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NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION
-

SITE INVESTIGATION INFORMATION

1. SITE NAME 2. SITE NUMBER 3. TOWN/CITYMILLAGE 4. COUNTY
L & C Conctrete 152087 West Hampton Beach Suffolk
§. REGION 6. CLASSIFICATION

1 CURRENT 2a PROPOSED P MODIFY

7. LOCATION OF S{TE (Alach U.S.G.S. Topographic Map showing site location) Please reter to figure 1.
a. Quadrangle Eastport
b. Site Latitude _40 ° 50 * 00 * Site Longilude 72 ° 38 ' 30 "

c.Tax Map Numbers  99-359, Block 3, Lot s 301, 39, 40
d. Site Street Address South Country Road, Quiogue, New York 11978

8. BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE SITE {Atfach site plan showing disposalsampiing locations)

The L&C Concrete site, also known as the Joseph Menafra site or the L&C Transit Mix site, is located In Quiogue in the Town of Westhampton Beach. The
property was originally owned by the Town of Southampton until 1973. From 1973 to 1982, the property was owned by Joseph Menafra, who
obtained NYSDEC and Town of Southampton permits for sand and gravel mining, and for operation of a construction and demoilition landfill. The new
property owner, L and C Conrete Corp., reportedly continued to operate a construction and demoilition debris disposat site and a sand and gravel
mine, without permits. The last on-site inspection by the Suffolk County Department of Health Services (SCDHS), conducted in 1998, reports the
presence of a large sand mine containing groundwater that appeared to be contaminated with an oil sheen, as weli as 12 abandoned tractor-trailers
and cement trucks. SCDHS concluded that environmental contamination was evident on the property. Although site access was not permitted for this
PSA, observations from adjacent properties confirmed the confinued presence of a sand plt, and area containing abandoned vehicles, drums and
cars, as shown on figure 2.

Although the U.5.G.S. quadrangle designates a sand and gravel pit at the site as of 1956, the earliest correspondence found in NYSDEC and SCDHS files
pertaining fo the site is dated 1988. The correspondence from the NYSDEC Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation reports that the ownership of the
L&C Concrete site has changed from Joseph Menafra to Larry Carneval, and notes that the owner or operator of a site listed on the Registry of Inactive
Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites can petition NYSDEC for deletion of the site, modification of the site classification, or modification of information
pertaining to the site, in writing. The listing notes the presence of a 0.25 acre landfill on the site, and reports that no analytical data was available to
characterize any of the environmental media on-site. An internal NYSDEC memorandum dated May 1, 1989 reports that a draft Phase | Report for the
Joseph Menafra site had been reviewed, and a Phase Il investigation was recommended ot that time.  Further correspondence between NYSDEC and
the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) reports that a jet fuel spill on the upgradient Suffolk County Airport property caused groundwater
contamination at the site. Internal NYSDEC memoranda indicate that the Attorney General’s office had requested that the owner remove material
lllegally backfilled on the property, and that the request was refused.

A September 13, 1989 Newsday article reported that the Attorney General's office had filed a femporary restraining order against L&C Transit Mix Corp.
fo stop work. The order sought to have the firm remove construction and demolition debris from the property and adjacent LIRR right-of-way, and to
collect fines and penalties for operating a landfilt without a permit, for operating a construction and demolition debris disposal site without a permi,
and for operating a sand and gravel mine without a permit. The article cited NYSDEC’s concern that the mining operation could be exposing the
atmosphere, humans and animals to groundwater contaminated by the upgradient jet fuel spill, as well as layers of garbage and contaminated
materials from the old Quiogue landfill. The article reported that L&C had been mining sand at the site since Iate 1988.

A 1989 Report entitled “Evaluation of Hydrogeologic and Water Quality Data to Support the Permitting of a Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill”
prepared by Roux Associates for L&C Transit Mix Corporation provides a brief history of the site: “ The Site was owned by the Town of Southampton until
1973. At that time, the town removed all of the topsoil from the Site and let the land lay fallow. Joseph Menafra purchased the land from the town of
Southampton and operated a sand and gravel mining operation for approximately four years. The current owner of the Site, L&C Transit Mix
Corporation, purchased the property from J. Menafra in 1982."

The Roux report references a document entitied “L & C Transit Mix Corporation Proposed Solid Waste Faclility Descriptive/Historicat Documents,”
prepared by Guldi & Showers (1988), which was unavailable to us. That document identified potentially upgradient and/or adjacent areas where other
environmental investigations were underway:

Air National Guard Base — A Phase | Report by the Hazardous Materials Technical Center identified five potential source areas at the Air
National Guard (ANG) Base in 1987. As of 1987, the site was listed on USEPA’s Superfund list.

Suffolk County Alrport Petroleumn, Oll and Lubricant Storage Area - Located approximately 500 feet north of the Site, significant jet fuel spills
and leaks were reported, dating back to 1966. At that fime, a plume 700 feet long and 300 feet wide was believed fo exist.

Suffolk County Alrport Fire Tralning Areq

Quiogue Landifill - The Town of Southampton operated the 12 - acre Quiogue Landfill, east of and adjacent to the L&C Concrete property
from 1968 to 1978. The landfill reportedly received household garbage and septage waste, and possibly industrial wastes such as
chemicals, waste oils, pesticides and transformers. While the four monitoring wells installed at the site were sampled in 1982, only 16 ppb of
chlorobenzene was detected, according to E.A. Science and Technology. The site was listed on both the USEPA and NYSDEC Superfund lists.

C& D Site — No information on the C&D site located to the northeast of the site was included in the Roux report.

The Roux report concluded that groundwater contaminants were most likely present at the Site, based upon the observed il sheen and petroleum
odor in groundwater excavated in the “pit” area. However, no data were available to characterize groundwater quality, and Roux recommended that
six new monitoring wells be installed on site. NYSDEC prepared a work plan to conduct a Preliminary Site Assessment in 1992, They reported that rusted
and abandoned drums, tanks, vehicles, equipment and scrap metal were observed. The work ptan recommended adding and sampling two water
table monitoring wells and two test pits.




On June 3, 1993, NYSDEC determined that there was no evidence that the site was or had been used for hazardous waste disposal, and
recommended that the site be classitied as a P site untll limited soll sampling could confirm that n o hazardous wastes were present, The attached
documentation, excerpts from a 1989 report prepared by YEC consultants, notes that Joseph Menafra had received NYSDEC and Town of
Southampton permits fo operate the sand mine, and the solid waste management facility for construction and demolition debris.

In 1995, a potential buyer of the L&C property retained C. A, Rich Consultants to prepare a soil gas survey workplan in response to the State's
concerns. NYSDEC provided some comments on the work plan, which was never implemented by the potentlal buyer. A 1995 memo from the Suffolk
County Department of Health Services to Chesterfield Associates, the property owner to the east reports the presence of unpermitted discharges of
volatiles and metals from the on-site leaching pools. Because the Chesterfield Associates property is to the southeast and downgradient of the site,
cesspool discharges are not expected to impact groundwater quality at L&C Concrete. Chesterfield Associates was directed to have the
contaminated liquids, solids and sludge pumped from the system, and disposed of by a licensed industrial waste hauler.

AJune 30, 1998 memorandum from the Inspection Services Bureau of the Suffolk County Office of Pollution Control to the Suffolk County Real Estate
office, which was contemplating acquiring the Site reported the results of a site inspection. The inspection identified 12 abandoned tractor-trailer and
cement trucks, as well as a large sand mine containing groundwater appearing to be contaminated with an oil sheen. The memo concludes that
environmental contamination Is evident on the property. The memorandum also reports that the southeast corner of the property was used by a
cesspool company. The confinued presence of a cesspool company was not observed during the site visit conducted in 2000. The 1998
memorandum was the latest document found in regulatory flles for the slte.

a. Area_32.9 dacres (Entire property) b. EPAID Number__ N/A
c.Completed ()Phase | [Phase ll (XJPSA  []RIFS [ JPAVSI [ JOther

9. HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSED fInclude EPA Hazardous Waste Numbers)

No hazardous waste disposal has been documented on-site. NYSDEC listed the site due to concern over possible hazardous waste disposal related to
the unpermitted disposal of construction and demolition (C&D) debris near the center of the property. NYSDEC files report that the information on former
uses of the property is limited. The Town of Southampton originally owned the property and may have used the site as a dump. An older landfilled area
under heavy vegetation is present along the eastern property border, north of the C&D disposal area. 1t is known that the adjacent property to the east
of the older landfill is the forrmer location for the Quiogue landfill that was operated by the Town of Southampton as a sanitary landfill from 1968 to
1978 - ithe DEC suspected that the Sutfolk County Air Force Base contributed industrial waste to this landflll. That landfill is listed as an inactive
Hazardous Waste Disposal Site, ID No. 152061. NYSDEC concerns also focused on potential impacts from the jet fuel spilled at the upgradient Suffoik
County airport site migrating on-site via groundwater.

NYSDEC conducted a site visit in 1992 that identified rusting and abandoned drums and tanks. Visual observations from adjacent properties in early
2000 confirmed the continued presence of abandoned vehicles and equipment.

10. ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE

a. (JAir  (XGroundwater ()Surface Water {)Sediment ()Soil ()Waste ()leachate ()EPTox ()TCLP
b. Contravention of Standards or Guidance Values

Regulatory files indicate that 84 ppb of trichloroethylene was found in Ad47 on the eastern part of the property; no sampling date was listed.

During the winter 2000 sampling event conducted as part of this PSA, Significant concentrations of ethyl benzene (430 ppb), m/p-xylene (1500 ppb)
and o-xylene (700 ppb) were |dentified in SCDHS W-23, located just north of and upgradient of the sand pit. In addition, several aromatlc hydrocarbons
matching the kerosene standard were tentatively identified. The laboratory used kerosene as the closest radily avaiiable reference to the jet fuel
standard that was requested. Please refer to attached tables 1,2 and 3. Relatively high levels of calcium, iron, manganese and potassium reported in
MW-2 to the southeast of the site do suggest enriched conditions, possibly resulting from previous landfilling operations in the area.

11. CONCLUSIONS

12. SITE DATA
| a. Nearest Surface Water: Distance 1,500 ft. Direction West Classification |
| b. Nearest Groundwater: Depth 25 ft. Flow Direction South-southeast {x YSole Source (Primary (Principal |
| c. Nearest Water Supply: Distance 2,500 ff. Direction Southeast Active (x)lYes [INo |
| d. Nearest Building: Distance 600 fi. Direction: West Use: Residential l

e. In State Economic Development Zone? Ny (XIN i. Controlled Site Access? (x)y (IN

t. Crops or livestock on site? (Y (XN j. Exposed hazardous waste? Oy (XN

g. Documented fish or wildlife mortality? Oy (XN k. HRS Score

h. Impact on special status fish or wildlife resource? 0y (XN I, For Class 2: Priority Category

13. SITE OWNER'S NAME 14. ADDRESS 15. TELEPHONE NUMBER

Larry Carneval, L&C Concrete South Country Road 631-288-6929

Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
16. PREPARER 17. APPROVED
Signature Date Signature Date

Name, Title, Organization Name, Title, Organization
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SITE SUMMARY

Provide a brief description of the site and its operational history. State the site name,
owner, operator, type of facility and operations, size of property, active or inactive status,
~ and years of waste generation. Summarize waste treatment, storage, or disposal
activities that have or may have occurred at the site; note whether these activities are
documented or alleged. Identify all source types and prior spills, floods, or fires.
Summarize highlights of the PA and other investigations if available. Follow the outline
on the next page:

SITE CONDITONS AND BACKGROUND

1. PHYSICAL LOCATION

L&C Concrete site is a 32.9 acre site located on South Country Road in Quiogue, in the Town
of Southampton, between the Long Island Railroad (LIRR) tracks on the north, and South
Country Road on the south, as shown on figure 1. The former Quiogue Town Landfill (owned
by the Town of Southampton) and an automobile junkyard lie to the east of the site; a
construction company work and storage yard lies to the site’s west. The site was formerly
known as the Joseph Menafra site, or the L & C Transit Mix Corporation Site. The site
latitude is 40 50’ 00’ site longitude is 72 38’30"". (Ref. 1)

2. SITE CHARACTERISTICS

Figure 2, a site sketch, provides a general overview of site features. From the south, the L&C
Concrete site is fenced along South Country Road; it is accessed through the main gate.
Because access to the site was denied, conditions were observed from adjacent properties. The
property is bermed along the eastern border. The property is not fenced along the western or
northern boundaries, and could be observed from these vantage points. A large sand pit was
observed in the northern part of the property. Further south, approximately one dozen
apparently abandoned trucks and construction vehicles (including tractor trailers, an
amphibious vehicle and a cement truck) could be observed. Construction and demolition debris
was disposed towards the center of the site. According to information contained in the
regulatory files, an older landfill that is now heavily vegetated, also lies along the eastern
property boundary, to the north of the construction and demolition fill area. (Ref. 2)

Figures 3 and 4 show photographs taken during a March 2000 site visit. Photograph 1, taken
from the north of the site and looking southwest, shows the sand pit. Photograph 2, taken just
south of existing SCDHS well W-23 and looKing off-site to the north, shows the proximity of
the airport fuel storage tank to the site. Photograph 3, taken from the north of the site and
looking southeast, shows abandoned vehicles and debris on the property.

3. RELEASE OR THREATENED RELEASE INTO THE ENVIRONMENT OF A
HAZARDOUS SUBSTANCE, POLLUTANT OR CONTAMINANT

No documentation of hazardous waste disposal at the site was identified in the regulatory files.

New York State Department of Environmental Cbnservation (NYSDEC) concerns about the
site were listed in a 1992 memorandum, as follows:
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Figure 1

L&C Concrete Mix Corp. Site Location

CDM Camp Dresser & McKee
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Site Location

L & C Concrete Mix Corp.






Photograph I
Sand Pit
(Looking Southwest)

Iioop
SCDHS monitoring well W-23 in foreground and airport fuel storage tank in distance
(Looking Northeast)

Figure 3






Photograph
Assorted abandoned vehicles and debris
(Looking Southwest)

Figure 4






Soil cuttings from the wellbores were spread on the surrounding ground surface, in accordance
with the workplan. Well development water was also discharged directly to the adjacent
ground surface. access was not provided.

Approximately one month after the wells were installed and allowed to equilibrate, all three
new wells, and two existing Suffolk County Department of Health Services (SCDHS) wells
were sampled. Samples were collected using dedicated-disposable bailers. Sample from the
three newly installed downgradient monitoring wells were analyzed for full TCL parameters.
While sampling the upgradient well designated as SCDHS W-23, CDM noticed that the water
level probe smelled of fuel. Samples from this well, and the upgradient well designated as
SCDHS A-30 were analyzed for volatile organic compounds. The outside of the bailer used to
sample the well was coated with product, and a sheen was observed in the sample bottle.

As part of the PSA, In March, 2000 YEC, a New York State licensed surveyor from Valley
Cottage, New York, completed a site survey of the L& C Concrete site. All property lines and
right-of-ways were based upon Suffolk County tax maps. Horizontal and vertical locations of
the three new, and two existing monitoring wells were surveyed. The vertical datum used is
the 1929 NGVD benchmark. The survey is included here as figure 5.

Groundwater entering the site from the north appears to be contaminated with jet fuel from an
upgradient source. While the downgradient wells did not show evidence of the jet fuel
contamination leaving the site to the south, low levels of other contaminants were identified.

Table 1 summarizes the results of the volatile organic analyses. No volatile organic
contaminants were identified in downgradient well MW-1 (directly south of the Site’s main
gate). 2-Methoxy-2-methyl Propane was tentatively identified in MW-2 (south of the
southeast corner of the site) at an estimated concentration of 4 parts per billion (ppb). The
presence of acetone was detected in MW-3 (south of southwest corner of the site) at 2 ppb,
below the contract required detection limit of 5 ppb.

The only volatile organic compound reported in upgradient monitoring well SCDHS A-30
(northeast corner of the property) was acetone, at 11 ppb.

Significant concentrations of ethylbenzene (430 ppb), m/p-xylene (1500 ppb) and o-xylene
(700 ppb) were identified in monitoring well SCDHSW-23, which is located on the northern
part of the site, just north of and upgradient of the sand pit. In addition, several aromatic
hydrocarbons matching the kerosene standard were tentatively identified. The laboratory used
kerosene as the closest available reference to the jet fuel standard that was requested.

Table 2 summarizes the results of the semi-volatile analyses. The analyte bis (2-ethylhexyl)
Phthalate was reported at 120 ppb, a concentration that exceeded the calibration range of the
GC/MS instrument used for the analysis of the groundwater sample from MW-1. The sample
was reanalyzed at a higher dilution, resulting in the detection of the Phthalate at 130 ppb. The
groundwater standard for bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate is 5 ppb.

An unknown acid was tentatively identified in the same sample at an estimated concentration
of 22 ppb. Bis (2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate was also detected in downgradient well MW-3 at 8
ppb. An unknown aldol condensate, and a number of unknown siloxanes were tentatively
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- A plume of petroleum related contaminants was believed to be flowing beneath the site
from spills at the tank farm at the upgradient Suffolk County Air Base.

- Alandfilled area with surface deposits of construction and demolition material exists
towards the center of the site. The area was operated without permits, and hence it was
not known whether hazardous materials were accepted.

- An older, heavily vegetated landfilled area exists along the eastern property border,
north of the construction and demolition landfill. Because the adjacent property to the
east is the former location of the Quiogue landfill, suspected of receiving industrial
wastes from the Suffolk County Air Force Base, it was suspected that the two fill sites
could also be related.

- Rusted and abandoned drums and tanks were visible during the 1992 site inspection.

Because the planned on-site investigations could not be implemented, it could not be
determined whether hazardous materials were discarded along with the construction and
demolition debris disposed on-site. From off-site vantage points, the continued presence of
abandoned trucks, construction vehicles and an amphibious vehicle could be observed. It is
likely that these vehicles contain small quantities of fuels, motor oils and fluids that could
result in localized soil and groundwater contamination if they are released to the environment.

The NYSDEC had identified several concerns about the unpermitted mining and landfilling
activities conducted on-site:

- Sand mining operations could expose contaminated groundwater migrating on-site from
an upgradient jet fuel spill to the atmosphere, animals and humans; sand and gravel
mining could also expose layers of garbage and possibly contaminated materials from
the old Quiogue landfill;

- The unpermitted disposal of construction and demolition debris could have caused soil
and/or groundwater contamination if hazardous wastes were simultaneously disposed of
at the site.

Based upon the local hydrogeology, the history of the upgradient jet fuel spill, the most recent
on-site observations (SCDHS, 1998) identifying the presence of an oily sheen on the
groundwater in the sand pit on the northern part of the property, and the results of the
upgradient groundwater monitoring, it can be concluded that groundwater at the site has been
contaminated by jet fuel from the off-site source

Ref. 2,3,4,5,6,7, 8,9 and 10
4. SITE ASSESSMENT ACTIVITIES/OBSERVATIONS

The New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) Technical Work
Plan and CDM'’s Site Specific SOP outlined procedures to conduct site reconnaissance, utility
clearance, and soil gas sampling, install monitoring wells on-site and conduct split spoon
sampling, sample the new and existing monitoring wells and install test pits, in order to meet
the objectives of the investigation.
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Because the site owner did not grant access to the site, the soil gas sampling, test pit
installation and on-site monitoring well installation and sampling were not completed. Instead,
three new monitoring wells were installed immediately downgradient of the site, in public
right-of-ways, as shown on figure 2. Figure 2, based upon a site sketch originally found in
SCDHS files, also shows the historical locations of the sandpit, and discarded debris on the
site.

Although the site was fenced along the south, preventing unauthorized access, two Suffolk
County Department of Health Services (SCDHS) monitoring wells installed as part of other
investigations could be accessed from the north. One well, W-23, was located on the northern
edge of the L&C Concrete site, and serves as an upgradient well that will identify the presence
of any jet fuel contamination from the fuel farm to the north. Existing well MW-A30 is
located on the Town of Southampton property to the northeast of the site.

From the south, the L&C Concrete site is fenced along Country Road; it is accessed through
the main gate. Because access to the site was denied, conditions were observed from adjacent
properties. The property is bermed along the eastern border. The property is not fenced along
the western, or northern boundaries, and could be observed from these vantage points. A large
sand pit was observed in the northern part of the property. Further south, approximately one
dozen apparently abandoned trucks and construction vehicles (including tractor trailers, an
amphibious vehicle and a cement truck) could be observed.

Figures 3 and 4 show photographs taken during the March 2000 site visit. Photograph 1, taken
from north of the site, and looking southwest, shows the sand pit. Photograph 2, taken just
south of existing SCDHS well W-23 and looking off-site to the north, shows the proximity of
the airport fuel storage tank to the Site. Photograph 3, taken from the north of the site, and
looking southeast, shows abandoned vehicles and debris on the property. Because it is
unlikely that the fluids (e.g., motor oil, antifrecze, etc.) were drained from the vehicles prior to
abandonment, small quantities of these substances are potentially present on-site.

Three groundwater monitoring wells were installed in public right-of-ways downgradient of
the site, as shown on figure 2. MW-3 was installed on South Country Road, south of the
southwest corner of the site, MW- 1 was installed on South Country Road, just south of the
gated entrance to the site, and MW-2 was installed on South Country Road, south of the
southeast corner of the site. Well installation was completed by SIB Drilling Services of
Buffalo, New York, in accordance with the Sampling Protocol/Field Investigations procedures
outlined in the January 2000 Site Operations and Quality Assurance Plan.

