIGATION-DERIVED WASTES

All investigation-derived wastes, including waste soil, purged groundwater, decontamination
rinses, disposable sampling equipment and personal protective equipment (PPE), were handled
and disposed of in accordance with applicable regulations. Records documenting disposal of
investigation-derived wastes are presented in Appendix K.
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4.0 RESULTS

4.1 HYDROGEOLOGY

The site is located in the Erie-Ontario Lowlands physiographic province. It is characterized by
proglacial lake sediments underlain by Paleozoic sedimentary rocks. Soils on the subject
property are mapped in the Monroe County Soil Survey as loamy fine sand. The site lies at the
western end of the Cobbs Hill Moraine, an east-west ridge of silty fine sand. Glacial sediments
are underlain by the Lockport Dolomite Formation, with bedrock outcrops in the New York State
Barge Canal 2 mile to the east of the site.

411 Site Geology

Based on penetrative investigations conducted by Stantec, the interpreted units at the site, in
descending order, include:

e Fill;

e Lacustrine Sand;

e Lacustrine Silt and Clay;
e Glacial Till; and

e Dolomitic limestone.

The thickness of individual overburden units varied across the site. This variability is depicted
on geologic cross-sections as presented on Figures 6, 7 and 8. A stratigraphic summary is
presented in Table 7. The stratigraphic summary was assembled from individual boring logs in
Appendix C. Geotechnical laboratory results are presented in Appendix F.

Surficial fill thicknesses ranged from 0.0 to 3.0 ft. and averaged 1.6 ft. across the site. Typical
fill material was asphalt road base and consisted of dry to moist, gray, coarse to fine sand and
gravel, with some silt.

Fill was underlain by a saturated lacustrine sand sequence. The brown silty fine sand deposits
ranged from 0.4 to 19.2 ft. and averaged 6.4 ft. across the site. Lacustrine sands were
occasionally interbedded with denser, varved silt seams at depth.

A summary of grain size data is presented in Table 8. Based upon grain size samples from
MW-2D and MW-8, lacustrine sands consist of 0.0% gravel, 53.2-64.9% sand, 34.0-46.1% silt
and 0.7-1.1% clay.

Lacustrine sands were typically underlain by clay or compact gray till. However, thin lacustrine
sand intervals were also encountered on occasion within the upper few feet of the underlying
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clay. This condition was first noted in boring MW-8 and then subsequently identified in borings
MW-2D, MW-6, MW-12, MW-13, MW-14, MW-15, MW-17 and MW-18. Based on grain size
analysis, lacustrine silts and clay consist of 0.0-2.4% gravel, 6.2-31.5% sand, 47.2-81.7% silt
and 0.1-46.6% clay. Glacial till consists of 24.5% gravel, 47.2% sand, 27.4% silt and 0.9% clay.

Bedrock was encountered in MW-2D at a depth of 37.3 ft. bgs. Rock was cored to a depth of
42.3 ft. bgs using wet rotary methods. Rock core from MW-2D was described as a gray, vuggy,
dolomitic limestone.

4.1.2 Groundwater Flow

The surficial geology provides for a low permeability hydrogeologic setting characterized by a
shallow water table, low hydraulic conductivities and low average linear velocities of
groundwater flow. Unconfined, water table conditions exist within the shallow lacustrine sand
unit. Based upon the presence or absence of individual soil types as described above, borings
that contained dry sand lenses at depth exhibit perched water table conditions.

Water levels collected during the Rl are summarized in Table 4 and were used to construct
groundwater contour maps of the site. As depicted on Figure 9, groundwater data collected on
August 20, 2002 represents a seasonal low water table condition. The depth to groundwater in
the overburden across the site in August 2002 ranged from 2.98 to 15.99 ft. bgs and averaged
7.6 ft. bgs.

As shown on Figures 10 and 11, groundwater contour maps were created from complete rounds
of groundwater data collected on May 2, 2006 and September 15, 2006, respectively. The
depth to groundwater across the site ranged from 1.66 to 10.15 ft. bgs on May 2 and from 0.34
to 11.96 ft. bgs on September 15.

4.1.3 Hydraulic Conductivity
Grain Size Estimates

Eight soil samples were submitted for geotechnical laboratory analyses to 3rd Rock
Geotechnical Laboratory. Discrete and composite samples from boreholes B-29, MW-2D and
MW-8 included the following three stratigraphic units: lacustrine sand, silt and clay and glacial
till. A summary of the results is presented in Table 8.

The grain size data were used to define key hydrostratigraphic units and calculate hydraulic
conductivity using the Hazen Method. As shown in Table 8, the hydraulic conductivity for the
lacustrine sand unit ranged from 4.93 x 10™ to 3.46 x 10™ cm/sec; hydraulic conductivity for the
silt and clay unit ranged from 3.50 x 10™ to 9.22 x 10®° cm/sec; and hydraulic conductivity for the
glacial till unit was 2.59 x 10 cm/sec.
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Slug Test Results

Slug tests were performed on six wells: MW-2, MW-6, MW-7, MW-8, MW-9 and MW-17. A
summary of slug test results is presented in Table 9. Slug test calculations are presented in
Appendix G.

Results from both rising head and falling head slug tests yielded hydraulic conductivity values of
the monitored intervals ranging between 7.2 x 10 cm/s and 1.05 x 10™ cm/s.

4.1.4 Monitoring for the Potential Presence of LNAPL

Soil with traces of or thin horizons of saturation by oily petroleum product was noted in five
borings at the Site: B-16, B-17, B-20, B-28 and B-30. As shown on Figure 12, these borings
are located within the footprint of the facility building in the area where soil appears to be
impacted by contamination from petroleum solvent and/or cutting oil.

A layer of oily light non-aqueous phase liquid (LNAPL) was detected at the top of the water
column in monitoring well MW-10 during three of the four groundwater-level monitoring events
in which MW-10 was monitored during the RIl. As shown on Figure 12, MW-10 is located just to
the west of the building in the Former Loading Dock Area, west of and downgradient of the
Petroleum Impacts Area borings in which oil-saturated soil was observed. LNAPL was not
encountered in other Site wells located further to the north, west or south of MW-10.

4.2 SOIL SAMPLE ANALYSIS RESULTS

Results of laboratory analyses of soil samples for Target Compound List (TCL) volatile organic
compounds (VOCs), TCL semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs), TCL Pesticides and PCBs
(Pest/PCBs), Target Analyte List (TAL) metals, cyanide, and Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
(TPH) in soil are summarized in Tables 10 — 15. Analytical laboratory reports are provided in
Appendix H.

The various progress reports issued to document results and data collected during
implementation of the RI (and the IRM) compared soil analysis results to TAGM 4046
Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives. With the issuance of 6 NYCRR Part 375 in December
20086, the soil analysis results are in this report compared to Part 375.6 Soil Cleanup Objectives
(SCOs). In particular, the soil results are compared to Industrial Use SCOs given the industrial
use of the site and the industrial zoning of the site and the surrounding properties. In addition,
given that some off-site migration of VOCs has been documented, the soil results were also
compared to SCOs established for the protection of groundwater even though there is no
documented use of groundwater for drinking water purposes in the immediate vicinity of the site.

421 Summary

VOCs, SVOCs and various metals were detected in soil samples from the Site at reportable
concentrations. VOCs were detected above groundwater protection SCOs in samples from
each of three apparent contamination source areas present at the Site: the Former Trench
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Drain Area (the area of the IRM soil removal), the Former Loading Dock Area, and the
Petroleum Impacts Area. The only significant detection of SVOCs that exceeded Industrial Use
or Protection of Groundwater SCOs were reported in a sample interval from test boring B-8
which was excavated as part of the Former Trench Drain Area IRM, and therefore no significant
SVOCs remain above Industrial Use SCOs. None of the reported metals concentrations
exceeded Industrial Use or groundwater protection SCOs. No PCBs, pesticides or cyanide
were reported at detectable concentrations in soil.

On- and off-Site locations where soil samples were found to be contaminated at levels that
exceed Part 375 SCOs are shown on Figure 12. Figure 12 also shows the approximate extent
of soil contamination in each of the three apparent source areas. Figures 12A, B, and C present
detailed information on the nature and extent of soil contamination in the Former Trench Drain
Area, the Former Loading Dock Area, and the Petroleum Impacts Area, respectively. Figures
12A, B, and C each present a summary of sample analysis results for compounds that exhibited
an exceedance of SCOs and a summary of field screening, visual observation, odor and
laboratory data concerning the presence of grossly-contaminated soil.

4.2.2 Volatile Organic Compounds

TCL VOC saoil results from RI monitoring well borings and test borings are summarized in
Tables 10 and 11, respectively. Sample analysis results summary tables for IRM samples are
presented in Appendix E.

The chlorinated solvent VOC trichloroethene (TCE) and its related biodegradation product cis-
1,2-dichloroethene (DCE) were the primary VOC contaminants detected. These and other
related chlorinated VOC biodegradation products were detected above groundwater protection
SCOs in many samples from both the Former Trench Drain Area and the Former Loading Dock
Area. TCE and DCE were also found to slightly exceed groundwater protection SCOs in one
sample from test boring B-19 in the Petroleum Impacts Area.

TCE was found above Industrial Use SCOs in one sample each from the center of both the
Former Trench Drain Area and the Former Loading Dock Area (at test borings B-8 and B-23,
respectively). In the Former Trench Drain Area, the B-8 sample interval that exceeded the
Industrial Use SCO was removed with surrounding soil during the IRM excavation.

The chlorinated solvent compound 1,1,1-trichloroethane (TCA) was also found above
groundwater protection SCOs in samples from the Former Loading Dock Area. Minor
exceedances of groundwater protection SCOs by the VOCs TCA, tetrachloroethene,
ethylbenzene, toluene and xylene were also found in some samples from the Former Trench
Drain Area.

A summary of the extent of contamination indicated by the RI results in each of the three source
areas is presented below.
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e Former Trench Drain Area (refer to Figure 12A)

123.4 tons of grossly-impacted soil and associated concrete were removed from the 20 ft.
by 25 ft. by 6- to 7- ft. deep IRM excavation. The RI data indicates that the most highly
contaminated material was removed from this area by the IRM and that the contaminated
soil that remains in place is found primarily on the south and east sides of the IRM area. As
shown on Figure 12A, significant contamination was not detected in floor, sidewall, or boring
samples collected in and around the north half of the excavation. In the south half of the
excavated area, contaminated soil extends 2 to 3 feet below the bottom of the excavation
backfill (from 7 to 10 feet below grade). Along the south and southeast walls of the
excavation, contaminated soil was left in place where it was inaccessible beneath
foundation grade beams; however, Rl data indicates that significant levels of contamination
do not extend laterally more than a few feet beyond the excavation limits. Borings B-13 and
MW-2D, located 3 to 5 feet to the south of the excavation limits, did not encounter significant
contamination. At borings B-9 and B-24, located 2 and 5 feet from the east and west sides
of the southern end of the IRM area, relatively low levels of contamination are present in soil
in the interval from 5 to 6.5 feet below grade. Relatively low concentrations of contaminants
were also detected in the interval from 6 to 8 feet below grade at a B-11 located
approximately 20 feet to the east of the southeast corner of the excavated area.

Indications of petroleum impacts, including observations of staining or sheen in the samples,
the presence of ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylene, and relatively high levels of tentatively-
identified non-target VOCs and SVOCs (TICs), were noted in boring and sidewall and
bottom samples from along the south wall and on the west side of the IRM area. These
indications correlate fairly strongly with levels of chlorinated VOCs. It is suspected that the
presence of petroleum constituents in the IRM area is a consequence of past releases from
the Former Trench Drain Area rather than an overlap of impacts from the Petroleum Impacts
Area (see below) located to the northeast of the IRM area.

* Former Loading Dock Area (refer to Figure 12 B)

This source area is estimated to cover an area of approximately 45 ft. by 65 ft. The most
highly contaminated soil is found in the top 2 feet of soil in center of the area, although SCO
exceedances were found to depths of up to 8 ft. The RI data indicates that impacted soil
may extend off-Site to the west onto the adjacent Five Star Tool parcel at 383 Buell Road;
however, the off-Site impacts appear to be limited to less than 20 feet from the western Site
boundary.

In the southeast part of the Former Loading Dock Area, the area of chlorinated VOC impacts
is overlapped by the adjacent area of impacts from release of petroleum. As described
below, an LNAPL layer was observed at the water table at monitoring well MW-10. Oily soil
samples were observed at adjacent borings B-16 and B-17 located to the east of the Former
Loading Dock Area.
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o Petroleum Impacts Area (refer to Figure 12 C)

Low levels of petroleum-related VOCs at concentrations that do not exceed SCOs are
present. Higher concentrations of tentatively-identified compound (TIC) VOCs were
observed in many samples, however, and the contamination in this area is believed to have
originated from use of petroleum solvent and/or cutting oil. The petroleum product impacts
are also evidenced by detections of tentatively identified semi-volatile organic compounds
(SVOCs, see Section 4.2.3 below) and total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH, Section 4.2.6)
and by observations of petroleum sheen or, at a few locations, thin horizons of oil-saturated
soil in this area of the facility. As noted above, TCE and DCE were detected at a relatively
low level at one location (B-19) in this area.

The soil contamination in this area was observed in the horizon between 2 and 7 feet below
the floor of the Buell facility. As shown on Figure 12C, the relatively minor contamination by
VOCs and petroleum products is for the most part limited to an area beneath the building
footprint, although the area of soil contamination does extend approximately 20 feet beneath
the parking lot north of the facility oil tank room, and, as indicated in Section 4.1.4 above,
the presence of LNAPL at the water table was indicated downgradient of this area at
monitoring well MW-10.

A detailed description of the laboratory VOC analysis results for Rl and IRM samples is
presented in Appendix L, which presents the results in the chronological order in which the
various sampling programs were conducted at the Site.

4.2.3 Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds

A total of 21 soil samples were submitted for analysis of TCL target SVOCs by ASP method 95-
2. An additional four samples were submitted in September 2005 for analysis of TCL SVOCs by
EPA method OLM 4.2. TCL SVOC results are summarized in Table 12.

As shown in Table 12, except for test boring B-8, no target SVOCs were reported above
Industrial Use or Protection of Groundwater SCOs. The area surrounding and including B-8
was excavated during the Former Trench Drain Area IRM, and therefore the soil containing
SVOCs at levels exceeding SCOs was removed from the Site.

Concentrations of total SVOC TICs above100,000 ug/kg were reported in five borings. The
locations included B-8 (soils excavated and removed during the IRM), B-9, and B-10 in the
Former Trench Drain Area, MW-10 in the Former Loading Dock Area, and B-17 in the
Petroleum Impacts Area. No SCOs have been promulgated by the Department for TICs.

4.2.4 Pesticides and PCBs

A total of six samples were submitted for analysis of TCL Pesticides and PCBs by ASP method
95-2 in May 2002 and August 2002. An additional five samples were submitted for analysis of
PCBs only in August 2002. TCL Pesticide and PCB results are summarized in Table 13.
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As shown in Table 13, no Pesticide or PCB compounds were reported above detection limits.
4.2.5 TAL Metals and Inorganics

A total of 11 samples were submitted for analysis of TAL metals and inorganics in May and
August 2002. TAL Metals and inorganics results are summarized in Table 14. As shown in
Table 14, all analytes were reported at concentrations below the SCOs for industrial use and the
protection of groundwater.

4.2.6 Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH)

TPH data in soil are summarized in Table 15. Four samples were analyzed for TPH by
NYSDOH Method 310-13. These data were collected from Petroleum Impacts Area soil borings
(B-20, B-27 and B-32) at which indications of the presence of free petroleum product were
noted in soil samples.

The sample analysis results were compared to laboratory standards of #2 Fuel Oil/Diesel Fuel,
Gasoline, Kerosene and Lube oil as well as three samples supplied to the laboratory of raw
materials in use at Buell. The laboratory results indicated that TPH detected in each soil sample
was most similar to N-Dodecane, a long chain hydrocarbon. None of the chromatograms of the
four soil samples matched the laboratory standards for petroleum products or the samples of
Site petroleum products.

TPH concentrations detected ranged from 6,600 to 19,000 mg/kg. No standards have been
promulgated by the Department for TPH.

4.3 GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYSIS RESULTS

Groundwater samples were collected from monitoring wells and Geoprobe borings during
several rounds of sampling. Groundwater sample analysis results, which were compared to 6
NYCRR Part 703 Groundwater Standards and TOGS Memo 1.1.1, are summarized in Tables
16-20.

4.3.1 Volatile Organic Compounds

Reported concentrations of VOCs in groundwater samples from monitoring wells and Geoprobe
borings are summarized in Tables 16 and 17, respectively.

4.3.1.1 Conditions in Chlorinated VOC Source Areas and the Downgradient Plume

As shown in Table 16, chlorinated VOCs were reported to exceed groundwater standards in 13
of the 19 monitoring wells. The highest concentrations of chlorinated VOCs were detected in
monitoring wells MW-10 and MW-16 located within the Former Loading Dock source area, wells
RW-1 and RW-2 located within the footprint of the Former Trench Drain Area IRM excavation,
and wells MW-2 and MW-8 located south and immediately downgradient of the Former Trench
Drain Area. The primary chlorinated VOCs present in groundwater include TCE and its
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breakdown products cis-1,2-DCE, 1,1-dichloroethane (DCA) and vinyl chloride. 1,1,1-TCA was
also detected at elevated concentrations at MW-16 in the Former Loading Dock Area.

Contour plots of total chlorinated compounds in groundwater from September 2002 and May
2006 are presented on Figures 13 and 14, respectively. The contour plot from September 2002
represents groundwater conditions prior to the IRM soil excavation activities and installation of
the subsequent Rl monitoring wells. The contour plot from September 2006 represents
conditions approximately 3 years after the IRM and uses the complete network of wells.

4.3.1.2 Upgradient Conditions and Limits of the Downgradient Plume

Traces of chlorinated VOCs were detected at upgradient monitoring wells MW-12 and MW-13
when those two wells, located at the northern site boundary, were sampled in September 2002.
(The concentrations of tetrachloroethene and TCE detected in the MW-12 sample were slightly
above groundwater standards.) The source of the traces of VOC contaminants detected in
these two wells is presumed to be located off-Site to the north. Potential off-site sources of
groundwater contamination in the area north of the site include various industrial and
commercial facilities (including manufacturing, trucking, and car-rental operations) located along
Buell and Ajax Roads.

The six wells that did not exhibit chlorinated VOC contraventions included MW-1, MW-3, MW-4,
MW-5, MW-13 and MW-17. Upgradient well MW-13 was discussed in the previous paragraph;
the other wells establish the limits of the plume on the east, southeast and southwest.
Monitoring well MW-17, located southwest of the Buell Site on the 1166 Brooks Avenue
property, was installed to define the downgradient limits of the chlorinated VOC plume at Buell.
No chlorinated compounds were reported to be present in the groundwater sample collected
from MW-17 and no VOCs were detected in the MW-17 split sample submitted by the
Department. Therefore, MW-17 defines the downgradient limits of the groundwater plume.

4.3.2 Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds

Reported concentrations of SVOCs in groundwater samples are summarized in Table 18. Only
three SVOCs were detected in groundwater above their respective groundwater standards. 4-
Nitroaniline and Nitrobenzene were reported to be present at concentrations that slightly exceed
their respective groundwater standards of 5 ppb and 0.4 ppb, respectively, from MW-1 along
Buell Road. Given their location and their low concentrations, these SVOCs are not considered
to be reflective of environmental concerns at the Site.

Naphthalene was reported to be present in MW-16 at 27 ug/l, which exceeds the Class GA
groundwater standard of 10 ug/I.

4.3.3 Pesticide and PCB Compounds

A total of five groundwater samples were submitted for analysis of TCL Pesticides and PCBs by
ASP method 95-2 in September 2002. TCL Pesticide and PCB results are summarized in Table
19.
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As shown in Table 19, no Pesticide or PCB compounds in groundwater were reported above
detection limits.

4.3.4 TAL Metals and Inorganics

Reported concentrations of TAL Metals and inorganics in groundwater samples are summarized
in Table 20. With the exception of aluminum, iron, magnesium and manganese, all other metals
and inorganic analytes were reported at concentrations below groundwater standards. The four
metals with elevated concentrations are all naturally occurring and are not considered to be an
environmental concern.

4.4 ANALYTICAL AIR RESULTS
441 Comfort Inn

Analytical soil gas, ambient air and sump water sample results from the Comfort Inn are
summarized in Table 21.

Three of the five air samples (SG-1, SG-2A and BA-2A) were reported to contain detectable
concentrations of target VOCs. No detectable concentrations of target compounds were
reported for indoor air sample BA-1 and outdoor ambient air sample BK-1. At the time this
testing was performed, guidance values for sub-slab air quality and ambient air quality data
were under review and the reported occurrences of target VOCs were evaluated on a case-by-
case basis.

A total of four VOCs were reported in the air samples that were submitted for analysis: PCE,
TCE, cis-1, 2-DCE; and trans-1, 2-DCE. PCE was reported at the highest concentration. PCE
was reported in both soil gas samples and also in the ambient air sample BA-2A from the
basement. The concentration of PCE in sub-slab soil gas was reported to range from 0.79
micrograms/cubic meter (ug/m3) in SG-1, collected beneath Room 124, to 21,000 ug/m3 in SG-
2A, collected beneath the basement utility room. PCE was reported in ambient air in BA-2A in
the basement utility room at 1.1 ug/m3.

TCE was reported in both sub-slab soil gas samples. The concentration of TCE in sub-slab soil
gas was reported to range from 4.3 ug/m3 in SG-1, collected beneath Room 124, to 9,900
ug/m3 in SG-2A, collected beneath the basement utility room. Cis-1, 2-DCE and trans-1, 2-
DCE were reported to be present in only the basement utility room sub-slab soil gas sample
SG-2A.

No TCE was reported above detection limits in either of the building air samples.

Three TCL VOCs were reported in both of the basement utility room sump water samples
submitted for analysis: PCE, TCE and trans-1,2-DCE. The three compounds were reported at
concentrations ranging from 67 micrograms per liter (ug/l) to 120 ug/l. Each of the reported
concentrations of the three compounds were higher than their respective groundwater
standards (5 ug/l for each compound).
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The most abundant compound reported in the sump water was PCE (100-120 ug/l), a dry-
cleaning solvent. PCE has not been reported originating in groundwater at Buell. TCE,
although the predominant compound present at the Buell site, also is commonly found as a
breakdown product of PCE. Similarly, trans-1,2-DCE, is also commonly found as a breakdown
product of PCE, and has only been reported at very low levels in groundwater at the Buell site.

Based upon the product inventory for the Comfort Inn, it did not appear that the products and
chemicals that were stored in the basement at the Comfort Inn were the source of the PCE. |t
should also be noted that the higher concentrations were reported in sump water sample BU-
SW-2-W which was collected from Sump #2, located in the southwest corner of the utility room
along an interior wall. Lower concentrations were reported from Sump #1 located in the
stairwell leading to the utility room along the exterior north wall.

In summary, with the exception of the reported presence of cis-1, 2-DCE, the sub-slab soil gas
data reflected the contaminants that were reported in the basement sump water samples.
Similar to the sump water data, it appeared that a source of PCE unrelated to the Buell site
resulted in the impacts observed beneath, and within the basement utility room. The
Department concurred and Comfort Inn subsequently entered into a separate BCA to
investigate the source of the findings at their Site.

