
  

February 25, 2022 
 
Tony Kirik 
Vice President 
Commerce CRE, LLC 
105 McLaughlin Road, Suite A 
Rochester, New York 14615 
 
Re: Construction Completion Report 
 Sub-Slab Depressurization System Installation 
 300 Commerce Drive  
 Site No.: C828158 
 Henrietta (T), Monroe (C) 
 
Dear Mr. Kirk: 
 
The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (Department) in conjunction with the 
New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) have completed a review of the Construction 
Completion Report (CCR) Interim Remedial Measures Sub-Slab Depressurization System (SSDS) 
Installation dated September 2019 for the 300 Commerce Drive site (Site) located at 300 Commerce 
Drive, in the Town of Henrietta, Monroe County. Based on the information presented in the CCR 
subsequent information submittals requested by the Department, the CCR is approved with the following 
modifications and clarifications. 
 

1. As stated in the Department’s approval letter dated April 16, 2016 - An Interim Site Management 
Plan (ISMP) that includes an Operation & Maintenance Plan (O&M Plan) for the sub-slab 
depressurization system must be developed and submitted to the Department and NYSDOH for 
review and approval. The Department’s current Site Management Plan template ISMP needs to 
be used for the ISMP. The ISMP will be submitted to the Department and NYSDOH for review 90 
days after the installation of the SSD is complete. 
 
To date the Department has not received the Operation & Maintenance Plan (O&M Plan) for the 
SSDS installed at the Site. The Department is requesting that an O&M Plan for the SSDS is 
drafted and submitted by the Applicant’s current environmental consultant for review and approval 
by the Department and NYSDOH. The O&M Plan must be submitted and approved before the 
Department’s Decision Document is executed. 
 
NOTE – the Department only wants an O&M Plan for the SSDS not an Interim Site Management 
Plan. 

 
Within fifteen (15) days of the day of the letter, the Applicant shall elect one of the three (3) options 
presented below in writing (electronic notification is acceptable) to either: 

 
Option A: Accept the State modified work plan; or 
Option B: Invoke dispute resolution as set forth in paragraph 375-1.5(b)(2) or 
Option C: Terminate the agreement in accordance with subdivision 375-3.5. 



 
If the Applicant choses Option A then a complete copy of the CCR and this letter must be placed in the 
document repository within 7 days of acceptance of the Department’s modified document. Failure to notify 
the Department within 15 days of the date of this letter the Department will conclude that Option A has 
been elected by the Applicant. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns regarding this letter, or need further assistance with the Site, 
please feel free to contact me at 585-226-5354 or via e-mail at charlotte.theobald@dec.ny.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Charlotte B. Theobald 
Assistant Engineer 
 
ec: 
Paul Sylvestri (Harter Secrest & Emery, LLP) 
Nancy Van Dussen (Ravi) 
Peter Morton (Ravi) 
Lynn Zicari (Ravi) 
Justin Deming (NYSDOH) 
Melissa Doroski (NYSDOH) 
Mirza Begovic (MCHD) 
Jennifer Andaloro (NYSDEC) 
David Pratt (NYSDEC) 
Todd Caffoe (NYSDEC) 
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Construction Completion Report 
INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURES 

SUB-SLAB DEPRESSURIZATION SYSTEM INSTALLATION 

 
1.0 BACKGROUND AND SITE DESCRIPTION 

Yaro Enterprises (Yaro) entered into a Brownfield Cleanup Agreement (BCA) with the 

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) in 2009, to 

investigate and remediate a 2.7-acre parcel addressed as 300 Commerce Drive, Henrietta 

New York (hereinafter referred to as the “Site”).     

The BCP Site is located in the County of Monroe, New York and is identified as Tax 

Account #161.10-1-18 and is improved with one (1) approximate 18,700 square foot, two 

(2) story slab-on-grade building constructed in 1967 with an addition constructed in 1990. 

The Site is a commercial/ light industrial facility and is currently utilized as a commercial 

printing operation. The Site is located in a suburban area and is zoned for industrial use.  

The Site is bordered by a trucking company to the north-northeast, Commerce Drive to the 

west with railroad tracks beyond, Commerce Drive to the south with industrial facilities 

beyond, and commercial facilities to the east. 

 Figures 1 and 2 (attached) illustrate the location and surrounding area of the BCP Site.  

The BCP Site is utilized as a commercial/light industrial facility and there are associated 

parking lot and landscaped areas.   

Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, LaBella, 2005 

A Phase I ESA completed by LaBella in 2005 identified the following Recognized 

Environmental Conditions (RECs) associated with the Site: 

 

• NYSDEC Spill # 7880522 On-Site - One (1) inactive spill of an unknown 

quantity of #2 fuel oil from a tank is associated with the Site. The Spill Report did 

not report whether the tank was an aboveground or underground storage tank. In 

addition, the Spill Report noted that “During cleanup, soil penetration reportedly 

became evident and supported the belief this ‘old’ Spill was the reason for several 

reported Spills. Corrections made to external piping should further reduce the 

chances for future spills”. Based on the report of a “tank”’ in the Spill Report, 

there is a potential for tanks to be present.  
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• NYSDEC Spill #9102947 and #0370111 on Adjacent Property- Two (2) 

inactive NYSDEC Spills were identified associated with the north adjacent 

property. According to NYSDEC information regarding Spill #9102947, a 

10,000-gallon diesel underground storage tank (UST) failed tank tightness testing 

and was reportedly removed. According to NYSDEC information regarding Spill 

#0370111, a Phase II ESA revealed the presence of low-level residual 

contamination in the area of a formerly removed 10,000-gallon diesel UST. The 

apparent flow of groundwater on this northern adjacent property is to the south/ 

southwest, towards the Site. Based on the location of the facility adjacent to the 

north of the Site, and the apparent groundwater flow direction, there is the 

potential for contamination to have migrated on-Site from the north adjacent 

property.  
 

Phase II Environmental Site Assessment, LaBella 2008 

Based on the findings of the Phase I ESA, LaBella was requested to conduct a limited 

subsurface investigation at the Site to determine if the RECs identified in the Phase I ESA 

have impacted the subsurface at the Site. As such, a Limited Phase II ESA and 

Supplemental Phase II ESA were conducted at the Site in 2008. The following scope of 

work was completed:  

 

• Seventeen (17) soil borings (designated TB-1 through TB-9 and SB-1 through SB-

8) were advanced and five (5) 1-inch PVC groundwater monitoring wells were 

installed. Soils were continuously assessed for visual and olfactory evidence of 

impairment.  