Monitoring wells consisted of ten (10) feet of 10-slot screen, placed to straddle the water table.
Well diameters were two inches. Groundwater was encountered in each well at a depth of
approximately 30 feet below ground surface. Wells were developed using submersible pumps,
and evacuated water was discharged directly to the surrounding ground surface. CDM
monitored the quality and quantity of well development, and later, well purge water.

No soil or soil gas sampling was conducted as part of this assignment, as site access was not
provided.
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WEIL FLEVATION TABIF

WELL L.D. GROUND TOP OF CASING TOP OF PVC
MW-1 33.78 33.76 33.58

MW-2 34.23 34.23 33.93

MW-3 31 3N 30.83
MW-—A30 43.23 - 43.81
MW-W23 35.30 - 36.00

N/F

NOTES:

1.) DATE OF SURVEY: MARCH 30, 2000

2.} HORIZZONTAL DATUM: ASSUMED

3.} VERTICAL DATUM: NGVD 1928 FROM NGS
BENCHMARK

4.) PROPERTY LINES FROM TAX MAPS AND ARE
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identified in the samples from MW-2 and MW-3. The laboratory reports that these analytes
were not inherent in the samples, but resulted from pretreatment of the glassware during
sample preparation.

Table 3 shows the results of the metals analyses. Groundwater samples obtained from
downgradient wells MW-1, MW-2 and MW-3 were analyzed for metals. No metals were
detected in MW-1 above New York State standards or guidance values. The detection limits
used for antimony (3.2) and thallium (4) were above the New York State standard of 3 ug/l for
antimony and the guidance value of 0.5 ug/1 for thallium.

While no metals were detected in MW-3 in concentrations above New York State standards or
guidance values, concentrations of calcium, iron, manganese and potassium were all an order
of magnitude greater than those reported in MW-1, possibly indicating enrichment from
historical landfilling activities. In MW-2, the reported manganese concentration of 588 ug/l
exceeds the 300 ug/l aesthetic standard. The measured level of sodium (18,100) approached,
but did not exceed the 20,000 ug/1 health standard.

Neither pesticides nor PCBs were detected in any of the wells sampled.
5. CERCLA STATUS

Not assigned.

Ref. 11

6. OTHER ACTIONS TO DATE (e.g., Federal removal, Federal remedial or pre-
remedial actions, State actions, other legal violations)

To date, no Federal remedial actions have occurred. Correspondence in the regulatory files
indicates that a Phase I Investigation was conducted at the site by YEC Inc. for the NYSDEC
Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation. The State Attorney General’s office obtained a
preliminary injunction at the site in 1989 to stop the unpermitted sand mining and construction
and demolition debris landfilling. NYSDEC initiated a preliminary site assessment (PSA) in
1992, and prepared a work plan for the same. However, after a potential new owner indicated
a willingness to clean up the site under the solid waste regulations, the PSA was put on hold.
No consent orders were signed, and the PSA was not completed by potential buyers of the
property. In 1996, NYSDEC referred the site for a state-funded PSA investigation. In
September 1999, NYSDEC assigned Camp Dresser & McKee (CDM) to conduct the PSA. No
other federal or state remedial actions have occurred.

Ref. 2, 4,7, 9, 10, 12, 13, 14, 15, 16, 17, 18, 19 and 20
7. STATE AND LOCAL AUTHORITIES ROLE

NYSDEC has sought the cooperation of existing and potential property owners to evaluate the
potential presence of hazardous waste on-site, as described above.

Ref. 1,3,4,6,8,9,10,12, 13,14,15,16,17,18,19 and 20



POSSIBLE THREAT TO PUBLIC HEALTH OR WELFARE OR THE
ENVIRONMENT AND STATUTORY AND REGULATORY AUTHORITIES (permits
- local, state and federal)

1. POSSIBLE THREATS TO THE PUBLIC HEALTH AND WELFARE

Because public access to the site is limited, no imminent public health threat from materials
potentially disposed of at the site was identified.

Groundwater contaminated with phthalates above drinking water standards was identified
leaving the site. Groundwater contaminated with components indicative of jet fuel was
identified in upgradient monitoring wells. While no metals were detected in MW-3 in
concentrations above New York State standards or guidance values, concentrations of calcium,
iron, manganese and potassium were all an order of magnitude greater than those reported in
MW-1, possibly indicating enrichment from historical landfilling activities. In MW-2, the
reported manganese concentration of 588 ug/l exceeds the 300 ug/l aesthetic standard. The
measured level of sodium (18,100) approached, but did not exceed the 20,000 ug/l health
standard.

The nearest public supply wellfield is the SCWA wellfield located approximately one-half
mile to the southeast of the site.

Contaminants indicative of jet fuel contamination from the upgradient spill were identified in
the groundwater entering the site at its northern border. These contaminants were not
identified in the groundwater leaving the site at the southern boundary — based upon the
available groundwater levels, it is not clear to what degree the general southerly direction of
groundwater flow in the area has been modified by Aspatuck Creek to the west. It is possible
that groundwater contaminated by jet fuel is leaving the site along its western border and
discharging to Aspatuck Creek. It is also possible that the open pits remaining from sand
mining as a drain for shallow groundwater entering the site from the north - this possibility
was anecdotally confirmed by a SCDHS inspector during a 1998 site inspection.

Ref. 1,2 and 3
2. POSSIBLE THREATS TO THE ENVIRONMENT

Contamination indicative of jet fuel was identified in the groundwater entering the site at the
northern boundary, but was not identified in groundwater downgradient of the site.
Groundwater leaving the site at the southern boundary was contaminated with phthalate.

It is possible that groundwater contaminated with jet fuel from the off-site source is
discharging to Aspatuck Creek, approximately 1500 feet to the west. No surface water
sampling was conducted as part of this PSA.

Ref. 1

PERMITS - LOCAL, STATE AND FEDERAL



The previous site owner, Joseph Menafra, reportedly obtained permits from the New York
State Department of Environmental Conservation and from the Town of Southampton for the
mining and construction and demolition debris disposal that occurred on-site from 1978
through 1982. All activities conducted at the site by the current property owner, Larry
Carneval, have been unpermitted, according to the regulatory files.

Ref. 2,4

EXPECTED CHANGE IN THE ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITIONS SHOULD
ACTION BE DELAYED OR NOT TAKEN AS CONSISTENT WITH REPORT
INFORMATION AND RECOMMENDATION

As previously noted, disposal of hazardous materials has not been documented. It is known
that groundwater contaminated with jet fuel is migrating on-site. This contaminated
groundwater will continue to migrate downgradient if no action is taken. If contaminants
associated with hazardous wastes are disposéd of in the fill areas on-site, they could be
released to the groundwater in the future.

ENFORCEMENT HISTORY OF THE SITE
1. Is there an organization taking appropriate, timely action?

CDM conducted this PSA under contract to NYSDEC in 2000. After a review of the PSA
report, NYSDEC will identify appropriate action.



SITE SKETCH

Provide a sketch of the site with available information. Indicate all pertinent features of
the site and nearby environments including: delineation of site boundary, land
cover/trees and other vegetation, utilities (water, electrical, gas, sewage, storm drains),
sources of wastes, areas of visible and buried wastes, buildings, residences, access roads,
parking areas, fences or other barriers restricting access to the site, fields, drainage
channel or pathways, water bodies, wells, sensitive environments and other features such
as hills and valleys. Be certain to include a north arrow.

Please see figure 2.



SITE ASSESSMENT REPORT:

PART I: SITE INFORMATION

i. Site Name/Alias L&C Concrete Site aka Joseph Menafra Site, L&C Transit Mix site

Street Address South Country Road

City Quiogue, Westampton Beach, State New York Zip Code 11978

Southampton

Describe Site Boundaries (North, South, East, West) The L&C Concrete site is bounded on the north by the Long
Island Railroad Tracks, the former Quiogue Town Landfill and an automobile junkyard on the east, South Country Road to
the south, and a construction company work and storage yard to the west.

2.County  Suffolk County Code’ Cong. Dist.
103
1
3.CERCLIS ID No. N/A Region N/A
4. Block No. 3 Lot No. 301,39,40

5. Latitude 40 50’ 00" _ Longitude 72 38’ 30"’

USGS Quads. Eastport, Quogue

6. Approximate size of site 32.9 acres

7. Owner Larry Carneval
Telephone Number

(631)-288-6929
Street South Country Road

State New York Zip Code

Cit iogue, Westhampton Beach
ity Quiogue, Westhampton Beac 11978

8. Operator L&C Concrete Telephone Number
(631)-288-6929

Street South Country Road

City Westhampton Beach State New York Zip Code
11978

9. Type of Ownership

Private ( x ) Federal ( ) State ( ) County ( ) Municipal (
Unknown ( ) Other

10. Owner/Operator Notification on File
RCRA 3001 Date N/A CERCLA 103c Date__ N/A




Other (Specify, Date) None Unknown
NYSDEC Change of ownership in site

included in the Registry of Inactive Hazardous

Waste Disposal Sites, August 1, 1988, Ref. 21

11. Permit Information

Permit Permit No. Date Issued Expiration Date

Comments: No current permits for the L & C Concrete site were identified in the file.

12. Site Status
Active ( ) Inactive () Unknown (x)

13.

Years of Operation 1973 to at least 1989

Ref. 4,9

14. Identify the types of waste sources (e.g., landfill, surface impoundment, piles, stained soil, above- or
below-ground tanks or containers, land treatment, etc.) on site. Initiate as many waste unit numbers as
needed to identify all waste sources on site.

(a) Waste Sources
Waste Unit No. Waste Source Type Facility Name for Unit
1.

(b) Other Areas of Concern

Identify any miscellaneous spills, dumping, etc. on site; describe the materials and identify their locations on
site.

No hazardous waste disposal has been documented on site. Four areas have been identified that are potential
environmental concems:

1. Permitted and unpermitted disposal of construction and demolition debris occurred near the center of the
site.

2. An older landfill, possibly associated with the adjacent Quiogue landfill, reportedly exists along the
eastern border of the site,

3. An assortment of vehicles, tanks and construction equipment has been abandoned on the site.
4. Jet fuel from a spill at the upgradient Suffolk County Airport is migrating on-site in the groundwater.

Ref. 2,3,4,8,9
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15. Describe the regulatory history of the site, including the scope and objectives of any previous response
actions, investigations and litigation by State, Loecal and Federal agencies (indicate type, affiliation, date of

investigations).

Although the U.S.G.S. quadrangle designates a sand and gravel pit at the site as of 1956, the earliest correspondence found in
NYSDEC and SCDHS files pertaining to the site is dated 1988. The correspondence from the NYSDEC Division of
Hazardous Waste Remediation reports that the ownership of the L&C Concrete site has changed from Joseph Manafra to
Larry Carneval, and notes that the owner or operator of a site listed on the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal
Sites can petition NYSDEC for deletion of the site, modification of the site classification, or modification of information
pertaining to the site, in writing. The listing notes the presence of a .25 acre landfill on the site, and reports that no analytical
data was available to characterize any of the environmental media on-site. An internal NYSDEC memorandum dated May 1,
1989 reports that a draft Phase I Report for the Joseph Menafra site had been reviewed, and a Phase IT investigation was
recommended at that time. Further correspondence between NYSDEC and the New York State Department of Health
(NYSDOH) reports that a jet fuel spill on the upgradient Suffolk County Airport property caused groundwater contamination
at the site. Internal NYSDEC memoranda indicate that the Attorney General’s office had requested that the owner remove
material illegally backfilled on the property, and that the request was refused.

A September 13, 1989 Newsday article reported that the Attorney General’s office had filed a temporary restraining order
against L&C Transit Mix Corp. to stop work. The order sought to have the firm remove construction and demolition debris
from the property and adjacent LIRR right-of-way, and to collect fines and penalties for operating a landfill without a permit,
for operating a construction and demolition debris disposal site without a permit, and for operating a sand and gravel mine
without a permit. The article cited NYSDEC’s concern that the mining operation could be exposing the atmosphere, humans
and animals to groundwater contaminated by the upgradient jet fuel spill, as well as layers of garbage and contaminated
materials from the old Quiogue landfill. The article reported that L.&C had been mining sand at the site since late 1988.

A 1989 Report entitled “Evaluation of Hydrogeologic and Water Quality Data to Support the Permitting of a Construction and
Demolition Debris Landfill” prepared by Roux Associates for L&C Transit Mix Corporation provides a brief history of the
site: * The Site was owned by the Town of Southampton until 1973.

At that time, the town removed all of the topsoil from the Site and let the land lay fallow. Joseph Menafra purchased the land
from the town of Southampton and operated a sand and gravel mining operation for approximately four years. The current
owner of the Site, L&C Transit Mix Corporation, purchased the property from J. Menafra in 1982.”

The Roux report references a document entitled “I. & C Transit Mix Corporation Proposed Solid Waste Facility
Descriptive/Historical Documents,” prepared by Guldi & Showers (1988), which was unavailable to us. That document
identified potentially upgradient and/or adjacent areas where other environmental investigations were underway:

Air National Guard Base — A Phase I Report by the Hazardous Materials Technical Center identified five potential
source areas at the Air National Guard (ANG) Base in 1987. As of 1987, the site was listed on USEPA’s Superfund
list.

Suffolk County Airport Petroleum, Oil and Lubricant Storage Area - Located approximately 500 feet north of
the Site, significant jet fuel spills and leaks were reported, dating back to 1966. At that time, a plume 700 feet long
and 300 feet wide was believed to exist; no water quality data from the investigation was available.

Suffolk County Airport Fire Training Area — The New York Air National Guard conducted fire fighting training
drills on a monthly basis from 1943 through 1986, at a training area located to the northeast of the L& C site.
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Between 200 and 700 gallons of jet fuel were reportedly ignited in a shallow pit for each training exercise, with the
fuel/water mixture that remained after the fire was extinguished being left to evaporate or to infiltrate into the ground.
Based upon analyses of approximately 50 soil samples and groundwater from seven monitoring wells, consultant
E.C. Jordan concluded that contamination of soil and groundwater at that site had occurred. E.C. Jordan detected
acetone, benzene, chloroform, toluene, xylene, 1,1 dichloroethane and bis (2-ethylhexyl) phthalate in the groundwater
at concentrations less than 100 parts per billion (ppb) and 2-butanone at a maximum concentration of 56 parts per
million (ppm).

Quiogue Landfill — The Town of Southampton operated the 12 — acre Quiogue Landfill, east of and adjacent to the
L&C Concrete property from 1968 to 1978. The landfill reportedly received household garbage and septage waste,
and possibly industrial wastes such as chemicals, waste oils, pesticides and transformers. While the four monitoring
wells installed at the site were sampled in 1982, only 16 ppb of chlorobenzene was detected, according to E.A.
Science and Technology. The site was listed on both the USEPA and NYSDEC Superfund lists.

C& D Site — No information on the C&D site located to the northeast of the site was included in the Roux report.

The Roux report concluded that groundwater contaminants were most likely present at the Site, based upon the observed oil
sheen and petroleum odor in groundwater excavated in the “pit” area. However, no data were available to characterize
groundwater quality, and Roux recommended that six new monitoring wells be installed on site.

NYSDEC prepared a work plan to conduct a Preliminary Site Assessment in 1992. They reported that rusted and abandoned
drums, tanks, vehicles, equipment and scrap metal were observed. The work plan recommended adding and sampling two
water table monitoring wells and two test pits.

On June 3, 1993, NYSDEC determined that there was no evidence that the site was or had been used for hazardous waste
disposal, and recommended that the site be classified as a P site until limited soil sampling could confirm that n 0 hazardous
wastes were present. The attached documentation, excerpts from a 1989 report prepared by YEC consultants, notes that.
Joseph Menafra had received NYSDEC and Town of Southampton permits to operate the sand mine, and the solid waste
management facility for construction and demolition debris.

In 1995, a potential buyer of the L&C property retained C. A. Rich Consultants to prepare a soil gas survey workplan in
response to the State’s concerns. NYSDEC provided some comments on the work plan, which was never implemented by the
potential buyer.

A 1995 memo from the Suffolk County Department of Health Services to Chesterfield Associates, the property owner to the
east reports the presence of unpermitted discharges of volatiles and metals from the on-site leaching pools. Because the
Chesterfield Associates property is to the southeast and downgradient of the site, cesspool discharges are not expected to
impact groundwater quality at L&C Concrete. Chesterfield Associates was directed to have the contaminated liquids, solids
and sludge pumped from the system, and disposed of by a licensed industrial waste hauler.

A June 30, 1998 memorandum from the Inspection Services Bureau of the Suffolk County Office of Pollution Control to the
Suffolk County Real Estate office, which was contemplating acquiring the Site reported the results of a site inspection. The
inspection identified 12 abandoned tractor-trailer and cement trucks, as well as a large sand mine containing groundwater
appearing to be contaminated with an oil sheen. The memo concludes that environmental contamination is evident on the
property. The memorandum also reports that the southeast corner of the property was used by a cesspool company. The
presence of a cesspool company was not observed during the site visit conducted for this site assessment. The 1998
memorandum was the latest document found in regulatory files for the site

12



Ref. 1,2,3,4,5,6,7,8,9, 10,11,12,13,14,15,16,17,18,19,20,21,28 and 29
a) Is the site or any waste source subject to Petroleum Exclusion? Identify petroleum products and by
products that justify this decision.

No.

b) Are pesticides produced and stored on site? Does the facility apply pesticides (FIFRA or Federal
Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) to any part of the property?

There is no evidence that pesticides were ever produced or stored on-site.

9] Is the site or any waste source subject to RCRA Subtitle C (briefly explain)?

The site is not currently listed in the RCRA database.

Ref. 11

d) Is the site or any waste source maintained under the authority of the Nuclear Regulatory Commission
(NRC)?
No.

16. Information available from:

Contact: Daniel Eaton Agency: NYSDEC Telephone Number: (518)-457-0639

Preparer: David Keil, Christopher Korzenko, Agency/Company: Camp Dresser & McKee
Mary Anne Taylor

Date: July, 2000 Telephone Number: (516)-496-8400

13



PART II: WASTE SOURCE INFORMATION

For each of the waste units (sources) identified in Part I, complete the following items.

Waste Unit (#) 1 -
Source Type
__ Constituent — Wastestream
__Xx Landfill - Contaminated Soil
— Surface Impoundment _X  Pile(Specify type: chemical, junk,
(buried/backfilled) trash, tailings, etc.)
__ Drums _ Land Treatment
__ Tanks/Containers _ Other (Specify)
Description:
1. Describe the types of containers, impoundments or other storage systems (i.e. concrete lined surface

impoundment) and any labels that may be present.

Containerized wastes were not reported during historical on-site inspections, nor from the off-site observations conducted as
part of this PSA.

2. Describe the physical condition of the containers or storage systems (i.e. rusted and/or bulging metal drums).
Not applicable.
3. Describe any secondary containment that may be present (e.g. drums on concrete pad in building or above

ground tank surrounded by berm).

Not applicable.

Hazardous Waste Quantity - for each source, evaluate waste quantity by as many tiers (a-d) as you have information
to support.

As access to the site was denied, firsthand assessment of the extent of landfilling activities could not be completed.
Regulatory files indicate that the construction and demolition debris landfill was approximately 0.25 acres in extent. It is not
known whether the fill area contains any hazardous materials.

(Reference 21)
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The extent of the jet fuel plume migrating on-site from an upgradient source was not determined, as groundwater monitoring
wells were not installed on-site, however, a site inspection by SCDHS indicated the presence of an oily sheen on the water in
the sand pit in the northern part of the site.

(Reference 3)
Approximately one dozen abandoned vehicles, equipment and machinery were observed on-site early in 2000.

Hazardous Substances/Physical State

Contaminants indicative of jet fuel contamination were determined to be migrating on-site. Phthalates were detected in the
groundwater leaving the site.

15



PART III: SAMPLING RESULTS
EXISTING ANALYTICAL DATA

Review and summarize any previously existing groundwater, soil, sediment, surface water, air, or waste
sample analyses. Discuss the precision, accuracy, representativeness and completeness of previous sampling
efforts. Describe the concentrations of chemicals of concern based on available data and media impacted.
These parameters should be evaluated by examining the results of routine quality control procedures. Any
suspected problems with this data should be identified. This is especially if the data cannot be used for HRS
purposes. Any problems should receive the immediate attention of the work assignment manager. Identify
data gaps.

Historical sampling of Suffolk County Department of Health Services (SCDHS) well A47 reportedly indicated the
presence of 87 ppb of trichloroethylene downgradient of the former landfilled area, at some time prior to 1992. No
information was available to characterize the data quality.

SITE INSPECTION RESULTS

As appropriate to the particular site collect samples from air, drainage ditches, soil (surface and subsurface),
standing pools of liquids, storage containers, stream and pond surface water, sediments (upgradient, at
suspected source and downgradient) and ground water (upgradient, beneath site and downgradient).
Samples are to be used for NPL listing purposes or to support an EE/CA (Engineering Evaluation/Cost
Analysis) (as opposed to sampling used to determine immediate fire, explosion or direct contact hazards), and
should go through CLP for full TAL and TCL analysis. Background samples are always necessary to
document an observed release. Those samples that are considered background samples should be clearly
identified.

Although the NYSDEC work plan included soil gas sampling, onsite monitoring well installation and sampling, split
spoon sampling, and test pit installation, off-site groundwater monitoring was the only environmental sampling
conducted as part of this PSA, as access to the site was denied.