4.4.2 Five Star Tool Company

Summaries of the laboratory analytical results for the sub-slab vapor; indoor air and outdoor air
samples for Five Star Tool are presented in Table 22. Included in these tables are available
NYSDOH and USEPA guidance values.

The sub-slab vapor sample (32905-1) and indoor air sample (32905-2) were reported to contain
detectable concentrations of target VOCs. No detectable concentrations of target VOCs were
reported for the outdoor air sample (32905-3). As shown in Table 22, three VOCs were
reported for the sub-slab vapor sample:

e 1,1-DCA (4.2 ug/m3);
e cis-1,2-DCE (9.1 pg/m3); and
e TCE (340 pyg/m3).

As shown on Table 22, only one target VOC, cis-1,2-DCE, was reported to be present in the
indoor air sample. Its concentration in indoor air (1.6 pg/m3) as well as its sub-slab
concentration were both below applicable NYSDOH guidance values that indicate a potential
need for further action. These results and the absence of TCE and 1,1-DCA in the indoor air
sample indicate that vapor intrusion is not currently causing an adverse impact on conditions in
the Five Star Tool building. However, the concentration of TCE detected in the sub-slab
sample (340 ug/m3) is above the NYSDOH guidance value that suggests the need for mitigation
to protect against potential vapor intrusion.
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4.4.3 1166 Brooks Avenue

Summaries of the laboratory analytical results for the sub-slab vapor; indoor air; outdoor air and
sump water samples for 1166 Brooks Avenue are presented in Table 23, including available
NYSDOH and USEPA guidance values.

The sub-slab vapor samples collected at 1166 Brooks Avenue were reported to contain low-
level, but detectable concentrations of four target VOCs: PCE, TCE, cis-1, 2-DCE and 1,1-DCA.
One compound, PCE, was reported from BU-1166-SS-1 on the east side of the building. Four
compounds, PCE, TCE, cis-1, 2-DCE and 1,1-DCA, were reported from BU-1166-SS-2 on the
west side of the building. No compounds were reported above the method reporting limit for
either of the two indoor, or one outdoor (ambient), air samples and no VOCs were reported to
be present in the sump water at 1166 Brooks Avenue.

PCE has not been reported at the Buell Site at any appreciable concentrations. Given the
presence of the greatest concentrations of PCE on the west side of the 1166 Brooks Avenue
building furthest from Buell, and the reported presence of TCE, cis-1, 2-DCE, and 1,1-DCA only
on the west side of the building, it did not appear that the Buell Site, located to the east of the
building, is the source of these findings. Furthermore, according to the NYSDOH Guidance
“Soil Vapor / Indoor Air Matrices 1 and 2”, the concentrations of cis-1, 2-DCE, PCE and TCE in
the sub slab vapor samples, combined with the non-detect concentrations in indoor air samples,
did not warrant any further action.
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5.0 QA/QC EVALUATION

5.1 DATA USABILITY REPORTS

Laboratory reports received from Columbia Analytical Services for the soil and groundwater
samples were forwarded to Ms. Judy Harry of Data Validation Services, Inc. for preparation of
Data Usability Summary Reports (DUSRs). Copies of the DUSRs are provided in Appendix .
The results from these DUSRs have been incorporated into the various tables presented in this
report.

5.1.1 Data Usability Summary Report for CAD Sub Nos. R2212007, R2213195 and
R2213646

The data packages generated by Columbia Analytical Services which pertain to samples
collected 5/20/02 through 9/12/02 at the Buell Site. Five aqueous and five soil samples were
processed for full TCL/TAL analytes. Thirteen aqueous samples were processed for TCL
volatiles; six of those were also analyzed for TCL semi-volatiles. Ten soil samples were
processed for TCL volatiles and TCL semi-volatiles and two of those were analyzed for PCBs.
Three soil samples were processed for full TCL/TAL without pesticides and three other soil
samples were processed for full TCL/TAL without pesticides or PCBs. Rinse, trip and cooler
blanks were also analyzed. Methodologies used were those of the NYSDEC ASP 1995.

In summary, most sample analyte values/reporting limits were usable as reported, or with minor
qualification as estimated (“J” qualifier) due to processing or matrix effects. No data were
rejected.

5.1.2 Data Usability Summary Report for CAS SDG Nos. R231842, R2316048 and
R2316744

The data packages generated by Columbia Analytical Services that pertain to samples collected
on 2/25/03, 3/13/05, 5/3/03 and 5/5/03 at the Buell Site included eighteen soil and seven
aqueous samples processed for TCL volatiles by NYSDEC ASP CLP method 95-1. Two of
those soils and two other soils were also analyzed for TPH by NYSDOH Method 310-13. Trip
and cooler blanks were also processed.

In summary, the DUSR indicated sample analyte values and reporting limits were usable as
reported or usable with qualification as estimated (“J” qualifier) due to typical processing or
matrix effects.

5.1.3 Data Usability Summary Report for CAS SDG Nos. R2319595, R2319657,
R2319774 and R2419875

The data packages generated by Columbia Analytical Services that pertain to IRM samples
collected from 12/23/03 through 1/13/04 at the Buell Site included twenty soil (including one field
duplicate) and two aqueous samples processed for TCL volatiles by NYSDEC ASP CLP method
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95-1. Six additional soil samples were processed by USEPA Method 8260B, in order to meet
expedited turnaround requirements required for the IRM. Trip and cooler blanks were also
processed.

In summary, the DUSR indicated sample analyte values and reporting limits were usable as
reported, or usable with minor qualification as estimated (“J” qualifier) due to typical processing
or matrix effects.

5.1.4 Data Usability Summary Report for CAS SDG. Nos. R2631499

The data package generated by Columbia Analytical Services that pertains to samples collected
on 5/1/06 and 5/2/06 at the Buell Site included twelve aqueous samples and a field duplicate on
processed for TCL volatiles. Two of the samples and a field duplicate were also processed by
TCL semivolatiles. Trip and cooler blanks were also analyzed. The laboratory methodologies
involved USEPA CLP OLMO04.2.

In summary, the DUSR indicated the results were usable as reported or usable with minor
qualification due to sample matrix or to typical processing outliers.

tdw u:\16059\docs\remedial inv report\revised report 11-30-07\rpt_190500033_ri_rev1.doc 542



Stantec

BUELL AUTOMATICS
REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION REPORT

6.0 Qualitative On-Site and Off-Site Exposure Assessments

6.1 QUALITATIVE ON-SITE & OFF-SITE HUMAN HEALTH EXPOSURE
ASSESSMENT

6.1.1  Human Health Exposure Setting
6.1.1.1 Human Health Conceptual Site Model

The Human Health Conceptual Site Model (CSM) developed and relied upon for this
assessment is provided in Figure 15. This model was prepared based on the current and
proposed industrial use of the Site and incorporates information on Site characteristics and
environmental conditions outlined in the previous sections. The Human Health CSM is a
graphical representation of the exposure pathways considered for this qualitative exposure
assessment.

6.1.1.2 General Exposure Considerations

The Site is located in an area with industrial and commercial uses. The Site is bounded to the
north by a remote airport parking lot, to the east by Buell Road and a remote airport parking lot,
to the south by the vacant, former All-Around Travel building which is in the process of being
acquired by Mr. Richard Lawton and Buell, and to the west by the Five Star Tool industrial
facility. The nearest residential building is located approximately 1,500 feet to the northwest.

Buildings occupy roughly 29% of the Site, while the remaining surface area is covered with
asphalt parking lots and access roads.

The primary human health concern at the Site stems from the two identified source areas of
chlorinated VOC impacts in subsurface soil in the Former Trench Drain Area and the Former
Loading Dock Area and the Site-related chlorinated-VOC-contaminated groundwater originating
from these two source areas.

6.1.1.3 Potential Receptors

Considering that current light industrial activities at the Site are expected to continue for the
foreseeable future and that remedial work is anticipated on-site, the construction
worker/trespasser, and occupational worker have been identified as the most appropriate
potential human receptors.

Exposures to the construction worker may occur during remediation, construction and other
activities that involve intrusive activities at the Site or at its periphery, including potential work to
repair or modify utilities along the easement between 381 and 385 Buell Road. Exposures to
the occupational worker at the Buell facility could occur during normal facility operations due to
the ongoing use of TCE at the site, potential vapor intrusion into the building, by way of
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exposure to soil vapor and groundwater during in-situ remediation system operation, as well as
during any excavation activity that may take place on or around the Site in the impacted areas.

Exposure to occupants of nearby buildings could potentially occur during remediation work at
the Site through dispersion of particulates of contaminants and volatilization of VOC
contaminants from soil, groundwater or soil vapor. Exposure of occupants of nearby buildings
to VOCs could potentially occur from vapor intrusion.

The Five Star Tool building is the only nearby building that appears to represent a significant
potential for exposures to occupants from Site-related VOC contaminants. Factors that will
affect the potential for exposures to Site-related contaminants to occupants of the Five Star Tool
building include the following:

o the proximity of the western edge of the Site-related groundwater contaminant plume to
the east end of the Five Star Tool building;

o the presence of TCE in sub-slab soil vapor beneath the Five Star Tool building at
concentrations above NYSDOH guidance values;

o the thickness and competency of the building floor slab;
e the presence of crawl-space areas;

o the operation of the heating and ventilation system for the building, and whether the
system maintains a constant positive air pressure relative to the sub-slab environment;

e remedial actions that my be implemented at the Site;
o future use of the building and the Five Star Tool property;
e background levels of Site-related contaminants and other VOCs in air; and
e other, non-Site-related potential sources of volatile chemicals in air.
6.1.2 Human Health Exposure Pathway Analysis

The pathway analysis identifies possible exposure routes through which on-Site and off-Site
receptors may come into contact with the contaminants of concern present on the Site. Based
on the Human Health CSM (Figure 15) those exposure routes include:

¢ Inhalation of vapors released from volatile substances present in subsurface soils
(occupational worker and construction worker/trespasser);

¢ Inhalation of substances contained in particulates from subsurface soils
(all potential receptors);
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¢ Ingestion and dermal contact of substances in subsurface soils (occupational worker and
construction worker/trespasser); and

¢ Ingestion, inhalation and dermal contact with substances present in groundwater
(occupational worker and construction worker/trespasser).

Because of the specific conditions encountered at and near the Site, the following pathways
have been reviewed, but do not represent important pathways of exposure:

o Direct exposure to contaminants via groundwater discharge to the Barge Canal, the
nearest surface water body, is unlikely. The Barge Canal is located hydraulically
upgradient and there is no analytical data available to demonstrate that contaminants
are migrating to the Canal.

o Nearby businesses utilize a public drinking water supply. Discussions with Mr. Joe
Albert at MCDOH and the MCWA indicate there are no known drinking water wells in the
vicinity of the Site. Exposure to chemicals through ingestion of, or dermal contact with,
groundwater used as a water supply is therefore not a concern at the Site or in the
surrounding area.

e Surface soil contamination is not a concern at the Site. The absence of accessible
surface soil is attributable to the presence of buildings and impervious asphalt and/or
concrete surfaces on top of contaminated areas. Inadvertent ingestion or dermal
exposure through direct contact with chemicals at the undisturbed surface therefore is
not a concern at the Site.

e Inhalation of suspended particles in air is not considered a significant risk unless
subsurface soils are excavated and exposed to dispersion mechanisms. Mandatory
measures would be adopted to control soil tracking, soil erosion and dispersion of dust
during excavation and remediation work.

¢ No residential buildings are situated within or near the area affected by soil, groundwater
or soil vapor impacts. Therefore, exposure through soil vapor intrusion into residential
buildings is not a concern.

6.1.3 Human Health Exposure Assessment Summary

Results of the interior boring, soil sampling and groundwater sampling program suggests the
potential presence of a vapor inhalation exposure pathway for occupational workers. However,
TCE continues to be used at the Site, therefore, potential TCE exposure would be subject to
OSHA regulations. Exposure pathways involving inhalation of contaminants suspended in air in
soil particles or volatilized from subsurface soils and groundwater during remediation work
would be expected to be temporary and would be controlled through good engineering
practices.
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It is understood that the Site Management Plan for post-remedial-action monitoring of the Site
will include a provision for annual reporting on the continued use, or discontinuation of the use,
of TCE and petroleum solvents at the site and a provision for assessment of the need for
performance of a vapor intrusion assessment of the Buell facility should the use of these
materials be significantly reduced (less than 5 gallons maintained on-Site) or eliminated.

At the adjacent, off-Site Five Star Tool facility, the RI results indicate that vapor intrusion is not
currently causing an adverse impact on conditions in the Five Star Tool building. However, the
concentration of TCE detected in the sub-slab sample is above the NYSDOH guidance value
that suggests the need for mitigation to protect against potential vapor intrusion.

Direct on-site exposure by way of ingestion, inhalation or dermal contact with contaminated soils
or groundwater will also be transient in nature and will be restricted to periods of remediation
work. Remediation of on-Site contamination will allow continued industrial use of the property in
accordance with institutional controls and a Site Management Plan.

Source removal and control of contaminant migration through implementation of groundwater
remediation measures will mitigate the off-Site migration of the contaminated groundwater
plume.

6.2 QUALITATIVE ON-SITE AND OFF-SITE FISH AND WILDLIFE EXPOSURE
ASSESSMENT

6.2.1 Fish & Wildlife Exposure Setting
6.2.1.1 Fish and Wildlife Conceptual Site Model

The Fish and Wildlife Conceptual Site Model (CSM) developed and relied upon for this
assessment is provided in Figure 16. This model was prepared based on the current and
proposed urban industrial use of the Site and incorporates information on Site characteristics
and environmental conditions outlined in previous sections. The Ecological CSM is a graphical
representation of the exposure pathways considered for this qualitative fish and wildlife
exposure assessment.

A Fish and Wildlife Resources Impact Analysis Decision Key for the Site is presented in
Appendix M.

6.2.1.2 General Exposure Considerations
Please refer to Section 6.1.1.2 for general on- and off-site exposure considerations.

As per the human health qualitative exposure assessment, the primary ecological concern at
the Site stems from the two identified areas of chlorinated VOC impacts in subsurface soil and
groundwater originating in the vicinity of The Former Trench Drain Area and the Former Loading
Dock Area.
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6.2.1.3 Receptor Characteristics

Since the Site is located in an industrial urban environment, only known sensitive ecological
receptors are to be considered in this fish and wildlife exposure assessment. Requests were
sent to the New York Natural Heritage Program and the US Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS)
to determine any known occurrence of rare, endangered and/or threatened species in the
vicinity of the Site.

The New York Natural Heritage Program reports no State listed or proposed endangered or
threatened species under their jurisdiction that exist within the project impact area (Appendix J).

In accordance with the current USFWS policy for information on threatened and endangered
species, Stantec has reviewed the USFWS web page for federally listed threatened and
endangered species in Monroe County. The federal listing identifies the bog turtle (Clemmys
muhlenbergii) in the Towns of Riga and Sweden as the only federally threatened or endangered
species occurring in Monroe County. There were no threatened/endangered species identified
in the vicinity of Buell Road in the Town of Gates. According to USFWS policy, if a subject site
contains no habitat suitable for the subject species, no further investigation is required. Given
that the subject site is located in an industrial area with no marsh cover/edge wetlands that are
the preferred habitat of the bog turtle, no further investigation is needed.

6.2.2 Exposure Pathway Analysis

The pathway analysis identifies the possible exposure routes through which on-Site and off-Site
identified sensitive receptors may come into contact with the contaminants of concern present
on the Site. Based on the Fish and Wildlife CSM (Figure 17), the only exposure routes include
ingestion, inhalation or dermal contact with substances present in the subsurface by terrestrial
fauna living or burrowing below ground (e.g. invertebrate receptors).

Because of the specific conditions encountered at and near the Site, the following pathways
have been reviewed, but do not represent important pathways of exposure:

e Sensitive ecological receptors have not been identified as being present on or adjacent
to the Site. Hence, on-Site exposure pathways to fish and wildlife are not considered in
this assessment;

¢ Inhalation and contact by sensitive ecological receptors with suspended particles in air is
not considered a significant risk unless subsurface soils are excavated and exposed to
dispersion mechanisms. Mandatory measures would be adopted to control soil tracking,
soil erosion and dispersion of dust during excavation and remediation work in order to
protect any sensitive ecological receptors that could potentially be present in the vicinity
of the Site; and

e The potential discharge of water resulting from remediation efforts at the Site to the

existing sanitary sewer system is not anticipated to have any effect on the possible
presence of endangered species in the vicinity of the Site. A potential remediation
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project would not involve the construction or relocation of any storm sewer discharge
locations. The Department and the Monroe County Department of Environmental
Services would determine the disposal route and associated permits required for
discharge of water generated by a remedial program, however it is anticipated that any
effluent would be discharged to the Monroe County sanitary sewer to eliminate potential
contact with contaminants.

6.2.3 Fish & Wildlife Exposure Assessment Summary

As mentioned previously, there is no analytical data available to demonstrate that contaminants
are migrating to the nearest water body, the Barge Canal. Source removal and control of
contaminant migration will best address potential off-Site exposure potentials to any potential
sensitive ecological receptors in the area.
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7.0 INTERPRETATIONS AND CONCLUSIONS

On behalf of Buell Automatics, Inc. (Buell), Stantec Consulting Services Inc. (Stantec) has
performed a Remedial Investigation (RI) on the Buell Site (Site) located at 381 Buell Road in the
Town of Gates, NY (Figure 1). This Rl was completed pursuant to Buell’s Brownfield Cleanup
Agreement (BCA) for the Site (Index #B8-0576-00-04A) that was executed by the New York
State Department of Environmental Conservation (Department) on December 22, 2003, and a
preceding Voluntary Cleanup Agreement (VCA) executed on February 22, 2002.

Results of the Rl indicate that there are three source areas of subsurface contamination at the
Site. The three areas are located under or adjacent to the western half of the older (southern)
section of the facility manufacturing building. Source-area impacts are predominantly from
chlorinated VOCs in two areas and petroleum solvent compounds and oil in the third area. No
other areas or types of soil contamination were identified at the Site. No PCB, pesticide or
metal impacts were observed in soil or groundwater. Groundwater impacts by chlorinated
VOCs extend off-Site to the southwest.

71 SOURCE AREAS
711 Former Trench Drain Area

This area is located inside the southwest portion of the building and is adjacent to the area of a
former trench drain that was located outside the south wall of the building. Interior borings
completed in the vicinity of the former trench drain revealed elevated concentrations of the
chlorinated volatile organic compound (VOC) trichloroethene (TCE) and related chlorinated
VOCs in soil. Based on these findings, 123.4 tons of grossly-impacted soil and associated
concrete were removed from a 20 ft. by 25 ft. by 6- to 7- ft. deep excavation inside the building
and disposed off-site as part of an Interim Remedial Measure (IRM) performed in December
2003-2004.

Structural considerations prevented the removal of additional soil; however, the Rl data indicate
that the extent of significant remaining soil contamination is relatively minor. The RI data
indicates that the most highly contaminated material was removed and that the contaminated
soil that remains in place is found primarily on the south and east sides of the IRM area.
Significant contamination was not detected in floor, sidewall, or boring samples collected in and
around the north half of the excavation. In the south half of the excavated area, contaminated
soil extends 2 to 3 feet below the bottom of the excavation backfill (from 7 to 10 feet below
grade). Along the south and southeast walls of the excavation, contaminated soil was left in
place where it was inaccessible beneath foundation grade beams; however, Rl data indicates
that significant levels of contamination do not extend laterally more than a few feet beyond the
excavation limits. Borings located 3 to 5 feet to the south of the excavation limits did not
encounter significant contamination. At borings located 2 to 5 feet from the east and west sides
of the southern end of the IRM area, relatively low levels of contamination are present in soil in
the interval from 5 to 6.5 feet below grade. Relatively low concentrations of contaminants were
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also detected in the interval from 6 to 8 feet below grade at a boring located approximately 20
feet to the east of the southeast corner of the excavated area.

Indications of petroleum impacts, including observations of staining or sheen in the samples, the
presence of ethylbenzene, toluene, and xylene, and relatively high levels of tentatively-identified
non-target VOCs and SVOCs (TICs), were noted in boring and sidewall and bottom samples
from along the south wall and on the west side of the IRM area. These indications correlate
fairly strongly with levels of chlorinated VOCs. It is suspected that the presence of petroleum
constituents in the IRM area is a consequence of past releases from the Former Trench Drain
Area rather than an overlap of impacts from the Petroleum Impacts Area (see below) located to
the northeast of the IRM area.

7.1.2 Former Loading Dock Area

This area is located outside the former loading dock area on the west side of the facility. This
source area is estimated to cover an area of approximately 45 ft. by 65 ft. and extends
approximately 8 feet deep. Contaminants in this area include TCE and related chlorinated
VOCs. The most highly contaminated soil is found in the top 2 feet of soil in center of the area.
Impacted soil extends less than 20 feet off-site to the west onto the adjacent Five Star Tool Co.
(Five Star Tool) parcel at 383 Buell Road.

In the southeast part of the Former Loading Dock Area, the area of chlorinated VOC impacts is
overlapped by an adjacent area of impacts from release of petroleum. As described below, an
oily product was observed at the water table in monitoring well MW-10, which is located in the
area of overlap.

7.1.3 Petroleum Impacts Area

This area is located under the manufacturing building northeast of the Former Trench Drain
Area and east of the Former Loading Dock Area. Low levels of petroleum-related VOCs and
higher concentrations of tentatively identified VOCs are present. The contamination in this area
is believed to have originated from petroleum solvent use. Cutting oil, as evidenced by the
presence of total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) and tentatively identified semi-volatile organic
compounds (SVOCs) and observations of petroleum sheen or, at a few locations, thin horizons
of oil-saturated soil, is also present in this area of the facility. An oily light non-aqueous phase
liquid (LNAPL) layer was detected at the water table in the groundwater monitoring well (MW-
10) located immediately downgradient of this area, but is not present at other Site wells. TCE
contamination was detected in soil at a relatively low level at one location (B-19) in the
petroleum impacts area.

7.2 DOWNGRADIENT GROUNDWATER PLUME

To investigate the extent of chlorinated VOC impacts in groundwater from the Former Trench
Drain and Former Loading Dock areas, a series of monitoring wells were completed to evaluate
soil and groundwater downgradient from the site. The RI data indicates that the extent of
petroleum and oil impacts is restricted to the Site. However, groundwater impacts from the
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chlorinated VOC contamination at the Site extend off-Site approximately 120 to 200 feet to the
southwest from the southwest corner of the Site.

South of the Former Trench Drain Area, chlorinated VOCs that exceed groundwater standards
extend downgradient onto the adjacent 385 Buell Road property (former All-Around Travel).
Buell is in the process of acquiring title to this property. West of the Former Loading Dock Area,
low-level chlorinated VOC impacts were found to extend from the former loading dock source
area onto the 383 Buell Road property. A limit to the extent of downgradient impacts was
established by the absence of impacts in groundwater observed at monitoring well MW-17,
which is located on the 1166 Brooks Avenue property.

7.3 SUB-SLAB SOIL VAPOR

A building survey of the former All-Around Travel building, located south of the subject property
at 385 Buell Road, was completed under the VCA work plan. As a result of a leaking
underground storage tank beneath the building, this structure has been vacant since March
2003 and indoor and sub-slab air sampling was deferred pending re-occupation of the building.
Following completion of their on-going acquisition of the 385 Buell Road property, Buell intends
to raze this building and replace it with an asphalt parking surface. Assuming this scenario
occurs, it is understood that the sub-slab soil vapor and indoor air sampling program will not be
needed.