• The following analysis was performed: 

o Eight (8) soil samples for Target Compound List (TCL) volatile organic 

compounds (VOCs) using United States Environmental Protection Agency 

(USEPA) Method 8260. 

o Two (2) soil samples for NYSDEC Spill Technology and Remediation 

Series (STARS) List VOCs using USEPA Method 8260. 

o Four (4) soil samples for NYSDEC STARS List semi-volatile organic 

compounds (SVOCs) using USEPA Method 8270. 

o Four (4) groundwater samples for TCL VOCs using USEPA Method 8260. 

o One (1) groundwater sample for NYSDEC STARS List SVOCs using 

USEPA Method 8270. 

o Two (2) groundwater samples for target analyte list (TAL) using USEPA 

Methods 6010/7471 

o Two (2) groundwater samples for polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) using 

USEPA Method 8082 

o Two (2) groundwater samples for pesticides using USEPA Method 8081 

o One (1) sub-slab soil vapor and one (1) ambient indoor air sample for VOCs 

using USEPA Method TO-15.  

• Evidence of impairment was observed in soil collected from soil borings SB-1 (8’-12’), 

SB-2 (8’-12’), and SB-8 (4’-8’).  VOCs trichloroethene (TCE) in three (3) samples and 

tetrachloroethene (PCE) in two (2) samples were reported at concentrations that exceeded 
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their respective NYSDEC Part 375 Soil Cleanup Objectives (SCOs) for Unrestricted Use. 

(Note that at the time of this assessment, TAGM was in effect.) 

• One (1) SVOC, dibenzo(a,h)anthracene was detected at a concentration that exceeded 

NYSDEC Part 375 Industrial Use SCOs. 

• Cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE) was reported at concentrations that exceed its 

NYSDEC Part 703 Groundwater Quality Standard in groundwater samples collected 

from monitoring wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-4, and MW-5. 

• TCE was reported at concentrations that exceed its NYSDEC Part 703 Groundwater 

Quality Standard in groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells MW-1, 

MW-2, and MW-5. 

• Vinyl chloride (VC) was reported at concentrations that exceed its NYSDEC Part 703 

Groundwater Quality Standard in groundwater samples collected from monitoring 

wells MW-1 and MW-4. 

• Three (3) SVOCs [benzo(a)anthracene, benzo(a)pyrene, and chrysene] were reported 

at concentrations that exceeded their respective NYSDEC Part 703 Groundwater 

Quality Standards in the groundwater sample collected from monitoring well MW-4. 

• Metals including iron, manganese, and sodium were detected at concentrations above 

their respective NYSDEC Part 703 Groundwater Quality Standards. 

• PCBs and pesticides were not detected at concentrations above their respective 

NYSDEC Part 703 Groundwater Quality Standards.  

• The Limited Soil Vapor Intrusion Assessment detected several VOCs in the sub-slab 

soil gas and the indoor air.  One VOC (TCE) was detected in the sub-slab soil vapor 

at a concentration that exceeds the minimum action level presented in the New York 

State Department of Health’s (NYSDOH’s) Final Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor 

Intrusion in the State of New York (October 2006). 

 

Remedial Investigation Work Plan, LaBella 2009 

A Remedial Investigation (RI) Work Plan was developed in 2009 to evaluate the nature and extent 

of contamination at the Site. A majority of the RI has been completed. The results of the RI will be 

documented in a separate RI Report. 

 

Due to the presence of chlorinated volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) in soil and groundwater 

at the Site, it was decided to install a sub-slab depressurization system (SSDS) within the Site 

building rather than perform extensive soil vapor intrusion testing.  Mitigation Tech was retained 

by Yaro to complete an initial evaluation and then subsequently the installation of a SSDS.  

Based on the Mitigation Tech evaluation an Interim Remedial Measure Work Plan (IRM 

WP) dated March 2016 for the installation of the SSDS was developed and approved by 

NYSDEC with modifications in a letter dated April 20, 2016.   

An electronic copy of this Construction Completion Report (CCR) with all supporting 

documentation is included as Appendix A. 
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2.0 SUMMARY OF SITE REMEDY 

2.1 REMEDIAL ACTION OBJECTIVES 

The following Remedial Action Objectives (RAOs) were identified for this IRM. 

RAOs for Public Health Protection  

• Mitigate impacts to public health resulting from existing, or the potential for, soil 

vapor intrusion into buildings at a site. 

3.0 INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURE 

This CCR documents the first IRM for this Site; no prior IRMs, operable units, or 

separate construction contracts have been identified or performed.    

4.0 DESCRIPTION OF REMEDIAL ACTIONS PERFORMED 

The primary objective of this IRM was to mitigate chlorinated VOC impacts identified in 

subsurface soil and groundwater at the Site.  This objective was accomplished via the 

installation of a SSDS within the Site building.  The Site is currently utilized for 

commercial/light industrial purposes.  As such, the completion of intrusive work such as 

installation of the SSDS and collection of subsurface samples creates a significant 

disturbance to the occupants of the building.   

The overall objective for the Site is its continued use for commercial/light industrial 

purposes. 

This IRM completed at the Site was conducted in accordance with the NYSDEC-approved 

IRM WP dated March 2016 (approved by NYSDEC April 2016).   Deviations from the 

IRM WP are noted in Section 4.5. 

The Remedial Goals in the IRM WP were as follows: 

• Install a SSDS to create negative sub-slab pressure beneath the Site Building, thus 

mitigating potential soil vapor intrusion issues within the Site building. 

• Install gauges and alarms associated with the SSDS as well as pressure field 

extension (PFE) points to confirm the influence and monitor the operation of the 

system. 
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The SSDS was installed in accordance with the NYSDOH’s Final Guidance for Evaluating 

Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York dated October 2006.  The majority of the 

system was constructed of Schedule 40 polyvinyl chloride (PVC) piping and fittings. 

Between July 24, 2017 and August 29, 2017 sixteen (16) depressurization points and three 

(3) rooftop fans were installed within the Site building, creating three (3) sub-slab systems 

(or “sub-systems”).  Each of these sub-systems consisted of four (4) to six (6) SSDS 

depressurization points, manifolded together and connected to a rooftop fan.  System 

components are depicted on the As-Built drawings included in Appendix B.  PFE 

monitoring points were installed in the Site building’s floor slab during and subsequent to 

the installation of the SSDS.  Three (3) sets of audible/visual alarms and analog pressure 

gauges, a set for each rooftop fan, were installed in August 2017.  As part of each alarm 

system, 0.25-inch diameter tubing was connected and sealed into each sub-system.  The 

locations of the audible/visual alarms are shown on the As-Built drawings in Appendix B. 

SSDS effluent screening was completed with a photoionization detector (PID) on 

September 29, 2017 and effluent sampling was completed on October 24, 2017.  Refer to 

Section 4.4.1 of this report for a discussion of the SSDS Effluent Screening conducted in 

connection with the three-fan SSDS. 

Photos of this work are included in Appendix C. 

Per the IRM WP post mitigation indoor air sampling was completed to assess the efficacy 

of the system.  The post SSDS start-up air sampling was completed on January 18, 2018.  

The indoor air sampling locations are depicted on As-Build drawing Figure A included in 

Appendix B. 