Three new monitoring wells were installed downgradient of the site, and two existing SCDHS monitoring wells
installed as part of other investigations could be accessed from the north. One SCDHS well, W-23, was located on
the northern edge of the L&C Concrete site, and serves as an upgradient well to identify the presence of jet fuel
contamination from the airport fuel farm to the north. Existing well MW-A30 is located on the Town of Southampton
property to the northeast of the site.

The three new groundwater monitoring wells were installed in public right-of-ways downgradient of the site, as shown
on figure 2. MW-3 was installed on South Country Road, south of the southwest corner of the site, MW-1 was
installed on South Country Road, just south of the gated entrance to the site, and MW-2 was installed on South
Country Road, south of the southeast corner of the site. Well installation was completed by SJB Drilling Services of
Buffalo, New York, in accordance with the Sampling Protocol/Field Investigations procedures outlined in the January
2000 Site Operations and Quality Assurance Plan.

Monitoring wells consisted of ten (10) feet of 10-slot screen, placed to straddle the water table. Well diameters were

two inches. Wells were developed using submersible pumps, and evacuated water was discharged directly to the
surrounding ground surface.
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Approximately one month after the wells were installed and allowed to equilibrate, all three new wells, and two
existing SCDHS wells were sampled, using dedicated disposable bailers. Samples from the three newly installed
downgradient monitoring wells were analyzed for full TCL parameters. While sampling the upgradient well
designated as SCDHS W-23, the water level probe smelled of fuel. Samples from this well, and the upgradient well
designated as SCDHS A-30 were analyzed for volatile organic compounds. The outside of the bailer used to sample
the well was coated with product, and a sheen was observed in the sample bottle.

Sample results may be found in tables 1,2,3 and 4.

Table 1 summarizes the volatile organic results. No volatile organic contaminants were identified in downgradient
well MW-1, directly south of the main gate. 2-Methoxy-2-methyl propane was tentatively identified in MW-2, south
of the southeast corner of the property at an estimated concentration of 4 parts per billion (ppb). The presence of
acetone was estimated at 2 ppb in MW-3, south of the southwest corner of the site.

The only volatile organic compound reported in upgradient monitoring well SCDHS A-30 (northeast corner of the
property) was acetone at 11 ppb. '

Significant concentrations of ethyl benzene (430 ppb), m/p-xylene (1500 ppb) and o-xylene (700 ppb) were identified
in SCDHS W-23, located just north of and upgradient of the sand pit. In addition, several aromatic hydrocarbons
matching the kerosene standard were tentatively identified. The laboratory used kerosene as the closest readily
available reference to the jet fuel standard that was requested.

Chem World Environmental, Inc., the data validator, found that the percent difference was found to exceed the 25
percent limit for several volatile compounds from the continuing calibrations during certain time frames. This
resulted in qualifying the associated sample results as “J”, estimated for the acetone in SCDHS A-30, and “UJ”,
estimated for the non-detected results for the compounds in question.

Table 2 summarizes the results of the semi-volatile analyses. The analyte bis (2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate was reported at
120 ppb, a concentration that exceeded the calibration range of the GC/MS instrument used for the analysis of the
groundwater sample from MW-1. The sample was reanalyzed at a higher dilution, resulting in the detection of the
Phthalate at 130 ppb. The groundwater standard for bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate is 5 ppb.

Bis (2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate was also detected in downgradient well MW-3 at 8 ppb. The percent differences also
exceeded the 25 percent limit for several semi-volatile compounds — no positive results were detected for the affected
compounds. All of the tentatively identified semi-volatiles were qualified as unusable, as they were common
laboratory contaminants.

Table 3 shows the results of the metals analyses. Groundwater samples obtained from downgradient wells MW-1,
MW-2 and MW-3 were analyzed for metals. No metals were detected in MW-1 above New York State standards or
guidance values. The detection limits used for antimony (3.2) and thallium (4) were above the New York State
standard of 3 ug/1 for antimony and the guidance value of 0.5 ug/! for thallium.

While no metals were detected in MW-3 in concentrations above New York State standards or guidance values,
concentrations of calcium, iron, manganese and potassium were all an order of magnitude greater than those reported
in MW-1, possibly indicating enrichment from historical landfilling activities. In MW-2, the reported manganese
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concentration of 588 ug/l exceeds the 300 ug/] aesthetic standard. The measured level of sodium (18,100)
approached, but did not exceed the 20,000 ug/l health standard.

Table 4 shows that neither pesticides nor PCBs were detected in any of the wells sampled.
In March 2000, YEC, a New York State licensed surveyor from Valley Cottage, New York, completed a site survey.
All property lines and right-of-ways were based upon Suffolk County tax maps. Horizontal and vertical locations of

the three new, and two existing monitoring wells were surveyed. The vertical datum used is the 1929 NGVD
benchmark. The survey is included here as figure 5.
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PART 1V: HAZARD ASSESSMENT

GROUNDWATER ROUTE

1.

Describe the likelihood of a release of contaminant(s) to groundwater as follows: observed release, suspected
release, or none. Identify contaminants detected or suspected and provide a rationale for attributing them to
the site. For observed release, define the supporting analytical evidence and relationship to background.

Based on the data obtained during this PSA, it is suspected that relatively low levels of phthalate contamination may
have been introduced into the groundwater from materials disposed of at the site. The phthalate was detected well
above NYS GA standards in MW-1, immediately downgradient of the site. No phthalates were detected in the
upgradient wells. In addition, relatively high levels of calcium, iron, potassium and magnesium were found in the
downgradient well MW-3, suggesting enriched conditions that may be associated with previous landfilling activities.

The contaminants associated with jet fuel identified in the upgradient well, indicate that contamination is moving onto
the site from an upgradient source.

Describe the aquifer of concern; include information such as stratigraphy, depth, thickness, geologic
composition, areas of karst terrain, permeability, overlying strata, confining layers, interconnections,
discontinuities, depth to water table, groundwater flow direction. Attach a sketch of stratigraphic column.

The L&C Concrete site is located on the outwash plain. Beneath the site are unconsolidated sediments of Pleistocene
and Cretaceous age, as represented schematically by the north — south cross section shown on figure 6. The area is
directly underlain by glacial outwash materials consisting of highly permeable fine to coarse quartzitic sands with
gravel. These glacial deposits comprise the Upper Glacial aquifer and are less than 200 feet thick at the site, The
average horizontal conductivity in the area is estimated to be about 185 feet per day, and the porosity of these deposits
can be as high as 35 to 40 percent.

The Magothy aquifer, consisting of Cretaceous-aged moderately to highly permeable sands, silts and gravels,
underlies the Upper Glacial aquifer. The Magothy aquifer is estimated to be approximately 900 feet thick at the site.
On a regional scale, the horizontal hydraulic conductivity of the aquifer is estimated at about 65 feet per day; local
sand and gravel beds within the Magothy aquifer can have much higher values.

The Raritan Clay, consisting of Cretaceous aged deltaic clay and silty clay beds, underlies the Magothy aquifer, and
acts as an effective aquiclude or confining unit. Below the Raritan Clay is the Lloyd Sand member, which lies
unconformably on Pre-Cambrian aged bedrock. Although no wells or borings penetrate the unit in the area, elsewhere
it is comprised of highly variable sands, gravels and clays of deltaic origin, and has a moderate hydraulic conductivity
of about 40 feet per day. The Lloyd aquifer is a minor source of drinking water within Suffolk County, due to the
presence of the overlying productive aquifers.

Based upon 1994 water level observations at local monitoring wells provided by the Suffolk County Department of
Health Services (SCDHS), groundwater at the site flows generally in a south-southeasterly direction towards the Bay
and Atlantic Ocean, as shown by figure 7. According to the 1994 observation at S-52551, the closest monitoring
well to the site for which data was available, the groundwater elevation was 9.8 feet above mean sea level; depth to
water at the site was therefore between twenty and thirty feet.

19






Pr6-3an\(ruoidargns\:o (AL JAVS

00/11/%

LE6 mmwﬁmﬁ »wsmwmwwwm 9711< YSnoday] uo1j}do9s—Ss0.1) :N59m|:ﬁoz pRzZijeaausyn
11 0 /% /¥ AKIL/ALva [°PONN I9leMpunoldn 1uanoj Jiojjng
8LOTINAQ A8 (ILLOTd w‘wﬁm mwmhﬁ.ﬁoo Uumud
9 amS31g

HH NOILJTES SS0¥)

NFRC BC I |

S e

NATUOS 40 WOLLOE |

‘ NHEAYIS 40 dOL

| JOVAINS ANNOYD -
| L4 0°000€ NIHLIM

0O SANVSEMNIOH.L

oe c= o=

T SN

i

_ AAAINHY AA0TT
AVID NVII¥VY
i ¢zl AHLOOVIW TVSVH
C9 AHLOOVW ATAAIW

| ¢9 AHLOOVIW daddn ©C—
| GAT TYIOVID ddddn
¢'z/%2 "1H ddddn
ANIVIOK WHI NOY
d10d9 HLOOWNOR
_ AVIO SHANTAYVH
| HH NOLLJHAS-SS0¥J STVINALVI

Sits aom0u00 071

[q110N|







Pp6-Bar\[ruo1Faa\yne\:d :FTId TAVS
L88  66/02/4 ARIL/ILVA
GHOTINAA A AALVIND

1:61 0 /% /v ERIL/ALvVa
9LOTINAQ Xd Q3AL101d

00/11/%
S[[9M SUIIOJIUO} PUR 3[qR], I3)8\ $66]
[@POW JI3jeMpunols Ajuno) Y[o]jng
93118 9312J0U0) )R

/ om3i TITE 40 SINVSTTOHT
00%

oty

06¢ 08¢ 0.8

_

09¢ 06¢g

012

Gle

0¢e

Gee

0¢e

Gee

0ve

Ghe

06¢







When installing the three new monitoring wells downgradient of the site in February 2000, the water table was
encountered at approximately 31.7 feet below ground surface at MW-1, 31 feet below ground surface at MW-2 and
between 29 and 30 feet below ground surface at MW-3. Locations of the new wells are shown on figure 2. The
depth to groundwater at each of the monitoring wells sampled during the March 2000 sampling event is summarized
on the table below.

March, 2000 Groundwater Levels

Monitoring Well Depth to Groundwater Elevation of Water Table
(feet) (feet above mean sea level)

MW-1 27.84 5.75

MW-2 28.11 5.82

MW-3 25.27 5.56

SCDHS W-23 26.27 | 9.40

SCDHS A-30 34.21 9.73

Water levels measured in the monitoring wells confirm the general north to south direction of groundwater flow, with
shallow flow influenced by Aspatuck Creek to the west.

Groundwater is the sole source of potable supply in Suffolk County. According to records from the Suffolk County
Water Authority, the closest wellfield is located just to the southeast of the site, across South Country Road. The
closest public supply wells in the area, wells S-64716, S-20688 and S-96673, which pump from the Upper Glacial
aquifer are the only public supply wells identified downgradient of the site, and are shown on figure 8. Reported
depths of the wells are as follows:

Well Depth
(feet below grade)
S-64716 50
S-96673 108
S-20688 78
Ref, 21

What is the depth from the lowest point of waste disposal/storage to the highest seasonal level of the
saturated zone of the aquifer(s) of concern?

It is not known whether the landfilled area was excavated for sand mining purposes before waste was accepted. The

unsaturated zone is approximately 25 feet thick at the site. Information obtained during a SCDHS inspection
indicated that sand mining had intersected groundwater at the northern part of the site.
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Ref. 3

What is the permeability value of the least permeable continuous intervening stratum between the ground
surface and the top of the aquifer of concern?

The site is directly underlain by the highly permeable sands and gravels of the Upper Glacial aquifer. The regional
horizontal hydraulic conductivity of the aquifer is estimated to be 185 feet per day, the vertical hydraulic conductivity
approximately one order of magnitude less.

Ref. 21
What is the net precipitation at the site (inches)?
The long term average annual precipitation at the nearby Bridgehampton precipitation station was 45.24 inches. On a
long term average annual basis, evapotranspiration is approximately twenty-two inches, or one half of the

precipitation. Net precipitation, or recharge amounts to approximately 23 inches per year on a long term average
annual basis.

Ref. 22

What is the distance to and depth of the nearest well that is currently used for drinking purposes?

According to records from the Suffolk County Water Authority, the closest wellfield is located just to the southeast of
the site, across South Country Road. The closest public supply wells in the area, wells S-64716, S-20688 and S-
96673, which pump from the Upper Glacial aquifer are the only public supply wells identified downgradient of the
site, and are shown on figure 8. No private well surveys were conducted as part of this PSA to identify any private
potable wells downgradient of the site.

Ref. 21

If a release to groundwater is observed or suspected, determine the number of people that obtain drinking
water from wells that are documented or suspected to be actually contaminated by hazardous substance(s)
attributed to an observed release from the site.

No contamination of public supply wells from contaminants possibly released at the L&C Concrete site has been
identified.

identity the population served by wells (private + municipal) located within 4 miles of the site that draw from the
aquiter(s) of concern.

All residents of the area rely upon groundwater for their water supply.

Distance Population
Upper Glacial/Magothy aquifers
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0-1/4 mi unknown

>1/4 - 1/2 mi 398
>1/2-1mi 489
> -2 mi 2300
>2 -3 mi 3573
>3 -4 mi 1956
Ref. 23

State whether groundwater is blended with surface water, groundwater, or both before distribution.
Groundwater is the sole source of water supply for the area.

Ref. 24
Is a designated well head protection area within 4 miles of the site?

Because all of Long Island is supplied by groundwater, the entire area is considered to be a well head protection area.

Ref. 25

Does a waste source overlie a designated or proposed wellhead protection area? If a release to groundwater

is observed or suspected. does a designated or proposed wellhead protection area lie within the contaminant
boundary of the release?

The entire site overlies the sole source aquifer.

Identify one of the following resource uses of groundwater within 4 miles of the site (i.e., commercial livestock,
watering, ingredient in commercial food preparation, supply for commercial aquaculture, supply for major,
or designated water recreation area, excluding drinking water use, irrigation (5-acre minimum) of commercial
food or commercial forage crops, unusable).

No documentation of irrigation wells were identified during this investigation; however the field activities were

conducted during winter months when a windshield survey would not have been useful in identifying the presence of
irrigation wells.

SURFACE WATER ROUTE

10.

Describe the likelihood of a release of contaminant(s) to surface water as follows: release, suspected release,
or none. Identify contaminants detected or suspected and provide a rationale for attributing them to the site.
For observed release, define the supporting analytical evidence and relationship to background.

Any contamination that is introduced to the groundwater at the L&C Concrete site will eventually be discharged

to area surface waters — either to Aspatuck Creek, approximately 1500 feet to the west, which discharges to Quantuck
Bay, approximately 5000 feet to the south, or directly to the Bay.

22



11.

12.

To date, no groundwater contamination can be attributed to on-site activities. However, contaminants associated with
jet fuel have been documented in groundwater entering the property, and phthalates have been detected above drinking
water standards in groundwater leaving the site at the southern boundary.

Ref. 1

Identify the nearest down slope surface water. Include a description of possible surface drainage patterns
from the site.

Aspatuck Creek, approximately 1500 feet to the west, is the nearest surface water body. In theory, surface water
runoff could travel from the norhwestern part of the site (elevation approximately 40 feet) down to Aspatuck Creek
(elevation less than 10 feet above mean sea level). However, the surficial soils are extremely sandy in nature, the area
is not paved, and any runoff would infiltrate the ground before reaching the Creek.

Aspatuck River is down slope of the southern and western part of the site.

Ref. 1

What is the distance to the nearest down slope surface water? Measure the distance along a course that
runoff can be expected to follow.

The distance to the nearest down slope surface water (Aspatuck Creek) from the northwestern part of the site is
approximately 1500 feet. The distance from the center of the site to the downstream reaches of Aspatuck Creek is
approximately 4200 feet.
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13.

14.

15.

16.

16.

Ref. 1

Identify all surface water body types within 15 downstream miles.

Name Water Body Type Flow Saline/Fresh/Brackish
Aspatuck Creek Creek 0.5-2 cfs Fresh/Brackish/Saline
Quantuck Bay Estuary n/a Saline
Atlantic Ocean Ocean n/a Saline

Ref. 1, U.S.G.S. flow records at partial discharge stations
Determine the 2 yr, 24 hr rainfall (inches) for the site?
The 2-year 24 hour precipitation is 3.25 inches.

Ref. 26
Determine size of drainage area (Acres) for the sources at the site?

The site itself is approximately 32.9 acres. However, landfilling activities reportedly occurred on approximately 0.25
acres.

Ref. 4,21
Describe the predominant soil group in the drainage area?

The U.S.D.A. has classified the soil at the site as RhB, Riverhead and Haven soils, graded, 0 to 8 percent slopes, and
Ma, Made Land. The Riverhead and Haven soils are areas of Riverhead sandy loam, Haven loam, or both. These
areas may have been altered by grading operations. Grading operations have left a man-made profile that is
significantly different from the original profiles. In places, the surface layer and uppermost part of the subsoil have
been removed, in other places they are undisturbed. These areas contain at least 12 inches of loam, silt loam, or
sandy loam in the uppermost 40 inches. In places, deeply cut or filled areas are slightly droughty and need
supplemental irrigation. Made Land is comprised of areas that are mostly covered with pieces of concrete, bricks,
trash, wire, metal and other nonsoil material. Some aresa are on the surface of the original soil, others are in large
holes dug for disposal purposes, and still others are in old gravel pits converted to this use. Included with this unit in
mapping are sanitary landfills that have been excavated and subsequently filled with trash and garbage.

Ref. 27

Determine the floodplain (1 yr., 10 yr., 100 yr., 500 yr., none) that the site is within.
The site is not located on a floodplain.

Ref. 11
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18.

19.

20,

Identify drinking water intakes in surface waters within 15 miles downstream of the point of surface water
entry. For each intake identify: the name of the surface water body in which the intake is located, the
distance in miles from the point of surface water entry, population served, and stream flow at the intake
location.

Intake WB  Distance Pop. Served  Flow (cfs)
Type FromPPE

There are no surface waters downgradient of the site that serve as drinking water sources - groundwater is the source
of all drinking water supply in the County.

Identify fisheries that exist within 15 miles downstream of the point of surface water entry. For each fishery
specify the following information:

No contaminants from the L & C site have been documented to discharge to surface waters. Any contamination that
is discharged to Aspatuck Creek via groundwater would travel downstream to discharge to Quantuck Bay at about the
point where Aspatuck and Quantuck Creeks meet, and would then meet waters from Moriches or Shinnecock Bay, and
then the Atlantic Ocean.

Fishery _ WB ) Distance Flow (cfs) Saline/Fresh/Brackish
From PPE

Aspatuck Creek 1600 feet 0.5-1.5 Fresh/Brackish/Saline
Quantuck Creek 8000 feet 1.5-2.0 Fresh/Brackish/Saline
Quantuck Bay 8500 feet N/A Saline
Moriches Bay 5 miles (approx.) N/A Saline
Shinnecock Bay 5 miles (approx.) N/A Saline
Atlantic Ocean 7 miles (approx.) N/A Saline

Ref. 1, 11 and U.S.G.S. Water Resources Data
Identify surface water sensitive environments that exist within 15 miles of the point of surface water entry.

No contaminants from the L. & C site have been documented to discharge to surface waters. However, mapped
wetlands in close proximity to the site are identified below.

Environment WB Type Distance Flow (cfs) Wetland
from PPE Frontage (miles)
Freshwater wetlands along 1600 feet 0.5-1.5 0.6
Aspatuck Creek
Tidal wetlands — Moneyboque 10,000 feet n/a 1.0
State Tidal Wetlands
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The Quogue Wildlife Refuge also lies over one mile to the northeast and upgradient of the site, on Quantuck Creek.

Ref. 29
21, If a release to surface water is observed or suspected, identify any intakes, fisheries, and sensitive
environments from question Nos. 18-20 that are or may be actually contaminated by hazardous substance(s)
attributed to an observed release from the site.
No release to surface water has been documented.
Intake:
Fishery:
Sensitive Environment:
22. Identify whether the surface water is used for any of the following purposes, such as: irrigation (5 acre
minimum) of commercial food or commercial forage crops, watering of commerecial livestock, commercial

food preparation, recreation, potential drinking water supply?

The surface water bodies listed above are used for recreation, including swimming, boating, fishing, clamming and
other water sports and activities.

SOIL EXPOSURE PATHWAY

23. Determine the number of people that occupy residences or attend school or day care on or within 200 feet of
an area of observed contamination.

No areas of soil contamination were identified during this PSA. No residences or schools were identified within 200
feet of the part of the site where landfilling was known to occur.

24, Determine the number of people that regularly work on or within 200 feet of an area of observed or suspected
contamination.

No areas of soil contamination were identified during this PSA. During the site investigation, only a single person
was encountered working at the site, although it is not believed that he is stationed at the site full time. No
buildings/work areas were identified at the site.

25. Identify terrestrial sensitive environments on or within 200 feet of an area of observed or suspected
contamination.
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No soil sampling was conducted as part of this assignment, hence no areas of soil contamination were identified. No
sensitive terrestrial environments were identified within 200 feet of the site.

Identify whether there are any of the following resource uses, such as commercial agriculture, silviculture,
livestock production or grazing within an observed or suspected contamination boundary?

None of the resource uses listed above were observed on the property.

AIR ROUTE

27.

29.