Three additional building surveys, including indoor and sub-slab air sampling, were conducted in
adjacent and/or downgradient structures:

= Comfort Inn, 395 Buell Road, where no further action was required by Buell but a
separate BCA was executed by the owners of that property to address separate
tetrachloroethene (PCE) impacts.

= Five Star Tool, 383 Buell Road, where Site related chlorinated VOCs were reported
beneath the slab and one compound was reported at a trace concentration within the
building. The RI results indicate that vapor intrusion is not currently causing an adverse
impact on conditions in the Five Star Tool building. However, the concentration of TCE
detected in the sub-slab sample is above the NYSDOH guidance value that suggests the
need for mitigation to protect against potential vapor intrusion.

= Marketing Squad Inc., 1166 Brooks Avenue, where no Site-related impacts were
reported. Low level PCE impacts were reported on the west side of the building (the far
side of the building away from the Buell Site); these appear to be unrelated to the Buell
Automatics Site.

7.4 CONCLUSIONS

The findings of the Rl indicate that soil impacts exceeding applicable standards are present on
Site, site-related groundwater impacts exceeding applicable standards are present on and
downgradient of the Site, and potential Site-related soil-vapor impacts are present off-Site on
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the adjacent Five Star Tool property located at 383 Buell Rd. and at the adjacent 385 Buell Rd.
property. Remedial measures are needed to address the identified Site-related impacts.

An Alternatives Analysis Report will be prepared to evaluate remedial alternatives for
addressing the Site-related impacts. The AA Report will take into account the current industrial
use and zoning of the Site, the proposed continued industrial use of the Site, current industrial
and commercial uses and future uses in the surrounding area, the pending acquisition of the
adjacent downgradient property (385 Buell Road), and the presence of other unrelated off-Site
soil and groundwater impacts that exist in the area.
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Summary of E dances of SCOs and Field Observations of C i Impacts in Soil - Areas Impacted by Petrol Solvents/Qils
Boring No.| B15 B16 B17 B18 B19 B20 B21 B22 B27 B28 B29 B30 B31 B32 B33 B34
, N 8 8 ° 3 9/ 5 3I I E Sample Date] 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 05/05/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/05/03 05/05/03 05/05/03
264.19 Part 375 5C0s '
Laboratory analysis results Industrial GW Prot. 4.5-5.0ft. 6.0-6.5ft. 4.5-5.0ft. 4.5-5.0ft. 35-4.01t 35-4.01t 4.5-5.0ft. 55-6.0ft. | 3.5-4.0ft [ 65-7.0ft 3.5-4.0ft 3.5-4.0ft 6.0-65ft. [ 3.5-4.0ft 3.5-4.0 Dup 6.0-6.5ft. 2.0-25ft
VOCs (ppb)
------------------------------------ Acetone| 1,000,000 50 1,600 U 121 64 1,600 U 1,600/U NA 59 65U NA 57 1,600/U 85J 42 1,600 U 1,600/U 16 1,600/U
1,1-Dichloroethane| 480,000 270 1,600 U 13U 47J 1,600 U 1,600 U NA 8J 65U NA 6J 1,600 U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12/U 1,600 U
1,1-Dichloroethene| 1,000,000 330 1,600 U 13U 61U 1,600 U 1,600 U NA 25U 65U NA 33U 1,600 U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12U 1,600 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene( 1,000,000 190 1,600 U 13U 61U 1,600 U 1,600 U NA 25U 65U NA 33U 1,600 U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12U 1,600 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene| 1,000,000 250 1,600 U 13U 61U 1,600 U 1,600 NA 230 65U NA 29J 1,600/U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12U 1,600 U
l 1,1,1-Trichloroethane( 1,000,000 680 1,600 U 13U 61U 1,600 U 1,600 U NA 25U 65U NA 33U 1,600 U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12U 1,600 U
%] Trichloroethene| 400,000 470 1,600 U 13U 61U 1,600 U 1,900 NA 25U 65U NA 33U 1,600/U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12U 1,600 U
l 9 Vinyl Chloride| 27,000 20 1,600 U 13U 61U 1,600 U 1,600 U NA 25U 65U NA 33U 1,600 U 24U 12/U 1,600 U 1,600/U 12U 1,600 U
°
ooo Total VOC TICs - - 178,900 5530 12,150 172,500 340,000 NA 6,000 4490 NA 22500 490,000 7,270 743 412,000 398,000 30 363,000
<
o SVOCs (ppb)| NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
\__' Total SVOC Target Compounds - - 360 77 1,390 1,430
rﬁ Total SVOC TICs - - 27,000 30,810 136,300 92,700
TPH (ppm) - - NA NA NA NA NA 19,000 NA NA 6,600 NA NA NA NA 14,000 8,400 NA NA
Field observations
PID readings greater| - - None None None 104 @5.0ft. None None None None None None None None None None None None
than 100 ppm
Petroleum sheen noted - - 40-50f 52-70f None 58-70ft 40-72ft 23-75f 45-50ft 58-60ft | 55-7.0ft 6.5 35-65ft None None None None 6.0-7.0ft
Qil saturation noted - - None Trace Traces, 0.5 - None None 23-41t None None None 651 None Traces, 4.8 -8 ft None None None None
35and5-7ft
Odors noted - - 05-5.0ft 52-70ft 05-5.01t 40-70ft 20-4.0ft 23-75ft 12-15f. None 05-70ft 6.5t 35-40ft [4.0-4.81ft (mild)| None 25-45,65- 801 None 05-25ft
Notes
1. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
O 4 O 8 O |2 O 2. VOC results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalentto parts per billion.
3. Bold-faced values are concentrations that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objectives for Protection of Groundwater.
| 4. TPH results are expressed in milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg), which is equivalent to parts per million (ppm).
5. "NS"indicates no standard under part 375.6. NAindicates not analyzed.
6. "D"indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
l 7. *J" indicates an estimated value.
8. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
9. "B"indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
Well Installations - May 2002

MW-7 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0

4-6 0.0 0.0

6-8 0.0 0.0

8-10 0.0 0.0

10-12 0.0 0.0

12-14 0.0 0.0

14-16 0.0 0.0

16-18 0.0 0.0

18-20 0.0 0.0

MW-8 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0

4-6 0.0 0.0

6-8 0.0 0.0

8-10 0.0 0.0

10-12 0.0 0.0

12-14 0.0 0.0

14-16 2.8 0.0

16-18 2.5 0.0

18-20 18.5 0.0

20-22 0.0 0.0

22-24 0.0 0.0

MW-12 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0

4-6 0.0 0.0

6-8 0.0 0.0

8-10 0.0 0.0

10-12 0.0 0.0

12-14 0.0 0.0

14-16 0.0 0.0

16-18 0.0 0.0

18-20 0.0 0.0

MW-13 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0

4-6 0.0 0.0

6-8 0.0 0.0

8-10 0.0 0.0

10-12 0.0 0.0

12-14 0.0 0.0

14-16 0.0 0.0

16-18 0.0 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
MW-13, cont. 18-20 0.0 0.0
20-22 0.0 0.0
22-24 0.0 0.0
24-26 0.0 0.0
26-28 0.0 0.0
28-30 0.0 0.0
30-32 0.0 0.0
32-34 0.0 0.0
Well Installations - August 2002
MW-2D 0-2 177 0.0
2-4 29 0.0
4-6 0.0 0.0
6-8 3.5 0.0
8-10 23.3 0.0
10-12 4.7 0.0
12-14 0.0 0.0
14-16 0.0 0.0
16-18 0.0 0.0
18-20 0.0 0.0
20-22 0.0 0.0
22-24 0.0 0.0
24-26 0.0 0.0
26-28 3.5 0.0
29-31 0.5 0.0
31-33 0.0 0.0
33-35 0.0 0.0
35-37 0.0 0.0
37-37.3 0.0 0.0
MW-6 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0
4-6 0.0 0.0
6-8 0.0 0.0
8-10 0.0 0.0
10-12 0.0 0.0
12-14 0.0 0.0
14-16 0.0 0.0
16-16.3 0.0 0.0
17-19 0.0 0.0
MW-9 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0
4-6 0.5 0.0
6-8 0.0 0.0
8-10 0.0 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
MW-9, cont. 10-12 0.0 0.0
12-14 0.0 0.0
14-16 0.0 0.0
16-18 0.0 0.0
18-20 0.0 0.0
20-22 0.0 0.0
22-24 0.0 0.0
MW-10 0.5-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0
4-6 0.0 0.0
6-8 1.7 0.0
8-10 13.5 0.0
10-12 1.7 0.0
12-14 0.0 0.0
14-16 0.0 0.0
16-18 0.0 0.0
18-20 0.0 0.0
MW-11 0-2 0.5 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0
4-6 0.0 0.0
6-8 0.0 0.0
8-10 0.0 0.0
10-12 0.0 0.0
12-14 0.0 0.0
14-16 0.0 0.0
16-18 0.0 0.0
18-20 0.0 0.0
Interior and Exterior Geoprobe Borings - August 2002
B-8 1.8-2.5 3,400 0.0
3.245 3,000 0.0
5-6.5 2,200 0.0
B-9 1.5-2.5 17.0 0.0
3.5-45 83 0.0
5-6.5 223 0.0
B-10 1.5-2.5 118 0.0
3-3.7 163 0.0
3.7-4.5 91 0.0
5-6 36 0.0
B-11 1.5-2 0.0 0.0
3.54 10.1 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (pPm)
B-11, cont. 5.5-6 37 0.0
7.5-8 42 0.0
9.5-10 0.0 0.0
11.5-12 3.5 0.0
B-12 1.8-2 0.0 0.0
3.5-4 0.0 0.0
4.8-5.1 48 0.0
7.5-8 0.0 0.0
10.5-11 0.0 0.0
B-13 1.5-2 0.0 0.0
3-3.8 15.0 0.0
4.5-5 0.0 0.0
6.5-7 0.0 0.0
9.5-10 0.0 0.0
B-14 1.5-2 0.0 0.0
3.5-4 0.0 0.0
7.5-8 0.0 0.0
9.5-10 0.0 0.0
B-15 3-3.5 1.2 0.0
3.54 54 0.0
4.5-5 75 0.0
6.5-7 3.8 0.0
B-16 2.5-3 25 0.0
3.5-4 3.1 0.0
6-6.5 3.1 0.0
7.5-8 25 0.0
8.5-9 2.5 0.0
B-17 1.5-2 10.8 0.0
3.5-4 12.7 0.0
4.5-5 18.4 0.0
6.5-7 14.6 0.0
8.5-9 3.1 0.0
B-18 3.54 4.1 0.0
4.5-5 104 0.0
6.5-7 23 0.0
9.2-10 0.0 0.0
Well Installations - February 2003
MW-14 1.5-2 0.0 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
MW-14, cont. 3.5-4 0.0 0.0
5.5-6 0.0 0.0
7.5-8 0.0 0.0
9.5-10 0.0 0.0
11.5-12 0.0 0.0
13.5-14 0.0 0.0
15.5-16 0.0 0.0
MW-15 1.5-2 0.0 0.0
3.5-4 0.1 0.0
5.5-6 0.1 0.0
7.5-8 0.0 0.0
9.5-10 0.0 0.0
11.5-12 0.0 0.0
Interior Boring Program - May 2003
B-19 3.5-4 20 0.0
6-6.5 1.3 0.0
7.5-8 3.1 0.0
9.5-10.2 1.3 0.0
B-20 3.5-4 7.7 0.0
6-6.5 04 0.0
7.5-8 7.2 0.0
9.5-10 3.6 0.0
B-21 1.2-1.5 0.4 0.0
3-4 0.9 0.0
4-5 2.7 0.0
7-8 0.4 0.0
B-22 3.5-4 1.3 0.0
5.5-6 1.3 0.0
7.5-8 0.9 0.0
B-23 1-2 160 0.0
3-3.5 53 0.0
3.5-4 109 0.0
7.5-8 28 0.0
B-24 1.5-2 54 0.0
3.5-4 4.0 0.0
5.5-6 4.0 0.0
7.5-8 1.8 0.0
B-25 1.5-2 85 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
B-25, cont. 5.5-6 1.3 0.0
7.5-8 0.9 0.0
B-26 1.5-2 600 0.0
2.5-3 101 0.0
3.5-4 60 0.0
5-6 16.8 0.0
7-8 12.2 0.0
B-27 3.54 4.0 0.0
6-6.5 1.3 0.0
7.5-8 3.1 0.0
9.5-10 0.9 0.0
11.5-12 04 0.0
B-28 3.5-4 0.9 0.0
6.5-7 1.3 0.0
9.5-10 0.9 0.0
11.5-12 1.8 0.0
B-29 3.5-4 8.6 0.0
5.5-6 1.8 0.0
7.5-8 0.4 0.0
B-30 3.5-4.0 1.3 0.0
4-4.8 0.9 0.0
7.5-8 2.2 0.0
11.5-12 04 0.0
B-31 2.5-3 0.9 0.0
6-6.5 2.2 0.0
7.5-8 0.9 0.0
B-32 3.5-4 9.9 0.0
6-6.5 8.1 0.0
7.5-8 4.0 0.0
11.5-12 0.9 0.0
14.5-15 0.9 0.0
B-33 1.5-2 1.9 0.0
3.5-4 1.3 0.0
6-6.5 0.9 0.0
7.5-8 0.9 0.0
9.5-10 0.9 0.0
11-11.5 0.9 0.0
B-34 2-2.5 4.5 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
B-34, cont. 3.5-4 2.2 0.0
6-7 1.3 0.0
7.5-8 1.8 0.0
IRM Geopobe Borings - December 2003
GP-1 1.7-4.9 7.0 0.0
4.9-57 14.0 0.0
5.7-71.7 24 0.0
7.7-9.7 15.0 0.0
9.7-11 5.0 0.0
11-13.7 5.0 0.0
GP-2 1-2.5 17.0 0.0
2.5-5 22 0.0
5-7 30 0.0
7-9 14.0 0.0
9-10.5 10.0 0.0
10.5-12.7 3.0 0.0
GP-3 1.3-2.3 250 0.0
2.3-3.3 33 0.0
3.3-5.3 19.0 0.0
5.3-8.3 9.0 0.0
8.3-9.3 13.0 0.0
9.3-12 2.0 0.0
GP-4 0.8-4.8 2.0 0.0
4.8-8.5 2.0 0.0
GP-5 06-2.6 0.0 0.0
5-6 193 0.0
6-6.6 29 0.0
9-9.5 8,000 0.0
10-10.6 945 0.0
12-12.6 4.0 0.0
12.6-14.6 3.0 0.0
GP-6 6-6.5 755 0.0
7-7.5 2,480 0.0
9.5-10 1.7 0.0
10-10.5 22 0.0
12-12.5 6 0.0
GP-7 6-6.5 1.5 0.0
9.5-10 42 0.0
10-10.5 1.7 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
GP-8 7.5-8 77 0.0
10-10.5 22 0.0
GP-9 9.5-10 0.1 0.0
12-12.5 0.0 0.0
GP-10 19.8-20 0.0 0.0
23-24 0.0 0.0
B-23 Geoprobe Borings - September 2005
B-35 2-3 405 0.0
3-4 115 0.0
5-6 37 0.0
7-8 18 0.0
B-36 5-6 37 0.0
7-8 125 0.0
9-10 35 0.0
B-37 2-3 0.0 0.0
3-4 4.5 0.0
7-8 4.1 0.0
B-38 3-3.5 0.0 0.0
3.5-4 0.0 0.0
5-6 0.0 0.0
B-39 2.5-3 31 0.0
3.5-4 23 0.0
6-7 13.8 0.0
B-40 2-2.5 9.4 0.0
3.5-4 7.8 0.0
6.5-7 50 0.0
7.5-8 22 0.0
B-41 1.9-2.3 2.3 0.0
3.5-4 9.3 0.0
7.5-8 58 0.0
B-42 1.5-2 8.6 0.0
3.5-4 7.6 0.0
6-7 24 0.0
7-8 93 0.0
B-43 2-3 2.4 0.0
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF PID HEADSPACE READINGS (ppm)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

PID Readings
Borehole Depth Peak Background
(ft. bgs) (ppm) (ppm)
B-43, cont. 3-4 88 0.0
7-8 36 0.0
B-44 2-2.5 0.0 0.0
3-4 0.0 0.0
7-8 0.8 0.0
Well Installations - November 2005
MW-16 0.5-2 1,600 0.0
2-4 39 0.0
4-6 23 0.0
6-8 88 0.0
8-10 20 0.0
MW-17 0.5-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0
4-6 04 0.0
6-8 3.4 0.0
8-10 0.6 0.0
10-12 0.5 0.0
12-14 1.2 0.0
14-16 1.3 0.0
16-18 1.2 0.0
MW-18 0-2 0.0 0.0
2-4 0.0 0.0
4-6 0.0 0.0
6-8 0.0 0.0
8-10 0.0 0.0
10-12 0.0 0.0
12-14 0.0 0.0
14-16 0.0 0.0
16-18 0.0 0.0
18-20 0.0 0.0
20-22 0.0 0.0

Notes:

1. ft. bgs = feet below ground surface.

2. ppm = parts per million.

3. PID data collected with Thermo Env Model 580B equipped with an 11.7 eV lamp.
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TABLE 2
SOIL SAMPLE SUMMARY

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

|W. |W. w N 7)) |W. I
n n O v o [ 0 (o]
o O o o oY 0 o 8 =]
. O w o g >0 > = O v ] >
Sample ID Location Date Depth > o > (N7 n d W i = 2 2
3% (83 |85 |2 |2E% & |ES
(fttbgs) | F< | FO | F& | F& |Fa<| ~ (=
May 2002
BU-MW13-S MW-13 5/20/02 6-8 X X
8-10 X
10-12 X
BU-XX-S-DU MW-13 5/20/02 10-12 X
BU-MW?7-S MW-7 5/21/02 16-18 X
14 -16 X X
BU-MW8-S-MS/MSD MW-8 5/21/02 16-18 X X
18-20 X X
BU-MW12-S MW-12 5/22/02 12-14 X X X
BU-XX-S-DU MW-12 5/22/02 12-14 X X X
August 2002
BU-MW2D-S MW-2D 8/5/02 8-10 X X
BU-MW10-S MW-10 8/5/02 2-4 X X X
8-10 X
BU-MW9-S MW-9 8/6/02 4-6 X X
BU-MW11-S MW-11 8/7/02 10-12 X X
BU-MW6-S MW-6 8/8/02 15-15.9 X X
BU-B11-S B-11 8/8/02 75-8 X X
BU-B12-S B-12 8/8/02 4-53 X X
BU-B13-S B-13 8/8/02 3-38 X X X
BU-B14-S B-14 8/8/02 35-4 X X X X
BU-B18-S B-18 8/8/02 45-5 X X X X
BU-B15-S B-15 8/9/02 45-5 X X X
BU-B16-S-MS/MSD B-16 8/9/02 6-6.5 X X X
BU-B17-S B-17 8/9/02 45-5 X X X X
BU-B8-S B-8 8/12/02 1.8-25 X X
BU-B9-S B-9 8/12/02 5-6.5 X X
BU-B10-S B-10 8/12/02 3-37 X X X X
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TABLE 2
SOIL SAMPLE SUMMARY

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

n n (ST, O 4 [ - (o]
O - O o oo [ oI 0 I a
. O w o g >0 > = O v ] >
Sample ID Location Date Depth > o > (N7 n d W i = 2 2
5% |33 |85 |8%|88| 2 |E:
(fthgs) | F< | FO | F&@ | F&@ [Fa<g| F =
February 2003
BU-MW14-S-MS/MSD | MW-14 2/26/03 15.2-16 X
BU-MW15-S MW-15 2/26/03 11.5-12 X
BU-S-DUP MW-15 2/26/03 11.5-12 X
May 2003
BU-B19-S B-19 5/5/03 3.54 X
BU-B20-S B-20 5/5/03 3.54 X
BU-B21-S B-21 5/3/03 4.5-5 X
BU-B22-S B-22 5/5/03 5.5-6 X
BU-B23-S B-23 5/3/03 1-2 X
BU-B24-S B-24 5/3/03 5.5-6 X
BU-B25-S B-25 5/3/03 5.5-6 X
BU-B26-S B-26 5/3/03 2.5-3 X
BU-B27-S B-27 5/3/03 3.54 X
BU-B28-S B-28 5/3/03 6.5-7 X
BU-29-S B-29 5/3/03 3.54 X
BU-B30-S B-30 5/3/03 3.54 X
BU-B31-S-MS/MSD B-31 5/5/03 6-6.5 X
BU-B32-S B-32 5/5/03 3.54 X X
BU-DUP-S B-32 5/5/03 3.54 X X
BU-B33-S B-33 5/5/03 6-6.5 X
BU-B34-S B-34 5/5/03 2-2.5 X
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TABLE 2
SOIL SAMPLE SUMMARY

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

7] 7 [SNT:) o [ - (@)
o O o o oY 0 o 8 =]
. O w o g >0 > = O v ] >
Sample ID Location Date Depth > o > (N7 n d W i = 2 2
5% |33 |85 |8%|88| 2 |E:
(ft. bgs) | F <« O - 2 F& |Fa< P o™
September 2005
BU-B35-S B-35 9/20/05 2-3 X
BU-XX-S B-35 9/20/05 2-3 X
BU-B35-S B-35 9/20/05 7-8 X
BU-B36-S B-36 9/20/05 7-8 X X
BU-B36-S B-36 9/20/05 9-10 X X
BU-B37-S B-37 9/20/05 3-4 X
BU-B39-S B-39 9/20/05 2.5-3 X
BU-B39-S B-39 9/20/05 6-7 X
BU-B40-S B-40 9/20/05 6.5-7 X
BU-B40-S B-40 9/20/05 7.5-8 X
BU-B41-S B-41 9/20/05 3.5-4 X
BU-B42-S B-42 9/20/05 3.5-4 X
BU-B42-S B-42 9/20/05 7-8 X
BU-B43-S B-43 9/20/05 3-4 X X
BU-B43-S B-43 9/20/05 7-8 X X
November 2005
MW16 (0.2-2) MW-16 11/22/05 0.5-2 X
MW-DUP MW-16 11/22/05 0.5-2 X
MW16 (9-10) MW-16 11/22/05 9-10 X
MW17 (7.5-8) MW-17 11/22/05 7.5-8 X
MW18 (18-20) MW-18 11/21/05 18-20 X
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TABLE 3

WELL COMPLETION SUMMARY
Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Well Completion Horiz. Coordinates Elevation (ft. AMSL) Bentonite | Sandpack [ Screened Lower Total Horiz. Coord. (NAD 83 UTM Zone| Elevation (ft. AMSL)
Designation Date (NAD 27, in feet) (NGVD 29) Seal Interval Interval Seal Depth 18 (NYTM), in meters) (NAVD 88)
Northing Easting Ground Reference (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) Northing Easting Ground Reference
Phase Il Well Installations
MW-1 5/26/99 1142537.57 744790.33 562.9 562.7 8.0-10.0 10.0-22.0 12.0-220 | - 22.0 283156.900 4778940.184 562.31 562.13
MW-2 5/26/99 1142493.48 744594.42 561.9 561.71 7.0-9.0 9.0-21.0 11.0-21.0 | -—-- 21.0 283096.656 4778929.309 561.30 561.14
MW-5 5/26/99 1142494.61 744690.77 562.1 561.76 7.0-9.0 9.0-21.0 1156215 | - 215 283126.017 4778928.397 561.55 561.19
RI Well Installations
MW-2D 8/8/02 1142494.16 744598.95 562.0 561.56 20.8-313|31.3-423| 323-423| - 42.3 283098.045 4778929.456 561.42 560.99
MW-6 8/8/02 1142421.82 744536.23 560.3 559.78 2.0-4.0 4.0-19.0 5.0-190 | - 19.0 283077.999 4778908.241 559.76 559.21
MW-7 5/21/02 1142424.79 744608.88 561.4 560.83 2.0-4.0 4.0-20.0 5.0-200 | - 20.0 283100.165 4778908.199 560.79 560.26
MW-8 5/21/02 1142457.74 744566.35 562.0 561.48 2.0-4.0 4.0-19.5 5.0-19.0 19.5-24.0 24.0 283087.641 4778918.789 561.39 560.91
MW-9 8/6/02 1142493.78 744521.28 561.1 560.36 2.0-4.0 4.0-16.0 50-150 | - 16.0 283074.383 4778930.353 560.50 559.79
MW-10 8/5/02 1142551.60 744548.68 562.8 562.37 2.0-4.0 4.0-20.0 5.0-200 | - 20.0 283083.482 4778947.607 562.18 561.80
MW-11 8/7/02 1142420.37 744465.16 559.3 559.05 2.0-4.0 4.0-20.0 5.0-200 | - 20.0 283056.334 4778908.726 558.75 558.48
MW-12 5/22/02 1142757.58 744542.13 562.8 562.3 2.0-4.0 4.0-20.0 5.0-200 | - 20.0 283084.172 4779010.429 562.27 561.73
MW-13 5/20/02 1142765.66 744756.32 563.9 563.42 2.0-4.0 4.0-21.0 5.2-20.2 | 21.0-34.0 34.0 283149.514 4779010.098 563.34 562.85
MW-14 2/25/03 1142550.30 744481.45 561.2 560.9 1.5-3.0 3.0-13.0 | 4.0-13.0 | 13.0-16.0 16.0 283062.989 4778948.087 560.61 560.33
MW-15 2/25/03 1142501.30 744461.37 560.4 560.1 1.5-3.0 3.0-10.0 | 4.0-10.0 | 10.0-12.0 12.0 283056.234 4778933.424 559.86 559.53
MW-16 11/22/05 1142571.98 744538.31 562.60 561.97 1.0-3.0 3.0-8.0 4.0-8.0 8.0-10.0 10.0 283080.589 4778953.949 562.03 561.40
MW-17 11/22/05 1142304.73 744380.94 556.60 556.16 3.0-6.0 6.0-18.0 7.0-170 | - 18.0 283029.175 4778874.602 556.03 555.59
MW-18 11/22/05 1142352.47 744353.02 557.00 556.48 10.6-13.2 13.2-20.5 15.56-20.5 | 20.5-21.0 21.0 283021.294 4778889.506 556.43 555.91
RW-1 12/30/03 NS NS 563.7 563.27 0.5-1.5 1.5-12.0 2060 | - 12.0 NS NS 563.13 562.70
RW-2 12/30/03 NS NS 563.8 563.25 0.5-1.0 1.0-12.0 1565 | - 12.0 NS NS 563.23 562.68
Notes:

1. NS = Not Surveyed

2. ft. bgs = all depths feet below ground surface.