Each SSDS depressurization point was constructed by coring a hole in the Site building’s 

concrete floor slab and removing sub-slab fill material to create an approximately one (1) 

cubic foot void space directly under the core hole.  The concrete cores and removed sub-

slab material were containerized on-site in 55-gallon drums for subsequent waste 

characterization and appropriate disposal by others.  Each SSDS depressurization point 

was subsequently completed with a 3-inch diameter Schedule 40 PVC pipe or a 3-inch steel 

pipe for the initial approximate 4-ft in areas where tow-motors operate.  Locations with 

steel piping were then transitioned to PVC.  The piping was lowered into its respective core 

hole, so that the bottom of the pipe was flush with the bottom of the floor slab.  Then, each 

pipe was sealed into the concrete floor slab using backer rod and urethane caulk to create 
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an airtight seal between the PVC pipe and the concrete floor slab.  Figure B in Appendix 

B depicts details of a typical SSDS depressurization point. 

Depending upon the location within the Site building, as well as a tenant’s use of the area 

and concerns, SSDS depressurization points were generally installed as follows: 

• mounted on the exterior, exposed surface of an interior wall; or  

• mounted against an existing structural steel column, so that the steel column can be 

utilized to support the vertical piping.  As anticipated, due to the presence of column 

footers that extend approximately three (3) feet horizontally from the center of each 

column, “trenching” of the concrete floor slab was necessary as part of these 

“column” installations.  The “trenching” (i.e., removal of additional floor slab so 

horizontal piping could be run across the top of each column footer) was necessary 

to ensure that the SSDS depressurization point comes in contact with the sub-slab 

space and not with the concrete footer, which would restrict air flow.  All material 

removed as part of the “trenching” was containerized on-site in 55-gallon drums 

for characterization and disposal by others. 

Each riser pipe was run vertically to the area above the suspended ceiling tiles or to the 

underside of the roof deck in unfinished areas of the Site building, where it was continued 

horizontally across the interior of the Site building and connected to a 3-inch “header” pipe.   

Each header pipe was eventually connected to a 3-inch diameter PVC header pipe, which 

penetrated the Site building’s steel roof deck and roofing materials to connect to the rooftop 

exhaust fans with the exception of Fan 3, which exits the building wall and then proceeds 

above the roofline.  Figure A in Appendix B illustrates the location of the system 

components.   

The location of each SSDS rooftop exhaust fan was selected so that effluent from the fans 

would be discharged: at least ten (10) feet from any air intakes; at least twelve (12) inches 

above the surface of the roof; and at least ten (10) feet from any opening that was less than 

two (2) feet below the rooftop exhaust point.   

Numerous PFE monitoring points were created prior to and during the installation of the 

SSDS to confirm the creation of a pressure differential, sub-slab to ambient air pressure.  

Section 4.4.4 details the monitoring of these points.  Each PFE monitoring point consisted 

of a small-diameter (0.5-inch or less) hole drilled in the floor slab, through which a digital 
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micro-manometer was utilized to measure the pressure differential between the indoor 

space and the sub-slab space.  These PFE monitoring points were sealed with backer rod 

and/or caulk subsequent to their use.   

4.1 GOVERNING DOCUMENTS 

4.1.1 IRM Work Plan and Associated Addendum 

The IRM was conducted in accordance with the IRM WP and associated addendum. 

Deviations from the Work Plan and associated addendum are included in Section 4.5. 

4.1.2 Site Specific Health & Safety Plan (HASP)  

The HASP was included as Appendix 1 of the IRM WP.  All remedial work performed as 

part of this IRM was in full compliance with governmental requirements, including Site 

and worker safety requirements mandated by Federal OSHA. 

The Health and Safety Plan (HASP) was complied with for all remedial and intrusive work 

conducted at the Site.  The HASP describes safety procedures and standards followed 

during IRM completion.  

4.1.3 Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP)  

The CAMP was included as Appendix 2 of the IRM WP and was implemented during all 

ground intrusive work (i.e., the construction of SDDS depressurization points and the 

completion of soil borings).  VOC and particulate monitoring equipment was deployed and 

observed within the work area during construction of each SSDS depressurization point 

(i.e., coring a hole in the Site building’s concrete floor slab and removing sub-slab fill 

material to create a void space).  VOC and particulate readings were recorded at regular 

time intervals to ensure that emission thresholds established in the CAMP were not 

exceeded.  VOC and particulate readings recorded during construction of SSDS 

depressurization points are included in Appendix E.   

4.1.4 Quality Control (QC) Program 

The QC Program was included as Appendix 3 of the IRM WP approved by the NYSDEC.  

The QC Program contains procedures that provide for collected data to be properly 

evaluated and which document that quality control procedures have been followed in the 

collection of samples.  The quality control program represents the methodology and 
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measurement procedures used in collecting quality field data.  This methodology includes 

the proper use of equipment, documentation of sample collection, and sample handling 

practices.  Procedures used in the firm's Quality Control program are compatible with 

federal, state, and local regulations, as well as appropriate professional and technical 

standards. 

4.1.5 Community Participation Plan  

Copies of the IRM WP were placed in the appropriate document repositories.  Remaining 

community participation activities include Fact Sheets and public comment periods. 

4.2 REMEDIAL PROGRAM ELEMENTS 

4.2.1 Contractors and Consultants 

The following contractors and consultants completed work at the Site: 

Contractor/ Consultant Role 

LaBella Associates, D.P.C. Environmental consultant responsible for 

correspondence with NYSDEC, 

coordination with tenants, ensuring 

compliance with applicable Site 

documents (i.e., IRM WP and associated 

addendum), environmental oversight of 

SSDS installation/construction, reporting, 

sample collection, and implementation of 

the CAMP. 

Mitigation Tech Construction contractor responsible for 

installation/construction of the SSDS. 

Centek Laboratories Laboratory analysis of SSDS Effluent, air, 

and sub-slab vapor samples. 

DATAVAL Inc.  Preparation of Data Usability Summary 

Reports (DUSRs). 
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4.2.2 Site Preparation 

Pre-construction meetings were held with contractors and tenant of the Site building at 

various times prior to and during implementation of the IRM and construction of the SSDS.  

These meetings were held to discuss access to the tenant space, appropriate working 

schedules, and the final locations of the SSDS extractions points (based upon concerns and 

preferences of the tenant).  

Documentation regarding agency approvals associated with this IRM is included in 

Appendix D.  Non-agency permits were not required for this IRM. 

4.2.3 General Site Controls 

As noted in Sections 4.0 and 4.3, concrete floor slab material and sub-slab material 

removed during construction of the SSDS depressurization points were containerized on-

site in 55-gallon drums for subsequent waste characterization and appropriate disposal, 

by others   

The Site building was occupied during implementation of the IRM and construction of 

the SSDS and as such, Site security was provided by and coordinated with the tenant. 