Describe the likelihood of release of contaminants to air as follows: observed release, suspected release, or
none. Identify contaminants detected or suspected and provide a rationale for attributing them to the site.
For observed release define the supporting analytical evidence and relationship to background.

No contaminant releases to the air have been documented. Historically, NYSDEC has expressed concern that sand
and gravel mining activities could expose contaminants that had previously been landfilled.

Ref. 9

Determine populations that reside within 4 miles of the site.
Distance - Population

0 (on-site) 0

0-1/4 mi unknown
0-1/2 mi 398
>1/2 -1 mi 489

>1 -2 mi 2300

>2 -3 mi 3573
>3-4 mi 1956

Ref. 23

Identify sensitive environments and wetlands acreage (wetland acreage only for wetlands sensitive
environment) within 4 miles of the site.

Type of
Distance Sensitive Actual Distance Wetland
Environment from site (miles) Acreage
0 (on-site) none 0
0-1/4 mi. none 0
>1/4-1/2 mi. none Y%4-1/2 miles acreage along Aspatuck Creek
>1/2-1 mi. freshwater wetlands 15-1 mile acreage along Aspatuck Creek and Quantuck

Creek
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>1-2 mi. fresh and tidal wetlands 1-2 miles acreage along Aspatuck Creek
Quantuck Creek, Quantuck Bay, Quogue
Wildlife Refuge and Moneyboque State
Tidal Wetlands
>2-3 mi. fresh and tidal wetlands 2-3 miles fresh and tidal wetlands along Onek Drain
Ogden Pond, Penniman Creek, Stone
Creek and Alcotts Pond
>3-4 mi. fresh and tidal wetlands 3-4 miles fresh and tidal wetlands on Tanners Neck, along
Speonk River and the barrier
beach, Shiccecock Bay, and Weesuck Creek

Ref. 30

If a release to air is observed or suspected, determine the number of people that reside or are suspected to
reside within the area of air contamination (might be actual contamination) from the release.

No release to the air has been observed or suspected in the past.

If a release to air is observed or suspected, identify any sensitive environments, listed in question No. 46, that
are or may be located within the area of air contamination from the release.

No release to the air has been observed or documented.
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CHEMWORLD ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

Environmental Consultants

June 28, 2000

Mr. David Keil

Camp Dresser & McKee, Inc.
100 Crossways Park West
Suite 415

Woodbury, New York 11797

RE: Data Usability Summary Report (DUSR)
L&C Concrete Project
H2M Labs, Inc.
SDG No. CD&M036
Analyses for Volatile Organics, Base/Neutral and Acid Extractable Organics, Pesticides/PCBs
and Inorganics

Dear Mr. Keil:

Data Usability Summary Report (DUSR) technical services were performed by ChemWorld
Environmental, Inc. for the L&C Concrete Project for the sampling event of March 1, 2000. The
analytical data from Sample Delivery Group (SDG) No. CD&MO036 was reviewed (screened) for the
parameters noted. The data screening consisted of a review of the Quality Control (QC) Summary Forms
and a brief review of various chromatograms and quantitation reports. The QC Forms were reviewed to
determine whether any data required qualification based upon QC deviations noted on the Forms. The
associated Analytical Data Result Forms are included as Attachment A. These Forms include data
qualifiers as described within this letter report.

The DUSR review items include the following, as method appropriate:

Holding Times from Verified Time of Sample Receipt (VTSR)
Surrogate Recovery

GC/MS Instrument Performance Check

Initial and Continuing Calibration

Matrix Spike / Matrix Spike Duplicates (MS/MSD)
Matrix Spike Blanks (MSB)

Tentatively Identified Compounds (TICs)

Internal Standards

Method and Field Blanks

CRDL Standards for ICP

Laboratory Duplicate Samples

Laboratory Control Samples (LCS)

ICP Interference Check

ICP Serial Dilutions

-The QC Summary Forms included various deviations based upon the acceptable limits for quality control.

The following should be noted regarding qualification of the data set for the review items above.

ChemWorld Environmental, Inc. page |

14 Orchard Way North, Rockville, Maryland 20854, Tel. (301) 294-6144, Fax (301) 309-6640
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Volatiles, SDG No. CD&MO036

Continuing Calibration: The Percent Difference (%D) was found to exceed the limit of 25%for several

volatile compounds from the continuing calibrations on 3/06/2000 at 14:40 and 3/7/2000 at 11:08. The
associated sample results were qualified as ‘J’, estimated, for the positive results and ‘UJ’, estimated, for
the non-detectable results, for these compounds.

Semi-Volatiles, SDG No. CD&MO036

Continuing Calibration: The %D was found to exceed the limit of 25% for several of the semi-volatile
compounds from the continuing calibrations on 3/12/2000 at 16:54, 3/13/2000 at 12:50 and 3/14/2000 at
12:23. The associated sample results were qualified as ‘UJ’, estimated, for the non-detectable results, for
these compounds. Positive results were not detected for the compounds affected.

TICs: TICs were qualified as ‘R’, unusable, in accordance with USEPA Region II guidelines for common
lab contaminants.

Inorganics, SDG No. CD&MO036

ICP Serial Dilution: Aluminum was found to generate a %D at greater than 10%. The associated sample
results which exceed 10 times the Instrument Detection Limit (IDL) for aluminum were qualified as ‘J’,
estimated.

Please contact me by telephone at 301-294-6144, should you require additional information or
clarification regarding this Letter Report.
Sincerely,

Andrea P. Schuessler, CHMM
ChemWorld Environmental, Inc.

c: CD-2100.1 file

ChemWorld Environmental, Inc. page 2



ORGANIC DATA QUALIFIERS

U-

JN -

uJ-

C-

R-

NA -

Indicates that the compound was analyzed for, but not detected at or above the Contract Required
Quantitation Limit (CRQL), or the compound is not detected due to qualification through the method

or field blank.
The associated numerical value is an estimated quantity.

Tentatively identified with approximated concentrations (Volatile and Semi-Volatile Organics).
Presumptively present at an approximated quantity (Pesticides/PCBs).

The compound was analyzed for, but not detected. The sample quantitation limit is an estimated
quantity due to variance from quality control limits.

Applies to Pesticide results where the identification has been confirmed by GC/MS.
Reported value is estimated due to quantitation above the calibration range.
Reported result taken from diluted sample analysis.

Aldol condensation product.

Reported value is unusable and rejected due to variance from quality control limits.

Not Analyzed.



INORGANIC DATA QUALIFIERS

U- Indicates analyte not detected at or above the Contract Required Detection Limit (CRDL), or the
compound is not detected due to qualification through the method or field blank.

B - Indicates analyte resuit is between Instrument Detection Limit (IDL) and CRDL.
J -  Thereported value is estimated due to variance from quality control limits.

UJ - The element was analyzed for, but not detected. The sample quantitation limit is an estimate due to
variance from quality control limits.

E - Reported value is estimated because of the presence of interference.
R - Reported value is unusable and rejected due to variance from quality control limits.

NA - Not analyzed.
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1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW-1
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-035
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/mi) ML Lab File ID: F3585.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/06/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: {ul) Soil Aliquot Volume: {uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
| 74-87-3 . Chloromethane ! 1. 1 U |
| 74-83-9 ' Bromomethane . 1 1 U
\ 75-01-4 | Vinyl chloride ; 1 1 U
75-00-3 ._Chloroethane : 1 U
75-09-2 __Methylene chloride ? 2 u .
. 67-64-1 Acetone . 5 . U
' 75-35-4 . 1,1-dichloroethene 1. 1 U .
75-34-3 1,1-dichloroethane 1. v
78-93-3 2-Butanone 5 | U =
67-66-3 Chloroform 1 U
. 107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane N
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 . U
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride 1 uUT
75-27-4 Bromodichioromethane 1 u =
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 1 U
10061-01-5 __cis-1,3-dichloropropene _ o 1 U
_79-01-6  Trichloroethene o 1 U
71-43-2 ___Benzene o 1 U
_1724-58_1@ o leromochloromethane o o 1 U
~10061-02-6 _ trans-1,3- dichloropropene o 1 u
- 79-00-5 , ~1,1,2-Trichloroethane R
75252 .. _Bromoform SRR SNSRI * B
. 108-10-1 . 4-Methyl-2-pentanone I S U
591-78-6 _ 2-Hexanone _ o 5 U
~127-184 Tetrachloroethene e 1 ud™
79-34-5 1,1,2,2- Tetrachloroethane o 1 Ug
108-88-3 Toluene . 1Y
~108-0-7 Chlorobenzene o 1 U
100-41-4 Ethylbenzene B 1 .U
100-42-5 Styrene L 1 U
156-60-5 trans-1,2- dichloroethene 1 +« U
156-59-2 cis-1,2-dichloroethene 1 . U
__106-93-4 1,2-dibromoethane 1.0 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene 1 U
106-46-7 1,4-dichiorobenzene 1 U
541-73-1 1,2-dichlorobenzene 1, U
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3- chloropropane 1 U
75-15-0 Carbon Disulfide 1 U
108-05-4 Vinyl acetate 1 U
FORM ! VOA 5 08/107
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1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW-1
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water) ~ WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-035
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3585.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/06/00
GC Column: RTX624 [D: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: {ulL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (ulL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND {ug/L or ug/Kg) e Q
. 108383/106 __m\p-xylene 1 u |
95-47-6 _ o-xylene : ! 1 u |
S ¢
FORM | VOA ¢ 30



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW-2
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soillwater) =~ WATER Lab Sampte ID: 20000302-036
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3586.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/06/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
| 74-87-3 '_Chloromethane 1 [ v
! 74-83-9 . _Bromomethane 1 U
| 75-014 | Vinyl chloride 1 U |
. 75-00-3 __Chloroethane 1 u_ |
' 75-09-2 ._Methylene chloride 2 u_ |
| 67-64-1 ' Acetone ! 5 u !
| 75-35-4 1,1-dichloroethene l 1 u |
_ 75-34-3 '~ 1,1-dichloroethane l 1 U
. 78-93-3 2-Butanone 5 U |
67-66-3 Chloroform 1 u
_ 107-06-2 1,2-Dichioroethane ‘ 1 U
_ 71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane ! 1 1 U
©_56-23-5 ~_Carbon tetrachioride | 1 uT.
. 75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane 1 U
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 1 U
.~ 10061-01-5 cis-1,3-dichloropropene 1. U
79-01-6 Trichloroethene o LI
71-43-2 Benzene o 1 . U
124-48-1 Dibromochloromethane I I ©
..10061-02-6 _~ _ trans-1,3-dichloropropene SO N S © R
_79-00-5 ___1.12-Trichloroethane I B U
75252 _ _ _Bromoform R, TV
108-10-1 ____ __ 4-Methyl-2-pentanone . 5 U
591-78-6 __2-Hexanone ) ~ I - T '
127-18-4 Tetrachloroethene 1 Uug
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 1 Ut
- 108-88-3 Toluene 1 u
108-50-7 Chlorobenzene o 1 u
100414 Ethylbenzene o 1 U
100-42-5 Styrene _ 1 U
. 156-60-5 trans-1,2-dichloroethene L 1 u
156-59-2 cis-1,2-dichioroethene 1 u =
106-93-4 1,2-dibromoethane 1 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene 1. . U !
106-46-7 1,4-dichlorobenzene 1 u
541-73-1 _ 1,2-dichiorobenzene o 1 .U
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3-chioropropane 1. 1 U
~ 75-15-0 Carbon Disuifide 1 U
108-05-4 Vinyi acetate 1 + U

FORM | VOA

00038



EPA SAMPLE NO.

VOLATILE ORGANI(;;\ ANALYS|S DATA SHEET
MW-2
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soillwater)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-036
Sample wiivol: 5.0 (g/mi) ML Lab File ID: F3586.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/06/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soif Aliquot Volume:  ~ (ul)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO. COMPQUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q

| 108383/106 ._m\p-xylene | 1 1 U |

. 95-47-6 | o-xylene - T 1 0 U

FORM | VOA

S *6ox



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW.3
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.:. CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/'water)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-037
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/mi) ML Lab File ID: F3587.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
| 74-87-3 | _Chloromethane B 1 u |
__74-83-9 ' Bromomethane ! 1 U
. 75-01-4 *Vinyl chloride | 1 U
- 75-00-3 Chioroethane B 1 u_
~ 75-09-2 Methylene chloride | 2 u |
. 67-64-1 ._Acetone ' 2 0 J
. 75-35-4 1,1-dichloroethene 1 U
75-34-3 1,1-dichloroethane 1 U
78-93-3 2-Butanone i 5 | U
67-66-3 Chloroform ﬁ 1 U
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane 1 1 U
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane R VI
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride 1 Ug
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane 1. U
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 1 U
10061-01-5 ¢cis-1,3-dichloropropene 1 U
79-01-6 Trichloroethene B 1 U
71-43-2 __Benzene 1 U
124-48-1 Dibromochloromethane 1 u
.10061-02-6 = ___trans-1,3-dichloropropene - 4 U
79-00-5 _1,1,2-Trichloroethane LA ¥
. 15-25-2 __Bromoform . 1 U _
_108-10-1  __ _ A4-Methyl-2-pentanone == .5 u
_591-78-6 ..2-Hexanone o 5 .U
127-184  Tetrachlorocethepe 1 ua-
_79-34&-5  11,22-Tetrachloroethane 1 Ut
108-88-3 Toluene S 1 u
108-90-7 Chlorobenzene o o 1 U
~100-41-4 Ethylbenzene o 1 U
~100-42-5 Styrene - 1 U
156-60-5 trans-1,2-dichloroethene 1 U
156-59-2 cis-1,2-dichloroethene 1 U
106-93-4 ___1,2-dibromoethane 1 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene 1 U
~ 106-46-7 1,4-dichlorobenzene 1 U
541-73-1 1,2-dichlorobenzene 1 U
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3-chloropropane 1 U
__75-15-0 Carbon Disulfide 1 U
108-05-4 Vinyl acetate 1 ]

FORM | VOA

ybh G046



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW.-3
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-037
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab Fiie ID: F3587.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)

CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
" 108383/106 m\p-xylene r 1 U
| 95-47-6 __o-xylene ' 1 U

FORM | VOA %0 CQa~



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
DUPLICATE
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.:. CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-038
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3600.0
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Ditution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
. 74-87-3 | Chloromethane P 1 u |
. 74-83-9 . _Bromomethane 1 u !
{ 75-01-4 i Vinyl chloride ? 1 U
- 75-00-3 ¢ Chloroethane | 1 Uug
. 75-09-2 ' Methylene chloride | 2 U
| 67-64-1 _ Acetone ‘ 5 Uud
. 75-35-4 1,1-dichloroethene 1 us|
| 75-34-3 ._1,1-dichloroethane ? 1 u |
78-93-3 ' 2-Butanone 5 5 | uz:
67-66-3 Chloroform 1t U
107-06-2 1,2-Dichioroethane 1 ¢ U
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 1 U !
~ 56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride 11 ug:
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane 1 1 u
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 1. U
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-dichloropropene 1 U
79-01-6 Trichloroethene 1. U
7143-2  Benzene o 1 U
124-48-1 Dibromochloromethane - 1 U
10061-02-6 ~_ trans-1,3-dichloropropene 1 U
_79-00-5 __1,1,2-Trichloroethane . SO N * N
.. 75-25-2. ..Bromoform I U __.
_108-10-1_ 4-Methyl-2-pentanone _ S 9
.591-78-6  ____ 2-Hexanone 5 2 UJ
127-184 Tetrachloroethene 1 ud
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 1 U
108-88-3 __ Toluene - 1. U
108-90-7 ~ Chiorobenzene o 1 U
100414 Ethylbenzene 1 9
100-42-5 Styrene o 1 U
156-60-5 trans-1,2-dichloroethene 1 . U i
156-59-2 cis-1,2-dichloroethene 1. U
_106-93-4 1,2-dibromoethane 1 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene 1 U
_ 106-46-7 } 1,4-dichlorobenzene | '
541-73-1 1,2-dichlorobenzene 1 . U
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3-chloropropane 1 | U
75-15-0 Carbon Disulfide 1 1 U
108-05-4 Vinyl acetate 1 | U 5

FORM | VOA

3/90

-
QQ

Y

)

-1



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
DUPLICATE
Lab Name: H2MLABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-038
Sample wiivol: 5.0 (g/mi) ML Lab File I1D: F3600.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: {uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
~108383/106 __m\p-xylene 1 1 U
i 95-47-6 " o-xylene 1 ' U
S QG55
FORM | VOA 3/90 055



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
SCDHSA-30
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-039
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3601.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.256 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Voiume: {uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
| 74-87-3 |_Chloromethane | 1 U
_ 74-83-9 ' Bromomethane ! 1 U
75-01-4 Vinyl chloride 1 U
75-00-3 . _Chloroethane 1 Uug !
75-09-2 Methylene chloride 2 U o
| 67-64-1  Acetone 11 J |
. 75-35-4 . 1,1-dichloroethene 1 Uug:
. 75-34-3 ._1,1-dichloroethane 1 u |
 78-93-3 2-Butanone 5 o
67-66-3 Chioroform 1 )
1237-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane 1 u
71-55-b 1.1,1-Trichloroethane 1 u
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride 1 uJj
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane 1 u
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 1 i U
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-dichloropropene 1 U
79-01-6 Trichloroethene L 1 U
- 71-43-2 Benzepre N 1 U
_124-48-1  _ Dibromochloromethane 1 U
. .10061-02-6 ..Arans-1,3-dichloropropene R N ¢ R
79:00-5 - _..1,1.2-Trichloroethane e 1 y
. 15-25-2 . Bromoform ) SO I
.108-10-1 _...4-Methyl-2-pentanone . 5 U
_591-78-6 ___  2-Hexanone - S U
_127-184 _  _ Tetrachloroethene e 1 U
- 79-34-5 ~__1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 1. U 3
- 108-88-3 __Toluene 1 U
108-90-7 Chlorobenzene B o 1 U
- 100-41-4  Ethylbenzene o 1 - U
~100-42-5 Styrene ] B 1 U
156-60-5 trans-1,2-dichloroethene 1 iU
156-59-2 cis-1,2-dichloroethene 1 i U :
106-93-4 ____1,2-dibromoethane 1 0 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene 1 U ;
106-46-7 1,4-dichlorobenzene L V)
541-73-1 1,2-dichlorobenzene 1 U :
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3-chioropropane 1 U ﬁ
75-15-0 Carbon Disulfide 1 U
108-054 Vinyl acetate B L '

FORM | VOA

380"

006



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
SCDHSA-30
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-039
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3601.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column; RTX624 [D: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliguot Volume: (uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q

_108383/106 __m\p-xylene _ 1t U

. 9547-6 ._o-Xylene 1 (.

S 0063

FORM | VOA 3/90



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
SCDHSW-23
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.:. CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water)  WATER Lab Sample |D: 20000302-040
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3618.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 50.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (ul)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
| 74-87-3 | Chioromethane i 50 u |
.~ 74-83-9 ;. Bromomethane ' 50 | U
. 75-014 | Vinyl chioride 50 | U
75-00-3 _ Chloroethane 50 | Uz
i 75-09-2 ' Methylene chloride ? 100 | U
| 67-64-1 ;. _Acetone i 250 UJ
. 75-35-4 ~1,1-dichloroethene | 50 ug .
_ 75-34-3 _1,1-dichloroethane : 50 U
| 78-93-3 2-Butanone 250 | Ug
67-66-3 Chioroform 50 u
- 107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane 50 u .
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 50 u_
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride 50 |, UJ|
75-27-4 Bromodichioromethane 50 u_ !
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 50 u
10061-01-5 cis-1,3-dichloropropene 50 U !
79-01-6 Trichloroethene 50 U
71432 Benzene o 50 U
. 12448-1 ~  Dibromochloromethane . 50 9]
__10061-02-6 _ trans-1,3-dichloropropene _ __ &0 U
79-00-5 1,1,2-Trichioroethane _ 50 )
75252 Bromoform _ = _ 4 50 U
_108-10-1 4-Methyl-2-pentanone - 3 250 U
. 591-786 @~ 2-Hexanone o 250 Vg
127-18-4 Tetrachloroethene 50 (s
79-34-5 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 50 ud .
108-88-3 Toluene o 50 U
108-90-7 Chlorobenzepre 50 U
100414 Ethylbenzene 430 D
100-42-5 Styrene o 50 : U
156-60-5 trans-1,2-dichloroethene 50 | U
156-59-2 cis-1,2-dichloroethene 50 ' U
106-93-4 1,2-dibromoethane 50 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene 50 U
106-46-7 1,4-dichlorobenzene 50 U
541-73-1 1,2-dichlorobenzene 50 U
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3-chloropropane 50 | U
75-15-0 Carbon Disulfide 50 | Uy !
108-05-4 Vinyl acetate 50 @ uS CC6

FORM | VOA

3/90



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
SCDHSW-23
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SASNo.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water) = WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-040
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/mi) ML Lab File ID: F3618.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 50.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Vofume: {uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
| 108383/106 '_mip-xylene E 1500 | D
. 95-47-6 '_o-xylene ~ K 700 | D
FORM | VOA /90

S CO6Ge;



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
TRIPBLANK
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soillwater) ~ WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-041
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/m) ML Lab File ID: F3602.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (uL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (ul)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UGIL Q
| 74-87-3 . _Chloromethane 3 1 | u !
| 74-83-9 '_Bromomethane ; 1 [ U
| 75-01-4 ' Vinyl chloride 1 U
. 75-00-3 Chloroethane 1 UJ
75-09-2 Methylene chloride 2 | U
67-64-1 Acetone . 5 ug
75-35-4 1,1-dichloroethene 5 1 uJ .
75-34-3 1,1-dichloroethane : 1 7 U
78-93-3 2-Butanone 5 | ug.
67-66-3 Chloroform 1 . U '
107-06-2 1,2-Dichloroethane 1 U
71-55-6 1,1,1-Trichioroethane 1. U
56-23-5 Carbon tetrachloride 1 i UgJ
75-27-4 Bromodichloromethane 1+ U
78-87-5 1,2-dichloropropane 1 U
~10061-01-5 cis-1,3-dichloropropene 1, U
_ 79-01-6 Trichloroethene 1 . U
.71-43-2 ___Benzene ) o o 1 U
124-48-1 Dibromochloromethane o 1 U
..'0061-02-6 __ trans-1,3-dichloropropene I 1 U
. 79-00-5 .. 1,1,2-Trichloroethane AU
75-25-2 . Bromoform S R * R
_108-10-1 _ _  _ 4-Methyl-2-pentanone_ 5 U
. 591-78-6  2-Hexanone ... 5 ug
_127-184 ~___ Tetrachloroethene R S * b A
.719-345 . __1,1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane B 1 Vo
108-88-3 ~__Toluene o . 1 u
_108-90-7 . _Chlorobenzene S 1 U
100-41-4 Ethylbenzene _ 1 U
100425 = Styrene ) o 1 1 U
__156-60-5 trans-1,2-dichloroethene ~ 1 U
156-5¢-2 cis-1,2-dichloroethene 1 U
106-93-4 1,2-dibromoethane R 1 U
541-73-1 1,3-dichlorobenzene . 1 U
106-46-7 N 1,4-dichlorobenzene 1 u
541-73-1 1,2-dichlorobenzene 1 - U
96-12-8 1,2-dibromo-3-chloropropane 1. 1 U
75-15-0 Carbon Disulfide 1 U
108-05-4 __Vinyl acetate 1 U

FORM | VOA

Us

o
o
op)
I



1A EPA SAMPLE NO.