3. All wells completed with flush-mount protective casings.
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TABLE 4
WATER LEVEL SUMMARY

Buell Automatics
Rochester, NY

Monitoring| Ground | Reference May 31, 2002 June 27, 2002 August 20, 2002 March 31, 2003 January 13, 2004 August 24, 2004 May 2, 2006 September 15, 2006
Well Elevation | Elevation Water Level Water Level Water Level Water Level Water Level Water Level Water Level Water Level
(ft. btoc) [(elevation)| (ft. btoc) |(elevation)| (ft. btoc) [(elevation)| (ft. btoc) |(elevation)| (ft. btoc) |(elevation)| (ft. btoc) |(elevation)| (ft. btoc) |(elevation)| (ft. btoc) | (elevation)
MW-1 563.9 562.70 3.32 559.38 3.86 558.84 5.79 556.91 3.08 559.62 - - 4.38 558.32 4.13 558.57
MW-2 561.9 561.71 2.17 559.54 3.59 558.12 6.31 555.40 2.26 559.45 - - 3.68 558.03 1.98 559.73
MW-2 D 562.0 561.56 - - - - dry --- dry --- --- - --- - - dry -
MW-5 562.1 561.76 1.69 560.07 2.58 559.18 4.77 556.99 1.81 559.95 3.05 558.71 - 3.21 558.55 2.16 559.60
MW-6 560.3 559.78 - - - - 15.40 544.38 10.30 549.48 --- - 10.01 549.77 3.91 555.87 3.57 556.21
MW-7 561.4 560.83 2.08 558.75 3.24 557.59 5.88 554.95 2.21 558.62 - 4.45 556.38 3.45 557.38 2.02 558.81
MW-8 562.0 561.48 6.88 554.60 7.21 554.27 11.05 550.43 3.24 558.24 4.92 556.56 - 3.59 557.89 2.31 559.17
MW-9 561.1 560.36 - - - - 5.26 555.10 0.96 559.40 4.08 556.28 --- - 2.65 557.71 0.94 559.42
MW-10 562.8 562.37 - - - - 2.98 559.39 1.55* 560.82 - - - - 2.11* 560.26 1.26* 561.11
MW-11 559.3 559.05 - --- - --- 15.99 543.06 10.21 548.84 --- - 15.33 543.72 10.15 548.90 11.96 547.09
MW-12 562.8 562.30 1.60 560.70 2.28 560.02 4.11 558.19 1.50 560.80 - - 2.99 559.31 249 559.81
MW-13 563.9 563.42 3.30 560.12 4.05 559.37 5.91 557.51 4.02 559.40 - - 4.99 558.43 3.88 559.54
MW-14 561.3 560.90 - --- - --- - - 1.16 559.74 2.66 558.24 2.73 558.17 2.85 558.05 2.88 558.02
MW-15 560.5 560.10 - --- - --- --- 2.97 557.13 3.57 556.53 4.28 555.82 2.45 557.65 1.63 558.47
MW-16 562.6 561.97 - --- - --- - - - --- - - - --- 1.66 560.31 0.34 561.63
MW-17 556.6 556.16 - --- - --- - - - --- - - - --- 2.82 553.34 3.13 553.03
MW-18 556.6 556.48 - --- - --- - - - --- - - - --- dry --- dry ---
RW-1 563.7 563.27 - - - - - - - 4.96 558.31 - 4.21 559.06 - -
RW-2 563.8 563.25 --- - --- - --- - - 5.74 557.51 - 5.20 558.05 --- ---
Notes:

1. Reference elevation based upon vertical datum NGVD 29.
2. ft. btoc = feet below top of casing.

. * = oily floating product
4. (---) = not measured.
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TABLE 5
FIELD PARAMETER SUMMARY

Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Well Date Time Volume pH Conductivity | Temperature | Turbidity
(gal) (SU) (umhos/cm) (°C) (NTU)
MW-1 09/11/02 13:28 24 7.24 1,404 17.2 >200
13:32 3.6 -dry after 1.5 volumes
09/12/02 9:25 0.3 6.92 1,430 16.0 >200
MW-2 09/10/02 11:38 1.4 7.19 1,372 19.4 >200
11:44 28 6.95 1,445 18.3 >200
11:49 4.2 6.96 1,428 18.2 >200
09/12/02 11:02 126 ml/min 6.96 1,351 19.2 13.1
(low flow) 11:07 126 ml/min 6.85 1,313 19.2 12.3
11:12 141 ml/min 6.84 1,310 19.5 10.5
05/01/06 - 22 7.08 1,971 15.7 187
- 4.4 7.04 2,038 13.8 479
15:15 6.6 6.92 2,098 13.6 >1000
MW-3 08/24/04 9:46 0.1 6.08 615 19.4 >200
(All-Around) 9:58 0.2 6.28 778 19.7 >200
10:10 0.3 6.33 788 20.2 >200
05/01/06 - 0.2 7.05 2,352 11.8 >1000
12:00 0.4 6.97 2,298 11.7 >1000
dry
MW-4 08/24/04 10:26 0.2 6.50 1,306 20.7 >200
(All-Around) 10:38 0.4 6.63 1,120 19.9 >200
10:50 0.6 6.63 1,123 19.7 >200
MW-5 09/10/02 12:53 2.0 6.93 1,856 19.2 >200
13:00 4.0 6.92 1,803 18.1 >200
13:08 6.0 6.90 1,824 18.6 >200
09/12/02 12:12 141 ml/min 6.75 1,788 19.7 341
(low flow) 12:17 150 ml/min 6.70 1,792 19.7 40.5
12:22 141 ml/min 6.65 1,776 19.9 21.7
MW-6 09/11/02 10:47 0.1 7.36 1,038 23.0 >200
10:51 0.3 7.14 1,030 224 >200
10:55 0.5 7.07 1,033 222 >200
10:59 0.7 7.17 1,034 222 >200
08/24/04 12:00 1 6.95 821 215 >200
12:04 2 9.84 832 20.9 >200
12:08 3 6.84 836 20.9 >200
05/01/06 - 24 7.07 2,048 14.6 >1000
14:00 4.8 7.19 2,176 12.9 >1000
MW-7 09/11/02 11:22 2.0 6.85 1,153 19.9 152
11:29 4.0 6.80 1,256 18.8 >200
11:34 6.0 6.73 1,238 18.9 192
08/24/04 11:14 24 6.67 1,069 18.1 -
11:20 4.8 6.68 1,119 17.5 -
11:26 7.2 6.68 1,247 16.7 -
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TABLE 5
FIELD PARAMETER SUMMARY

Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Well Date Time Volume pH Conductivity | Temperature | Turbidity
(gal) (SU) (umhos/cm) (°C) (NTU)
MW-7 05/01/06 - 25 6.89 2,314 14.3 14.1
- 5.0 6.92 2,478 13.6 35.3
14:40 7.5 6.95 2,510 12.4 52.9
MW-8 09/10/02 14:02 1.2 7.99 542 20.2 >200
14:13 24 8.10 544 19.6 98.0
14:20 3.6 8.14 554 19.7 148.0
09/12/02 13:13 114 ml/min 8.09 584 20.7 6.7
(low flow) 13:18 120 ml/min 8.07 554 20.7 3.2
13:23 120 ml/min 8.05 543 21.2 28
05/01/06 - 24 7.25 1,538 14.0 261
- 4.8 7.36 1,789 13.6 337
13:00 7.2 7.58 1,781 13.2 >1000
MW-9 09/11/02 13:50 1.3 6.70 1,105 21.3 >200
13:54 26 6.78 1,150 20.3 >200
14:00 3.9 6.65 1,155 19.8 >200
05/01/06 - 1.9 6.78 2,384 13.2 268
- 3.8 6.61 2,448 124 121
15:45 5.7 6.79 2,507 12.2 266
MW-10 09/11/02 14:28 25 6.56 1,430 19.3 120.0
14:37 5 6.52 1,418 17.0 144.0
14:44 7.5 6.44 1,422 16.8 >200
05/01/06 - 28 7.29 1,321 14.2 >1000
- 5.6 6.80 1,361 12.9 >1000
11:30 8.4 6.55 1,372 12.8 >1000
MW-11 09/11/02 10:16 0.1 6.77 1,554 20.1 >200
dry
03/13/03 11:56 0.9 717 1,541 6.8 771
12:01 1.8 7.25 1,507 6.6 66.3
12:05 27 7.24 1,492 6.5 49.8
12:12 3.6 7.16 1,490 6.4 28.6
08/24/04 12:30 0.6 6.76 1,293 20.1 -
12:34 1.2 6.68 1,297 194 -
12:37 1.8 6.70 1,292 191 -
05/01/06 - 1.4 7.09 2,629 141 231
- 2.8 7.03 2,732 12.6 708
13:30 4.2 6.84 2,696 12.8 >1000
MW-12 09/11/02 11:58 23 6.67 1,044 211 82.0
12:05 4.6 6.75 1,032 20.8 >200
12:14 6.9 6.76 1,038 204 >200
MW-13 09/10/02 10:34 21 6.69 1,951 19.1 >200
10:41 42 6.74 1,945 17.8 >200
10:47 6.3 6.83 1,959 16.0 >200
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TABLE 5
FIELD PARAMETER SUMMARY

Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Well Date Time Volume pH Conductivity | Temperature | Turbidity
(gal) (SU) (umhos/cm) (°C) (NTU)
MW-13 09/12/02 9:59 120 ml/min 6.85 1,865 16.8 15.3
(low flow) 10:04 126 ml/min 6.80 1,871 16.8 15.9
10:09 104 ml/min 6.74 1,869 16.7 16.0
MW-14 03/13/03 10:27 1.7 7.55 2,609 4.7 50.0
10:33 3.4 6.91 2,804 4.8 66.8
10:42 5.1 6.82 2,174 6.2 355
10:47 6.8 6.90 2,244 6.6 26.6
11:05 8.5 6.90 2,650 6.9 128.1
08/24/04 13:52 1.6 6.82 1,962 20.7 -
13:56 3.2 6.74 1,911 19.6 -
14:00 4.8 6.73 1,834 18.8 -
MW-15 03/13/03 9:30 0.7 5.95 2,577 3.3 82.2
9:34 1.4 6.46 2,584 3.9 130.5
9:38 21 6.70 2,635 3.9 125.0
9:41 2.8 7.37 2,593 4.1 99.2
9:46 3.5 6.78 2,768 4.2 199.2
08/24/04 13:02 0.9 6.85 1,856 20.1 -
13:04 1.8 6.87 1,770 20.0 -
13:06 27 6.91 1,716 194 -
MW-16 05/01/06 9:14 0.9 6.87 2,951 12.9 >1000
9:47 1.8 6.61 3,173 11.8 >1000
10:20 27 6.59 3,183 11.7 505
09/15/06 12:19 1.1 6.84 1,670 21.0 -
12:26 22 6.82 1,701 211 -
12:32 3.3 6.85 1,794 20.9 -
MW-17 05/01/06 9:06 22 6.85 2,405 1.4 >200
9:11 4.4 6.92 2,439 111 >200
9:16 6.6 7.20 2,431 11.5 >200
09/15/06 9:58 21 6.60 1,015 20.1 >200
10:06 4.3 713 1,032 19.3 >200
10:15 6.4 7.23 1,036 18.8 >200
RW-1 05/02/06 - 0.7 6.58 2,825 171 282
10:55 1.4 6.49 2,822 17.3 387
dry
RW-2 05/02/06 11:25 0.5 6.97 1,300 15.3 >1000
dry
Notes:

ft btoc = feet below top of casing.

SU = standard units.

umhos/cm = micromhos per centimeter.
(°C) = degrees Celcius.

NTU = Nephelometric Turbidity Units.

o 0b-=
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GROUNDWATER SAMPLE SUMMARY

TABLE 6

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

EEEEE T g
@ _ ® 0 o 0w o K4 2
85 | 83| 88 | Sa | S| 02| =
o | 2= | 22| 22| 93 |.3=2| 3
Sample ID Location Date Method m M m U_ m H m 2 m 2 m Y M _m
August 2002
BU-B11-GW-MS/MSD B-11 8/7/02 disposable bailer X
BU-B13-GW B-13 8/7/02 disposable bailer X
BU-B14-GW B-14 8/7/02 disposable bailer X
BU-B18-GW B-18 8/8/02 disposable bailer X
Trip Blanks - 8/8/02 - X
BU-B15-GW B-15 8/9/02 disposable bailer X
BU-B16-GW B-16 8/9/02 disposable bailer X
BU-B16-W-RB B-16 8/9/02 disposable bailer X
BU-B17-GW B-17 8/9/02 disposable bailer X
Trip Blanks - 8/9/02 - X
September 2002
BU-MW2-GW MW-2 9/10/02 disposable bailer X X X
BU-XX-GW-DU MW-2 9/10/02 disposable bailer X X X
BU-MW5-GW MW-5 9/10/02 disposable bailer X X X
BU-MW8-GW MW-8 9/10/02 disposable bailer X X X
BU-MW13-GW-MS/MSD MW-13 9/10/02 disposable bailer X X X
Trip Blanks - 9/10/02 - X
BU-MW6-GW MW-6 9/11/02 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW7-GW MW-7 9/11/02 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW9-GW MW-9 9/11/02 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW10-GW MW-10 9/11/02 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW12-GW MW-12 9/11/02 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW1-GW MW-1 9/12/02 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW2-GW MW-2 9/12/02 peristaltic pump X
BU-DUP-GW MW-2 9/12/02 peristaltic pump X
BU-MW5-GW MW-5 9/12/02 peristaltic pump X
BU-MW8-GW MW-8 9/12/02 peristaltic pump X
BU-MW13-GW-MS/MSD MW-13 9/12/02 peristaltic pump X
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GROUNDWATER SAMPLE SUMMARY

TABLE 6

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

> > > >
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> o >3 > © n 0 »n J Lo =
5% | 83 |85 |85 |82 |2k%| 2
Sample ID Location Date Method m < m o = w ey F2 P Y < =
Trip Blanks - 9/12/02 - X
March 2003
BU-MW15-GW MW-15 3/13/03 disposable bailer X
BU-DUP-GW MW-15 3/13/03 disposable bailer X
BU-MW14-GW MS/MSD MW-14 3/13/03 disposable bailer X
BU-MW11-GW MW-11 3/13/03 disposable bailer X
May 2003
BU-B27-W-MS/MSD B-27 5/3/03 disposable bailer X
BU-DUP-W B-19 5/3/03 disposable bailer X
BU-B19-W B-19 5/5/03 disposable bailer X
Trip Blanks - 5/5/03 disposable bailer X
January 2004
BU-RW-1-W MS/MSD RW-1 1/13/04 disposable bailer X
BU-RW-2-W RW-2 1/13/04 disposable bailer X
Trip Blanks - 1/13/04 - X
Auqust 2004
MW-3 MW-3 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
(385 Buell)
MW-4 MW-4 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
(385 Buell)
MW-6 MW-6 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
MW-7 MW-7 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
MW-11 MW-11 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
MW-14 MW-14 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
MW-15 MW-15 8/24/04 disposable bailer X
May 2006
BU-MW2-GW MW-2 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-MW3-GW MW-3 (385) 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-MW6-GW MW-6 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-MW7-GW MW-7 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-MW8-GW MW-8 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-MW9-GW MW-9 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-M10-GW MW-10 5/1/06 disposable bailer X X
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TABLE 6

GROUNDWATER SAMPLE SUMMARY

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

> > > >
o o K] n N ) o
» » » O v oo » 0
O~ o 03 oo oY m o S
O w o o« >0 > = (ST, [
> o >3 > © n 0 »n J Lo =
.| W .| m .| M a4 < a0 40 W .|
Sample ID Location Date Method m < m o m 1] m 2 m 2 m Y < _m
BU-MW11-GW MW-11 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-M16-GW MW-16 5/1/06 disposable bailer X X
BU-MW17-GW MW-17 5/1/06 disposable bailer X
BU-RW1-GW RW-1 5/2/06 disposable bailer X
BU-RW2-GW RW-2 5/2/06 disposable bailer X
BU-DUP-GW MW-16 5/1/06 disposable bailer X X
TRIP BLANK - - --- X
September 2006
BU-M16-GW MW-16 9/15/06 disposable bailer X
BU-MW17-GW MW-17 9/15/06 disposable bailer X
TRIP BLANK - - --- X
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TABLE 7
STRATIGRAPHIC SUMMARY