4.2.4 Nuisance Controls 

Based upon results of the CAMP (see Section 4.2.5 and Appendix E), no significant 

dust/particulate or odor control mitigation was required during implementation of the 

IRM and construction of the SSDS.  Contractors were diligent in their housekeeping and 

cleanup of work areas.   

4.2.5 CAMP Results 

Based upon results of the CAMP, no significant dust or odor control mitigation was 

required during implementation of the IRM and construction of the SSDS.  Contractors 

were diligent in their housekeeping and cleanup of work areas.  Copies of all field data 

sheets and field notes relating to the CAMP are provided in Appendix E. 
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4.2.6 Reporting 

LaBella field notes associated with the installation of the SSDS are included in electronic 

format in Appendix E.  Photographs associated with the installation of the SSDS are 

included in Appendix C.   

4.3 CONTAMINATED MATERIALS REMOVAL 

Each SSDS depressurization point was constructed by coring a hole in the Site building’s 

concrete floor slab and removing sub-slab fill material to create an approximately one (1) 

cubic foot void space directly under the core hole.  The concrete cores and removed sub-

slab material was containerized on-site in 55-gallon drums for subsequent waste 

characterization and appropriate disposal by others.   

4.4 REMEDIAL PERFORMANCE/DOCUMENTATION SAMPLING 

Performance sampling associated with this IRM included the following: 

• SSDS effluent screening (PID); 

• SSDS effluent sampling; 

• PFE monitoring point measurements; 

• January 2018 indoor air and outdoor air sampling; and  

• Data Usability Summary Reports (DUSRs) were prepared by DATAVAL Inc. of 

Fayetteville, NY (DATAVAL) for the SSDS effluent sampling.  DATAVAL is 

currently completing a DUSR for the January 2018 air sampling and subsequent 

to completion that will be submitted under separate cover.    The available DUSR 

is discussed in Section 4.4.3 and included in Appendix F.  The associated full 

laboratory analytical reports are provided electronically in Appendix G. 
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4.4.1 Sub-Slab Depressurization System Effluent Screening and Sampling 

September 2017 SSDS Effluent Screening 

The three-fan SSDS was started on August 29, 2017 and PID readings were collected from 

each of the three (3) vent fan discharge points using a RAE Systems ppbRAE 3000 VOC 

Monitor (ppbRAE) on September 29, 2017.  The results of this SSDS Effluent Screening 

are summarized below: 

Fan 

Peak PID Reading 

(parts per billion) 

#1 495 

#2 395 

#3 38 

 

October 2017 SSDS Effluent Sampling 

Based upon the findings of the SSDS Effluent Screening, effluent from Fan #1 & #2, the 

locations with the highest PID readings was sampled per the IRM WP, as follows: 

• The effluent samples were collected on October 24, 2017 using liter Summa® 

canisters equipped with pre-calibrated laboratory supplied flow regulators set for a 

sampling time of four (4) hours; and  

• The Summa® canisters were connected to laboratory-grade, inert, polyethylene 

tubing that was extended approximately one (1) foot into the rooftop vent pipe of 

each of the targeted sub-slab venting locations.   

It should be noted that initially sample “2017_10_24_EX1A” (effluent from Fan #1) was 

collected but due to an issue with the regulator, the sample only ran for approximately 

fourteen (14) minutes.  A duplicate sample was also collected on this location at this time 

and also only ran for this duration.  Due to this a second sample was collected 

“2017_10_24_EX1” and this sample performed adequately. Subsequent to sample 

collection, the samples were sent under standard chain of custody procedures to Centek 

Laboratories of Syracuse, New York (Centek) for analysis of VOCs using USEPA Method 



   

 12

TO-15, with a minimum detection limit of 1 µg/m3 with 0.25 µg/m3 for TCE and Vinyl 

Chloride, respectively.  Centek is a NYSDOH Environmental Laboratory Approval Program 

(ELAP) certified laboratory.  An “ASP-Category B-like” deliverables package was 

provided by Centek, and a DUSR was prepared DATAVAL for these data. 

As summarized in Table 1, several VOCs were detected above laboratory MDLs in the 

effluent samples collected from Fan #1 and Fan #2.  TCE was detected in effluent from 

these fans at concentrations of 13 ug/m3 and 1.2 ug/m3, respectively. 

These results were utilized to assess the need for emission controls.  Per DAR-1, Flowchart 

#1, compounds that are considered High Toxicity Air Pollutants were assessed to determine 

if the mass discharge is in compliance with 6-NYCRR Part 212 regulations.  The GP-501 

fans have a maximum air flow of approximately 70 cubic feet per minute (CFM).  

Assuming a maximum air flow for all three (3) fans and assuming each fan is discharging 

at the highest concentration identified the following mass emissions were calculated for 

the system as a whole. 

 

Compound 

Highest 

Effluent 

Concentration 

(µg/m3) 

Estimated Annual 

Mass Emission 

(lbs./yr) 

6-NYCRR Part 212-

2.2 Table 2 

HTAC 

Mass Emission Limits 

(lbs/yr) 

TCE 13 0.083 500 

Carbon Tetrachloride 0.5 0.003 100 

Benzene 32 0.205 100 

 Based on the above minimal emission rates, further assessment of effluent discharges were 

not warranted.   

 

4.4.2 Post-Startup Air Sampling  

January  2018 Indoor Air and Outdoor Air 

On January 18, 2018 (more than forty-five days after the installation and full startup of the 

three-fan SSDS, per the IRM WP), indoor air samples were collected from four (4) 

locations within the building (designated 300-IA-01, 300-IA-02, 300-IA-03, and 300-IA-
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04).  In addition, one (1) outdoor air sample (designated 300-EXT-01) was also collected 

as part of this sampling event.  Quality Assurance/Quality Control (QA/QC) samples were 

also collected and consisted of one blind duplicate designated “Dupe” (collected from 

location 300-IA-04) and a Matrix Spike/Matrix Spike Duplicate (collected on 300-IA-01).  

The sampling locations are included on As-Built drawing Figure A in Appendix B. 

The indoor air sampling was completed in accordance with the procedures provided in the 

NYSDOH’s Final Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York 

dated October 2006, as outlined in the IRM WP.   

The samples were sent under standard chain of custody procedures to Centek for analysis 

of VOCs using USEPA Method TO-15, with a minimum detection limit of 1 µg/m3 with 

0.25 µg/m3 for TCE and vinyl chloride, respectively.  The results of the sampling event are 

summarized in the attached Table 2.  The laboratory analytical results from Centek for this 

sampling event indicated that:  

• The laboratory results indicate that the compounds detected do not exceed the 

NYSDOH Air Guideline Values.   

Based on the post-mitigation indoor air samples, the SSDS is providing adequate mitigation 

of soil vapor intrusion.   

4.4.3 Discussion of DUSRs 

DUSR for SSDS Effluent Sampling 

DATAVAL’s DUSR (see Appendix F) for Centek’s laboratory analytical report 

“C1710061” (see Appendix G) indicated the data was viable with the following 

notes: 

• The results reported from sample “2017_10_24_EX1A” and 

“2017_10_24_DUPE”   were rejected and “20147_10_24_EX1”,  

“20147_10_24_EX2” and “20147_10_24_Outdoor” were qualified.   