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
TRIPBLANK
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.. SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/lwater) WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-041
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 {g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3602.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: {uL) ' Soil Aliquot Volume: (ul)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO, COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q

~108383/106 __mip-xylene [ 1 1 U

. 95-47-6 . o-xylene . L 1 1 U

FORM 1 VOA .
S €6y



FORM 1 cdmO036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

W |

Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract : |
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302035
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04634
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)___ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (uL) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
ZONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND -~ (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
108-95-2-------- Phenol 10|U
108-60-1~---~---- 2,2’ -oxybis (1-Chloropropane) 10U
95-57-8----~---- 2-Chlorophenol 10|U
541-73-1--~~--~~ 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
106-46-7---~---- 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
95-50-1-~---~---- 1,2-Dichlorobenzene v 10|U
95-48-7---~~----- 2-Methylphenol 10U
621-64-7---~---- N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 10|U
106-44-5---~---- 4 -Methylphenol 10|00
67-72-1---~~---- Hexachloroethane 10|U
98-95-3----~---- Nitrobenzene 10{0
78-~59-1--------~ Isophorone 104U
88-75-5--------- 2-Nitrophenol : 10(U
105-67-9-------- 2,4-Dimethylphenol 10U
111-91-1-------- Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane _ 10{U
120-83-2--~~---- 2,4-Dichlorophenol 10|U
120-82-1-------- 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 10|U
91-20-3--------- Naphthalene 10U
106-47-8-------- 4-Chloroaniline 10U
87-68-3--------- Hexachlorobutadiene 10(U
59-50-7--------- 4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 10U
91-57-6--------- 2-Methylnaphthalene 10|U
77-47-4----~---- Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 10|U3
88-06-2--------- 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 10|U
95-95-4--------- 2,4,5-Trichlorphencl 2510
91-58-7--------- 2-Chloronaphthalene 10|U
88-74-4--------- 2-Nitroaniline 25U
208-96-8-------- Acenaphthylene 10|U0
606-20-2---~---- 2,6-Dinitrotoluene 10|U
99-09-2----~~--- 3-Nitrcaniline 251U
83-32-9--------- Acenaphthene 10U
51-28-5----~---- 2,4-Dinitrophenol 25|07
132-64-9-------- Dibenzofuran 10|U

FORM I SV

S C030



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

MW-1
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract: l
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302035
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: BO04634
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)__ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (uL) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. CCMPQUND - (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
100-02-7----=---- 4 -Nitrophenol 25|\UT
121-14-2-------- 2,4-Dinitrotoluene 10|U
86-73-T--------- Fluorene 10|U
131-11-3-------- Dimethylphthalate 10|U
B4-66-2--==------ Diethylphthalate 10|U
7005-72-3------- 4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 10|U
100-01-6-------- 4-Nitroaniline 25|U
534-52-1-------- 4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 2507
86-30-6---~----- N-Nitrosodiphenylamine (1) 10|U
101-55-3-------- 4-Bromophenyl-phenylether — 10|U
118-74-1-------- Hexachlorobenzene 10|U
87-86-5--------- Pentachlorophenol 25U
85-01-8--------- Phenanthrene 10U
120-12-7-~------ Anthracene 10|U
B4-74-2--------- Di-n-Butylphthalate 10|U
206-44-0-------- Fluoranthene 10|U
125-00-0-~---~-~-- Pyrene 10|U
85-68-7--~------ Butylbenzylphthalate 10U
56-55-3--~~------ Benzo{al] anthracene 10|U
91-94-1--~------ 3,3’ -Dichlorobenzidine 10|U
218-01-9-------- Chrysene 10|U -
117-81~T-=--=--- bis(2-ethylhexyl) Phthalate _ 120\ & 5
117-84-C-~---=---- Di-n-octylphthalate 10|U
205-99-2-------- Benzo [b] fluocranthene ' 10|U
207-08-9-~------ Benzo [k] fluoranthene 10|U0
50-32-8--~------ Benzo[al pyrene 10|U
193-39-5-------- Indeno (1,2, 3-cd]pyrene 10(U
53-70-3--~------ Dibenz [a, h]l anthracene 10]|U
191-24-2-------- Benzolg,h, i]perylene 10|U
111-44-4-------- bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 10|U
86-74-8--------- Carbazole 10|U

(1) - Cannot be separated from Diphenylamine

FORM I SV

S (G031



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

MW-1DL
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302035DL
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04647
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)___ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/14/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 {ul) Dilution Factor: 5.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pPH: __
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND - {ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
108-95-2--~------ Phenol 50|U3
108-60-1-------- 2,2 -oxybis(1-Chloropropane) 50|U
95-57-8--------- 2-Chlorophencl 50|0
541-73-1-------- 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 50|U
106-46-7----=---~ 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 50|0
95-50-1--------- 1,2-Dichlorobenzene 50|U
95-48-7--------- 2-Methylphenol 50|U
621-64-7------~-~ N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 50|U
106-44-5-------- 4-Methylphenol T 50|U
67-72-1-------~- Hexachloroethane 50U
98-95-3------~--- Nitrobenzene 50|U
78-59-1--------- Isophorone 50T
88-75-5--------- 2-Nitrophenol 50|U
105-67-9-------- 2,4-Dimethylphenol 50|U
111-91-1-------- Bis(2-chloroethoxy)methane 500
120-83-2-------- 2,4-Dichlorophencl 50U
120-82-1-------- 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 50|U
91-20-3--------- Naphthalene 50|U
106-47-8---~---- 4-Chlorocaniline 50|U
87-68-3--------- Hexachlorobutadiene 50|U
59-50-7--------- 4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 50|U
91-57-6--------- 2-Methylnaphthalene 50|U
77-47-4--------- Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 50|03
88-06-2~-------- 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol - 50|U
95-95-4--------- 2,4,5-Trichlorphenol 120|U
91-58-7---~------ 2-Chloronaphthalene 50|U
88-74-4--------- 2-Nitroaniline 120|U
208-96-8--~------ Acenaphthylene 50|U
606-20-2-------- 2,6-Dinitrotoluene 50|U
99-09-2--------- 3-Nitroaniline 120U
83-32-9--------- Acenaphthene 50|U
51-28-5------~-~-- 2,4-Dinitrophenol 120U
132-64-9-------- Dibenzofuran 50|U
FORM I SV

S €033



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

‘ MW-1DL
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302035DL
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04647
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)_ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/14/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 5.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
_ONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND - (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
100-02-7------~- 4 -Nitrophenol 120|073
121-14-2-------- 2,4-Dinitrotoluene 50|U
86-73-7--------- Fluorene 50|U
131-11-3-------- Dimethylphthalate 50|U
84-66-2--------- Diethylphthalate 50|U
7005-72-3------- 4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 50|U
100-01-6-------- 4-Nitroaniline 120U
534-52-1-------- 4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 120|U7F
86-30-6--------- N-Nitrosodiphenylamine (1) 50(U
101-55-3-------- 4-Bromophenyl-phenylether 50|U
118-74-1------~- Hexachlorobenzene 50|U
87-86-5--------- Pentachlorophenol 120U
85-01-8--------- Phenanthrene 50(U
120-12-7-------- Anthracene 50(U
84-74-2---=------ Di-n-Butylphthalate 50U
206-44-0---~---- Fluoranthene 50U
129-00-0----~---- Pyrene 50U
B5-68-T7--------- Butylpenzylphthalate 501U
56-55-3--------- Benzo[a] anthracene 50|U
91-94-1----~----- 3,3’ -Dichlorobenzidine 50|U
218-01-9-------- Chrysene 50|U
117-81-7---~~--- bis{2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate 130|D
117-84-0---~---- Di-n-octylphthalate T 50(U
205-99-2-------- Benzo[b] fluoranthene 50U
207-08-9---~---- Benzo [K] fluoranthene 50|U
50-32-8----~----- Benzo [a] pyrene 50U
193-39-5-------- Indeno (1, 2,3-cd] pyrene 50|U
53-70-3--------- Dibenz[a,h]anthracene 50|U
191-24-2---~---- Benzo (g, h,i]lperylene 50|U
111-44-4-------- bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 50|U
J 86-74-8----~---- Carbazole 50U

(17 - Cannot be separated from Diphenylamine

FORM I SV

S GO:)‘}'



FORM 1
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.:

Matrix: (soil/water) WATER
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML
Level: (low/med) LOW

% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)__

cam036 SAMPLE NO.
SHEET

e

SDG No.: CDM036
Lab Sample ID: 0302036
Lab File ID: B04635
Date Received: 03/02/00

Date Extracted:03/06/00

Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/Q0

Injection Volume: 2.0 {(ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0

GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND - {ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L 0
108-95-2--~----- Phenol 10|U
108-60-1--~------ 2,2' -oxybis{1-Chloropropane) 10(U
95-57-8-=-=-~----- 2-Chlorophenol 10U
541-73-1-------- 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 10U
106-46-7-------- 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
95-50-1--------- 1,2-Dichlorcbenzene 10]U
95-48-7-----~---- 2-Methylphenol 10|U
621-64-7----~~-~ N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 10|U
106-44-5-------- 4-Methylphenol 10U
67-72-1--~------ Hexachloroethane 10|U
98-95-3--------- Nitrobenzene 10|U
78-59-1--------- Isophorone 10|U
B88-75-5----=----- 2-Nitrophenol 10(U
105-67-9-------- 2,4-Dimethylphenol 10|U
111-91-1-------- Bis (2-chlorocethoxy) methane 10|U0
120-83-2-------- 2,4-Dichlorophenol 10|U
120-82-1-------- 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 10|U
91-20-3--------- Naphthalene 10U
106-47-8-------- 4-Chloroaniline 10|U
87-68-3---~----- Hexachlorobutadiene 10U
59-50-7-----~---- 4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 10U
91-57-6--------- 2-Methylnaphthalene 10U
77~47-4--~-~---- Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 10U
88~06-2--------- 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 10U
95-95-4--------- 2,4,5-Trichlorphencl 25U
91-58-7--------- 2-Chloronaphthalene 101U
B88-74-4--------- 2-Nitroaniline 25|U
208-96-8-------- Acenaphthylene 10|U
606-20-2-------- 2,6-Dinitrotoluene 10U
99-09-2--------- 3-Nitroaniline 25|U
83-32-9--------- Acenaphthene 10(U
51-28-5--------- 2,4-Dinitrophenol 25|00
132-64-9-------- Dibenzofuran 10|U
FORM I SV

S 0011



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW-2
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302036
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mbL) ML Lab File ID:  B04635
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 {(ulL) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0(ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
100-02~7-------- 4 -Nitrophenol 1 25|07
121-14-2-------- 2,4-Dinitrotoluene 10|U0
86-73-7--------- Fluorene 10|U
131-11-3-------- Dimethylphthalate 10|U
84-66-2--------- Diethylphthalate 10/U
7005-72-3------- 4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 10|U
100-01-6-------- 4-Nitroaniline 25|U
534-52-1-------- 4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 25|07
80 30-6--------- N-Nitrosodiphenylamine (1) 10|U
101-55-3~------- 4 -Bromophenyl-phenylether 10|U
118-74-1-------- Hexachlorobenzene 10|U
87-86-5---~------ Pentachlorophenol 25U
85-01-8---~----- Phenanthrene 10|U
120-12-7--~----- Anthracene 10|U0
84-74-2--------- Di-n-Butylphthalate 10|U0
206-44-0-------- Fluoranthene 10|U
129-00-0--~----- Pyrene 10|U
85-68-T7---~----- Butylbenzylphthalate 10|U
56-55-3---~----- Benzo [a] anthracene 10|U
91-94-1---~----- 3,3’ -Dichlorobenzidine 10|U
218-01-9--~----- Chrysene 10|0
117-81-7-------- bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate 10|U
117-84-0-------- Di-n-octylphthalate 10|U
205-99-2--~----- Benzo [b] fluoranthene 10|U0
207-08-9--~----- Benzo [k] fluoranthene 10|U
50-32-8---~----- Benzo [al pyrene 10|U
193-39-5-------- Indeno(l,2,3-~cd]pyrene 10,0
53-70-3---=~----- Dibenz{a,h]lanthracene 10U
191-24-2--~----- Benzolg,h,ilperylene 10|U
111-44-4-------- bis(2-Chloroethyl)ether 10(U
86-74-8---~----- Carbazole 10|U
(1) - Cannot be separated from Diphenylamine

FORM I SV



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
MW-3
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302037
Sample wt/vol: 1000 ({(g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04636
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)_ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (uL) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND - (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
108-95-2~------- Phenol 10|0
108-60-1----~--- 2,2'-oxybis (1-Chloropropane) 10|U
95-57-8--~-~-=-- 2-Chlorophenol 10|U
541-73-1-------- 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
106-46-7T-------- 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
95-50-1-----~---- 1,2-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
95-48-7--------- 2-Methylphenol 10|U
621-64-7-------- N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 10|U
106-44-5--=-~==-- 4-Methylphenol T 10U
67-72-1-----~~~- Hexachloroethane 10|U
98-95-3--------- Nitrobenzene 10|U
78-59-1--------- Isophorone 10|U
88-75-5--------- 2-Nitrophenol 10(U
105-67-9-------- 2,4-Dimethylphenol 10|U
111-91-1-------~ Bis (2-chloroethoxy)methane 10|U
120-83-2-------- 2,4-Dichlorophenol 10|U
120-82-1-------- 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 10|U
91-20-3--------- Naphthalene 10|U
106-47-8-------- 4-Chloroaniline 10|U
87-68-3--------- Hexachlorobutadiene 10|U
59-50-7--------- 4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 10|U
91-57-6--------- 2-Methylnaphthalene 10|U
77-47-4---=~=w-~~ Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 10|03
88-06-2--------- 2,4,6-Trichlorophenol 10|U
95-95-4---------~ 2,4,5-Trichlorphencl 25|U
91-58-7--------- 2-Chloronaphthalene 10|U
88-74-4--------- 2-Nitroaniline 25|U0
208-96-8-------- Acenaphthylene 10|U
606-20-2-~~==--- 2,6-Dinitrotoluene 10|U
99-09-2--------~ 3-Nitroaniline 25|U
83-32-9--------- Acenaphthene 10|U
51-28-5-----~-~~ 2,4-Dinitrophenol 2s5|uT
132-64-9-------- Dibenzofuran 10|U

FORM I SV



FORM 1
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

cdmC36 SAMPLE NO.

MW-3
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDMO036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302037
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID:  BO04636
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 {(ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
100-02-~7-------- 4-Nitrophenol 25|07
121-14-2-------- 2,4-Dinitrotoluene 10|U
86-73-T7-=-=----=- Fluorene 10U
131-11-3-=-----~ Dimethylphthalate 10|U
B4-66-2--------- Diethylphthalate 10|U
7005-72-3---~--- 4 -Chlorophenyl-phenylether 10|U
100-01-6-------- 4-Nitrocaniline 25|U0
534-52-1-------- 4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphencl 25|00
86-30-6--------- N-Nitrosodiphenylamine (1) 10U
101-55-3-------- 4 -Bromophenyl -phenylether 10|(U
118-74-1-----~--- Hexachlorobenzene 10|U
87-86-5--------- Pentachlorophenol 25U
85-01-8--------- Phenanthrene 10|U
120-12-7-------- Anthracene 10|U
84-74-2-~------- Di-n-Butylphthalate 10|U
206-44-0-------- Fluoranthene 101U
129-00-0-------- Pyrene 10|10
85-68-7--------- Butylbenzylphthalate 10|U
56-55-3--------- Benzo [a] anthracene 10|U
91-94-1--------- 3,3’ -Dichlorobenzidine 10|U
218-01-9-------- Chrysene 1010
117-81-7-------- bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate 8|J
117-84-0-------- Di-n-octylphthalate 10|U
205-9%-2-------- Benzo [b] fluoranthene 10|U
207-08-9-------- Benzo [k] fluoranthene 10|U
50-32-8--------- Benzo [a] pyrene 0|0
193-39-5-------- Indeno (1,2, 3-cd] pyrene 10|U
53-70-3--------- Dibenz [a,h]lanthracene 10|U
191-24-2-------- Benzolg,h,ilperylene 10|U
111-44-4-------- bis (2-Chloroethyl)ether 10|U
B6-74-8--------- Carbazole 100
(1) - Cannot be separated from Diphenylamine
FORM I SV
S Q050




FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

( DUPLICATE ‘
Lab Name: H2M LARS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302038
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04639
Level: {low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)__ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND . (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
108-95-2--~------ Phenol 10|U
108-60-1-------- 2,2’ -oxybig(1-Chloropropane) 10|U
95-57-8--------- 2-Chlorophenol 10|U
541-73-1-------- 1,3-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
106-46-7-------- 1,4-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
95-50-1--------- 1,2-Dichlorobenzene 10|U
95-48-7--------- 2-Methylphenol 10|U
621-64-7-------- N-Nitroso-di-n-propylamine 10|U
106-44-5~------- 4-Methylphenol 10|U
67-72-1--------- Hexachloroethane 10|U
98-95-3----~---- Nitrobenzene 10|U
78-59-1--------- Isophorone 10|U
83-75-5-~--~---- 2-Nitrophenol 10|U
105-67-9-------- 2,4-Dimethylphencl 10|U
111-91-1-------- Bis (2-chloroethoxy)methane 10|U
120-83-2-------- 2,4-Dichlorophenol 10|U
120-82-1-------- 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene 10|U0
91-20-3-----=---- Naphthalene 10|U
106-47-8----~---- 4-Chloroaniline 10|U
87-68-3--------- Hexachlorobutadiene 10|U
59-50-7--------- 4-Chloro-3-Methylphenol 10|U
91-57-6--------- 2-Methylnaphthalene 10|U
77-47-4--=-=----- Hexachlorocyclopentadiene 0(vT
88-06-2----~---- 2,4,6-Trichlorophenocl 10|U
95-95-4--------- 2,4,5-Trichlorphencl 25|U
91-58-7--------- 2-Chloronaphthalene 10|U
88-74-4--------- 2-Nitroaniline 25|U
208-96-8-------- Acenaphthylene 10|U
606-20-2-------- 2,6-Dinitrotoluene 1010
99-0¢-2--------- 3-Nitrcocaniline 25|U
83-32-9--------~ Acenaphthene 10|U
51-28-5-------~- 2,4-Dinitrophenol 25|03
132-64-9-------- Dibenzofuran 10|U

FORM I SV



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.
SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEZT

DUPLICATE
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302038
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID:  B04639
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)__ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (uL) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH:
ONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND - (ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L Q
100-02~7~~-----~ 4-Nitrophenol 25 U7
121-14-~2-~------ 2,4-Dinitrotoluene 10|U
86-73-T-------=-- Fluorene 10|U
131-11-3-~----~-- Dimethylphthalate 10|U
B4-66-2--~--~--~ Diethylphthalate 10|U
7005-72-3---~--- 4-Chlorophenyl-phenylether 10|U0
100-01-6----~---- 4-Nitrcaniline 25|U
534-52-1-~-----~ 4,6-Dinitro-2-methylphenol 25|07
86-30-6---~------ N-Nitrosodiphenylamine (I' 10/U
101-55-3~-~------ 4 -Bromophenyl-phenylether 10(U
118-74-1-~------ Hexachlorobenzene 10|U
87-86-5--~--~--~ Pentachlorophenol 25|U
85-01-8-----~--~ Phenanthrene 10U
120-12-7----~---- Anthracene 10|U
84-74-2--------~ Di-n-Butylphthalate 10|U
206-44-0-------- Fluoranthene 10|U
125-00-0-~--~-~-~ Pyrene 10|U
85-68-7--------- Butylbenzylphthalate 10|U
56-55-3-----~--~ Benzo [al anthracene 10|U
91-94-1--------~ 3,3’ -Dichlorobenzidine 10|U
218-01-9----~--~ Chrysene 10|U
117-81-7---=-~~-~ bis(2-ethylhexyl)Phthalate 10|U
117-84-0-~--~--~ Di-n-octylphthalate —— 10|U
205-99-2-------- Benzo [b] fluoranthene 10|U
207-08-9-------- Benzo [k] fluoranthene 10|U
50-32-8--------~ Benzo [a] pyrene 10|U
183-39-5----~--~ Indeno(1,2,3-cd]pyrene 10|U
53-70-3-==~--~--~ Dibenz [a,h] anthracene 10|U
181-24-2----~--~ Benzo[g,h,1]perylene 10|U
111-44-4-~--~---~ bis(2-Chlorcethyl)ether 10|U
86-74-8--~-----~ Carbazole 10|U

(1} - Cannot be separated from Diphenylamine

FORM I SV

S 0055



1D

Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC.