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Boring/ Ground FILL LACUSTRINE SAND SILT and CLAY LACUSTRINE SAND GLACIAL TILL BEDROCK
Bottom Bottom Bottom Bottom Bottom
Well Elevation Top Bottom Top Elev. Elev. Top Bottom Top Elev. Elev. Top Bottom Top Elev. Elev. Top Bottom Top Elev. Elev. Top Bottom Top Elev. Elev. Top Top Elev.
(ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) (f AMSL) | (f.AMSL) | (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) | (ftAMSL) | (ftAMSL) | (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) | (ft AMSL) | (ftAMSL) | (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) | (ft AMSL) | (ftAMSL) | (ft. bgs) (ft. bgs) (ft. AMSL) | (ftLAMSL) [ (ft. bgs) | (ft.AMSL)
Phase Il Field Data
MW-1 563.9 0.0 0.0 - - 0.0 20.0 563.9 543.9 20.0 >22.0 543.9 - - - - - - - - - - -
MW-2 561.9 0.0 3.0 561.9 558.9 3.0 125 558.9 549.4 125 19.0 549.4 542.9 - - - - 19.0 >21 542.9 - - -
MW-3 562.8 0.0 5.0 562.8 557.8 3.0 >21 559.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
MW-4 562.8 0.0 3.0 562.8 559.8 3.0 19.0 559.8 543.8 19.0 29.0 543.8 533.8 - - - - 29.0 30.5 533.8 532.3 - -
MW-5 562.1 0.0 4.0 562.1 558.1 4.0 18.0 558.1 5441 - - - - - - - - 18.0 >21.5 5441 - - -
B-1 562.8 0.0 3.0 562.8 559.8 3.0 >9 559.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-2 562.8 0.0 1.0 562.8 561.8 1.0 5.0 561.8 557.8 5.0 >7 557.8 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-3 562.8 0.0 1.0 562.8 561.8 1.0 6.0 561.8 556.8 6.0 >7 556.8 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-4 562.8 0.0 1.0 562.8 561.8 1.0 6.5 561.8 556.3 6.5 >7 556.3 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-5 562.8 0.0 1.0 562.8 561.8 1.0 6.5 561.8 556.3 6.5 >7 556.3 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-6 562.8 0.0 3.0 562.8 559.8 3.0 >13 559.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-7 562.8 0.0 3.0 562.8 559.8 3.0 > 11 559.8 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Remedial Investigation Field Data
MW-2D 562.0 0.0 2.0 562.0 560.0 2.0 19.5 560.0 542.5 19.5 24.0 542.5 538.0 24.0 28.0 538.0 534.0 28.0 373 534.0 524.7 37.3 524.7
MW-6 560.3 0.0 26 560.3 557.7 26 11.2 557.7 549.1 11.2 15.0 549.1 545.3 15.0 15.9 545.3 544.4 15.9 >19 544.4 - - -
MW-7 561.4 0.0 1.5 561.4 559.9 1.5 134 559.9 548.0 134 18.3 548.0 543.1 - - - - 18.3 >20 543.1 - - -
MW-8 562.0 0.0 1.3 562.0 560.7 1.3 17.0 560.7 545.0 17.0 19.6 545.0 542.4 19.6 226 542.4 539.4 226 >24 539.4 - - -
MW-9 561.1 0.0 1.6 561.1 559.5 1.6 11.0 559.5 550.1 - - - - - - - - 11.0 >16 550.1 - - -
MW-10 562.8 0.0 0.5 562.8 562.3 0.5 17.7 562.3 545.1 - - - - - - - - 17.7 >20 545.1 - - -
MW-11 559.3 0.0 1.5 559.3 557.8 1.5 11.2 557.8 548.1 - - - - - - - - 11.2 >20 548.1 - - -
MW-12 562.8 0.0 1.7 562.8 561.1 1.7 8.6 561.1 554.2 8.6 11.7 554.2 551.1 1.7 13.8 551.1 549.0 13.8 >20 549.0 - - -
MW-13 563.9 0.0 0.8 563.9 563.1 0.8 20.0 563.1 543.9 20.0 26.0 543.9 537.9 26.0 27.8 537.9 536.1 27.8 >34 536.1 - - -
MW-14 561.3 0.0 1.5 561.3 559.8 1.5 4.0 559.8 557.3 4.0 15.2 557.3 546.1 15.2 > 16 546.1 - - - - - - -
MW-15 560.5 0.0 1.5 560.5 559.0 1.5 9.0 559.0 551.5 9.0 115 551.5 549.0 115 >12 549.0 - - - - - - -
MW-16 562.6 0.0 2.0 562.6 560.6 2.0 55 560.6 557.1 55 >10 557.1 - - - - - - - - - - -
MW-17 556.6 0.0 2.0 556.6 554.6 2.0 9.0 554.6 547.6 9.0 >18 547.6 - 115 14.0 545.1 542.6 - - - - - -
MW-18 556.6 0.0 2.0 556.6 554.6 - - - - 2.0 21.0 554.6 535.6 21.0 >22 535.6 - - - - - - -
B-8 563.7 0.0 3.0 563.7 560.7 3.0 >6.5 560.7 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-9 563.7 0.0 25 563.7 561.2 25 >6.5 561.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-10 563.7 0.0 25 563.7 561.2 25 3.8 561.2 559.9 3.8 >6 559.9 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-11 562.0 0.0 20 562.0 560.0 2.0 >12 560.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-12 562.0 0.0 2.0 562.0 560.0 2.0 53 560.0 556.7 53 >11 556.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-13 562.0 0.0 20 562.0 560.0 2.0 >10 560.0 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-14 562.0 0.0 1.7 562.0 560.3 1.7 >10 560.3 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-15 563.7 0.0 3.3 563.7 560.4 3.3 >10 560.4 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-16 563.7 0.0 3.3 563.7 560.4 3.3 7.0 560.4 556.7 7.0 >9 556.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-17 563.7 0.0 3.5 563.7 560.2 3.5 7.0 560.2 556.7 7.0 >9 556.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-18 562.8 0.0 3.5 562.8 559.3 3.5 9.2 559.3 553.6 9.2 >10 553.6 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-19 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 7.2 561.7 556.5 7.2 >10.2 556.5 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-20 563.7 0.0 2.3 563.7 561.4 2.3 75 561.4 556.2 75 >10 556.2 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-21 562.8 0.0 2.0 562.8 560.8 2.0 5.0 560.8 557.8 5.0 >8 557.8 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-22 562.8 0.0 2.5 562.8 560.3 25 6.0 560.3 556.8 6.0 >8 556.8 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-23 563.7 0.0 1.0 563.7 562.7 1.0 3.5 562.7 560.2 3.5 >8 560.2 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-24 563.7 0.0 0.5 563.7 563.2 0.5 >8 563.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-25 563.7 0.0 1.5 563.7 562.2 1.5 >8 562.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-26 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 >8 561.7 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-27 563.7 0.0 1.0 563.7 562.7 1.0 11.2 562.7 552.5 11.2 >12 552.5 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-28 563.7 0.0 0.4 563.7 563.3 0.4 11.5 563.3 552.2 11.5 >12 552.2 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-29 563.7 0.0 0.5 563.7 563.2 0.5 7.5 563.2 556.2 75 >8 556.2 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-30 563.7 0.0 3.0 563.7 560.7 3.0 4.8 560.7 558.9 4.8 >12 558.9 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-31 563.7 0.0 3.0 563.7 560.7 - - - - 3.0 >8 560.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-32 563.7 0.0 25 563.7 561.2 25 >15 561.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-33 563.7 0.0 0.5 563.7 563.2 0.5 >11.5 563.2 - - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
B-34 563.7 0.0 0.5 563.7 563.2 0.5 7.0 563.2 556.7 7.0 >8 556.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-35 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 5.0 561.7 558.7 5.0 >8 558.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-36 563.7 0.0 3.0 563.7 560.7 - - - - 3.0 >10 560.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-37 563.7 0.0 22 563.7 561.5 22 6.0 561.5 557.7 6.0 >8 557.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-38 563.7 0.0 1.9 563.7 561.8 1.9 3.5 561.8 560.2 3.5 >6 560.2 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-39 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 5.0 561.7 558.7 5.0 >8 558.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-40 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 5.0 561.7 558.7 5.0 >8 558.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-41 563.7 0.0 1.9 563.7 561.8 1.9 2.3 561.8 561.4 2.3 >8 561.4 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-42 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 >8 561.7 - 2.0 7.0 561.7 556.7 - - - - - - - - - -
B-43 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 6.5 561.7 557.2 6.5 >8 557.2 - - - - - - - - - - -
B-44 563.7 0.0 2.0 563.7 561.7 2.0 5.0 561.7 558.7 5.0 >8 558.7 - - - - - - - - - - -
Notes:

1. Reference elevations based upon vertical datum NGVD 29.

2. ft. bgs = feet below ground surface.
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TABLE 8

GRAIN SIZE SUMMARY

Buell Automatics RI

Rochester, NY

Sample Depth STRATIGRAPHIC UNITS Description %gravel %sand Ysilt %clay K-value (Hazen)
LACUSTRINE SILT and

(ft. bgs) SAND CLAY GLACIAL TILL (cm/sec)

MW-8 10-14 X Reddish Brown Silty Fine Sand 0.0 53.2 46.1 0.7 3.46x10™

MW-8 (A) 20-22' X Light Brown Sandy Silt 1.6 315 64.9 2.0 9.22x107
MW-8 (B) 20-22' X Grayish Brown Clayey Silt 2.4 6.5 52.0 39.1 -

MW-2D 12-16' X Brown Silty Fine Sand 0.0 64.9 34.0 1.1 4.93x10™
MW-2D 20-24' X Gray Clayey Silt 1.7 7.8 63.7 26.8

MW-2D 33-37" X Gray Silty Sand with Gravel 24.5 47.2 27.4 0.9 2.59x10™

B-29 5.5-6' X Brown Sandy Silt 0.0 18.2 81.7 0.1 3.50x10™
B-29 7.5-8' X Reddish Brown Clayey Silt 0.0 6.2 47.2 46.6 -

tbl_00033_all_RI_REV1.xls/8-grain size data




TABLE 9
SUMMARY OF SLUG TEST RESULTS

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

STRATIGRAPHC UNITS
MONITORING SCREENED LACUSTRINE| SILT and GLACIAL RISING HEAD FALLING HEAD
WELLS DATE INTERVAL (ft. bgs.) SAND CLAY TILL (cm/sec) (cm/sec)
MW-2 10/30/02 11-21 X X 5.70E-04 5.20E-04
MW-6 11/26/02 5-19 X X X 5.34E-04 3.56E-04
MW-7 11/26/02 5-20 X X 1.13E-04 2.31E-04
MW-8 10/30/02 5-19 X X 5.10E-04 7.20E-04
MW-9 10/30/02 5-15 X X 5.50E-04 1.80E-04
MW-17 04/28/06 7-17 X X 1.10E-04 1.05E-04
Notes:

1. ft. bgs = feet below ground surface.
2. cm/s = centimeter per second.

tbl_00033_all_RI_REV1.xls/9-slug tests



Table 10

Summary of Volatile Organic Compounds in Soil: Monitoring Wells (ug/kg)

Buell Automatics RI

Rochester, NY

Sample ID| Part 375 Soil Cleanup Objectives ' [ BU-MW2D-S BU-MW6-S BU-MW?7-S BU-MW8-S BU-MW9-S BU-MW10-S BU-MW11-S BU-MW12-S BU-XX-S-DU BU-MW13-S BU-MW14-S BU-MW15-S BU-S-DUP MW-16 MW-DUP MW-16 MW-17 MW-18
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Industrial Protection of 8.0-10.0 15.0 - 15.9 16.0 - 18.0 16.0 - 18.0 4.0-6.0 8.0-10.0 10.0 - 12.0 12.0 - 14.0 12.0 - 14.0 6.0 -8.0 15.2-16.0 11.5-12.0 11.5-12.0 0.5-2.0 0.5-2.0 9-10 7.5-8 18-20

SDG# Groundwater R2213195 R2213195 R2212007 R2212007 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2212007 R2212007 R2212007 R2315842 R2315842 R2315842 R2528921 R2528921 R2528921 R2528921 R2528921

Date 08/05/02 08/08/02 05/21/02 05/21/02 08/06/02 08/05/02 08/07/02 05/22/02 05/22/02 05/21/02 02/25/03 02/25/03 02/25/03 11/22/05 11/22/05 11/22/05 11/22/05 11/22/05
Acetone 1,000,000 50 12U 11U 26 B 96 B 12U 11U 12U 17 B 21 B 19 B 10U 4J 4J 82 1,500 U 6.0 J 6J 14
Benzene 89,000 60 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Bromodichloromethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Bromoform NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Bromomethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
2-Butanone 1,000,000 120 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Carbon Disulfide NS NS 12U 11U 2J 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5J 1,500 U 11U 12 U 09J
Carbon Tetrachloride 44,000 760 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Chlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Chloroethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Chloroform 700,000 370 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Chloromethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Dibromochloromethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
1,1-Dichloroethane 480,000 270 12U 11U 11U 23J 28 45 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 580 J 11U 12 U 13U
1,2-Dichloroethane 60,000 20 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
1,1-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 330 12U 11U 11U 24 J 12U 5J 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 650 J 11U 12 U 13U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 190 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 3J 470 J 11U 12 U 13U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 250 190 4J 11U 480 90 890 D 11J 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 960 42,000 D 26 12 U 13U
1,2-Dichloropropane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Ethylbenzene 780,000 1,000 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 78 J 11U 12 U 13U
2-Hexanone NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Methylene Chloride 1,000,000 50 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 7 JB 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Styrene NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Tetrachloroethene 300,000 1,300 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 59 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
Toluene 1,000,000 700 12U 11U 11U 6J 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 3J 1,500 U 11U 05J 13U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1,000,000 680 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 4 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 340 48,000 D 11U 12 U 13U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane NS NS 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 19 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 15J 1,500 U 45J 12 U 13U
Trichloroethene 400,000 470 12U 4 11U 22,000 D 9J 440 D 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 530 290,000 D 29 12 U 13U
Vinyl Chloride 27,000 20 12U 11U 11U 60 U 6J 28 4J 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
o-Xylene ¥ 1,000,000 1,600 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 6J 1,500 U 11U 12 U 13U
m/p-Xylenes ) 1,000,000 1,600 12U 11U 11U 60 U 12U 11U 12U 12U 12U 12U 10U 10U 10U 5 U 1,500 U 11U 12U 13U
Total VOC TICs NS NS 0 11 0 0 10 71 16 0 0 0 0 0 0 1,831 39,900 65.5 0 0
Notes:
1. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
2. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
3. Bold-faced values are concentrations that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objectives for Protection of Groundwater.
4. W= 8COs for total xylenes.
5. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6
6. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
7. "J" indicates an estimated value.
8. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.

9. "B" indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.
10. BU-XX-S-DU is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-MW-12-S.
11. BU-S-DUP is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-MW15-S.
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Table 11

Sumary of Volatile Organic Compounds in Soil: Geoprobe Borings (ng/kg)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Sample ID Part 375 Soil BU-B8-S * B8 (52679) * BU-B9-S B-9 (52678) BU-B10-S | BU-B11-S | BU-B12-S | BU-B13-S | BU-B14-S | BU-B15-S B-15 (52680) BU-B16-S | BU-B17-S B-17 (52681) | BU-B18-S | BU-B19-S | BU-B21-S BU-B22-S BU-B23-S | BU-B24-S | BU-B25-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Cleanup Objectives " 1.8-25 3.2-45 5.0-6.5 55-6 3.0-3.7 7.5-8.0 4.0-53 3.0-3.8 3.5-4.0 4.5-5.0 4-6 6.0-6.5 45-5.0 15-2 4.5-5.0 3.5-4.0 4.5-5.0 5.5-6.0 1.0-2.0 5.5-6.0 5.5-6.0
SDG# Groundwater R2213195 DEC sample R2213195 DEC sample R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 DEC sample R2213195 | R2213195 DEC sample R2213195 | R2316744 | R2316744 R2316744 R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744
Date| Industrial Protection 08/12/02 08/12/02 08/12/02 08/12/02 08/12/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/08/02 05/05/03 05/03/03 05/05/03 05/05/03 05/03/03 05/03/03
Acetone 1,000,000 50 270,000 U 215U 1,500 U 238 U 1,500 U 58 J 28 57 J 12U 1,600 U 50.0 U 124 64 235U 1,600 U 1,600 U 59 65 U 1,500 U 12U 21
Benzene 89,000 60 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Bromobenzene NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
Bromochloromethane NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
Bromodichloromethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Bromoform NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Bromomethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
2-Butanone 1,000,000 120 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
n-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 12,000 43U 48 U 10.0 U 47U
sec-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 11,000 43U 48 U 99.4 47U
tert-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 5,900 43U 48 U 10.0 U 47U
Carbon Disulfide NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Carbon Tetrachloride 44,000 760 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Chlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 1374 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Chloroethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Chloroform 700,000 370 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Chloromethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
2-Chlorotoluene NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
4-Chlorotoluene NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
1,2-Dibromoethane NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
Dibromomethane NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
Dibromochloromethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane NS NS 43U 48U 10.0 U 47U
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100 43U 48 U 10.0 U 47U
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 560,000 2,400 43U 48 U 10.0 U 47U
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 250,000 1,800 43U 48 U 10.0 U 47U
Dichlorodifluoromethane NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
1,1-Dichloroethane 480,000 270 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 5J 47 J 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 8J 65 U 2,400 2J 12U
1,2-Dichloroethane 60,000 20 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
1,1-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 330 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 124 12U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 190 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 250 76,000 J 43U 1,200 J 48U 1,500 U 480 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 230 65 U 84,000 D 360 D 2J
1,2-Dichloropropane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
1,3-Dichloropropane NS NS 43U 48U 10.0 U 47U
2,2-Dichloropropane NS NS 43U 48U 10.0 U 47U
1,1-Dichloropropene NS NS 43U 48U 10.0 U 47U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Ethylbenzene 780,000 1,000 270,000 U 43U 210 J 48U 1,500 U 520 11U 60 U 12U 380 J 10.0 U 6J 27 J 27.6 1,600 U 480 J 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Hexachlorobutadiene NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
2-Hexanone NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Isopropylbenzene NS NS 51.4 48U 10.0 U 47U
4-Isopropyltoluene NS NS 43U 111.8 206.3 120.5
Methylene Chloride 1,000,000 50 270,000 U 215U 1,500 U 238 U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 50.0 U 13U 61U 235U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Methyl-tert-butyl Ether 1,000,000 930 43U 48U 10.0 U 47U
Naphthalene 1,000,000 12,000 202.1 2221 58.4 395.3
n-Propylbenzene 1,000,000 3,900 43U 92.7 10.0 U 33.3
Styrene NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Tetrachloroethene 300,000 1,300 270,000 U 571.5 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
Toluene 1,000,000 700 270,000 U 149.8 1,500 U 10.5 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1,000,000 680 150,000 J 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 16.6 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 67,000 D 124 12U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane NS NS 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 60 U 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12 12U
Trichloroethene 400,000 470 14,000,000 D 292,258 1,500 U 18.3 1,500 U 38J 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 4,012.5 13U 61U 227 1,600 U 1,900 25U 65 U 820,000 D 84 D 3J
Trichlorofluoromethane NS NS 43U 48U 100U 47U
1,2,3-Trichloropropane NS NS 43U 48U 10.0 U 47U
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 380,000 3,600 114.8 48U 2222 411.8
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 380,000 8,400 43U 214.2 10.0 U 117.6
Vinyl Chloride 27,000 20 270,000 U 43U 1,500 U 48U 1,500 U 140 11U 60 U 12U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 47U 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12 122U
o-Xylene ) 1,000,000 1,600 270,000 U 43U 170 J 48U 1,500 U 100 11U 28 J 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 5J 100 120.7 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 12U
m/p-Xylenes ) 1,000,000 1,600 270,000 U 86U 270 J 95U 620 J 580 11U 60 U 122U 1,600 U 10.0 U 13U 61U 75.9 1,600 U 1,600 U 25U 65 U 1,500 U 12U 122U
Total VOC TICs NS NS 3,820,000 198,700 114,600 128,700 87 12,530 13 178,900 5,530 12,150 172,500 340,000 6,000 4,490 12,500 0 0
Notes:

N A WN

@<=

. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
. Bold-faced values are analytes that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objective for Protection of Groundwater.
SCOs for total xylenes.
. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6
. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
. "J" indicates an estimated value.

8. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
9. "B" indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.

10.
11.

12
13

. * = Excavated during IRM.

BU-DUP-S is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-B32-S.
BU-XX-S is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-B35-S.

. Blank cell indicates no analysis for this parameter.
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Table 11
Sumary of Volatile Organic Compounds in Soil: Geoprobe Borings (ng/kg)

Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Sample ID Part 375 Soil BU-B26-S *| BU-B28-S | BU-B29-S | BU-B30-S | BU-B31-S | BU-B32-S | BU-DUP-S | BU-B33-S | BU-B34-S BU-B35-S BU-XX-S BU-35-S BU-B36-S | BU-B36-S | BU-B37-S | BU-B39-S | BU-B39-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Cleanup Objectives " 25-3.0 6.5-7.0 3.5-4.0 3.5-4.0 6.0-6.5 3.5-4.0 3.5-4.0 6.0-6.5 2.0-25 2.0-3.0 2.0-3.0 7.0-8.0 7.0-8.0 9.0-10.0 3.0-4.0 2.5-3.0 2.5-3.0DL
SDG# Groundwater R2316744 R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744 | R2316744 R2527877 R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877
Date | Industrial Protection 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/05/03 05/05/03 05/05/03 05/05/03 05/05/03 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05
Acetone 1,000,000 50 1,400 U 57 1,600 U 85J 42 1,600 U 1,600 U 16 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 13 1,500 U 1,500 U 19 62 1,500 U
Benzene 89,000 60 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Bromobenzene NS NS
Bromochloromethane NS NS
Bromodichloromethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Bromoform NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Bromomethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
2-Butanone 1,000,000 120 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 13J 4J 1,600 U 1,600 U 122U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
n-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 12,000
sec-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 11,000
tert-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 5,900
Carbon Disulfide NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 3J 1,500 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 44,000 760 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chloroethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chloroform 700,000 370 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chloromethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
2-Chlorotoluene NS NS
4-Chlorotoluene NS NS
1,2-Dibromoethane NS NS
Dibromomethane NS NS
Dibromochloromethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane NS NS
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 560,000 2,400
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 250,000 1,800
Dichlorodifluoromethane NS NS
1,1-Dichloroethane 480,000 270 1,400 U 6J 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 930 J 17 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 48 J 1,500 U
1,2-Dichloroethane 60,000 20 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 122U 61U 1,500 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 330 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 480 J 82J 05J 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 5J 1,500 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 190 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 81J 160 J 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 14J 1,500 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 250 2,000 29J 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 10,000 17,000 170 1,700 1,900 130 3,100 E 3,300 D
1,2-Dichloropropane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,3-Dichloropropane NS NS
2,2-Dichloropropane NS NS
1,1-Dichloropropene NS NS
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Ethylbenzene 780,000 1,000 1,400 U 61 740 J 13J 12U 500 J 490 J 12U 890 J 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Hexachlorobutadiene NS NS
2-Hexanone NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Isopropylbenzene NS NS
4-Isopropyltoluene NS NS
Methylene Chloride 1,000,000 50 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 3J 1,500 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Methyl-tert-butyl Ether 1,000,000 930
Naphthalene 1,000,000 12,000
n-Propylbenzene 1,000,000 3,900
Styrene NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Tetrachloroethene 300,000 1,300 1,400 U 20J 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 122U 61U 1,500 U
Toluene 1,000,000 700 1,400 U 29J 1,600 U 6J 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene NS NS
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene NS NS
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1,000,000 680 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 16,000 19,000 12 16,000 1,500 U 12U 200 1,500 U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane NS NS 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 3J 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Trichloroethene 400,000 470 18,000 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,400 U 1,400 U 51 1,800 3,400 13 61U 1,500 U
Trichlorofluoromethane NS NS
1,2,3-Trichloropropane NS NS
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 380,000 3,600
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 380,000 8,400
Vinyl Chloride 27,000 20 1,400 U 33U 1,600 U 24U 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
o-Xylene ) 1,000,000 1,600 1,400 U 130 1,600 U 47 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 240 J 200 J 11U 240 J 1,500 J 12U 61U 1,500 U
m/p-Xylenes ) 1,000,000 1,600 1,400 U 250 1,600 U 34 12U 1,600 U 1,600 U 12U 1,600 U 1,500 U 1,500 U 11U 1,500 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Total VOC TICs NS NS 7,630 22,500 490,000 7,270 743 412,000 398,000 30 363,000 170,600 148,500 0 0 0 0 0 0
Notes:
1. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006. 8. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
2. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion. 9. "B" indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.
3. Bold-faced values are analytes that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objective for Protection of Groundwater. 10. BU-DUP-S is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-B32-S.
4. W= sCOs for total xylenes. 11. BU-XX-S is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-B35-S.
5. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6 12. * = Excavated during IRM.
6. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range. 13. Blank cell indicates no analysis for this parameter.
7. "J" indicates an estimated value.
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Table 11

Sumary of Volatile Organic Compounds in Soil: Geoprobe Borings (ng/kg)
Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Sample ID Part 375 Soil BU-B39-S | BU-B40-S | BU-B40-S | BU-B40-S | BU-B41-S | BU-B42-S | BU-B42-S | BU-B42-S BU-B43-S BU-B43-S BU-B43-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Cleanup Objectives " 6.0-7.0 6.5-7.0 6.5-7.0DL 7.5-8.0 3.5-4.0 3.5-4.0 3.5-4.0DL 7.0-8.0 3.0-4.0 3.0-4.0DL 7.0-8.0
SDG# Groundwater | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 | R2527877 R2527877 R2527877 R2527877
Date| Industrial Protection 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05 09/20/05
Acetone 1,000,000 50 18 254 1,600 U 60 U 3J 19 23 JD 1,500 U 8J 16 JD 1,500 U
Benzene 89,000 60 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Bromobenzene NS NS
Bromochloromethane NS NS
Bromodichloromethane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Bromoform NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Bromomethane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 122U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
2-Butanone 1,000,000 120 3J 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
n-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 12,000
sec-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 11,000
tert-Butylbenzene 1,000,000 5,900
Carbon Disulfide NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 1J 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 44,000 760 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chloroethane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chloroform 700,000 370 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 122U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Chloromethane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
2-Chlorotoluene NS NS
4-Chlorotoluene NS NS
1,2-Dibromoethane NS NS
Dibromomethane NS NS
Dibromochloromethane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 122U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane NS NS
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 1,000,000 1,100
1,3-Dichlorobenzene 560,000 2,400
1,4-Dichlorobenzene 250,000 1,800
Dichlorodifluoromethane NS NS
1,1-Dichloroethane 480,000 270 2J 240 190 JD 8J 2J 32 37 JD 170 J 28 25 JD 1,500 U
1,2-Dichloroethane 60,000 20 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 330 05 33J 1,600 U 60 U 12U 3J 4 JD 1,500 U 2J 61U 1,500 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 190 11U 134 1,600 U 60 U 122U 3J 62 U 1,500 U 44 61U 1,500 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,000,000 250 22 7,500 E 8,300 D 580 44 820 E 980 D 1,500 U 800 E 790 D 2,200
1,2-Dichloropropane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,3-Dichloropropane NS NS
2,2-Dichloropropane NS NS
1,1-Dichloropropene NS NS
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Ethylbenzene 780,000 1,000 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Hexachlorobutadiene NS NS
2-Hexanone NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Isopropylbenzene NS NS
4-Isopropyltoluene NS NS
Methylene Chloride 1,000,000 50 11U 44 1,600 U 60 U 12U 0.6J 62 U 1,500 U 06J 61U 1,500 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 122U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Methyl-tert-butyl Ether 1,000,000 930
Naphthalene 1,000,000 12,000
n-Propylbenzene 1,000,000 3,900
Styrene NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane NS NS 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Tetrachloroethene 300,000 1,300 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 122U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Toluene 1,000,000 700 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene NS NS
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene NS NS
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1,000,000 680 2J 220 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 170 J 122U 61U 1,500 U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane NS NS 1J 16 J 1,600 U 7J 1J 3J 3JD 49J 12U 61U 1,500 U
Trichloroethene 400,000 470 11U 900 590 JD 81 19 3J 4 JD 3,400 2J 61U 230 J
Trichlorofluoromethane NS NS
1,2,3-Trichloropropane NS NS
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 380,000 3,600
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 380,000 8,400
Vinyl Chloride 27,000 20 11U 114 1,600 U 60 U 12U 7J 6 JD 1,500 U 45 25 JD 1,500 U
o-Xylene ¥ 1,000,000 1,600 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
m/p-Xylenes ) 1,000,000 1,600 11U 58 U 1,600 U 60 U 12U 12U 62 U 1,500 U 12U 61U 1,500 U
Total VOC TICs NS NS 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0 0
Notes:

N A WN

@<=

. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion.