As noted in Section 4.4, the rejected sample (and it’s duplicate) had a faulty 

regulator and this location was sampled via sample “20147_10_24_EX1” as 

such, the rejected data does not impact the data or conclusions of this report.    
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4.4.4 PFE Monitoring Points 

Numerous PFE monitoring points were created across the Site Building during the 

installation of the SSDS to confirm the creation of a pressure differential, sub-slab to 

ambient air pressure.  The locations of the PFE monitoring points were chosen based upon 

field conditions and the installed locations of the SSDS extraction points.  The approximate 

locations of the PFE monitoring points are depicted on As-Built drawing Figure A in 

Appendix B.  Each PFE point consists of a ±0.5-inch diameter hole drilled through the 

floor slab.  A digital micro-manometer was utilized to measure the pressure differential 

between the indoor space and the sub-slab space.  The cumulative results of the PFE 

readings collected to date are summarized in the Table below. 

 

PFE Location ID 

Differential Pressure  

(Inches of Water Column) 

10/24/17 7/30/2019 

A -0.075 -0.034 

B -0.081 -0.075 

C 0.00* -0.007 

D -0.027 N/A 

E -0.071 N/A 

F -0.042 -0.054 

G -0.059 -0.251 

H N/A -0.054 

I N/A -0.064 

 * Denotes that the differential pressure at this location was measured again on  

November 7, 2017 and a reading of -0.005”WC was recorded 
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These PFE monitoring points were sealed with backer rod and/or caulk subsequent to 

collecting the readings.  Based on the PFE measurements obtained the SSDS is providing 

adequate capture beneath the entire building.   

4.5 DEVIATIONS FROM THE IRM WP 

The IRM WP indicated that the system would consist of four (4) sub-systems; however, 

based on the influence observed during the system installation only three (3) sub-systems 

were necessary.   

 

 

 
J:\YARO ENTERPRISE INC\208723 BCP 300 COMMERCE\IRM SSDS CCR\RPT DRAFT_2019 YARO - 300 COMMERCE.DOCX 
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TABLE 1

300 COMMERCE DRIVE, HENRIETTA, NEW YORK

NYSDEC BCP ID No. C828158

SUMMARY OF SUB-SLAB DEPRESSURIZATION SYSTEM EFFLUENT SAMPLING RESULTS

Results in Micrograms per Cubic Meter (μg/m
3
)

(USEPA Method TO-15)

QA/QC Sample

Chloromethane 74-87-3 1.6 0.89 J ND UJ 0.81 J ND 22000 90

Chloroethane 75-00-3 ND ND UJ 0.37 J ND UJ ND NL NL

Chloroform 67-66-3 ND 0.63 J 0.68 J ND UJ ND 150 14.7

Acetone 67-64-1 11 260 J 330 J 7.6 J 16 180000 30000

Isopropyl Alcohol 67-63-0 8.7 450 J 1300 J 1.3 J 17 98000 7000

Carbon Disulfide 75-15-0 ND 5.1 J 5.9 J ND UJ ND 6200 700

Carbon Tetrachloride 56-53-5 0.5 0.5 J 0.5 J 0.44 J 0.5 1900 0.17

cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-59-2 ND 17.0 J 3.2 J ND UJ ND NL 63

Methylene Chloride 75-09-2 0.69 1.7 J 1.1 J 0.9 J 1.7 14000 60

Hexane 110-54-3 0.7 12 J 14.0 J ND UJ ND NL 700

Methyl Ethyl Ketone 78-93-3 1.4 37 J 38 J 0.97 J 1.9 13000 5000

Cyclohexane 110-82-7 0.65 7.2 J 13 J ND UJ 0.59 NL 6000

Ethyl acetate 141-78-6 ND ND UJ 3.8 J ND UJ ND NL 3400

Benzene 71-43-2 1.4 30.0 J 32.0 J ND UJ 1.5 1300 0.13

Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 ND ND UJ ND UJ ND UJ ND NL 70

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 ND ND UJ ND UJ ND UJ ND NL 0.09

Heptane 142-82-5 1.4 25 J 31 J ND UJ 1.4 210000 3900

Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 ND 3.7 J ND UJ ND UJ ND 300 4

1,1,1-Trichloroethane 71-55-6 ND 0.76 J ND UJ ND UJ ND 9000 5000

1,2-Dichloroethane 107-06-2 ND ND UJ ND UJ ND UJ ND NL 0.038

Trichloroethene 79-01-6 ND 13 J 1.2 J ND UJ ND 20 0.2

2,2,4-Trimethylpentane 540-84-1 1.2 28 J 33 J ND UJ 1.3 NL 3300

Toluene 108-88-3 15 270 J 260 J 2.9 J 20 37000 5000

Trichlorofluromethane (Freon 11) 75-69-4 1.2 1.6 J 1.8 J 1.2 J 1.2 9000 5000

Dichlordifluoromethane (Freon 12) 75-71-8 2.4 3.0 J 3.1 J 2.2 J 2.4 NL 12000

Ethylbenzene 100-41-4 1.8 43.0 J 44 J ND UJ 1.9 NL 1000

Xylene (m,p) 1330-20-7 7.2 170.0 J 170.0 J 1 J 7.3 22000 100

Xylene (o) 95-47-6 2.7 50 J 54 J 0.43 J 2.8 22000 100

Vinyl Chloride 75-01-4 ND ND UJ ND UJ ND UJ ND 180000 0.11

Styrene 100-42-5 ND ND UJ ND UJ ND UJ ND 17000 1000

4-Ethyltoluene 622-96-8 ND 9.3 J 10 J ND UJ ND NL NL

1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 108-67-8 ND 7.9 J 8.4 J ND UJ ND NL 6

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 95-63-6 2.0 28 J 32 J ND UJ 2.1 NL 6

ND - Denotes that the specific compound not detected above the reported laboratory method detection limit.

J - Denotes that the associated numerical value is an estimated quantity due to variance from quality control limits..

1.0 - Strikethrough denotes that the results were rejected by the data validator.

NL denotes that DAR-1 does not list a value for this compound.

NYSDEC DAR-1

Annual Guideline 

Concentrations (AGCs) 
1                                             

(µg/m
3
)

Short-term Guideline 

Concentrations (SGCs) 
1
             (µg/m

3
)

Yellow shading denotes that the compound was detected at a concentration greater than the DAR-1 Annual Guideline Concentration, it should be noted that the actual criteria requires air modeling; however, based on the limited mass emmission a formal modeling 

does not appear warranted.  