Lab Code: Case No.:

Matrix: (soil/water) WATER

Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL)

Contract:

PESTICIDE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

SAS No.:

|
: MW1
|
SDG No.: CDM036
Lab Sample ID: 0302035
Lab Fite ID: RB01227.CDF

% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) Date Received: 3/2/00

Extraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) CONT Date Extracted: 3/7/00

Concentrated Extract Volume: 10000  (uL) Date Analyzed: 3/9/00

Injection Volume: 0.5 (uL) Dilution Factor: 1

GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH: - Sulfur Cleanup: (Y/N) N

CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO. COMPQUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L Q

! | | I
1319-84-6 - - - alpha-BHC : 0.050}U :
1319-85-7 - - - beta-BHC ! 0.050'U !
1213-86-8 - - - delta-BHEC 1 0.0501U 1
lsg-g5-9 - - - gamma-BEC ‘Lindane) ! 0.050.U |
:76 44-8 - - - Heptachlor L 0.0SOfU :
1305-06-2 - - - Aldrin 1 0.0501U t
:1024—57-3 - - Heptachlor epoxide { 0.0SO!U :
:959-98-8 - - - Endosulfan I : 0.0SO:U :
160-57-1 - - - Dieldrin | 0.10,0 |
172-55-5 - - - 4,4'-DDE ! 0.10'U !
172-250-8 - - - Endrin 1 0.1010 1
133213-85-35 - - Endosulfan IT ! 0.10/U |
172-54-5 - - - 4,4'-DDD l 0.10lU '
12231-27-5% - - Endosulfan suliate ) C.10,U |
133-25-3 - - - 4,4'-DDT ! 0.10'u !
:72—43-5 - - - Methcoxychlor : O‘SO:U :
}53494-70-5 - - Endrin ketcne | 0.10,0 |
17421-53-4 - - Endrin aldenyde ' o.1o§U ‘
15103-71-9 - - alpha-Chlicrdans | 0.0501U 1
:5103-74-2 - - gamma-Chlordane : 0.0SO{U :
'8001-35-2 - - Toxaphene ) 5.0!U0
112674-11-2 - - Aroclor-101is | 1.04U X
111104-28-2 - - Arocler-1221 ! 2.0'U !
112143-316-5 - - Aroclor-1232 I 1.01U0 |
153465-21-5 - - Aroclor-1242 f 1.0,U |
:12572~29-6 - - Aroclor-1248 : 1.0!U |
111097-5%-1 - - Aroclor-1254 | 1.01U 1
111096-82-5 - - Arocler-1260 ! 1.0'U !
1 { |

S €036

OLM02.0



1D

PESTICIDE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

i
: MW2

Lab Name: HZM LABS, INC. Contract: b

Lab Code: Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036

Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302036

Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) mL Lab File ID: RB01228.CDF

% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) N Date Received: 3/2/00

Extraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) CONT Date Extracted: 3/7/00

Concentrated Extract Volume: 10000 (uL) Date Analyzed: 3/9/00

Injection Volume: 0.5 (uL) Dilution Factor: 1

GPC Cieanup: (Y/N) N pH: - Sulfur Cleanup: (Y/N) N

CONCENTRATION UNITS:

CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L Q
| i | I
(315-84-6 - alpha-BHC | 0.050,U :
1319-85-7 - beta-BHC ! 0.050'y !
1315-85-8 - delta-BHZ [ 0.0501U 1
158-89-3 - gamma-BHC [Lindane) L 0.050,U |
17¢6-44-8 - Heptachlor | 0.050!'U !
1369-00-2 - Aldrin | 0.0501U L
:1624—57-3 Heptachlor epoxide ,r 0.0SOj,U ||
1455-58-8 - Endosulfan I ! 0.0501U |
160-57-1 - Dieldrin X 0.10,U \
172-55-5 - 4,4'-DDE ! ¢.10'u !
172-2C0-8 - Endrin ! 0.101U0 1
133213-£5-5 Endosulfan I: | 0.10(U |
172-54-5 - 4,4'-DDD ! 0.10'U f
j1C3:1-07-% Endeosulfan suliate ; O.le|U ;
|32-29-3 - 4,4'-DDT ! v.10'y X
172-43-3 - Methoxychnlor [ 0.501U I
153493-73-53 Endrin ketene - 0.10,0 j
17421-92-4 Endrin aldshyds ! ¢.10'U !
t5203-71-% alpha-Chlordane ! 0.0501U ]
15103-71-2 gamma-Chlordane r 0.050'U !
:8001—35—2 Toxaphene ! 5.010 !
122574-21-2 Aroclor-10:15 i 1.04U \
j11104-28-2 Arocler-1221 ! 2.0'u !
1223143-16-~3 Aroclor-1232 1 1.01U |
153465-21-9 Aroclor-1242 . 1.0,U \
112672-25-5 Aroclor-1248 | 1.0u !
1110697-55-1 Aroclor-1254 L 1.0U i
111095-82-5 Aroclor-1266 { 1.01U }
! 1 |

S 0041

OLM02.0



1D

PESTICIDE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

] t
\ MW3 :
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC. Contract: I !
Lab Code: Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302037
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) mL Lab File ID: RB01229.CDF
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) N Date Received: 3/2/00
Extraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) CONT Date Extracted: 3/7/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 10000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 3/9/00
Injection VVolume: 0.5 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH: - Sulfur Cleanup: (Y/N) N
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L Q
I ] | |
1319-84-5 - - - - - alpha-BHC i 0.050)U :
1319-85-7 - - - - beta-BHC ! 6.0s50'u !
1219-856-8 - - - - delta-BHC ! 0.0501U0 !
i58-89-9 - - - - gamma-BHC (Lindane) | 0.050,U {
:75-44-5 - - - - Heptachlor ! 0.050'U i
1309-00-2 - - - - Aldrin ' 0.0501U i
:1024-57—3 - - - Heptachlcr epoxide l 0.050!U j,
1959-98-8 - - - - Endosulfan I [ 0.0501U {
150-57-1 - - - - Dieldrin f 0.10,U \
172-55-3 - - - - 4,4'-DDE ! 0.10'y !
172-20-8 - - - - Endrin | 0.101U |
133213-35-9 - - - Endosulfan I f 0.10/U k
t72-34-% - - - - i .10'U0 |
| F t 1
12231-07-8 - - - desulfan sulfate | 2.104U |
130-25-3 - - - - 1 0.10}U |
172-42-5 - - - - T | 0. :;OIU |
153434-70-5 - - - ne ] 5.10,U |
17422-53-4 - - - nyde ! 0. lOU !
15103-72-3 - - - dane | 0 05010 |
15103-74-2 - - - dane ! o.oso'U !
18001-35-2 - - - l 5.0!U !
112674-21-2 - - - Aroclor-101% { 1.0,U X
|11104-28-2 - - - Aroclcr-1221 ! 2.0'U !
I11141-16-5 - - - Aroclor-1232 ! 1.01U |
153465-21-5 - - - Aroclor-1242 { 1.0,U |
112672-2%-6 - - - Aroclor-1248 ! 1.0'U0 !
111097-59-1 - - - Aroclor-1254 | 1.0(U |
111096-82-35 - - - Aroclor-126¢C ! 1.0'u !
) t \ i
S G052
FORM I PEST OLM02.0



1D

PESTICIDE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

DUP

Lab Name:  H2M LABS, INC.
Lab Code: Case No.: SDG No.: CDMO036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302038
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) Lab File 1D: RB01232.CDF
% Moisture: decanted: {Y/N) Date Received: 3/2/00
Extraction: (SepF/Cont/Sonc) CONT Date Extracted: 3/7/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 10000  (ul) Date Analyzed: 3/9/00
Injection Volume: 0.5 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N pH: Sulfur Cleanup: (Y/N) N
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
CAS NO. COMPOUND (ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L Q
I | i i
1 ]
1319-84-5 - alpha-BHC | 0.050,U f
1319-85-7 - beta-BHC b 0.050'U !
1319-84-5 - delta-BHC f 0.0501U I
:58—89-9 - gamma-BHC (Lindane) L 0.0SﬂU ‘:
176-44-28 - Heptachlor ! 0.050'U !
1309-00-2 - Aldrin ' 0.0501U i
:;024-5 -3 Heptachlor epoxide ! 0.0SOj,U j
:9:9-98-8 - Endosulfan I 1 0.0501U !
160-57-7 - Dieldrin | 0.10,U ﬁ.
|72-55-5 - 4,4'-DDE , 0.10'u !
172-20-2 - Endrin | 0.101U i
133213-73-3 Endosulfan II . 0.10,U ]
: 2-54-~ 4,4'-DDC ! C.10'U !
jil3l-17-7 Zndecsulian sulfate | 0.104U ﬁ|
132-zo-3 - $,3'-0D7 b 0.10'U :
}”’27-;3—: - Methexychnooy ! C.501U !
15353470432 Zndrin kezone ‘ 0.10,U ]
17321-02-3 Endrin aldshyde ! 0.10lu !
15203-72-% alpha-Crnicrdans ! 0.05010 O
ls153-7:-2 gamma-Chlordane ' 0.050U ]
(51303 hlordan L . 050, )
18C01-3%-2 Toxaphene ! 5.0tU !
|, - 4 ¥ —T —
12874 -21-2 Aroclicr-1C1is ) 1.040 \
j11104-28-2 Aroclor-1221 . 2.0'U !
122242-22-5 Aroclor-1232 ! 1.01U0 |
ls3465-21-2 Aroclor-1242 L 1.0U ]
112672-2%-5 Aroclor-1248 ! 1.0'U !
121097-25-1 Aroclor-1234 i 1.01U i
111098-22-5 Arcclor-1250 b 1.0'U }
1 | |

FORM I PEST

S C06o

OLM02.0



NYSDEC

1

- ASP

INORGANIC ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

MW-1

Lab Name: H2M_LABS,_INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478__ Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CD&MO036
Matrix (soil/water): WATER__ Lab Sample ID: 20000302-035
Level (low/med): LOW Date Received: 03/02/00_
% Solids:

Concentration Units (ug/L or mg/kg dry weight): UG/L_

| | z N i

CAS No. ! Analyte fConcentration iCl Q M

: ‘ ; ; !

17429-90-5__[Aluminum__| 359 P_|

17440-36-0__Antimony_ 3.2 U P

.7440-38-2__|Arsenic 3.0 U P

i7440-39-3_ |Barium ‘ 65.0 |B {P_|

'7440-41-7_ :Beryllium 0.46 B p_

_7440-43-9___Cadmium 0.40 U .P_|

17440-70-2__Calcium 5380 ? p_

_7440-47-3__ Chromium 0.89 U_ iP_

_7440-48-4 Cobalt 2.0 U xP_g

.7440-50-8 Copper 1.5 U P

_7439-89-6 Iron 0 B 'p_.

-7439-92-1 ‘Lead 1.6 U ‘P

17439-95-4__ _Magnesium 2130 B P

.7439-96-5 ‘Manganese _ 114 P_j

.7438-97-6 Mercury 0.10 .U {CV ]

_7440-02-0__ Nickel o 2.0 U ‘P_

.7440-09-7___ Potassium___ _ 804 B 'P__

_7782-4%-2 _ _Selenium_____ . 2.7 _ __U._ P

7440-22-4_ _Silver _ . . 0.69 . v.__ P

_7440-23-5 _ Sodium __ . __ 6100 e ___P_.

.7440-28-0 ~Thallium ) 1.0 o P

7440-62-2 _Vanadium 3 U o _.__ P

7440-66-6  Zinc __ __ . 3.9 __B_ _.___ __P__

e, ... LCyanide . ____ . .10.0___ _. v__._..__ CA
Color Before: COLORLESS Clarity Before: CLEAR Texture:
Color After: COLORLESS. Clarity After: CLEAR Artifacts:
Comments:

REPORTED_3/31/00 __ . .. .
FORM I - IN 12/95

S 00>



NYSDEC - ASP
1

INORGANIC ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

MW-2

Lab Name: H2M_LABS, INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478__ Case No.: SAS No.: o SDG No.: CD&M0O3s6
Matrix (soil/water): WATER__ Lab Sample ID: 20000302-036
Level (low/med): LOW Date Received: 03/02/00_
% Solids:

Concentration Units (ug/L or wmg/kg dry weight): UG/L_

) | , b |

! i i . it f

| CAS No. i Analyte ' Concentration éci Q Mo

. ? 4 — N

17429-90-5__ Aluminum___ 177 g T ip_

17440-36-0__(Antimony 3.2 U [P

|7440-38-2__|Arsenic 3.0 U P

17440-39-3__IBarium 34.4 B IP_.

17440-41-7__‘Beryllium 0.20 U 'p_

j ; !

17440-43-9 ECadmium 0.40 U ‘P

{7440-70-2__Calcium 59100 A P

.7440-47-3__ Chromium 2.6 E p_

3’_7440-48-4 ‘Cobalt 2.0 U. P

~7440-50-8 Copper____ o 3.1 B P_

.7439-89-6 Iron 92.7 B P__

7439-92-1_  Lead 1.6 16) P_

17439-95-4 .Magnesium 14000 : P

.7439-96-5__ Manganese 19.7 ‘P

.7439-97-6 ‘Mercury _0.10 U ‘CV_

-7440-02-0__ Nickel 4.4 B P__

_7440-09-7__ Potassium___ 2680 B P__

7782-49-2 Selenium__ _ _ __ 2.7_ U. i

_7440-22-4__ Silver ... . .. 0.69 U P

.7440-23-5__ Sodium_ _ . _ .. .8290_. _ . . i . B_

7440-28-0 Thallium 1.0 U P

7440-62-2___ _Vanadium 1.3, UL b

. 7440-66-6  _Zinc o 18.9  _ B_ =l

oo _Cvanide .. 10.0 UL _._.ca
Color Before: COLORLESS Clarityv Before: CLEAR Texture: -
Ceclor After: COLORLESS Clarity Afrter: CLEAR __ Artifacts: _
Comments:

REPORTED _3/31/00._ _ ... e
FORM I - IN 12/95

S €045



NYSDEC - ASP

1

INORGANIC ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

EPA SAMPLE NO.

MW-3
Lab Name: H2M_LABS,_ INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 __ Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CD&MO036
Matrix (soil/water): WATER___ Lab Sample ID: 20000302-037
Level (low/med): LOW___ Date Received: 03/02/00_
% Solids:
Concentration Units (ug/L or mg/kg dry weight): UG/L_
| | -
| CAS No. i Analyte  Concentration .C: o} M
f : _ : — i
|7429-90-5__ [Aluminum 240 I ip_|
17440-36-0__|Antimony 3.2 U ‘D,
17440-38-2___Arsenic 3.0_-_U P__
[7440-39-3 |Barium 143 ‘B ‘p_!
17440-41-7___[Beryllium 0.61 B p_
17440-43-9__ ‘Cadmium 1.0 ‘B P__
{7440-70-2_ 'Calcium 12600 P_
17440-47-3 Chromium 0.89 J P__
r7440-48—4 Cobalt 3.2 B P__
.7440-50-8 Coprer 1.5 ) P_
-7439-89-6 Iron 3.4 U P_
.7439-92-1__ Lead 1.6 U P
:7432-95-4 Magnesium 5380 P_
17439-96-5__ Manganese_ _ 588 P_
:17439-97-6 ‘Mercury . . 0.10 U cv_
.7440-02-0__ _Nickel _ 3.3 B P
.7440-09-7 Potassium______ 1450 B_ P
7782-49-2__ Selenium_ _ . 3.0___.B P
7440-22-4 __Silver __ 0.73 B _ P
7440-23-5 _Sodium _. 18100 . _ . . P
7440-28-0. Thallium 4.0 R P
7440-62-2 _Vanadium 1.3 U b
_7440-66-6 ___Zinc B 3.7 B, P
e Cyanide___ . _ .. 10.0 U CA
Color Before: COLORLESS Clarity Before: CLEAR _ Texture: . }
Color After: COLORLESS. Clarity Afrer: CLEAR Artifacts:

Comments:
REPORTED_3/31/¢0 __

12/895

S G053



NYSDEC - ASP
1 EPA SAMPLE NO.

INORGANIC ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

! DUPLICATE

Lab Name: H2M_LABS, INC. Contract: .
Lab Code: 10478__ Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CD&MO03é6
Matrix (soil/water): WATER___ Lab Sample ID: 20000302-038
Level (low/med) : LOW Date Received: 03/02/00_
% Solids:

Concentration Units (ug/L or mg/kg dry weight): UG/L_

I | | T

! CAS No. | Analyte | Concentration  iC, Q L

{ ! \ i : i

| | | ' [

17429-90-5__ |Aluminum___ 181 _EJT P

7440-36-0___iAntimony___ 3.2 ! P

{7440-38-2__ iArsenic : 3.0 U, P__

(7440-39-3__!Barium 35.0 B p_!

_7440-41-7___‘Beryllium 0.20 Rof ip_

.7440-43-9___Cadmium 0.40 ‘U P_

'7440-70-2__ 'Calcium ‘ 57600 : P

_7440-47-3__Chromium__ 2.6 B_ (P

'7440-48-4_ Cobalt 2.0 U, P__

_7440-50-8_ _ Copper . _a.0 B P__

7439-89-6 Iron $7.3 B P_

7439-92-1 Lead 1.6 U__ P__

_7439-95-4__-Magnesium 14000 P__

_743%9-96-5___Manganese 18.6 P__

.7439-97-6 Mercury . 0.10 U CV

.7440-02-0 Nickel .. 4.5 B P__

.7440-08-7 ___Potassium____ .. 27%0_ B _____ ___P__

.7782-4%-2_ . Selenium__ . _ . . _.2.7_ _U______ ___P_.

. 7440-22-4___Silver . . . _ ... ... 0.69__ . . O__ . _ . P_

7440-23-5 __ Sodium 83460 e e P

7440-28-0 _ _Thallium 4.0 U . P_

7440-62-2_ _ Vanadium . 1.3 U P

7440-66-% _ _Zinc. _ .. . 17.9 B P

e _Cyanide  _ . 0. U .._._.cAa.
Color Before: COLORLESS Clarity BRefore: CLEAR _ Texture: o
Color after: COLORLESS Clarity Afcer CLEAR Artifacts:
Comments:
REPORIED_3/31/00 S S
FORM I - IN 12/95

S 0061



1E
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET EPA SAMPLE NO.
TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS -
Mw-1
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036 -
Matrix: (soil/water)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-035
Sample wtivoi: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3585.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00 -
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/06/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0 -
Soil Extract Volume: (ub) Soil Aliquot Volume: {uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS: -
Number TICs found: 0 (ugh- or ug/Kg) y—%—-——-—
. | = 1 -
| CAS NO. . COMPOUND ' RT | EST.CONC. Q J
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-
-

FORM | VOA-TIC S CO;:S):B/QOV 0021 -




T LA

S

1E

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET EPA SAMPLE NO.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

, MW-2
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix; (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-036

Lab File ID: F3586.D
Date Received: 03/02/00
Date Analyzed: 03/06/00

Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML
Level: (low/med) LOW
% Moisture: not dec.

GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (ul) Soil Aliquot Volume: (ul)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
ug/L or ug/K UGL
Number TICs found: 0 (v o/Kg) A ——
| i i i i ;
CAS NO. * COMPOUND ' RT | EST.coNnc. f Q ,!
3/90

FORM | VOA-TIC ,
S ¢

G40



1E
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET EPA SAMPLE NO.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS
MW-3
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil’water)  WATER Lab Sample I1D: 20000302-037
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab Fite ID: F3587.0

Date Received: 03/02/00

Level: (low/med) LOW
Date Analyzed: 03/07/00

% Moisture: not dec.

GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Aliquot Volume: {(ul)

Soil Extract Volume: (uL)

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
{ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L

Number TICs found: 1

; f ! | ! o

' CASNO. ' COMPOUND RT ‘ EST.CONC. | Q |
1. 001634-04-4 - Propane, 2-methoxy-2-methyl- | 324 [ 4 JN |

FORM | VOA-TIC ' 3/90
S 003y



1E
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

EPA SAMPLE NO.