. Bold-faced values are analytes that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objective for Protection of Groundwater.
SCOs for total xylenes.
. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6
. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
. "J" indicates an estimated value.

8. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.

9. "B" indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.
10. BU-DUP-S is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-B32-S.
11. BU-XX-S is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-B35-S.

12. * = Excavated during IRM.

13. Blank cell indicates no analysis for this parameter.
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Summary of Semi-Volatile Organic Compounds in Soil (ug/kg)

Table 12

Buell Automatics
Rochester, NY

Part 375 Soil

Monitoring Wells

Geoprobe Soil Borings

ple ID| Cleanup 0bjectives1 BU-MW2D-S | BU-MW6-S BU-MW7-S BU-MW8-S BU-MW9-S | BU-MW10-S | BU-MW11-S | BU-MW12-S | BU-XX-S-DU | BU-MW13-S | BU-B8-S BU-B9-S BU-B10-S | BU-B11-S | BU-B12-S | BU-B13-S | BU-B14-S | BU-B15-S | B-15(52680) [ BU-B16-S | B-17 (52681) | BU-B17-S | BU-B18-S | BU-B36-S | BU-B36-S | BU-B43-S | BU-B43-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Groundwater | 8.0 -10.0 15.0 -15.9 16.0 - 18.0 16.0 - 18.0 4.0-6.0 8.0-10.0 10.0 - 12.0 12.0 - 14.0 12.0 - 14.0 6.0 - 8.0 18-25 5.0-6.5 3.0-3.7 75-8.0 4.0-53 3.0-3.8 3.5-4.0 45-5.0 4-6 6.0-6.5 15-2 45-5.0 45-5.0 7.0-8.0 9.0-10.0 3.0-4.0 7.0-8.0
SDG#| Industrial Protection R2213195 R2213195 R2212007 R2212007 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2212007 R2212007 R2212007 R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | DEC sample | R2213195 | DEC sample | R2213195 | R2213195
Date 08/05/02 08/08/02 05/21/02 05/21/02 08/06/02 08/05/02 08/07/02 05/22/02 05/22/02 05/21/02 08/12/02 08/12/02 08/12/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/08/02 9/20/05 9/20/05 9/20/05 9/20/05

[Acenaphthene 1,000,000 98,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
[Acenaphthylene 1,000,000 107,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 820 J 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
[Anthracene 1,000,000 1,000,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 1,700 J 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Benzo(a)anthracene 11,000 1,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 7,900 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 71J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Benzo(a)pyrene 1,100 22,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 8,000 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 79 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 11,000 1,700 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 5,700 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 60 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene 1,000,000 1,000,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 4,600 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 57 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 110,000 1,700 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 6,400 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 63 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Butyl benzyl phthalate NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Di-n-butylphthalate NS NS 410 U 43 J 80 JB 81 JB 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 79 JB 78 JB 64 JB 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 39 J 400 U 51J 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Carbazole NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 5,200 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 58 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
4-chloroaniline NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Bis(-2-chloroethoxy)methane NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Bis(-2-chloroethyl)ether NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2-chloronaphthalene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
[2-chlorophenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,2"-0xybis(1-chloropropane) NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Chrysene 110,000 1,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 7,300 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 89 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene 1,100 1,000,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 2,000 J 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Dibenzofuran NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
1,3-dichlorobenzene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
1,2-dichlorobenzene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
1,4-dichlorobenzene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
3,3'-dichlorobenzidine NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,4-dichlorophenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Diethylphthalate NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Dimethyl phthalate NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,4-dimethylphenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,4-dinitrophenol NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 420 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,300 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
2,4-dinitrotoluene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,6-dinitrotoluene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate NS NS a7 J 46 J 370 U 400 U 98 J 3,800 U 39 J 400 U 63 J 400 U 800 J 3,900 U 3,900 U 60 J 70 J 41J 56 J 2,100 U 208 U 77 J 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 490 72J 46 J
Fluoranthene 1,000,000 1,000,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 15,000 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 250 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 450 J 420 J 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Fluorene 1,000,000 386,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 500 J 510 J 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 250 J 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Hexachlorobenzene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Hexachlorobutadiene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Hexachloroethane NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Isophorone NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2-methylnaphthalene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 1,700 J 3,500 J 740 J 630 380 U 400 U 400 U 360 J 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
4,6-dinitro-2-methylphenol NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
4-chloro-3-methylphenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2-methylphenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
[4-methylphenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Naphthalene 1,000,000 12,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 650 J 1,100 J 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 217 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2-nitroaniline NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 420 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
3-nitroaniline NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
4-nitroaniline NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
Nitrobenzene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 1,000 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2-nitrophenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 990 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
4-nitrophenol NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
N-nitrosodiphenylamine NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Di-n-octyl phthalate NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Pentachlorophenol 55,000 800 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Phenanthrene 1,000,000 1,000,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,500 J 540 J 3,900 U 170 J 180 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 940 J 480 J 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Phenol 1,000,000 330 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
4-bromophenyl-phenylether NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
[4-chlorophenyl-phenylether NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
N-nitroso-di-n-propylamine NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 410 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
Pyrene 1,000,000 1,000,000 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 8,200 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 120 J 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 280 J 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
1,2,4-trichlorobenzene NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,4,6-trichlorophenol NS NS 410 U 370 U 370 U 400 U 400 U 3,800 U 370 U 400 U 420 U 400 U 3,600 U 3,900 U 3,900 U 400 U 380 U 400 U 400 U 2,100 U 208 U 450 U 196 U 4,100 U 2,100 U 400 U 400 U 410 U 410 U
2,4,5-trichlorophenol NS NS 1,000 U 930 U 890 U 990 U 990 U 9,500 U 930 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 9,000 U 9,800 U 9,700 U 1,000 U 950 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 5,300 U 208 U 1,100 U 196 U 10,000 U 5,200 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U 1,000 U
Benzoic acid NS NS 208 U 196 U
Benzyl alcohol NS NS 208 U 196 U
Pyridine NS NS 208 U 196 U
[Total SVOC TICs NS NS 1,617 1,656 174 2,206 0 139,500 2,241 3,005 3,695 2,545 271,640 345,810 191,100 37,870 5,260 2,830 2,490 27,000 30,810 136,300 92,700

Notes:

1. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
. Bold-faced values are analytes that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objective for Protection of Groundwater.

. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6

. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.

. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
. "B" indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.
. BU-XX-S-DUP is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-MW12-S.

2
3
4
5
6. "J" indicates an estimated value.
7
8
9
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Table 13
Summary of PCBs and Pesticides in Soil (ug/kg)

Buell Automatics RI

Rochester, NY

Sample ID| Part 375 Soil Cleanup Objectives ' BU-MwWS8-S | BU-MW-10-S | BU-MW13-S | BU-XX-S-DU | BU-B10-S BU-B13-S BU-B14-S BU-B15-S BU-B16-S BU-B17-S BU-B18-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Protection of 16.0-18.0 2.0-4.0 10.0 -12.0 10.0 -12.0 3.0-3.7 10.0 -12.0 3.5-4.0 4.5-5.0 6.0 - 6.5 4.5-5.0 4.5-5.0
SDG# Industrial Groundwater R2212007 R2213195 R2212007 R2212007 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195
Date 05/21/02 08/05/02 05/22/02 05/22/02 08/12/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/08/02

PCBs
Aroclor-1016 NS NS 40 U 38U 40 U 41U 39U 40 U 40 U 42 U 44 U 40 U 42 U
Aroclor-1221 NS NS 80 U 76 U 80 U 83 U 77 U 80 U 80 U 85 U 89 U 81U 84 U
Aroclor-1232 NS NS 40 U 38U 40 U 41U 39U 40 U 40 U 42 U 44 U 40 U 42 U
Aroclor-1242 NS NS 40 U 38U 40 U 41U 39U 40 U 40 U 42 U 44 U 40 U 42 U
Aroclor-1248 NS NS 40 U 38U 40 U 41 U 39U 40 U 40 U 42 U 44 U 40 U 42 U
Aroclor-1254 NS NS 40 U 38U 40 U 41U 39U 40 U 40 U 42 U 44 U 40 U 42 U
Aroclor-1260 NS NS 40 U 38U 40 U 41U 39U 40 U 40 U 42 U 44 U 40 U 42 U
Total PCBs 25,000 3,200
Pesticides
Aldrin 1,400 190 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Alpha-BHC 6,800 20 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Beta-BHC 14,000 90 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Delta-BHC 1,000,000 250 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Gamma-BHC (lindane) 23,000 100 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Alpha-chlordane 47,000 2,900 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Gamma-chlordane NS NS 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
4,4'-ddd 180,000 14,000 40U 3.8U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
4,4'-dde 120,000 17,000 40U 3.8U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
4,4'-ddt 94,000 136,000 40U 3.8U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
Dieldrin 2,800 100 40U 38U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
Endosulfan | 920,000 102,000 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Endosulfan Il 920,000 102,000 40U 3.8U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
Endosulfan sulfate 920,000 1,000,000 40U 3.8U 40U 41 U 39U 40U - - - - -
Endrin 410,000 60 40U 38U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
Endrin aldehyde NS NS 40U 38U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
Endrin ketone NS NS 40U 38U 40U 41U 39U 40U - - - - -
Heptachlor 29,000 380 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Heptachlor epoxide NS NS 20U 19U 20U 21U 19U 20U - - - - -
Methoxychlor NS NS 200U 19.0U 200U 210U 19.0U 200U - - - - -
Toxaphene NS NS 200.0 U 190.0 U 200.0 U 210.0 U 190.0 U 200.0 U - - - - -
Notes:

. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.

. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion.

. N/A = not available.

. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.

. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6
. BU-XX-S-DU is a duplicate sample of BU-MW13-S.

1
2
3
4. B-14, B-15, B-16, B-17 and B-18 analyzed for PCBs only.
5
6
7
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Table 14

Sumary of TAL Metals in Soil (mg/kg)
Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Sample ID Eastern Part 375 Soil Cleanup Objectives ° BU-MW?7-S BU-MWS8-S BU-MW10-S | BU-MW12-S BU-XX-S-DU BU-MW13-S BU-B10-S | BU-B13-S | BU-B14-S | BU-B17-S | BU-B18-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) USA Protection of 14.0-16.0 18.0-20.0 2.0-4.0 12.0 - 14.0 12.0 - 14.0 6.0 -8.0 3.0-3.7 3.0-3.8 3.5-4.0 4.5-5.0 4.5-5.0
SDG#| Background Industrial Groundwater R2212007 R2212007 R2213195 R2212007 R2212007 R2212007 R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195 | R2213195
Date Levels 05/21/02 05/21/02 08/05/02 05/22/02 05/22/02 05/21/02 08/12/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/09/02 08/08/02
Silver NA 6,800 8.3 0.97 U 1.10 U 0.20 U 1.10 U 1.10 U 1.10 U 022 U 022 U 022 U 0.18 U 023 U
Aluminum 33,000 NS NS 4,410 7,050 4,240 1,820 1,980 1,970 6,930 5,310 3,670 2,930 2,960
Arsenic 3-12 16 16 1.60 B 210B 2.00 B 0.66 B 0.56 U 2.80 2.40 1.00 B 220B 1.20 B 140 B
Barium 15-600 10,000 820 43.10 59.80 20.60 B 9.90 B 10.60 B 57.70 48.50 2160 B 16.60 B 16.90 B 17.80 B
Beryllium 0-1.75 2,700 47 0.30 B 0.26 B 0.08 B 0.24 U 0.26 U 0.24 U 0.15B 0.08 B 0.04 U 0.05B 0.06 B
Calcium 130 - 35,000 NS NS 47,100 48,700 1,240 18,800 22,200 21,700 1,450 1,490 1,390 3,300 2,270
Cadmium 0.1-1 60 7.5 0.38 U 042 U 045B 041U 043 U 041U 0.06 U 043 B 042B 0.30 B 0.33 B
Cobalt 25-60 NS NS 4.50 B 8.20 B 3.50 B 250U 270U 290 B 5.30 B 3408B 410 B 3.00 B 3.20B
Chromium 1.5-40 800 19 7.4 12.7 6.1 3.1 3.1 4.1 9.1 13.5 4.3 5.2 5.2
Copper 1-50 10,000 1720 10.10 9.50 6.90 340B 3.90 B 6.30 8.60 10.40 7.10 4.90 6.60
Iron 2,000 - 550,000 NS NS 10,200 13,800 8,550 4,280 4,980 5,780 15,100 8,210 7,280 6,240 7,300
Mercury 0.001-0.2 5.7 0.73 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 B 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.02 B 0.01 B 0.01 U 0.01 B 0.01 U
Potassium 8,500 - 43,000 NS NS 797 B 1,130 B 345 B 263 B 319 B 288 B 270 B 358 B 380 B 274 B 255 B
Magnesium 100 - 5,000 NS NS 12,100 12,400 1,380 4,400 5,490 5,930 1,480 1,520 1,320 1,710 1,530
Manganese 50 - 5,000 10,000 2,000 316 N 393 N 430 183 N 207 N 622 N 237 267 197 103 97
Sodium 6,000 - 8,000 NS NS 440 U 48.8 U 86.7 U 48.4 U 50.7 U 48.3 U 92.7 U 111.0 B 96.4 U 110.0 B 123.0 B
Nickel 0.5-25 10,000 130 10.2 14.7 5.8 B 40B 52 B 51B 8.8 B 7.7B 6.8 B 6.1B 71B
Lead 200 - 500 3,900 450 4.30 3.50 2.40 0.88 0.98 1.80 4.00 2.20 2.30 2.00 2.50
Antimony NA NS NS 1.80 UN 2.00 UN 0.60 U 2.00 UN 2.10 UN 2.00 UN 0.64 U 0.65 U 0.67 U 0.53 U 0.69 U
Selenium 0.1-3.9 6,800 4 0.33 UW 0.36 UW 0.44 U 0.36 UW 0.37 UW 0.37 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.49 U 0.39 U 0.50 U
Thallium NA NS NS 0.56 UW 0.61 UW 0.32 U 0.61 UW 0.62 UW 0.62 UW 0.34 U 0.34 U 0.35 U 0.28 U 0.36 U
Vanadium 1-300 NS NS 12.7 18.0 12.6 5.08B 6.0 B 54 B 241 11.6 93 B 9.5 9.7 B
Zinc 9-50 10,000 2,480 26.2 34.7 18.1 13.2 12.0 14.0 20.8 17.9 28.7 14.7 17.2
Total Cyanide NA 10,000 40 1.11U 1.20 U 1.14 U 1.21U 1.24 U 1.21U 1.16 U 1.20 U 1.21U 1.22 U 1.26 U

Notes:

O N oA WN

©

10. "SB" indicates site background.
11. Part 375 has separate criteria for hexavalent and trivalent chromium. Total chromium concentrations are compared with the more stringent criteria for hexavalent chromium.
12. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6

. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
. All data reported in milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) which is equivalent to parts per million.
NA = not available.
. Bold-faced values are analytes that exceed Subpart 375.6 soil cleanup objective for Protection of Groundwater.
BU-XX-S-DU is a duplicate analysis of sample BU-MW12-S.
"B" indicates the analyte was found in the associated blank.

. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
. "W" indicates that post-digestion spike for Furnace AA is out of control limits.
"N" indicates presumptive evidence of a compound.
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Table 15

Summary of Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons in Soil
Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Sample ID| Part 375 Soil Cleanup Objectives ! BU-B20-S BU-B27-S BU-B32-S BU-DUP-S
Sample Depth (ft. bgs) Protection of 3.54 3.54 3.54 3.54
SDG# Industrial Groundwater R2213195 R2316744 R2316744 R2316744
Date 05/03/03 05/03/03 05/05/03 05/05/03
TPH
As N-Dodecane NS NS 19,000 6,600 14,000 8,400
Fuel Oil #2/ Diesel Fuel NS NS 2,400 U 1,200 U 2,500 U 1,300 U
Gasoline NS NS 2,400 U 1,200 U 2,500 U 1,300 U
Kerosene NS NS 2,400 U 1,200 U 2,500 U 1,300 U
Lube Oil NS NS 2,400 U 1,200 U 2,500 U 1,300 U
Notes:

1. NYSDEC. 6 NYCRR Part 375-6.8(a) and 6.8(b) Recommended Soil Cleanup Objectives, effective December 14, 2006.
2. All results are expressed in milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg), which is equivalent to parts per million.

3. "U"indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.

4. "NS" indicates no standard under part 375.6

5. BU-DUP-S is a duplicate of BU-B32-S
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TABLE 16
SUMMARY OF VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER: MONITORING WELLS

Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Monitoring Wells
Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW1-GW BU-MW2-GW MW3 BU-MW3-GW MwW4 BU-MW5-GW BU-MW6-GW
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213646 R2213646 R2631499 R2422723 R2631499 R2422723 R2213646 R2213646 R2422723 R2631499
Sample Date Values " 09/12/02 09/10/02 05/01/06 08/24/04 05/01/06 08/24/04 09/10/02 09/11/02 08/24/04 05/01/06
Acetone 50 (G) 10U 10U 200 U 20U 10U 20U 10U 10U 400 U 200 U
Benzene 1 10 U 10 U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10 U 10 U 100 U 200 U
Bromodichloromethane 50 (G) 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Bromoform 50 (G) 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Bromomethane 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
2-Butanone NS 10U 10U 200 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U
Carbon Disulfide 60 (G) 10U 10U 200 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Chlorobenzene 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Chloroethane 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Chloroform 7 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Chloromethane NS 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Dibromochloromethane 50 (G) 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 10U 19 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
1,2-Dichloroethane 1 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 10U 4J 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 10U 6J 26 J 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 10 U 4,200 D 3,800 5U 10U 5U 10 U 10 U 1,000 720
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 21 100 U 200 U
Ethylbenzene 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
2-Hexanone 50 (G) 10U 10U 200 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U
Methylene Chloride 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NA 10U 10U 200 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U
Styrene 5 10 U 10 U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10 U 10 U 100 U 200 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Toluene 5 10 U 1J 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10 U 10 U 100 U 200 U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 25 J
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Trichloroethene 5 10 U 8J 240 5U 10U 5U 10 U 66 3,300 2400
Vinyl Chloride 2 10U 470 D 560 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 50
o-Xylene 5 (total xylenes) 10U 2J 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 (total xylenes) 10U 10U 200 U 5U 10U 5U 10U 10U 100 U 200 U
Total VOC TICs NS 7 0 41 J 0 0 0
Notes:

1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division
of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.
. All results are expressed in micrograms per liter (ug/L), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
. Bold-faced values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards and guidance values.
. "J" indicates an estimated value.
. (G) indicates guidance value.
. NA indicates the POC groundwater standard is Not Applicable.
. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
. NS = No Standard.