2017_10_24_EX1A

(Fan #1)

2017_10_24_EX1

(Fan #1 - Resample)

2017_10_24_EX2

(Fan #2)
2017_10_24_Outdoor

2017_10_24_DUP

(Duplicate of

2017_10_24_EX1A)

Indoor Air Samples

INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURE  - CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION REPORT

Volatile Organic Compounds (VOCs)

1.   New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Division of Air Resources-1 (DAR-1) dated August 10, 2016.  

Parameter CAS Number

Outdoor Ambient Air

J:\Yaro Enterprise Inc\208723 BCP 300 Commerce\IRM SSDS CCR\Tables\SSDS Effluent_8-20-19.xls

Remedial Investigation - Soil Vapor Instrusion Study

690 Saint Paul Street

Rochester, New York

LaBella Project No. 209280



TABLE 2

INTERIM REMEDIAL MEASURE  - CONSTRUCTION COMPLETION REPORT

300 COMMERCE DRIVE, HENRIETTA, NEW YORK
NYSDEC BCP ID No. C828158

SUMMARY OF POST SUB-SLAB DEPRESSURIZATION SYSTEM INSTALLATION CONFIRMATORY SAMPLING

Results in Micrograms per Cubic Meter (μg/m
3
)

(USEPA Method TO-15)

Soil Boring ID 300-IA-01/MSMSD 300-IA-02 300-IA-03 300-IA-04 300-EXT-01 DUPE

Sample Depth (feet)

Sample Date

1,1,1-Trichloroethane ug/m3 100*** 3*** 20.6 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82 <0.82

1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene ug/m3 NL NL 9.5 0.69 J 0.98 2.1 2.0 <0.74 2.1

Acetone ug/m3 NL NL 98.9 37 52 79 70.0 11.0 71.0

Benzene ug/m3 NL NL 9.4 0.89 1.1 1.3 1.3 0.67 1.3

Carbon tetrachloride ug/m3 6 ** 0.2** <1.3 0.44 0.38 0.38 0.4 0.4 0.4

Chloromethane ug/m3 NL NL 3.7 0.99 0.93 1.2 1.2 0.8 <0.31

Cyclohexane ug/m3 NL NL NL 2.8 4.5 8.4 11 <0.52 8.6

Ethyl Acetate ug/m3 NL NL 5.4 1.7 3.7 3.6 4.3 <0.54 4.4

Ethylbenzene ug/m3 NL NL 5.7 <0.65 <0.65 0.43 0.5 <0.65 0.5

Freon 11 ug/m3 NL NL 18.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.1 1.2

Freon 12 ug/m3 NL NL 16.5 2.3 2.4 2.3 2.3 2.3 2.2

Heptane ug/m3 NL NL NL 0.61 0.78 0.98 1.1 <0.61 1.1

Hexane ug/m3 NL NL 10.2 0.78 0.99 1.9 2.0 <0.53 1.9

Isopropyl Alcohol ug/m3 NL NL NL 220 380 840 1600 2.6 1,500.0

m,p-Xylene ug/m3 NL NL 22.2 0.65 J 1.0 1.0 1.1 <1.3 1.1

Methly Ethyl Ketone ug/m3 NL NL NL 2.1 3.3 3.9 4.0 <0.88 4.3

Methylene Chloride ug/m3 100*** 3***/60* NL 3.9 1.8 1.3 0.83 0.94 0.94

o-xylene ug/m3 NL NL 7.9 <0.65 0.48 0.61 0.6 <0.65 0.7

Stryene ug/m3 NL NL 1.9 0.43 J 0.81 1.1 1.4 <0.64 1.4

Tetrachloroethylene ug/m3 100*** 3***/30* NL <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0

Toluene ug/m3 NL NL 43 5.2 5.8 13 17.0 0.8 16.0

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene ug/m3 NL NL NL <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59

Trichloroethene ug/m3 6 ** 0.2** / 2* 4.2 <0.16 0.59 <0.16 0.21 <0.16 0.21

Vinyl Chloride ug/m3 6 **** 0.2**** <1.8 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0

Notes:

Concentrations in micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m
3
)

Samples analyzed for VOCs by USEPA Method TO-15

< indicates the concentration was not detected above the reporting limit

** = Guideline Value obtained from Soil Vapor/Indoor Air Matrix A (minimum action level), NYSDOH, Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York May 2017. 

*** = Guidance Value obtained from Soil Vapor/Indoor Air Matrix B (minimum action level), NYSDOH Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York May 2017.

**** = Guidance Value obtained from Soil Vapor/Indoor Air Matrix C (minimum action level), NYSDOH Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York May 2017.

Red values are above Air Guideline Derived by NYSDOH in Table 3.1 of NYSDOH Guidance titled "Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York", October 2006 (and subsequent updates).

J - Analyte detected below quantitation limit

NYSDOH Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York , May 2017 Decision Matrices Notes:

NO FURTHER ACTION:

No additional actions are recommended to address human exposures

IDENTIFY SOURCE(S) AND RESAMPLE OR MITIGATE:

MONITOR:

MITIGATE:

(1)  New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH), Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York , October 2006 and subsequent updates.  [Note:  This Guidance uses a combination of indoor air and sub-slab soil vapor when comparing to the matrices.  In addition, for compounds not listed in the matrices an 

overall site approach is employed which utilizes the USEPA BASE Database 

(see 2. below) as typical background for commercial buildings and also uses the outdoor air sample, refer to Guidance document for details.]

(2) USEPA Building Assessment and Survey Evaluation (BASE) Database (90th Percentile).  As recommended in Section 3.2.4 of the NYSDOH Guidance (Refer to Footnote "1") this database is referenced for the indoor air sampling results.  This database is also referenced to provide initial benchmarks for comparison to the air sampling 

data and does not represent regulatory standards or compliance values.

We recommend that reasonable and practical actions be taken to identify the source(s) affecting the indoor air quality and that actions be implemented to reduce indoor air concentrations to within background ranges. For example, if an indoor or outdoor air source is identified, we recommend the appropriate party implement actions to 

reduce the levels. In the event that indoor or outdoor sources are not readily identified or confirmed, resampling (which might include additional sub-slab vapor and indoor air sampling locations) is recommended to demonstrate that SVI mitigation actions are not needed. Based on the information available, mitigation might also be 

recommended when soil vapor intrusion cannot be ruled out.

We recommend monitoring (sampling on a recurring basis), including but not necessarily limited to sub-slab vapor, basement air and outdoor air sampling, to determine whether concentrations in the indoor air or sub-slab vapor have changed and/or to evaluate temporal influences. Monitoring might also be recommend to determine 

whether existing building conditions (e.g., positive pressure heating, ventilation and air-conditioning systems) are maintaining the desired mitigation endpoint and to determine whether changes are needed. The type and frequency of monitoring is determined based on site-, building-, and analyte-specific information, taking into account 

applicable environmental data and building operating conditions. Monitoring is an interim measure required to evaluate exposures related to soil vapor intrusion until contaminated environmental media are remediated. 