DUPLICATE
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036

Lab Sample ID: 20000302-038
Lab File ID: F3600.D
Date Received: 03/02/00

Matrix: (soil/water) WATER
Sampie wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML

Level: (low/med) LOW
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00

GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soail Extract Volume: (ul) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
(ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/IL
Number TICs found: 0 —_—

| ‘ s
" CAS NO. " COMPOUND RT | EST.CONC. _J Q |

FORM | VOA-TIC " 0
S o5



1E
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET EPA SAMPLE NO.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIEC COMPQOUNDS
SCDHSA-30
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SASNo..  SDGNo.. CDM-036
Matrix: (soil/water)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-039
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 {g/mi) ML Lab File ID: F3601.D0
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0 .
Soil Extract Volume: {ul) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:

Number TICs found: 0 (uglt ér ueika) HG—/—L—
' ' | | i

CAS NO. COMPOUND ' RT [ EST.CONC. | a

S G061

FORM | VOA-TIC 3/90



1E
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET EPA SAMPLE NO.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS
SCDHSW-23
Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036

Matrix: (soillwater)  WATER . Lab Sample ID: 20000302-040
(g/ml) ML Lab File ID: F3618.D

Sample wt/vol: 5.0
Date Received: 03/02/00

Level: (low/med) LOW
% Moisture: not dec. ) Date Analyzed: 03/07/00

GC Column: RTX624 ID: 0.25 (mm) Dilution Factor: 50.0
Soil Extract Volume: (ul) Soil Aliquot Volume: (ul)
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
ug/L or ug/K UG/L
Number TICs found: 3 (ug dKg) ——

L ]
| |
!

" CAS NO. ' COMPOUND ! RT j EST. CONC. LQ
1. 000108-87-2  Cyclohexane, methyl- 1 487 140 | UND |
2. 000611-14-3 . Benzene, 1-ethyl-2-methyl- L 7.24 170 JND ¢
3, 000108-67-8 : Benzene, 1,3,5-trimethyl- | 747 250 JND |

\“t\c ‘)5*\ &;J\m a’{\ ‘Q*m‘*‘uyc \'\‘{OC”A?C""J " ?W‘?\ </C€0‘030--O40\>
ek Fed o - Chordencd 3 sere ynch vm o el

okt \%@W ks Tj“ ,(ue\.

I

FORM | VOA-TIC S d/g
| 67



1E

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET EPA SAMPLE NO.

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS
TRIPBLANK

Lab Name: H2M LABS, INC Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM-036
Matrix: (soil’lwater)  WATER Lab Sample ID: 20000302-041
Sample wt/vol: 5.0 (g/ml) ML Lab File ID; F3602.D
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: not dec. B Date Analyzed: 03/07/00
GC Column: RTX624 ID: 025 (mm) Dilution Factor: 1.0
Soil Extract Volume: (ulL) Soil Aliquot Volume: (uL)

CONCENTRATION UNITS:

{ug/L or ug/Kg) UG/L
Number TICs found: 0 — -
i ; ; \ “
¢ H [
' CAS NO. '+ COMPOUND i RT ' EST. CONC. Q J

FORM | VOA-TIC

S 6%



FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.

SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

o

Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:

Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDMO036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302035
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04634
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00

¥ Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) Date Extracted:03/06/00

Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00

Injection Veolume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0

GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N PH:

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
Number TICs found: 0 - {ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L

CAS NUMBER 1 COMPOUND NAME RT EST. CONC. Q
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FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.

SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEL.
TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

MW-1DL

Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:

Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302035DL
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04647
Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00

% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N)__ Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ulL) Date Analyzed: 03/14/00
Injection Volume: 2.0(ul) Dilution Factoer: 5.0

GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N PH:

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
Number TICs found: 1 © {ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L

CAS NUMBER COMPOUND NAME RT EST. CONC. Q

UNKNOWN ACID 11.48 22JD
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Lab Name:
Lab Code:

Matrix:

FORM 1

SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

H2M LABS INC.

10478

Sample wt/vol:

Level:

{low/med)

% Moisture:

Concentrated Extract Volume:

Injection Volume:

GPC Cleanup:

Case No.:

(soil/water) WATER

1000

Low

decanted:

(g/mL) ML

2.0(uL)

(Y/N) N

Number TICs found: 12

PH:

Contract:

SAS No.:

(Y/N)

1000 (uL)

cdm036 SAMPLE NO.

J

MW-2

SDG No.:

CDMO036

Lab Sample ID: 0302036

Lab File ID:

B04635

Date Received: 03/02/00

Date Extracted:03/06/00

Date Analyzed: 03/13/00

Dilution Factor: 1.0

CONCENTRATION UNITS:
(ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L

CAS NUMBER COMPOUND NAME Rt | msT. conc. | o ,
1. UNKNOWN ALDOL CONDENSATE 4.54 4 er—ﬁiigfyﬂy
2. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 16.70 2|i p
3. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 17.19 7
4. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 17.68 15
5. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 18.22 23
6. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 18.81 27
7. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 10.49 27
8. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 20.30 25
9. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 21.28 21
10. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 22.47 15
11, UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 23.94 12
12, UNKNOWN STLOXANE (*) 25.76 sy V
13,
14,
15,
16.
17.
18.
19,
20
21,
22.
23
24
25,
26
27 .
28 .
29,
30,

FORM I SV-TIC
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FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.

SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET

TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS
MW-3
Lab Name: H2M LABS INC. Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036
Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302037
Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04636
Level: (low/med) LOow Date Received: 03/02/00
% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) Date Extracted:03/06/00
Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00
Injection Volume: 2.0 (ul) Dilution Factor: 1.0
GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N PH:
CONCENTRATION UNITS:
Number TICs found: 13 © (ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L
CAS NUMBER COMPOUND NAME RT EST. CONC. Q
1 UNKNOWN ALDOL CONDENSATE 4.54 4 |gAer
2 UNKNOWN 10.33 3|J ﬁﬂ
3 UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 16.67 3 ﬁL
4. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 17.16 8
5. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 17.65 19
6 UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 18.18 28
7 UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 18.76 34
8 UNKINOWN SILOXANE (*) 19.44 34
9. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 20.25 32
10. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 21.22 24
11. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 22.42 19
12. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 23,88 15 V
13. UNKNOWN SILOXANE (*) 25.71 10
14.
15.
16.
17.
18.
19.
20
21
22
23
24 .
25.
26.
27.
28.
29.
30.

Gl

FORM I SV-TIC
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FORM 1 cdm036 SAMPLE NO.

SEMIVOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS DATA SHEET
TENTATIVELY IDENTIFIED COMPOUNDS

Lab Name: H2M LABS INC, Contract:
Lab Code: 10478 Case No.: SAS No.: SDG No.: CDM036

Matrix: (soil/water) WATER Lab Sample ID: 0302038

Sample wt/vol: 1000 (g/mL) ML Lab File ID: B04639

Level: (low/med) LOW Date Received: 03/02/00

% Moisture: decanted: (Y/N) Date Extracted:03/06/00

G

Concentrated Extract Volume: 1000 (ul) Date Analyzed: 03/13/00

Injection Volume: 2.0 (uL) Dilution Factor: 1.0

GPC Cleanup: (Y/N) N PH:

- CONCENTRATION UNITS:
Number TICs found: 2 (ug/L or ug/Kg) ug/L

CAS NUMBER COMPOUND NAME RT EST. CONC. Q

UNKNCOWN 10.33 3T

UNKNOWN ALDOL CONDENSATE 4.54 6 J?r%}zv
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Reference 1
Map Source

U.S.G.S., Eastport, New York Quadrangle, 1956
U.S.G.S., Quogue, New York Quadrangle, 1956
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Quadrangle Location

vé MAP SOURCE: U.S.G.S., Eastport, New York Quad, 1956.
SN U.S.G.S., Quogue, New York Quad, 1956.

O:\KALNY\Suffolk Sites\ L&C Concrete Mix Corp\Figure 1-L&C Site-USGS
e AL

Figure 1
CDM Camp Dresser & McKee L&C Concrete Mix Corp. Site Location
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To: Gail Suchman
Of: NYSAG



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Building 40—SUNY, Stony Brook, New York 11790-2356 A ee——

S e

P IN25 7
MEMORANDUM  “wei..
To: Gail Suchman, NYSAG's Office =~~~ ~--.-;;.}:.Li].7_?.~j
From: Robert Stewart., DHWR, Pegion 1 ;
Subject: L&C Concrete,  Site ID £152087; Proposed Site Cl=zan-Up
for the Division of Solid Waste (DSW)
Date: October 14, 1992

Thomas C. Jorling
Commissioner

The potential new owner for the subject property has kz:zn
negotiating with the Attorney General's Office and DSW to cizan
up the illegally landfilled C&D material. This material wculd be
excavated and sent to an approved C&D landfill if analysis proves
that the wastes are non-hazardous. DSW would assume the lezd on

the site for this project.

As you know, the Division of Hazardous Waste Remediztion
(DHWR) has listed this site as an Inactive Hazardous Waste
Disposal Site, site ID #152087. The purpose of this letter is to
state DHWR's position in regard to the proposed clean~up and
potential delisting after the site has been fully remediated to
the satisfaction of DSW.

A summary of the environmental concerns based on the Phase I
Report, a Suffolk County Health Department groundwater study of
the area, and a recent Site Inspection by DHWR on 6/17/92

follows:

1. A plume of petroleum related contaminants is flowing bkznesath
the site due to spills at the tank farm on the adjacen:
Suffolk County Air Base.

2. A landfilled area with surface deposits of ground up C&D
material exists towards the center of the site. This zarza
reportedly operated as an illegal landfill without the
proper permits from DSW. Since this landfilling was not
regulated, it is unknown whether any of the accepted
materials were hazardous.

3. An older landfilled area under heavy vegetation exists along
the eastern property border and north of the landfill
mentioned above.

The L&C Concrete site was originally owned by ths Town
of Southampton and may have originally been used as a dump.
Information on the former uses of the subject property is
limited. It is known that the adjacent property to thz esast
of this older land£fill is the former location for the
Quiogue Landfill which was operated by the Town of
Southampten as a sanitary landfill from 1968 to 1978. It is
suspected that industrizl wastes were received by this

&

C’ printed on recyciod paper



landfill from the neighboring Suffolk County Air Force Ease.
Quiogue Landfill is listed as an Inactive Hazardous Waste
Disposal Site, site ID £152061.

At the present, it is unknown whether this older
landfill on the L&C Concrete property is related to the
landfilling conducted by the Town of Southampton on the
adjacent Quiogue Landfill.

4, Well £47 constructed and sampled by the suffolk Countv
Department of Health Services (SCDHS) which is directly
downgradient of the older landfill detected 84 ppb of
trichloroethylene (TCE). The groundwater standard for TCE
in class.GA waters is 5 ppb.

5. An active shallow public supply well which is southeast of
this site may be downgradient of the landfilled areas on
this site. The cone of influence from this well field may
alter the normal groundwater flow directions sufficiently
that potential contaminants disposed of on the northeastern
side of this site could possibly reach these drinking water
wells. This may be an important factor for the potentizl
new owner to consider if he plans to apply for a C&D permit
in the future.

6. Rusted and abandoned drums and tanks were visible during the
6/17/92 sSsite Inspection. One open tank near the property
border, west of the sand pit, registered a reading of 200
ppm on an HENu meter. Drums and tanks were also reported
during the Site Inspection for the Phase I Investigation.

Since the environmental ‘concerns are not limited to ths
illegally landfilled area in the center of the site, the
excavation of these areas and sampling of the underlying soils
will not completely investigate this site. The following zareas
‘should also be investigated:

1. " The old landfill area along the eastern borde;.'

2. The areas north and west of the landfill in the center of
the property where rusted and abandoned drums, tanks,
vehicles, equipment, and scrap metal were noted.

It is recommended that a soil-gas survey be conducted over
these areas to identify any area that may reaquire further
investigation. Since the vapors from the floating petroleum
products may be detected in soil-gas probes, the soil gases
should be analyzed to identify the contaminants. If this survey
establishes any areas that cannot be attributed to the floating
petroleum products, further investigation of these areas will be
necessary by soil borings, test pits, and/or groundwater '
monitoring.



It is recommended that an extensive soil-gas survey be
conducted over the areas planned for excavation. This
information would help determine whether the planned excavation
will release contaminants to the air.

DHWR requests the opportunity to review any draft work plan
prepared for this site. ©Our comments would be given to the DSW
project manager who would then transmit our joint comments tc the
property owner's consultants. It .is recommended that the State
and County Health Departments also be given the opportunity to
review these work plans cdue to possible health impacts caused by
the release of vapors or contaminated dust particles during

excavation.

The work plan for the excavation ¢of the landfilled arez must
establish whether the excavated materials are hazardous wastes.
If contaminants are detected during the sampling of the excavated
material, groundwater monitoring wells may be required to see if
the groundwater has been impacted.

It is understood that the new owner is locking for
assurances from the Department that the site will be delisted
after they complete the remediation of the site to the
satisfaction of the Solid Waste Unit. Since the delisting of a
registry site is a joint decision by the NYSDEC and NYS Health
Department, it is impossible for ;he Regional Office to make such

a promise.

If the new owner does completely remediate the site
according to a work plan which has been approved by DHWR and if
this investigation doescn't identify any areas of concern, the
"Regional Office will recommend that the site be delisted from the
Registry. This recommendation is not binding on the Inter Office
groups 1n our Central Office or on the Health Department who

would be reviewing the recommendation.

Even though the potential new owner is apparently opposed to
the sampling of the groundwater due to the upgradient source of
contamination, I have enclose the draft work plan that would have
been used if the state conducted a Preliminary Site Assessment.
.Since this is only a draft work plan, revisions may have besn
made to this document after different groups within the
Department were given a chance to comment on it. However, it is
felt that the potential new owner would better understand DHWR's

concerns if he were given this draft copy.

If yvou have any questions, feel free to call Anthony Candela
or Robert Stewart at 516-751-4078.

c¢: "E. Barcomb
~R. Mitrey
A. Candelsa



J.
p

Swartwout
Daniel



Reference 3

Correspondence

From: Frank Randall
Of: Inspection Services Bureau
Suffolk County Office of Pollution Control

To: John Austin
Of: Real Estate

Note: Site Review, Telefax Cover Sheet, Site Maps Included
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SUFFOLK COUNTY OFFICE OF POLLUTION CONTROL
Inspection Services Bureau

TO: John Austin
Real Estate
FROM: * Frank Randall |
DATE: " June 30, 1998
SC}B]ECT: 900-359, Block 3, Lot 30.1, Lot 39 and Lot 40

An inspection at the above site reveals that lot 39 is being used by a cesspool company. Lots 30.1
and 40 contain approximately 12 abandoned tractor-trailer and cement trucks. The northern end of
lots 30.1 and 40 have a large sand mine which is not in service and contains groundwater appearing
to be contaminated with an oil sheen. There are numerous monitoring wells observed throughout

the property.

-

Ir appears there has been some environmental contamination on this property.

FR/lkc
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04,/22/88 MON 135:38 FAX 516 853 5903 SC REAL ESTATE doo1
COUNTY OF SUFFOLK
ROBERT J, GAFFNEY
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE
ROBERT J. CIMING : DEPARTMENT OF LAW
COUNTY ATTORNEY DIVISION QF REAL ESTATE
ADDRESS ALL COMMUNICATIONS
IN THIS MATTER TO:
TELEFAX COVER SHEBET
FAX #516-853-5905
TO: ﬁ (\ 24 2 f
FROM: \/ }Q =S 7 7 W
DATE : 223 (.~ 9% |
) ' 7 { -
SUBJECT: oSS A1~ /fjui.»f’r’z-—ﬂ_’f &S 70 %,- TS N [A/

u(./f o ./
Number of pages (including cover sheet) 2. ’

If all pages are not received, please call 516-853-59 27

COMMENTS :

— S
{

{

THE DOCUMENTS ACCOMPANYING THIS MESSAGE ARE INTENDED FOR THE USE OF
THE INDIVIDUAL OR ENTITY TO WHICH IT IS ADDRESSED ONLY AND MAY
CONTAIN INFORMATION THAT IS PRIVILEGED, CONFIDENTIAL AND EXEMPT
FROM DISCLOSURE UNDER APPLICABLE LAW. IF THE READER OF THIS
MESSAGE IS NOT THE INTENDED RECIPIENT OR THE EMPLOYEE OR AGENT
RESPONSIBLE FOR DELIVERING THE MESSAGE TO THE INTENDED RECIPIENT,
YOU "ARE HEREBY NOTIFIED THAT ANY DISCLOSURE, DISSEMINATION,
DISTRIBUTION OR COPYING OF THE COMMUNICATION IS STRICTLY
PROHIEBITED. IF YQU HAVE RECEIVED THIS COMMUNICATION IN ERROR,
PLEASE NOTIFY US IMMEDIATELY BY TELEPHONE, AND RETURN THE ORIGINAL

MESSAGE TO US AT THE BELOW ADDRESS VIA THE U. S. POSTAL: SERVICE.
THANK YOU.

R LEE BENNISON BUILDING .
100 YETERANS MEMORIAL HIGHWAY

(S161853-5900 o
HAURPAUGE, REw YORK 1i78@ FAX (516 §53-6505
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Reference 4

NYSDEC, Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation. Inactive Hazardous Waste
Sites in the State of New York Phase I Investigation Report.



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE REMED!IATION

REGISTRY SITE CLASSIFICATION DECISION

11/18/92

1. SITE NAME 2. SITE NO 3. TOWN/CITY/VILLAGE | 4. COuUNTY
L and C Concrete=os, Menafra 152087 Southampton - | suffolk
5. ' 6. CLASSIFICATION '

1 : current 23 Proposed P Modirfy

7 LOCATION OF SITE (Attach U.S5.G.S Topographic Map showing slte Iocatlcn)
Quadrangte CEtastport _

Site tattitude 4(Q° 50' QO tongl tude 7p9° 38' 30"

. Tax Map Numbers

Site street address South Country Road, Quogue, NY 11731

o.oc'm.

8. BRIEFLY DESCRIBE THE SITE (Attach slte plan showing disposal/sampling locations)
A former open dump and construction and demolition debris disposal area which has also been used
extensively for sand mining.

a. Area __32.9 acres b. EPA 1D Number
c. Completed ( X)Phase | { )Phase || (- )PSA [ JRI/FS ( )PA/SI { )Other

9. HAZARDOUS WASTES DISPOSED (include Part 371 hazardous waste name & number)

None documented. Site was listed due to concern over possible hazardous waste disposal in connection
with the C&D operation.

10. ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE
a. ( JAIr ( )Groundwster ( )Surface Water ( )Soil ( )Waste ( )YEPTox ( )TCLP
b. Contravention of Standards or Guidance Values (Include standard/guidance value)

11. JUSTIFICATION FOR CLASSIFICATION DECISION
Class 2a is not appropriate since there is no indication that the site has been or is being used for .
hazardous waste disposal. The Phase I investigation report recommended a limited soil sampling program.
This site should be a P site until this work is completed and a determination can be made regarding
hazardous waste disposal.

12, SITE IMPACT DATA (Use UNK in space or U in N box if unknown)

a. Nearest surface water: Distance 1500 +t. Direction West Classification unk
b. Nearest Groundwater: Depth unk ft. Flow Direction unk (X)Sole Sourca ( JPrimary [ Principal
c. Nearest water supply: Distance 2600 ft. Direction SE Active (X)Yes ( INo
d. Nearest building: Distance 600 ft. Direction West Use Residential
a. In State Economic Development Zone? t )y XN i. Controlled site access? Xy (N
f. Crops or livestock on site? - oy ON j. Exposed hazardous waste? ( )Y (XN
g. Documented fish or wildlife mor{alx{y’ o XN k. HRS Score
h. Impact on special status fish or wildlife resource? ( }Y XN 1. For Class 2: Priority Category

13. SITE OWNER'S NAME | 1h. ADDRESS 15. TELEPHONE NUMBER
L and C Concrete Corp. l P.0. Box 600, Westhampton, NY

16. PREPARER 17. APPROVED

John B. Swartwout, Chief, Fastern Inv. Section __ -

Signature Date Signature Date

wﬁﬁw‘ﬁt— L /shs

Name, Tutle Organization Name, Titie, Organjzation




ENGINEERING INVESTIGATIONS AT
INACTIVE HAZARDQUS WASTE SITES
IN THE STATE OF NEW YORK
PHASE I INVESTIGATIONS

Joseph Menafra
Westhampton Beach, Suffolk County
NYSDEC I.D. No. 152087

Prepared for

DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION
NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
50 Wolf Road
Albany, New York 12233-0001

APRLY
T, TOFE SSION S
Ity W
TR

Prepared by

YEC, INC.
Forest View Professional Building
) 10 Pine Crest Road
Valley Cottage, New York 10989

In Association with

LAWLER, MATUSKY & SKELLY ENGINEERS
Environmental Science & Engineering Consultants
One Blue Hill Plaza
Pearl River, New York 10965

September 1989



1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Joseph Menafra (NYSDEC I.D. # 152087) is situated just scuth
of thé Suffolk County Airport, between South Country Road on the
south and the Long Island Railroad tracks on the north in
Westhampton Beach, New York (Figures 1-1 and 1-2). A former Town
of Southampﬁon Solid Waste Burial Dump and Active Junk Automobile.
Yard abuts the east premises boundary. An active work, storage,
and maintenance heavy equipment yard- serving a construction
company abuts the west premises boundary. The size of the site is
appréximately 32.9 acres. The site was originally listed as a
suspected hazardous waste site due to concerns associated with

the deposition of construction and demolition debris material.