©oo~NO OGP~ WN
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TABLE 16
SUMMARY OF VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER: MONITORING WELLS

Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Monitoring Wells
Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW7-GW BU-MW8-GW BU-MW9-GW BU-MW10-GW BU-MW11-GW
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213646 R2422723 R2631499 R2213646 R2631499 R2213646 R2631499 R2213646 R2631499 R2316048 R2422723 R2631499
Sample Date Values ") 09/11/02 08/24/04 05/01/06 09/10/02 05/01/06 09/11/02 05/01/06 09/11/02 05/01/06 03/13/03 08/24/04 05/01/06
Acetone 50 (G) 10 U 20U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 89J 500 U 200 U 20 U 20U 40 U
Benzene 1 10 U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 1J 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
Bromodichloromethane 50 (G) 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Bromoform 50 (G) 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
Bromomethane 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
2-Butanone NS 10 U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 10U 40 U
Carbon Disulfide 60 (G) 44 10U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 10U 40 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Chlorobenzene 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Chloroethane 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 9J 54J 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
Chloroform 7 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
Chloromethane NS 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
Dibromochloromethane 50 (G) 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 14 J 140 170 490 J 330 58 24 87
1,2-Dichloroethane 1 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 3J 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 2J 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 6J
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 2J 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 2J 1.9J 61J 200 U 20U 5U 4
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 170 8.3 20 200 U 3,300 220 D 250 8,300 3,000 310 200 740
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 5U 10U 510 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Ethylbenzene 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
2-Hexanone 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 10U 40 U
Methylene Chloride 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NA 10U 10U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 10U 40 U
Styrene 5 10 U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 10U 8.4 2J 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Toluene 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 40 U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 13 9J 500 U 200 U 15J 8.6 21J
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20 U 5U 2
Trichloroethene 5 97 5.8 10 2,300 1,700 160 21 1,100 160 J 65 61 110
Vinyl Chloride 2 25 5 2J 33J 150 J 36 53 2,000 910 29 19 45
o-Xylene 5 (total xylenes) 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 (total xylenes) 10U 5U 10U 200 U 200 U 10U 20U 500 U 200 U 20U 5U 40 U
Total VOC TICs NS 0 0 0 0 0
Notes:

1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division
of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.
. All results are expressed in micrograms per liter (ug/L), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
. Bold-faced values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards and guidance values.
. "J" indicates an estimated value.
. (G) indicates guidance value.
. NA indicates the POC groundwater standard is Not Applicable.
. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
. NS = No Standard.
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TABLE 16
SUMMARY OF VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER: MONITORING WELLS

Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Monitoring Wells
Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW12-GW | BU-MW13-GW BU-MW14-GW BU-MW15-GW BU-MW16-GW
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213646 R2213646 R2316048 R2422723 R2316048 R2316048 R2422723 R2631499 BU-DUP-GW DEC MW-16 R2633662
Sample Date Values " 09/11/02 09/10/02 03/13/03 08/24/04 03/13/03 BU-DUP 08/24/04 05/01/06 05/01/06 05/01/06 09/15/06
Acetone 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 20U 10U 10U 20U 4,000 U 200 U 25U 10,000 U
Benzene 1 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5.6 1,000 U
Bromodichloromethane 50 (G) 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Bromoform 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Bromomethane 5 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 2,000 U
2-Butanone NS 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 4,000 U 200 U 25U 5,000 U
Carbon Disulfide 60 (G) 3J 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Chlorobenzene 5 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Chloroethane 5 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 2,000 U
Chloroform 7 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Chloromethane NS 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 2,000 U
Dibromochloromethane 50 (G) 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 2,000 U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 10U 10U 12 22 10U 10U 5U 2,800 J 340 3,300 D 3,600
1,2-Dichloroethane 1 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 4.5 J 1,000 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 780 J 200 U 670 E 1,600
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 31J 900 E 1,000 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 10U 10U 100 120 6.1J 50J 22 120,000 D 2,800 160,000 D 150,000
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 6J 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Ethylbenzene 5 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
2-Hexanone 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 4,000 U 200 U 25U 5,000 U
Methylene Chloride 5 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NA 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 4,000 U 200 U 25U 1,000 U
Styrene 5 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 10 U 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 18 10 U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
Toluene 5 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 5U 1,000 U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 10U 10U 2.8 J 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 200 U 3,900 D 5,800
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 65 1,000 U
Trichloroethene 5 7J 1J 34 8 10 U 10 U 5U 8,200 170 J 7,800 D 15,000
Vinyl Chloride 2 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 640 J 890 520 E 1,000 U
o-Xylene 5 (total xylenes) 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 15U 1,000 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 (total xylenes) 10U 10U 10U 5U 10U 10U 5U 4,000 U 200 U 15U 1,000 U
Total VOC TICs NS 0 0 0 0 0

Notes:
1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division
of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.
2. All results are expressed in micrograms per liter (ug/L), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
3. Bold-faced values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards and guidance values.
4. "J" indicates an estimated value.
5. (G) indicates guidance value.
6. NA indicates the POC groundwater standard is Not Applicable.
7. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
8. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
9. NS = No Standard.
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TABLE 16

SUMMARY OF VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER: MONITORING WELLS
Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Monitoring Wells
Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW17-GW RW-1 RW-2
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2631499 DEC MW-17 R2633662 R2419875 R2631499 R2419875 R2631499

Sample Date Values " 05/01/06 05/01/06 09/15/06 01/13/04 05/02/06 01/13/04 05/02/06
Acetone 50 (G) 10U 1U 10U 14 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Benzene 1 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Bromodichloromethane 50 (G) 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Bromoform 50 (G) 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Bromomethane 5 10U 1U 2U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
2-Butanone NS 10U 1U 5U 7J 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Carbon Disulfide 60 (G) 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 10U 1U 1U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Chlorobenzene 5 10U 1U 1U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Chloroethane 5 10U 1U 2U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Chloroform 7 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Chloromethane NS 10U 1U 2U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Dibromochloromethane 50 (G) 10U 1U 2 U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 10U 1U 1U 8J 250 10U 160 J
1,2-Dichloroethane 1 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 120 J 2,000 U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 10U 1U 1U 10 U 27 J 10U 2,000 U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 10U 1U 1U 33 4,600 D 15,000 27,000
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Ethylbenzene 5 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
2-Hexanone 50 (G) 10U 1U 5U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Methylene Chloride 5 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NA 10U 1U 1U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Styrene 5 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 10U 1U 1U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Tetrachloroethene 5 10U 1U 1U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Toluene 5 10U 1U 1U 8J 200 U 10U 2,000 U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 200 J 230 J
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 10U 1U 1U 10 U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Trichloroethene 5 10U 1U 1U 10U 400 8,100 13,000
Vinyl Chloride 2 10U 1U 1U 14 1,200 440 J 2,000 U
o-Xylene 5 (total xylenes) 10U 1U 1U 10U 200 U 10U 2,000 U
m/p-Xylenes 5 (total xylenes) 10U 1U 1U 1J 200 U 10U 2,000 U
Total VOC TICs NS

Notes:

1

. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division

of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.
2. All results are expressed in micrograms per liter (ug/L), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
3. Bold-faced values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards and guidance values.
4. "J" indicates an estimated value.
5. (G) indicates guidance value.
6. NA indicates the POC groundwater standard is Not Applicable.
7. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
8. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
9. NS = No Standard.
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TABLE 17
SUMMARY OF VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER: GEOPROBE BORINGS

Buell Automatics
Rochester, New York

GROUNDWATER SAMPLES - GEOPROBE BORINGS

Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-B11-GW | BU-B13-GW | BU-B14-GW | BU-B15-GW | BU-B16-GW | BU-B16-W-RB | BU-B17-GW | BU-B18-GW BU-B19-W BU-B27-W
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2213195 R2316744 DUP R2316744
Date Values " 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/08/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/09/02 08/08/02 05/05/03 05/05/03 05/03/03

Acetone 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 11 10U 10U 10U 13
Benzene 1 10 U 10U 10U 3J 4J 10 U 10 J 2 10U 10U 10U
Bromodichloromethane 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Bromoform 50 (G) 10 U 10 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Bromomethane 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
2-Butanone NS 10 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Carbon Disulfide 60 (G) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Carbon Tetrachloride 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Chlorobenzene 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Chloroethane 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 3J 10U 2J 10U 10U 10U 10U
Chloroform 7 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Chloromethane NS 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Dibromochloromethane 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
1,1-Dichloroethane 5 4J 10U 10U 10U 24 10U 240 D 10 U 10U 10U 10U
1,2-Dichloroethane 1 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 6J 10U 10U 10U 10U
1,1-Dichloroethene 5 3J 10U 10 U 10 U 10 U 10 U 10 U 10 U 10U 10U 10U
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 2J 10U 10U 10U 2J 10U 12 10U 10U 10U 10U
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 5 280 D 38 6J 3J 3J 10U 700 D 10U 10U 10U 10U
1,2-Dichloropropane 1 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 0.4 (-cis and -trans) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Ethylbenzene 5 10U 10U 10U 2J 10U 10U 5J 5J 4J 4J 10U
2-Hexanone 50 (G) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Methylene Chloride 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone NA 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Styrene 5 10 U 10 U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Tetrachloroethene 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Toluene 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 2J 10U 10U 10U 10U
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 1 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U
Trichloroethene 5 66 D 23 33 10U 10U 10U 2J 10U 4 4 10U
Vinyl Chloride 2 64 D 10U 10U 10U 3J 10U 1,300 D 10U 10U 10U 10U
o-Xylene 5 (total xylenes) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 18 10U 10U 10U 10U
m/p-Xylenes 5 (total xylenes) 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 10U 6J 10U 10U 10U 10U

Total VOC TICs NS 172 0 0 421 65 0] 2,304 4,990 176 170 250

Notes:
1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division
of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.
. All results are expressed in micrograms per liter (ug/L), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
. Bold-faced values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards and guidance values.
. "J" indicates an estimated value.
. (G) indicates guidance value.
. NA indicates the POC groundwater standard is Not Applicable.
. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
. "D" indicates reanalysis of sample with additional dilution to address exceedance of instrument calibration range.
. NS = No Standard.
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TABLE 18

SUMMARY OF SEMI-VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER

Buell Automatics
Rochester, NY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLES
Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW1-GW BU-MW2-GW | BU-XX-GW-DU | BU-MW5-GW BU-MW6-GW BU-MW7-GW BU-MW8-GW BU-MW9-GW BU-MW10-GW BU-MW12-GW | BU-MW13-GW | BU-MW16-GW | BU-DUP-GW
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2631499 R2213646 R2213646 R2631499 R2631499
Date Values " 09/12/02 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/11/02 09/11/02 09/10/02 09/11/02 09/11/02 05/01/06 09/11/02 09/10/02 05/01/06 05/01/06

Acenaphthene 20 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 1J 210 U
Acenaphthylene NS 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Anthracene 50 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Benzo(a)anthracene 0.002 9Uu 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9uU 9uU 500 U 9uU 9 U 9 U 210 U
Benzo(a)pyrene 0.002 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Benzo(b)fluoranthene 0.002 9U 10U 9UuU 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9UuU 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene NS 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Benzo(k)fluoranthene 0.002 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9UuU 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Butyl benzyl phthalate 50 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Di-n-butylphthalate NS 3JB 1JB 2 JB 3JB 1JB 1JB 1JB 2 JB 2 JB 500 U 5JB 2 JB 9Uu 210 U
Carbazole NS 9 U 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 2J 210 U
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.002 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9UuU 500 U 9uU 9 U 9 U 210 U
4-chloroaniline 5 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9u 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Bis(-2-chloroethoxy)methane 5 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Bis(-2-chloroethyl)ether 1 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2-chloronaphthalene 10 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
2-chlorophenol 2 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,2'-oxybis(1-chloropropane) NS 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9 U 9U 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Chrysene 0.002 9 U 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9u 9 U 210 U
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene NS 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Dibenzofuran NS 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
1,3-dichlorobenzene 3 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9uU 9Uu 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
1,2-dichlorobenzene 3 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
1,4-dichlorobenzene 3 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
3,3"-dichlorobenzidine 5 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,4-dichlorophenol 2 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9uU 500 U 9UuU 9 U 9 U 210 U
Diethylphthalate 50 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Dimethyl phthalate 50 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9UuU 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,4-dimethylphenol 2 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,4-dinitrophenol 2 23 U 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
2,4-dinitrotoluene 5 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,6-dinitrotoluene 5 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Bis(2-ethylhexyl)phthalate 5 1J 10U 9Uu 2J 122U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 1J 210 U
Fluoranthene 50 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 1J 210 U
Fluorene 50 9 U 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9u 210 U
Hexachlorobenzene 0.04 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9 U 9 U 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Hexachlorobutadiene 0.5 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 5 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9 U 9U 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Hexachloroethane 5 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Isophorone 50 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2-methylnaphthalene 4.7 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
4,6-dinitro-2-methylphenol 2 23 U 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
4-chloro-3-methylphenol 2 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2-methylphenol 2 9U 10U 9U 10U 122U 10U 10U 9U 9Uu 500 U 9UuU 9 U 2J 210 U
4-methylphenol 2 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 3J 210 U
Naphthalene 10 9 U 10 U 9 U 10 U 12 U 10 U 10 U 9 U 9 U 500 U 9 U 9 U 27 210 U
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TABLE 18

SUMMARY OF SEMI-VOLATILE ORGANIC COMPOUNDS IN GROUNDWATER

Buell Automatics
Rochester, NY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLES

Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW1-GW BU-MW2-GW | BU-XX-GW-DU | BU-MW5-GW BU-MW6-GW BU-MW7-GW BU-MW8-GW BU-MW9-GW BU-MW10-GW BU-MW12-GW | BU-MW13-GW | BU-MW16-GW | BU-DUP-GW

SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2631499 R2213646 R2213646 R2631499 R2631499

Date Values " 09/12/02 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/11/02 09/11/02 09/10/02 09/11/02 09/11/02 05/01/06 09/11/02 09/10/02 05/01/06 05/01/06
2-nitroaniline 5 23 U 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
3-nitroaniline 5 23 U 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
4-nitroaniline 5 6J 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
Nitrobenzene 0.4 3J 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9 U 9 U 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
2-nitrophenol 2 9 U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9uU 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
4-nitrophenol 2 1J 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
N-nitrosodiphenylamine NS 9 U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
Di-n-octyl phthalate 50 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Pentachlorophenol 2 23 U 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U
Phenanthrene 50 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
Phenol 2 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 2J 9 U 9 U 210 U
4-bromophenyl-phenylether NS 9Uu 10U 9u 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
4-chlorophenyl-phenylether NS 9 U 10U 9 U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9U 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 210 U
N-nitroso-di-n-propylamine NS 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9 U 9 U 9 U 59 J
Pyrene 50 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9U 9Uu 500 U 9U 9u 9 U 210 U
1,2,4-trichlorobenzene 5 9Uu 10U 9Uu 10U 12U 10U 10U 9Uu 9Uu 500 U 9Uu 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,4 6-trichlorophenol 2 9U 10U 9U 10U 12U 10U 10U 9uU 9uU 500 U 9U 9 U 9 U 210 U
2,4,5-trichlorophenol 2 23 U 24 U 24 U 26 U 31U 24 U 24 U 24 U 23U 1200 U 24 U 24 U 23 U 520 U

Total SVOC TICs NS 55 120 194 41 61 99 167 289 252 8980 93 68 24 9150

Notes:

1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division
of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.

O N AW®N

. All results are expressed in micrograms per kilogram (ug/kg), which is equivalent to parts per billion.
. NS indicates no standard is available.
. Bolded values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards and guidance values.
. "J" indicates an estimated value.
. "B" indicates analyte found in the associated blank.

. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.
BU-XX-GW-DU is a duplicate analysis of sample MW-2.
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TABLE 19
SUMMARY OF PCBs AND PESTICIDES IN GROUNDWATER

Buell Automatics
Rochester, NY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLES NYSDEC Groundwater
Sample ID[ BU-MW2-GW BU-DUP-GW BU-MW5-GW BU-MW8-GW BU-MW13-GW
SDG# R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 Standards and Guidance
Date 09/12/02 09/12/02 09/12/02 09/12/02 09/12/02 Values "

Aroclor-1016 0.98 U 0.95 U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.09
Aroclor-1221 2.00 U 190 U 190 U 1.90 U 190 U 0.09
Aroclor-1232 0.98 U 0.95 U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.09
Aroclor-1242 0.98 U 0.95 U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.09
Aroclor-1248 0.98 U 0.95 U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.09
Aroclor-1254 0.98 U 0.95 U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.09
Aroclor-1260 0.98 U 0.95 U 0.94 U 0.93 U 0.95 U 0.09
Aldrin 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U 0.002
Alpha-bhc 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U N/A
Beta-bhc 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U N/A
Delta-bhc 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U N/A
Gamma-bhc (lindane) 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U N/A
Alpha-chlordane 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U 0.05
Gamma-chlordane 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U 0.05
4,4-ddd 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 0.3
4.4'-dde 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 0.2
4.4'-ddt 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 0.2
Dieldrin 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 0.004
Endosulfan i 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U 0.22
Endosulfan ii 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 0.22
Endosulfan sulfate 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U N/A
Endrin 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 0.2
Endrin aldehyde 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 5
Endrin ketone 0.098 U 0.095 U 0.094 U 0.093 U 0.095 U 5
Heptachlor 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U 0.04
Heptachlor epoxide 0.049 U 0.048 U 0.047 U 0.047 U 0.048 U 0.03
Methoxychlor 0.49 U 0.48 U 0.47 U 0.47 U 0.48 U 35
Toxaphene 490 U 480 U 470 U 470 U 480 U 0.06
Notes:

1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards Guidance Series (TOGS).
Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.

. All results are expressed in milligrams per liter (mg/L) which is equivalent to parts per million.

N/A = not available.

. Bolded values are samples that exceed Class GA groundwater standards.

. "U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.

. BU-XX-GW-DU is a duplicate analysis of sample MW-2.

~NoO A WN
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TABLE 20

SUMMARY OF TAL METALS IN GROUNDWATER

Buell Automatics
Rochester, NY

GROUNDWATER SAMPLES
Sample ID| NYSDEC Groundwater BU-MW2-GW BU-DUP-GW BU-MW5-GW BU-MW8-GW BU-MW13-GW
SDG#| Standards and Guidance R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646 R2213646
Date Values " 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/10/02 09/10/02
Silver 50 094 U 094 U 094 U 094 U 094 U
Aluminum 100 221 208 856 25B 607
Arsenic 50 3.8B 57B 1.8 U 11.3 1.8 U
Barium 1,000 226 228 4258B 16.0 B 399B
Beryllium 11 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U 0.19 U
Calcium N/A 99,600 99,800 190,000 39,500 149,000
Cadmium 5 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U 0.27 U
Cobalt 5 27U 27U 28 B 27U 27U
Chromium 50 3.1B 29B 3.8B 0.8 B 39B
Copper 200 51U 51U 51U 51U 51U
Iron 300 796 809 936 27 B 694
Mercury 0.7 0.06 B 0.01 U 0.02 B 0.01U 0.01 U
Potassium N/A 2310 B 2,410 B 2,770 B 583 B 3,260 B
Magnesium 35,000 39,500 39,500 42,200 8,850 43,400
Manganese 30 880 863 1,610 64 380
Sodium N/A 155,000 156,000 183,000 73,700 255,000
Nickel 100 7.0B 7.7 B 74 B 32B 28B
Lead 50 11U 11U 26 B 11U 11U
Antimony 3 28U 28U 28U 28U 28U
Selenium 10 1.8 UW 1.8 UW 35U 1.8 UW 3.5 Uw
Thallium 8 15U 15U 15U 15U 15U
Vanadium 14 19U 19U 20B 79 B 19U
Zinc 2,000 8.6 B 7.0B 11.8 B 6.9 U 6.9 U
Total Cyanide N/A 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U 0.01 U

Notes:

1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards Guidance Series (TOGS).
Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.

©ooNDRA~WDN

U:\16059\docs\Remedial Inv Report\Revised Report 11-30-07\tbl_00033_all_RI_REV1.xIsTAL metals CN gw

All results are expressed in milligrams per liter (mg/L) which is equivalent to parts per million.
N/A = not available.
Bolded values are analytes that exceed Class GA groundwater standards.
"U" indicates that the analyte was analyzed but not detected.

"W" indicates that post-digestion spike for Furnace AA is out of control limits.
BU-DUP-GW is a duplicate analysis of sample MW-2.
"B" indicates analyte found in the associated blank.




Table 21

Summary of Air and Sump Water Sampling Results - Comfort Inn
Buell Automatics RI
Rochester, NY

Sample area Room 122 Basement Outdoor Soil Vapor / Indoor Recommended
Sample number SG-1 BA-1 SG-2A BA-2A BK-1 Air Matrix @ Action 9
Sample date 1/28/2004 1/28/2004 2/6/2004 2/6/2004 1/28/2004
Result | MRL | Result | MRL Result MRL | Result | MRL | Result | MRL

VOC Compounds pg/m®  |ug/m3| pg/m® |pg/m3|  pg/m? pg/m3| pg/m® | ug/m3{ pg/m? | ug/m?
Vinyl Chloride ND | 0.71 ND | 0.74 ND| 130 ND | 0.68 ND | 0.63 Matrix 1 No Further Action
1,1-Dichloroethane ND | 0.71 ND | 0.74 ND| 130 ND | 0.68 ND | 0.63 | No Applicable Matrix NA
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND | 0.71 ND | 0.74 | 5,200 130 ND | 0.68 ND | 0.63 Matrix 2 Mitigate
Trichloroethene 4.3 0.71 ND | 0.74 | 9,900 130 ND| 0.68 ND | 0.63 Matrix 1 Mitigate
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND | 0.71 ND | 0.74 160 130 ND | 0.68 ND | 0.63 | No Applicable Matrix NA
Tetrachloroethene 0.79 0.71 ND | 0.74 | 21,000 130 | 11 0.68 ND | 0.63 Matrix 2 Mitigate

Notes:

1. ND = Compound was analyzed for, but not detected above the method reporting limit.
SG = soil gas. BA = building air.

2. MRL = Method Reporting Limit - The minimum quantity of a target analyte that can be
confidently determined by the referenced method.

3. Samples analyzed by EPA Method TO-15.

4. Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.

Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

5. Soil Vapor / Indoor Air Matrix 1; Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.
Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

6. Soil Vapor / Indoor Air Matrix 2; Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.
Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

7. Bold-faced values are concentrations that have been reported above the method reporting limits.

SUMP WATER SAMPLES
Sample number| BU-SW1 | BU-SW2 | Trip Blank NYSDEC GW
Sample date| 1/26/2004 | 1/26/2004| 1/26/2004 Standards and

Parameter Guidance Values "
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 69 89 50U 5
Tetrachloroethene 100 120 50U 5
Trichloroethene 67 100 50U 5
Notes:

1. NYSDEC. October 22, 1993. Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division

of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Series (TOGS 1.1.1); Reissued June 1998. April 2000 Addendum.
2. All results are expressed in micrograms per liter (ug/L), which is equivalent to parts per billion (ppb).
3. Bold-faced values are samples that exceed groundwater standards.
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Table 22

Summary of Air Sampling Results - Five Star Tool Company
Buell Automatics Rl
Rochester, NY

Sample medium| Sub-Slab Vapor Soil Vapor / Recommended
Sample number 32905-1 Indoor Air Action ¥
Sample date 3/29/2005 Matrix
Result MRL

VOC Compound (ug/m3) | (ug/m3)
Vinyl Chloride ND 14 Matrix 1 No further action
1,1-Dichloroethane 4.2 14 Not assigned NA
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 9.1 1.4 Matrix 2 No further action
Trichloroethene 340 14 Matrix 1 Mitigate

Notes:

1. ND = Compound was analyzed for, but not detected above the method reporting limit.
2. MRL = Method Reporting Limit - The minimum quantity of a target analyte that can be
confidently determined by the referenced method.

w

Samples analyzed by EPA Method TO-15.

4. Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.
Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

5. Bold-faced values are concentrations that have been reported above the method reporting limits.

Sample medium Indoor Air USEPA BASE" NYSDOH Air USEPA Target Indoor Air Outdoor Air
Sample number 32905-2 Data (indoor Guideline Concentration © 32905-3
Sample date 3/29/2005 background) value® 3/29/2005
Result MRL Indoor Indoor Indoor- 1 x 10° | Indoor - 1 x 10°]| Result | MRL
VOC Compound (ug/m?) | gm*)|  (ug/m?) (ug/m?) (ug/m?) (ugm?) | wgim?) | (ugim?)
Vinyl Chloride ND 1.5 <06-7.5 5© Not applicable | Not applicable | ND 1.8
1,1-Dichloroethane ND 1.5 <0.2-<0.9 NA 500 50 ND 1.8
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1.6 1.5 <0.6-<2.3 100 "9 Not applicable | Not applicable | ND 1.8
Trichloroethene ND 1.5 <0.6 - 88.5 5 Not applicable | Not applicable ND 1.8

Notes:

NS

o

ND = Compound was analyzed for, but not detected above the method reporting limit.
MRL = Method Reporting Limit - The minimum quantity of a target analyte that can be determined by the referenced method.
Samples analyzed by EPA Method TO-15.

Building Assessment and Survey Evaluation (BASE 2001); USEPA.
Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York. Final Guidance, October 2006.
NYSDOH, Center for Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

Draft Guidance For Evaluating The Vapor Intrusion To Indoor Air Pathway From Groundwater And Soils.

United States Environmental Protection Agency, Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response, November 2002.

NA = not available.

S © e
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Bold-faced values are concentrations that have been reported above the method reporting limits.
. Assumes the same value as the NYSDOH Air Guideline for TCE.
0. Assumes the same value as the NYSDOH Air Guideline for PCE.




Table 23
Summary of Air Sampling Results - 1166 Brooks Avenue

Buell Automatics RI

Rochester, NY

Sample medium| Sub-Slab Vapor Sub-Slab Vapor | Soil Vapor / Indoor Recommended
Sample number| BU-1166-SS-1 BU-1166-SS-2 Air Matrix Action 8
Sample date 3/23/2006 3/23/2006
Result MRL Result MRL

VOC Compound (ug/m3) | (ug/m3) | (ug/m3) | (ug/m?)
Vinyl Chloride ND 0.72 ND 0.71 Matrix 1 No Further Action
1,1-Dichloroethane ND 0.72 1.6 0.71 No Applicable Matrix NA
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 0.72 1.2 0.71 Matrix 2 No Further Action
Trichloroethene ND 0.72 13 0.71 Matrix 1 No Further Action
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 0.72 ND 0.71 No Applicable Matrix NA
Tetrachloroethene 0.98 0.72 5.1 0.71 Matrix 2 No Further Action

Notes:

1. ND = Compound was analyzed for, but not detected above the method reporting limit.
2. MRL = Method Reporting Limit - The minimum quantity of a target analyte that can be
confidently determined by the referenced method.