We recommend mitigation to minimize current or potential exposures associated with soil vapor intrusion. The most common mitigation methods are sealing preferential pathways in conjunction with installing a sub-slab depressurization system and changing the pressurization of the building in conjunction with monitoring. The type, or 

combination of types, of mitigation is determined on a building-specific basis, taking into account building construction and operating conditions. Mitigation is considered a temporary measure implemented to address exposures related to soil vapor intrusion until contaminated environmental media are remediated. 

* = Air Guideline Values obtained from Table 3.1, NYSDOH, Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York and updates in September 2013 for PCE and August 2015 for TCE.

1/18/2018

NYSDOH Sub-Slab Vapor 

Concentration Decision Matrix 

(minimum action level) 
(1)

NYSDOH Indoor Air 

Concentration (minimum 

action level)
 (1)

NYSDOH Guidance Table C2. USEPA 

BASE Database - 90th Percentile  
(2)Units

1/18/2018 1/18/2018 1/18/2018 1/18/2018 1/18/2018
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View of rooftop Fan 1 

 

 

View of rooftop Fan 2 

 



 

View of rooftop fans 

 

 

View of u-tube manometer 1 
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APPENDIX D 

AGENCY APPROVALS 

  



  

April 20, 2016 
 
 
Mr. Tony Kirik 
Yaro Enterprises, Inc. 
228 Rosemont Drive 
Rochester, New York 14617 
 
 
Re: Interim Remedial Measures Work Plan -  
 Sub-Slab Depressurization System Installation 
 300 Commerce Drive  
 Site No.: C828158 
 Henrietta (T), Monroe (C) 
 
Dear Mr. Kirik: 
 
The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (Department) in conjunction with the 
New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) have completed a review of the Interim Remedial 
Measures Work Plan – Sub-Slab Depressurization System Installation (IRMWP) dated March 2016 for 
the 300 Commerce Drive site (Site) located at 300 Commerce Drive, in the Town of Henrietta, Monroe 
County.  Based on the information presented in the IRMWP, the IRMWP is approved with the following 
modifications and clarifications. 
 

1. Section 4.1.2, Page 5: If the void space underneath the slab cannot be maintained to prevent 
clogs or blocks the suction pipe, additional measures will need to be implemented to maintain that 
void space for proper operation of the sub-slab depressurization system. 
 

2. Section 5.2.1, Page 7: The IRMWP states that a minimum of 45 days after full startup of the SSD 
system indoor air sampling event will occur.  Please note that if this initial indoor air sampling 
event does not fall during the heating season as defined in the NYSDOH guidance document then 
an additional indoor air sampling event will need to be completed during the heating season. 
 
The Department requests that the indoor air samples collected be analyzed for the full USEPA 
Method TO-15 analytical parameter list for direct comparison purposes with the previous sampling 
event data. 
 

3. Section 6.0, Page 8: The analytical data generated as part of the sub-slab depressurization 
system installation will be submitted to the Department in the appropriate electronic data 
deliverable that complies with the Department’s current requirements. 
 
The Construction Completion Report documenting the installation of the SSD system will be 
submitted to the Department and NYSDOH 90 days after the installation is complete. 
 
An Interim Site Management Plan (ISMP) that includes an Operation & Maintenance Plan (O&M 
Plan) for the sub-slab depressurization system must be developed and submitted to the 



 
Department and NYSDOH for review and approval.  The Department’s current Site Management 
Plan template ISMP needs to be used for the ISMP.  The ISMP will be submitted to the 
Department and NYSDOH for review 90 days after the installation of the SSD is complete. 
 

4. QAPP, Table 10-2: The holding time for samples collected starts at the time of collection not when 
the sample is received by the laboratory.  Please revise this table for future submittals. 
 

5. As per the Brownfield Cleanup Agreement, please provide the Department with 7 days advance 
notice of any fieldwork activities so that appropriate Department oversight can be provided. 

 
Within fifteen (15) days of the day of the letter, the Applicant shall elect one of the three (3) options 
presented below in writing (electronic notification is acceptable) to either: 

 
Option A: Accept the State modified work plan; or 
Option B: Invoke dispute resolution as set forth in paragraph 375-1.5(b)(2) or 
Option C: Terminate the agreement in accordance with subdivision 375-3.5. 
 

If the Applicant choses Option A then a copy of the RAAR/RAWP and this letter must be placed in the 
document repository within 7 days of acceptance of the Department’s modified document.  Failure to 
notify the Department within 15 days of the date of this letter the Department will conclude that Option A 
has been elected by the Applicant. 
 
If you have any questions or concerns regarding this letter, or need further assistance with the Site, 
please feel free to contact me at 585-226-5354 or via e-mail at charlotte.theobald@dec.ny.gov. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
Charlotte B. Theobald 
Environmental Engineer 1 
 
Enc. 
 
ec: 
Paul Sylvestri (Harter Secrest & Emery, LLP) 
Dan Noll (Labella) 
Justin Deming (NYSDOH) 
Melissa Doroski (NYSDOH) 
Wade Silkworth (MCHD) 
James Mahoney (NYSDEC) 
Bernette Schilling (NYSDEC) 
Greg MacLean (NYSDEC) 
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FIELD NOTES/CAMP DATA 

  



Mitigation System Installation Record

Structure was 
sampled previously

System Information

System ID: 

Owner Name: 

System Address: 

City: Zip: 

Site No: 

Site Name: 

Owner Occupied

Telephone: 

Alt. Telephone: 

Contractor Information

Installer Name: 

Telephone: 

Company: 

Building Conditions Building Type:

Slab Integrity: Poor Average Good Excellent

Slab Penetrations: Sump Floor drain Perimeter drain Other

Describe:

Observed Water: Dry Damp Sump only Standing

Describe:

System Installation

Installation Type:

Slab Thickess (inches):

Subslab Material:

Number of Suction Points:

Date Installed:

Subslab Moisture:

Number of Fans Installed:

Fan Model No(s):

Fan Serial No(s):

Final U-Tube Levels:

Fan #1 Operating Fan #2 Operating Fan #3 Operating

Additional Mitigation Elements (check all that apply):

Drainjer Membrane Sealed cracks New floor Rain cap Other

Comments:

Mitigation System Installation



Communication Testing

Test Method: Meter Type/Manufacturer: 

Location Reading/Result Dist. From Suction Point (ft) Passed?