3. Samples analyzed by EPA Method TO-15.

4. Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.
Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

5. Soil Vapor / Indoor Air Matrix 1; Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.
Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

6. Soil Vapor / Indoor Air Matrix 2; Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York.
Final Guidance, October 2006. New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Center for
Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

7. Bold-faced values are concentrations that have been reported above the method reporting limits.

Sample medium Indoor Air Indoor Air USEPA BASE" NYSDOH Air Outdoor Air
Sample number BU-1166-1A-1 BU-1166-1A-2 Data (indoor Guideline Value®® BU-1166-AMB
Sample date 3/23/2006 3/23/2006 background) 3/23/2006
Result MRL Result MRL Indoor Indoor Result MRL
VOC Compound (bg/m®) | (ug/m®)| (ug/m®) | (ug/m°) (Hg/m?) (pg/m?) (Hg/m®) | (ug/m?)
Vinyl Chloride ND 0.69 ND 0.67 <0.6-7.5 5© ND 0.70
1,1-Dichloroethane ND 0.69 ND 0.67 <0.2-<0.9 N/A ND 0.70
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 0.69 ND 0.67 <0.6-<2.3 100 (10 ND 0.70
Trichloroethene ND 0.25J ND 0.25J <0.6 - 88.5 5 ND 0.25J
Trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ND 0.69 ND 0.67 N/A N/A ND 0.70
Tetrachloroethene ND 0.69 ND 0.67 <0.9-65.7 100 ND 0.70

Notes:

a2

ND = Compound was analyzed for, but not detected above the method reporting limit.
MRL = Method Reporting Limit - The minimum quantity of a target analyte that can be determined by the referenced method.
Samples analyzed by EPA Method TO-15.
Building Assessment and Survey Evaluation (BASE 2001); USEPA.
Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York. Final Guidance, October 2006.

NYSDOH, Center for Environmental Health, Bureau of Environmental Exposure.

o

USEPA, Office of Solid Waste and Emergency Response, November 2002.

N/A = not available.

Sl

10. Assumes the same value as the NYSDOH Air Guideline for PCE.
11. J = detection of the compound below this concentration is considered tentative.

Bold-faced values are concentrations that have been reported above the method reporting limits.
. Assumes the same value as the NYSDOH Air Guideline for TCE.

Draft Guidance For Evaluating The Vapor Intrusion To Indoor Air Pathway From Groundwater And Soils.
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P.N. 2007687.01
APRIL 12, 2007
E.1E.

BUELL AUTOMATICS, INC.
BROWNFIELD CLEANUP PROGRAM
SITE #C828114
METES AND BOUNDS DESCRIPTION

ALL THAT TRACT OR PARCEL OF LAND, SITUATED IN GREAT LOT 32,
TOWNSHIP 1, 4000 ACRE TRACT, TOWN OF GATES, COUNTY OF MONROE,
AND STATE OF NEW YORK, AND BEING MORE PARTICULARLY DESCRIBED

AS FOLLOWS:

BEGINNING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF BUELL ROAD, (66’ ROW)
AT THE NORTHEASTERLY PROPERTY CORNER OF LOT 1 OF THE BUELL
AUTOMATICS RESUBDIVISION, AS FILED IN THE MONROE COUNTY
CLERK’S OFFICE AT LIBER 297 OF MAPS, PAGE 55; THENCE,

1. SOUTH 01°08°07” EAST, ALONG SAID WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY, A
DISTANCE OF 300.00 FEET TO A POINT; THENCE,

2. SOUTH 88°39°53” WEST, ALONG THE NORTHERLY PROPERTY LINE OF
LANDS OF NOW OR FORMERLY MICHAEL T. WEBB AND JAMES W.
WEBB, A DISTANCE OF 280.00 FEET TO A POINT; THENCE,

3. NORTH 01°08’07” WEST, ALONG THE EASTERLY PROPERTY LINE OF
LANDS OF NOW OR FORMERLY GERSTEV AND COMPANY, A
DISTANCE OF 300.00 FEET TO A POINT; THENCE,

4. NORTH 88°39°53” EAST, ALONG THE SOUTHERLY PROPERTY LINE OF
LANDS OF NOW OR FORMERLY 333 BUELL ROAD, A DISTANCE OF
280.00 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING, ENCOMPASSING 1.928
ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.

EXCEPTING FROM THE ABOVE DESCRIPTION THE FOLLOWING PARCEL OF
LAND:

COMMENCING ON THE WESTERLY RIGHT OF WAY OF BUELL ROAD, (66’
ROW) AT THE NORTHEASTERLY PROPERTY CORNER OF LOT 1 OF THE
BUELL AUTOMATICS RESUBDIVISION, AS FILED IN THE MONROE CLERK’S
OFFICE AT LIBER 297 OF MAPS, PAGE 55; THENCE, SOUTH 51°41°25” WEST, A
DISTANCE OF 136.28 FEET TO THE POINT OF BEGINNING; THENCE,

NOTE: THE FIRST 7 COURSES RUN ALONG THE FACE OF THE BUILDING.

1. SOUTH 01°18°20” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 16.80 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,



7.

8.

NORTH 88°41°40” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 7.70 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

SOUTH 01°18°20” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 7.70 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE;

SOUTH 88°41°40” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 7.70 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

SOUTH 01°18°20” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 33.75 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

NORTH 88°37°36” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 18.60 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

SOUTH 01°22°24” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 57.91 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

SOUTH 88°49°32” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 104.09 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

NOTE THE FOLLOWING 2 COURSES RUN ALONG THE FACE OF THE
BUILDING.

2

NORTH 01°21°37” WEST, A DISTANCE OF 115.76 FEET TO A POINT;
THENCE,

10. NORTH 88°36°47” EAST, A DISTANCE OF 85.54 FEET TO THE POINT OF

BEGINNING, ENCOMPASSING 0.254 ARES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.

THE TOTAL REMAINING AREA OF THE ORIGINAL PARCEL MINUS THE
ADDITION IS 1.674 ACRES OF LAND, MORE OR LESS.

ALL AS SHOWN ON A MAP PREPARED BY PASSERO AS SOCIATES,
ENTITLED” BROWNFIELD CLEANUP PROGRAM, SITE 3C8281 14, METES AND
BOUNDS DESCRIPTION”, DRAWING NO. DEC-1, AND DATED APRIL 12, 2007.
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2250 Brigton Henrietta Town Line Road
Rochester, NY 14623
(585) 475-1440

Test Boring No. MW - 2D

“Stantec Page 1 of 3
Project: Voluntary Investigation Drill Contractor:  Nothnagle Start Date: 8/5/02
Project# 16059 Driller: N. Short Completion Date:  8/8/02
Client: Buell Automatics Elevation: 562.0 ft. AMSL Drilling Method: 6-1/4 in 1D HSA; wet rotary NX
Location: 381 Buell Road Weather:  sunny; 70; light wind- N Supervisor: P.Smith
Blows on Sampler SAMPLE Soil and Rock Information
0 C | 0-6" | 6-12" | 12-18"| 18-24"| PID Rec. No. Depth Remarks
46 34.0 5" 1 0-2' Gray coarse to fine Sand, some coarse gravel and silt,
11 dry, (asphait surface with road base)
6 (FILL)
6 2.0'
6 0.0 5" 2 2-4 Brown silty fine Sand, moist
6
7 (LACUSTRINE SAND)
7
3 0.5 16" 3 4-¢' -same, except wet
5 3
3
3
2 0.0 12" 4 6-8' -same, except gray
5
6
10
6 0.0 18" 5 8-10' |-same, except brown
10
13
10 13 :
2 0.0 18" 6 10-12' |-same, except gray brown
3
9
10
3 0.0 18" 7 12-14" |-same
6
7
8
4 0.5 18" 8 14-16" |-same
15 4
5
5
2 0.0 12" 9 16-18' [-same
2
3
4
4 0.0 12" 10 18-20' |-same, except Silt, with trace fine sand and gravel
4 at 19.5'
5 19.5°
20 6 (LACUSTRINE SILT AND CLAY)

N = No. of Blows to Drive 2 " Spoon, 12 ", with 130 |Ib. Wt., 30 " Ea. Blow.

[ jobsil 605 Vidatatboring logs xISWNW-21)




2250 Brigton Henrietta Town Line Road
Rochester, NY 14623
(585) 475-1440

Test Boring No. MW - 2D

" Stantec Page 2 of 3
Project: Voluntary Investigation Drill Contractor:  Nothnagle Start Date: 8/5/02
Project #: 16059 Driller: N. Short Completion Date:  8/8/02
Client: Buell Automatics Elevation: 562.0 ft. AMSL Drilling Method: 6-1/4 in ID HSA; wet rotary NX
Location: 381 Buell Road Weather:  sunny; 70; light wind- N Supervisor: P.Smith
Blows on Sampler SAMPLE Soil and Rock Information
20 C | 0-6" | 6-12" | 12-18"| 18-24"| PID Rec. No. | Depth Remarks
2 0.0 14" 11 20-22' |Gray Clay, some silt, tfrace sand and gravel, moist
2
3 (LACUSTRINE SILT AND CLAY)
4
3 0.0 24" 12 22-24' |Gray and red brown clayey Silt, trace fine sand, moist
3
4
4 240
4 0.0 16" 13 24-26' [Gray silty fine Sand, wet
25 4
6 (LACUSTRINE SAND)
4
4 0.0 18" 14 26-28' |Gray silty fine Sand, wet
6
10
50 28.0°'
-spoon bouncing; roller bit from 28.0 to 29.0 w/o sampling
26 0.0 16" 15 | 29-31' |Dense gray coarse to fine Sand and Gravel, some silt,
30 21 trace clay, moist; hard
23
30
10 0.0 12" 16 31-33' |-same
15
18 (GLACIAL TILL)
23
15 0.0 10" 17 33-35' |-same
14
22
35 18
8 0.0 6" 18 35-37" |-same
8
13
15 37.3'
0.0 NR 19 | 37-37.3" |No recovery; top of rock at 37.3 ft. bgs. - auger refusal
RUN 1:
37.3-42.3" Gray, vuggy crystalline Limestone; coral;
Rec = 100% 8 fractures, 2 with calcite crystals.
RQD =64 %
40 | (BEDROCK)

N = No. of Blows to Drive 2 " Spoon, 12 ", with 130 Ib. Wt., 30 " Ea. Blow.

[.3jobsil o039datatboring logs.xIssMW-2D p2
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Stantec

Project:
Project #:
Client:
Location:

Voluntary Investigation

16059

Buell Automatics

381 Buell Road

2250 Brigton Henrietta Town Line Road
Rochester, NY 14623

(585) 475-1440

Drill Contractor:

Nothnagle

Driller: N. Short

Elevation: 562.0 ft. AMSL

Weather:  sunny; 70; light wind- N

Test Boring No. MW - 2D
Page 3 of 3

Start Date: 8/5/02

Completion Date:  8/8/02

Drilling Method: 6-1/4 in ID HSA; wet rotary NX
Supervisor: P.Smith

Blows on Sampler SAMPLE Soil and Rock Information
40 C | 0-6" | 6-12" | 12-18"| 18-24"| PID Rec. No. Depth Remarks
RUN 1: continued
37.3-423" Gray, vuggy crystalline Limestone; coral;
Rec = 100% 8 fractures, 2 with calcite crystals.
RQD =64 % (BEDROCK)
42.3'
Boring terminated at 42.3 ft. bgs
45 Notes:
1. 4-inch diameter steel casing grouted at
22.0 ft. bgs.
2. Monitoring well MW-2D installed in completed
borehole. See well detail sheet.
50
55
60

N = No. of Blows to Drive 2 " Spoon, 12 ", with 130 ib. Wt., 30 " Ea. Blow.

[.jobsilonividatatboring logs xISMW-2D p3



BEDROCK MONITORING WELL

DESIGN DETAILS
PROJECT NAME: Remedial Investigation HOLE DESIGNATION: MW-2D
PROJECT NUMBER: 16059 DATE COMPLETED: 8/8/02
CLIENT: Buell Automatics DRILLING METHOD: 6-1/4 in ID HSA; wet rotary NX core
LOCATION: 381 Buell Road, Rochester, NY SUPERVISOR: P. Smith
_ FLUSH MOUNT ROAD BOX
e
GROUMD -
SURFACE SEAL TYPE: Concrete f_’ﬂ L_—‘—_I 1 L
8-inch OVERBURDEN HOLE
DIAMETER
WELL CASING
/”/_ ANNULUS BACKFILL
TOP OF SEAL @ 20.8 ft. » TYPE: Cement
BOTTOM OF 4-inch Steel Casing p/f?// ;,/’ / SEAL TYPE: Bentonite
@22.0 ft. bgs g,/’ ,«;;,;j,ﬁ
BOTTOM OF SEAL @ 31.3 ft. e s SANDPACK TYPE:
L5 1 [ /- SAND, SIZE Quartzite Sand, 00N
TOP OF SCREEN @ 32.3 ft. I -

TOP OF ROCK @ 37.3 ft.

|
.o i
L b
A
[ 1 v
[
'Y

T

. 4-inch BEDROCK HOLE
a4 / DIAMETER
- (NX core reamed with
- E” 4 3-7/8 in. roller bit).
BOTTOM OF SCREEN @ 42.3 ft. S
BOTTOM OF HOLE @ 42.3 ft.
NOTE:

ALL DIMENSIONS ARE
BELOW GROUND SURFACE (BGS)

SCREEN TYPE: CONTINUOUS SLOT ____ PERFORATED __x___ LOUVRE _ OTHER
SCREEN MATERIAL: STAINLESS STEEL _ PVC _ x__ OTHER

SCREEN LENGTH: 10.0 ft. SCREEN DIAMETER: 2.0 in. ID SCREEN SLOT SIZE: 0.010 inch
WELL CASING MATERIAL: PVC WELL CASING DIAMETER: 2.0in. (D

HOLE DIAMETER: nominal 10-inch overburden hole; nominal 4-inch bedrock hole.




2250 Brigton Henrietta Town Line Road

Rochester, NY 14623
(585) 475-1440

Test Boring No. MW - 6

Stantec Page 1 of 1
Project: Voluntary Investigation Drill Contractor:  Nothnagle Start Date: 8/8/02
Project #: 16059 Driller: N. Short Completion Date:  8/8/02
Client: Buell Automatics Elevation: 560.3 ft. AMSL Drilling Method: Hollow stem auger 4-1/4 in ID
Location: 381 Buell Road Weather: Clear, 70's Supervisor: P.Smith
Blows on Sampler SAMPLE Soil and Rock Information
0 C | 06" | 6-12" | 12-18"| 18-24"{ PID Rec. No. | Depth Remarks
34 0.5 10" 1 0-2' Gray Gravel, some sand and silt; asphait surface, road base
22 (FILL)
14
10
5 0.0 16" 2 2-4 2.6
10 Brown silty fine Sand, moist
10
10
6 0.0 18" 3 4-6' -same, except wet
5 9
10 (LACUSTRINE SAND)
12
9 0.0 20" 4 6-8' -same
10
11
9
3 0.0 16" 5 8-10" |-same
4
5
10 5
2 0.0 16" 6 10-12' [-same
3 11.2"
6 Red brown Silt, some fine sand, trace clay and gravel, moist
13
3 0.0 16" 7 12-14' {-same, with increasing clay and gravel
5
8 (LACUSTRINE SILT AND CLAY)
9
3 0.0 18" 8 14-16' [-same (Till)
15 7 15.0°
11 Brown silty fine Sand, dry (LACUSTRINE SAND)
11 159"
100/3 0.0 2" 9 | 16-16.3 ' |rock fragments
9 0.0 16" 10 17-19' |Dense gray, sandy Till, dry; rock frags from 18.5tc 18.8'
28 (GLACIAL TILL)
70
37 19.0°"
Boring terminated at 19.0 ft. bgs
20

N = No. of Blows to Drive 2 " Spoon, 12 ", with 130 Ib. Wt., 30 " Ea. Blow.

Monitoring well MW-6 installed in completed
borehole. See well detail sheet.

Laloe39datazboring logs.xIssMW-6
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~ Stantec

OVERBURDEN MONITORING WELL

DESIGN DETAILS

PROJECT NAME: Remedial Investigation HOLE DESIGNATION: MW-6
PROJECT NUMBER: 16059 DATE COMPLETED: 8/8/02
CLIENT: Bueli Automatics DRILLING METHOD: 4-1/4 in ID HSA
LOCATION: 381 Buell Road, Rochester, NY SUPERVISOR: P. Smith
SURFACE SEAL TYPE  Concrete /_ FLUSH MOUNT ROAD BOX
CREOUMDO 7 T
—
WELL CASING
ANNULUS BACKFILL
P TYPE: Cement

TOP OF SEAL @ 20 ft -

SEAL TYPE: Bentonite
BOTTOM Of SEAL @ 40 ft / o /_ SANDPACK TYPE:

/ g ,;;('/ o SAND, SIZE  Quartzite Sand, OON
TOP OF SCREEN @ 50 _ft = 1
:é' _,- - “ 4- /
= ;
T e
=
- bl N "
BOTTOM OF SCREEN @ _ 19.0 1t o -
BOTTOM OF HOLE @ 19.0 ft - T
190 =]
NOTE:

ALL DIMENSIONS ARE
BELOW GROUND SURFACE (BGS)

SCREEN TYPE: CONTINUOUS SLOT

SCREEN MATERIAL: STAINLESS STEEL

SCREEN LENGTH: 14.0 ft

WELL CASING MATERIAL:

PERFORATED _ x___

PVC _ x__

SCREEN DIAMETER: 2.0 in. ID

PVC

HOLE DIAMETER: nominal 8 - inch

WELL CASING DIAMETER:

LOUVRE OTHER

OTHER

SCREEN SLOT SIZE:

2.0in. ID

0.010 inch



2250 Brigton Henrietta Town Line Road

&f A Rochester, NY 14623 TestBoringNo. MW -7
Y (585) 475-1440
Stantec Page 1 of 1
Project: Voluntary Investigation Drill Contractor: ~ Nothnagle Start Date: 05/21/02
Project # 16059 Driller: N. Short Completion Date:  05/21/02
Client: Buell Automatics Elevation: 561.4 ft. AMSL Drilling Method: Hollow stem auger 4-1/4 in ID
Location: 381 Buell Road Weather.  Occ. Rain; wind 5-10 west  Supervisor: P .Smith
Blows on Sampler SAMPLE Soil and Rock Information
0 C | 0-6"| 6-12" | 12-18"| 18-24"| PID Rec. No. [ Depth Remarks
30 0.0 12" 1 0-2' Gray Gravel, some sand and silt (asphalt surface, road base)
10 (FILL)
10 15"
5 Brown silty fine SAND, moist
6 0.0 10" 2 2-4 -same
6
7
14
6 0.0 16" 3 4-6' -same, except wet
5 7
8 (LACUSTRINE SAND)
12
13 8.0 24" 4 6-8' -same, with interbedded silt seams
14
14
15
4 0.0 16" 5 8-10' |-same
7
8
10 8
3 0.0 18" 6 10-12° |-same
7
7
8
6 0.0 16" 7 12-14' |-same
7
8
10
3 0.0 14" 8 14-16' |Gray brown SAND, some silt, trace gravel, moist
15 7
14
15
3 0.0 6" 9 16-18' |-same, with increasing silt, trace gravel
7
8
10
1 0.0 20" 10 18-20' 18.3
3 Red brown clayey SILT, some fine sand, moist, plastic
6 (LACUSTRINE SILT and CLAY)
20 8 20.0

N = No. of Blows to Drive 2 " Spoon, 12 ", with 130 Ib. Wt., 30 " Ea. Blow.

Boring terminated at 20.0 ft. BGS
Monitoring well MW-7 installed in completed
borehote. See well detail sheet.

\jobs\1605%\data\boring logs.xIs\MW-7




O 7
—//_’, —— OVERBURDEN MONITORING WELL
Stantec DESIGN DETAILS
PROJECT NAME: Remedial investigation HOLE DESIGNATION: MW-7
PROJECT NUMBER: 16059 DATE COMPLETED: 5/20/02
CLIENT: Bueil Automatics DRILLING METHOD: 4-1/4 in ID HSA
LOCATION: 381 Buell Road, Rochester, NY SUPERVISOR: P. Smith
SURFACE SEAL TYPE  Concrete — FLUSH MOUNT ROAD BOX
GROUND / _
E T— - _L
WELL CASING
ANNULUS BACKFILL
//F TYPE: Cement
TOP OF SEAL @ 20 ft A
SEAL TYPE: Bentonite
~ - ~
BOTTOM OF SEAL @ 40 ft % % / PACK TYPE:
% o - SAND, SIZE  Quartzite Sand, 00N
TOP OF SCREEN @ 50 ft . - T /_
—_— - -1 7
i - -
- - L
- -]
M i .a.-,:
o
= > -1-
BOTTOM OF SCREEN@ 20.0 ft o -1
BOTTOM OF HOLE @ 20.0 ft - g
A -
NOTE:
ALL DIMENSIONS ARE
BELOW GROUND SURFACE (BGS)
SCREEN TYPE: CONTINUOUS SLOT PERFORATED _ x_ LOUVRE OTHER
SCREEN MATERIAL: STAINLESS STEEL PVC _ x__ OTHER
SCREEN LENGTH: 15.0 ft SCREEN DIAMETER: 2.0 in. ID SCREEN SLOT SIZE:  0.010 inch
WELL CASING MATERIAL: PVC WELL CASING DIAMETER: 2.0in.ID

HOLE DIAMETER: nominal 8 - inch




2250 Brigton Henrietta Town Line Road
Rochester, NY 14623
(585) 475-1440

Test Boring No. MW -8

Stantec Page 1 of 2
Project: Voluntary Investigation Drill Contractor:  Nothnagle Start Date: 5/21/2002
Project # 16059 Driller: N. Short Compiletion Date:  5/21/2002
Client: Buell Automatics Elevation: 562.0 fi. AMSL Drilling Method: Hollow stem auger 4-1/4 in ID
Location: 381 Buell Road Weather:  Occ. Rain; wind 5-10 west  Supervisor: P.Smith
Blows on Sampler SAMPLE Soil and Rock Information
0 C | 0-6" | 6-12" | 12-18"| 18-24"| PID Rec. No. | Depth Remarks
17 0.0 14" 1 0-2' Asphalt surface - gravel base
8 (FILL) 1.3’
6 Brown silty fine SAND, moist
5
3 0.0 16" 2 2-4' same, except wet
5
4
6 Dark gray seam @ 3.7 ' (no odors, stainingy
8 0.0 15" 3 46 |Brown silty fine SAND, wet T
5 7
6
5
5 0.0 16" 4 6-8' -same
5
6 (LACUSTRINE SAND)
9
5 0.0 16" 5 8-10" [-same
7
9.
10 10
3 0.0 16" 6 10-12' |-same
5
6
8
5 0.0 16" 7 12-14' |-same, with ‘occasional silt seams
5
6
7
5 2.8 12" 8 14-16' |[-same
15 7
12 Gray brown c-f SAND, some silt, trace clay a