System Sketch 
(indicate notable features, location of extraction points, and communication test holes)

NORTH

Mitigation System Installation - Page 2

edetweiler
Text Box
Refer to As-Built Drawings

















































INDOOR AIR SAMPLING LOGS 

  



Soil Gas Testing Log Project Name: 300 Commerce BCP#C828158

Project No: 208723

Sampled By John Lanz

Date: 18-Jan-18

Weather

 

Vacuum Helium Tracer Vacuum Helium Tracer Vacuum Helium Tracer

Reading Gas Reading Reading Gas Reading Reading Gas Reading

836 28.1 N/A 840 29.6 N/A 843 28.9 N/A

931 24.9 N/A 932 26.5 N/A 925 26.2 N/A

1100 20.0 N/A 1100 20.9 N/A 1100 21.2 N/A

1130 17.5 N/A 1130 18.2 N/A 1130 18.9 N/A

1207 15.5 N/A 1207 16.1 N/A 1207 16.9 N/A

1345 7.8 N/A 1344 10.0 N/A 1345 11.9 N/A

1430 6.9 N/A 1430 7.1 N/A 1430 9.1 N/A

1505 4.9 N/A 1508 4.9 N/A 1511 7.2 N/A

N/A 1610 4.9 N/A

Canister: 484 Canister: 1186 Canister: 556

Regulator: 1170 Regulator: 310 Regulator: 1171

Notes/Activities:

300-IA-01 located in office break room. Placed on top of small refrigerator in northwest corner of room. 

300-IA-02 located in office space. Placed on top of cabinets. 

300-IA-03 located in work area, placed on top of Fire Extinguisher holder on southern wall to office. 

Sub-Slab Pressure_____N/A__ "wc Sub-Slab Pressure___N/A___ "wc Sub-Slab Pressure____N/A__ "wc

Indoor Air

ID_______300-IA-01 (MS/MSD)______ ID_____300-IA-02______________ ID__________300-IA-03______________

25 F Partly Cloudy

Canister disconnected and packaged for 

shipment to Lab.

Canister disconnected and packaged for 

shipment to Lab.

Canister disconnected and packaged for 

shipment to Lab.

Time Time Time

Indoor Air Indoor Air

Post Sub-Slab Depressurization Unit 

Installation Indoor Air Sampling            

300 Commerce Drive, Henrietta, New 

York BCP#C828158



Soil Gas Testing Log Project Name: 300 Commerce BCP#C828158

Project No: 208723

Sampled By John Lanz

Date: 18-Jan-18

Weather
 

Vacuum Helium Tracer Vacuum Helium Tracer Vacuum Helium Tracer

Reading Gas Reading Reading Gas Reading Reading Gas Reading

850 30.0 N/A 853 30.5 N/A

937 27.9 N/A 1000 26.8 N/A

1100 23.1 N/A 1100 24.6 N/A

1130 22.1 N/A 1130 21.4 N/A

1207 21.7 N/A 1207 19.1 N/A

1345 20.1 N/A 1345 14.1 N/A

1430 17.0 N/A 1430 11.4 N/A

1511 16.9 N/A 1646 5.7 N/A

1540 7.2 N/A

1615 3.9 N/A

Canister 554 Canister 366

Cannister (D) 1177 Regulator 372

Regulator 268

Notes/Activities:

300-EXT-01 located approximately 4-feet above the ground hanging from the exterior Flag Pole. 

300-IA-04 chosen as sample to collecte duplicate from. Sample taken from north central portion of Work area. Sample placed on top of stack of 

carboard product. 

Post Sub-Slab Depressurization Unit 

Installation Indoor Air Sampling            

300 Commerce Drive, Henrietta, New 

York BCP#C828158 25 F Partly Cloudy

ID_______300-IA-04 (DUPE)______ ID________300-EXT-01________ ID__________N/A_____________

Sub-Slab Pressure_____N/A__ "wc Sub-Slab Pressure____N/A___ "wc Sub-Slab Pressure__________ "wc

Canister disconnected and packaged for 

shipment to Lab.

Canister disconnected and packaged for 

shipment to Lab.

 Indoor Air Outdoor Air Sub-Slab/ Indoor Air/ Outdoor Air

Time Time Time
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300 State Street, Suite 201 | Rochester, NY 14614 | p 585-454-6110 | f 585-454-3066 

www.labellapc.com 

 

 

 

September 4, 2019 
 
 
Ms. Charlotte Theobald 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
Division of Environmental Remediation, Region 8 
6274 East Avon-Lima Road 
Avon, New York 14414-9516 
 
Re:  Construction Completion Report Addendum 

NYSDEC Site #C828158 
300 Commerce Drive 

 Henrietta, New York 
  
Dear Ms. Theobald: 

 

LaBella Associates, D.P.C. (“LaBella”) is submitting this addendum for the above referenced 
Construction Completion Report.  Attached please find the Data Usability Summary Report (DUSR) by 
DataVal, Inc. (DataVal) for the indoor air sampling completed on January 18, 2018.  The DUSR 
indicated the following: 

“Reported data should be considered technically defensible and completely usable in it’s present 
form.  Results presenting a usable estimation of the condition at the time of sampling have been 
flagged “J” or “U”.  Estimated data should be used with caution.” 

DataVal only made minor modifications to some of the laboratory data.  The DUSR did not change 
any finding of the Construction Completion Report (CCR) submitted by LaBella on September 3, 
2019.  As indicated in the CCR, the Sub-slab Depressurization System is effectively mitigating soil 
vapor intrusion at the Site. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me at (585) 295-6611. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

LABELLA  ASSOCIATES,  D.P.C. 

 

 
Dan Noll, P.E. 
Project Manager 
 
 
J:\Yaro Enterprise Inc\208723 BCP 300 Commerce\IRM SSDS CCR\LTR.2019.09.03 - DUSR Follow up letter C828159.docx 

 

















































































APPENDIX G 

RAW ANALYTICAL LABORATORY REPORTS 
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September 4, 2019 
 
 
Ms. Charlotte Theobald 
New York State Department of Environmental Conservation 
Division of Environmental Remediation, Region 8 
6274 East Avon-Lima Road 
Avon, New York 14414-9516 
 
Re:  Construction Completion Report Addendum 

NYSDEC Site #C828158 
300 Commerce Drive 

 Henrietta, New York 
  
Dear Ms. Theobald: 

 

LaBella Associates, D.P.C. (“LaBella”) is submitting this addendum for the above referenced 
Construction Completion Report.  Attached please find the Data Usability Summary Report (DUSR) by 
DataVal, Inc. (DataVal) for the indoor air sampling completed on January 18, 2018.  The DUSR 
indicated the following: 

“Reported data should be considered technically defensible and completely usable in it’s present 
form.  Results presenting a usable estimation of the condition at the time of sampling have been 
flagged “J” or “U”.  Estimated data should be used with caution.” 

DataVal only made minor modifications to some of the laboratory data.  The DUSR did not change 
any finding of the Construction Completion Report (CCR) submitted by LaBella on September 3, 
2019.  As indicated in the CCR, the Sub-slab Depressurization System is effectively mitigating soil 
vapor intrusion at the Site. 

If you have any questions please do not hesitate to contact me at (585) 295-6611. 
 

Respectfully submitted, 

LABELLA  ASSOCIATES,  D.P.C. 

 

 
Dan Noll, P.E. 
Project Manager 
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	install_name[0]: 
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	obswater[0]: Dry
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	install_type[0]: [Sub-Slab Depressurization (Active)]
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