The site was ownéd by the Town of Southampton until 1973.
While in Town owner;hip, the land lay fallow except that the top
soil ;as stripped and removed off site for use elsewhere. The
property was scld to Joseph Menafra in 1973, who received New
York State Department of Environmeﬁtal Conservation and Town of-
Southampton requisite permits to operate sand mine and solid
waste management facility for cohstruction and demolition debris.
The' ﬁurrent owner L and C Transit Mix corporation purchased the
proéerty from Joseph Menafra in 1982.

*

There. is a local water quality problem resulted from the
spills of Jjet fuel in the 1970's on the grqunds of the then

Westhampton Air Force Base, which is located immediately north of

1-1
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the Long Island Railroad tracks which forms the northerly

boundary of the site. The spill is thought to have consisted of

several thousand gallons which infiltrated the ground, then began

movement southward with the flow of groundwater. Both the New

York State Department of Environmental Conservation and Suffolk

County Department of Health have observation wells both on and

near the site tc track the movement of the product plume.

The site is fenced with chain link fencé along South Country
Road.

A preliminary application of the Hazard Ranking System (HRS)

was completed to quantify risks associated with the site. A

detailed environmental site assessment to fully evaluate the site

was not conducted. A preliminary HRS score was completed on the

basis of the available data. It should be noted that without a

full environmental assessment, an unrealistically low HRS score

may result.

Under the HRS, three numerical’ scores are computed to express

the site's relative risk or damage to the population and the

environment. The three scores are described below:

- s reflects the potential for harm to human or the

M
environment from migration of a hazardous substance away from

the facility via groundwater, surface water, or air. It is a

cbmposite of separate scores for each of the three routes (Sgw

= groundwater route score, S w surface water route ' score,

1-4



and Sa = air route score).

- SFE. reflects the potential for harm from substances that can

explode or cause fires.

- SDc reflects the potential for harm from direct contact with
hazardous substances at the'facility (i.e., no migration need

be involved).

'The preliminary HRS score was:

S = Not Scored (S = Not Scored; S =0; S_ = 0)
M gw _SW a

SFE = Not Scored

SDc =0

HRS scores for groundwater was not computed because the
deposition of hazardous substances on-site is not confirmed. Fire
and explosion was not scored because the site was not declared a

fire/explosion threat by the Chief Fire Marshal.

There is no analytical data available for on-site soils and
local surface waters, however, there is no indication that. the
site has or is currently being used for the disposal of hazardous
materials. In order to confirﬁ the absence of hazardous
materials, additional limited soil sampling and analysis should
be conducted. If the results of these analyses suggest that
hazardous materials may be present then additional surface water
and downgradient groundwater sampling should be conducted. If the

soil samples show no indication of the presence of hazardous



wastes then the site could be delisted, and referred to the

Division of Solid Waste for continued monitoring.

Since the initial site visit by YEC, Inc. (January 20, 1989)-
there héé been 1illegal backfilling of the site with what is
described as construction and demolition debris since February
17, 1989. The New York State Attorney General's Office is seeking
to haQe the material removed by the site owners. Pending the
outcome of that action, a decision on the need for an
envirdnmental investigation of the site will not be made. The
current dumping at the site is not connected with the site's
listing as a suspected hazardous waste site, but may complicate
the environmental investigation necessary to address the site

classification or delisting.

1-6



6. ASSESSMENT OF DATA ADEQUACY AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Sampling and analysis of groundwater have been conducted on
the Joseph Menafra site, as part of an evaluation of upgradient

jet fuel contamination unrelated to site activities.

There is no analytical data available for on-site soils and
local surface waters, however, there is no indi;ation that the
site has or is currently being used for the disposal of hazardous
materials. In order to confirm the absence of hazardous
materials, additional limited soil sampling and analy;is. should
be. conducted. If the results of these analyses suggest .that
hazardous materials may be present then additional surface water
and downgradient groundwater sampling should be conducted. If the
soil samples show no indication of the preseﬁce .of hazardous

wastes then the site should be delisted.



NEW.YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION =~ =
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION
INACTIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL REPORT

CLASSIFICATION CODE: /;J'P REGION: 1 SITE CODE: 152087
' EPA ID:
NAME OF SITE : L and C Concrete Corp -Joseph Menafra
STREET ADDRESS: South Country Road :
TOWN/CITY: COUNTY: ZIP:
Quogue o Suffolk ’ 11731
d SITE TYPE: Open Dump- Structure- Lagoon- Landfill-X Treatment Pond-
@ ESTIMATED SIZE: 32.9 Acres
3 SITE OWNER/OPERATOR INFORMATION:
¥ CURRENT OWNER NAME....: L and C Concrete Corp. .
CURRENT OWNER ADDRESS.: P.0. Box 600, Westhampton, NY
OWNER(S) DURING USE...: Joseph Menafra ’
OPERATOR DURING. USE...: Joseph Menafra
OPERATOR - ADDRESS......: 8 Daly Road, East Northport, NY

PERIOD ASSOCIATED WITH HAZARDOUS WASTE: From 1973 To 1982
SITE DESCRIPTION: _

This site was used to landfill construction and demolition material.

| A Phase I investigation was completed.

A preliminary injunction was obtained by the Attorney General to stop

2ll sand mining and construction and democlition material disposal
on-site. Litigation which will require the responsible party to perform
the site clean up is continuing. /
A Part 360/PSA is planned.

HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSED:  Confirmed- Suspected-X
‘ TYPE QUANTITY (units)

Page 1 - 215



. ‘ SITE CODE: 152087
ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE: .
JAdr- Surface Water-. Groundwater- Soil- Sediment-

CONTRAVENTION OF STANDARDS:
Groundwater- Drinking Water- . Surface Water- Air-

LEGAL ACTION:

TYPE..: State- Federal-
STATUS: Negotiation in Progress- Order Signed-

REMEDIAL ACTION:

Proposed- Under design- In Progress- Completed-
NATURE OF ACTION:

GEOTECHNICAL INFORMATION:
SOIL TYPE: Sandy loam
GROUNDWATER DEPTH: 35 feet

ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS:

Further invéstigation is needed to assess environmental problems at this
‘site.

ASSESSMENT OF HEALTH PROBLEMS:

Currently there is no direct evidence of hazardous waste disposal at
this sand mine/construction and demolition materials disposal site. The
soil sampling recommended for the site will help to determine if
hazardous waste was disposed of on-site. Jet fuel spills at the former
Westhampton Air Force Base (located slightly north of the site) has
contaminated groundwater on-site and in the vicinity of the site.

Public water was supplied to homes impacted by the fuel spill.

Page 1 -

216




Reference 5

Evaluation of Hydrogeologic and Water Quality Data to Support the Permitting of
a Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill. September 19, 1989.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

Roux Associates, Inc. was retained by Kelly & Hulme, Westhampton Beach, New York to
evaluate hydrogeologic and water qﬁality data to support the permitting of a sand mine and
a coostruction and demolition (é&D) debris landfill located at South Country Road,
Quiogue, New York. The proposed sand mine and C&D landfill site (Site) is currently
owned by the L & C Transit Mix Corporation, Quiogue, New York. The evaluation of
existing data is the initial step in obtaining a permit with the New York State Department
of Environmental Conservation, (NYSDEC) Division of Solid Waste. The objectives of this
report are to: 1) summarize hydrbgeologic and water quality conditioné in the general area
surrounding the Site: 2) identify additional data requirements to support the acquisition of
a NYSDEC Permit; 3) and to recommend a preliminary monitoring program to satisfy the

permit requirements.

The Site consists of 32.9 acres located in Quiogue, Town of Southampton, New York
(Figure 1). The property is bounded by South Country Road on the south, the Long Island
Railroad tracks and the Suffolk County Airport to the north, a former town landfill
(Quiogue) and an automobile junkyard to the east and a work and storage yard for a

construction company to the west.

The Site was owned by the Town of Southampton until 1973. At that time, the town
removed all of the topsoil from the Site and let the land lay fallow. Joseph Menafra
purchased the land from the town of Southampton and operated a sand and gravel mizﬁng
operation for approximately four years. The current owner of the Site, L & C Transit Mix

Corporation, purchased the property from J. Menafra in 1982.
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The evaluation consisted of a review of existing data developed by county, state and federal

agencies and private consultants retained by these governmental agencies.

Data reviewed as part of this evaluation performed by Roux Associates, Inc. were obtained

from the following sources:

Suffolk County Department of Health Services (SCDHS)

225 Rabro Drive, Hauppauge, New York

Contacts: Steven Carey, Martin Trent

Information Reviewed: SCDHS files, consultants reports, SCWA water quality data

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC)
Building 40, SUNY, Stony Brook, NY 11794

Contact: John Licatta

Information reviewed: Phase I reports

NYSDEC
50 Wolf Road, Albany, NY 12233
Contacts: Margaret O’Brien, Cecil Johnson

United States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
26 Federal Plaza, New York, NY
Information reviewed: No information currently on file

United States Geological Survey (USGS)

Information Reviewed: Topographic Maps Quiogne and Eastport Quadrangles,
Reports: Long Island Water Resources Bulletin LIWRS8 1977 and

LIWR7 1977

Guldi & Showers

1111 Riverhead Road, Westhampton Beach, NY 11978
Information reviewed: L & C Transit Mix Corporation proposed
solid waste facility descriptive /historical documents

ROUX ASSOCIATES INC



2.0 REGULATORY REQUIREMENTS

According to Title 6, New York Code, Rules and Regulations, Part 360 for Solid Waste
Management Facilities, a permit to construct and operate a landfill must contain the

following components:

o engineering plans

0 operation plans

o landscape plan

0 engineering report

0 quality assurance/quality control

o operations and maintenance report
o contingency plan

o hydrogeologic report

o landfill siting report

The information included in the Roux Associates, Inc. evaluation was developed to satisfy
several components of the hydrogeologic report requirements of the landfill application
pefmit (Subpart 360-2.11 Hydrogeologic Report). As required by the NYSDEC, the

hydrogeologic report must define the following aspects of the Site:
o site geology and hydrology

o critical stratigraphic section for the site

0  an understanding of ground-water and surface-water flow at the site sufficient to
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determine the ultimate suitability of the site for landfilling
0 establish an environmental monitoring system capable of readily detecting a
contaminant release from the facility and determining whether the site is
contaminating surface or sﬁbsurface waters
o provide a basis for the design of the facility and contingency plans relating to

ground or surface-water contamination or gas migration.

The hydrogeologic report must be based upon the implementation of a site investigation.
As required by the NYSDEC, the site investigation plan defines all methods used in
investigating the hydrogeologic conditions at the site, the scope of the investigation and any
specific hydrogeologic questions that the investigation is designed to address. The site
investigation may consist of the following components. Actual components of the site

investigation will be determined on NYSDEC approval of the site investigation plan.

o Literature Search.
A comprehensive search must be made for all pertinent and reliable existing

information concerning regional and site specific hydrogeologic conditions.

o Surficial Geologic Mapping.
The site must be mapped to determine distribution of surficial deposits on and
surrounding the site based upon information from the investigation.

o Test Pits.

Test pits may be used to determine shallow stratigraphy.
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o Water Well Surveys.
Survey of public and private water wells within one mile downgradient and 1/4-

mile upgradient of the proposed site must be conducted.

o Geophysical and Geochemical Surveys.
These surveys may be required to justify the interpretation and conclusions of the
site investigation report and to provide information between boreholes and aid in

siting the wells.

o Tracer Studies.
Tracer studies may be employed to assist in understanding ground-water flow

conditions.

0 Monitoring Wells and Piezometers.
Monitoring wells and piezometers may be installed to develop ground-water flow

water-quality data specific to the site.

o Geologic Sampling.
Representative number of borings and rock cores must be sampled to determine

critical stratigraphic information at the site.
o Drilling Logs.

Drilling logs must be developed for all soil borings and monitoring wells to assist

in determining stratigraphic conditions at the site.

ROUX ASSOCIATES INC



flow rates at the site.

o  Water Quality Sampling and Analyses.
Water quality data must be developed for site specific conditions according to
NYSDEC procedures. The landfill siting application must also include a summary .
of all the data obtained during the site investigation. A site investigation report
must also include an environmental monitoring plan consistent with the

requirements of 6 NYCRR, Part 360, subdivision 360-2.11(C).

The information contained in this report satisfies the requirements of: 1) the literature
-search; and 2) water well surveys, of the site investigation component of the landfill
permitting process (Table 1). Moreover, a preliminary environmental monitoring plan for
the site is proposed for the site. The objective in developing a preliminary environmental
monitoring plan is to obtain NYSDEC concurrence that the site can be monitored. The
demonstration that the proposed landfill site is monitorable is consistent with the
requirements of 6 NYCRR Part 360-2.12 (C) (5) which states that "new landfills must not
be located in areas where environmental monitoring and site remediation cannot be

conducted".
.

The identification of these areas must be based upon the ability to: 1) surficially
characterize ground-water and surface-water flow; 2) to locate upgradient and downgradient
directions; 3) place environmental monitoring points which will detect releases from the
landfill; 4) characterize and define a release from the landfill; and S) determine what

corrective actions are necessary and ability to carry out those corrective actions.
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Page 1 of 7

Wells Located Within a One-Mile Radius of L&C Transit

Table 1.
Mix, Southampton, New York
Wwell Type of
Designation Well Oowner Depth (ft)
S~01345 Public Supply Suffolk County Water 45
Authority (SCWA)

S-07383 Public Supply SCWA 47

S-10328 Public Supply SCwA 47

S~10733 Public Supply SCWA 58

S~17577 Public Supply SCWA 58

S-17576 Public Supply SCWA 56

S~20686 Public Supply SCWA '55

S-20687 Public Supply SCwWA 55

S~-20688 Public Supply SCWA 78

S-64716 Public Supply SCwa 50

S-12702 SCWA 56

52554 Monitoring Well Suffolk County
Department of
Health Services
(SCDHS) + Air
National Guard
(ANG)

52480 Monitoring Well SCDHS

52551 Monitoring Well SCDHS 28.9

52549 Monitoring Well SCDHS 42.5

52550 Monitoring Well SCDHS 44
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Table 1. Wells Located Within a One-Mile Radius of L&C Transit
Mix, Southampton, New York

- Well Type of
Designation Well Owner Depth (ft)
52552 Monitoring Well SCDHS
52496 Monitoring Well SCDHS
52128 Monitoring Well SCDHS 37
52496 Monitoring Well SCDHS
52492 Monitoring Well SCDHS 8.4
52498 . Monitoring Well SCDHS
46540 Monitoring Well United States Geological

Survey (USGS)

46539 Monitoring well USGS
46537 Monitoring Well USGS
34743 Monitoring Well USGS
34742 Monitoring Well USGS
3543 ' Monitoring Well USGS
3544 Monitoring Well USGS 39
A-1% Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-2 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-3 Monitoring Well SCDHS

*SCDHS has installed approximately 50 wells with the designation
A-located southeast of the tank
farm.
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Table 1. Wells Located Within a One—-Mile Radius of L&C Transit
Mix, Southampton, New York

Well Type of
Designation Well owner Depth (ft)
A-5 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-11 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-13 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-15 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-29 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-30 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-31 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-32 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-33 Monitoring Well SCDHS
A-34 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 9 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 10 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 11 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 12 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 13 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 14 Monitoring Well SCDHS
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Table 1. Wells Located Within a One-Mile Radius of L&C Transit
Mix, Southampton, New York

Well Type of

Designation Well owner Depth (ft)
WTF 15 Monitoring Well SCDHS

WTIF 16 Monitoring Well SCDHS

WIF 17 Monitoring Well  SCDHS

WIF 18 Monitoring Well SCDES

WTF 19 Monitoring Well SCDHS-

WIF 20 Monitoring Well SCDHS

W 2 Monitoring Well ANG | 38
W 3 Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 15 Monitoring wWell ANG , 38
W 16 Monitoring Well ANG : 38
W 17 Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 18 Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 19 Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 20 Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 21 Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 22 ' Monitoring Well ANG 38
W 23 Monitoring Well ANG 38
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Table 1. Wells Located Within a One-Mile Radius of L&C Transit
: Mix, Southampton, New York

Well Type of
Designation Well - Oowner Depth (ft)
DEC 1 Monitoring Well New York State Dept. of

Environmental Conversation

(NYSDEC)
DEC 2 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 3 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 4 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 5 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 6 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 7 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 8 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 11 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 12 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 13 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 14 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 15 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 16 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 17 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 18 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 19 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
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Table 1. Wells Located Within a One-Mile Radius of L&C Transit
Mix, Southampton, New York

Well Type of
Designation Well owner Depth (ft)
DEC 20 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 21 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 22 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 23 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 24 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
DEC 25 Monitoring Well NYSDEC
WTF 2 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 4 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 6 Monitoring Well SCDHS
WTF 8 Monitoring Well SCDHS
(1) Monitoring wells SCDHS‘
6250919-001 Residential Private Citizen
625019~-002 Residential Private Citizen
625019~003 Residential Private Citizen
$-17215 Residential Mr. A. Ocuto 55
S-3506 Private Colonial Sand & Stone Co. 102
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Table 1. Wells Located Within a One-Mile Radius of L&C Transit
Mix, Southampton, New York

Well Type of
Designation Well owner Depth (ft)
S-3468 Monitoring Well U.S. Air Force 53
S—-9582 Monitoring Well U.S. Air Force 59
S-9583 Monitdring Well U.S. Air Force

(1) There are 73 monitoring wells
on Cook Street (Figure 2).
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-7-
directions; 3) place environmental monitoring points which will detect releases from the
landfill; 4) characterize and define a release from the landfill; and 5) determine what

corrective actions are necessary and ability to carry out those corrective actions.

The preliminary monitoring plan outlined in this report will serve as a basis for developing
a baseline monitoring plan for the proposed C&D Landfill consistent with the ;echm'cal
approach outlined in 6 NYCRR Part 360-2.12 (C) (5). The monitoring program required
by the NYSDEC may include; 1) lysimeters beneath new liners; 2) statistical triggers of
ground-water monitoring; 3) tracers; and 4) additional monitoring wells surrounding the

Site. Several of these components have been incorporated in the preliminary monitoring

plan proposed for the Site.
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3.0 ADJACENT INVESTIGATIONS

As outlined in the "L & C Transit Mix Corporation Proposed Solid Waste Facility
Descriptive /Historical Document:s", prepared by Guldi & Showers, (June 1988), several
investigations are currently underway at areas adjacént to the proposed Site. The following
areas were identified through a review of all existing available information from local, state

and federal files:

o Suffolk County Airport Petroleum, Oil and Lubricant Storage Area (Tank Farm) -
jet fuel spills in 1966, 1974 and 1985 (NYSDEC spill number 85-2966)

o Suffolk County Airport Fire Training Area (NYSDEC 152122, USEPA
NYD9866432)

o Suffolk County Airport Canine Kennel site (NYSDEC 152079)

o Suffolk County Airport C & D site (NYSDEC' 152078, USEPA NYD 981186943)
o New York Air National Guard Base (USEPA NYD2527284248)

o Quiogue Landfill (NYSDEC 152061,USEPA NYD980762462)

o Baumann Bus Site (NYSDEC 85-2503)

ROUX ASSOCIATES INC
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The locations of these areas are shown on Figure 2. A detailed description of each of these

sites is provided in the following sections.
3.1 Suffolk County Airport Petroleum, Oil and Lubricant Storage Area

Suffolk County Airport jet fuel and oil storage area is located approximately 500 feet north
of the Site. At least three fuel spills have occurred at the tank farm. In 1966,
approximately 84,000 gallons of JP-4 jet fuel were released from the storage tanks, and in
1974 approximately 10,700 gallons of JP-4 were spilled. The most recent spill was reported
to the NYSDEC in November 1985. The quantity or the source of fuel released are not
known. The 1985 spill appears to be the resulf of long term continuous leaks at the tank

farm, and may be related with the earlier spills.

The 1966 and 1974 fuel spills were investigated by the Suffolk County and New York State
Department of Transportation in the 1970’s. New York State Department of Law
continued investigations in 1983 and 1984 through its consultant, Raviv Associates, West
Orange, New Jersey. The November 1985 spill was investigated by the NYSDEC in 1986
and 1987. A recovery system was installed by Fenley and Nicol during 19867
Approximately 700 gallons of fuel were recovered, but due to low measured product
thickness, the recovery system is no longer in operation. The diminished product
thicknesses are apparently the result of the recovery operatioﬁs as well as increases in the
water table altitude in the area. Measured product thicknesses from 1987 through 1989

have all been less than one foot (NYSDEC, 1989).

‘The most recent investigations of the fuel spills have been conducted jointly by the SCDHS
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It is our understanding that the focus of these investigations have been to delineate the
extent of the free product plume, and to determine the type(s) of fuel discharged. Based
on these investigations the free product plume is approximately 700 feet long and 300 feet
wide. Both Suffolk County and thé ANG appear to be responsible parties, based on an
SCDHS analysis of fuel types. Work currently in progress at the site includes the
installation of additional monitoring wells to better define the free product plume and
determine the extent of contaminated ground-water beneath the floating jet fuel. Water
quality data from this project are not available.

T — -

3.2 Suffolk Airport Fire Training Area

The New York Air National Guard conducted fire fighting training drills which involved the
disposal of jet fuel (JP-4) into a shallow pit, igniting the fuel and extinguishing the flames.
The remaining fuel/water mixture was left in the pit to evaporate or to seep into the
ground. These exercises occurred approximately once a month from 1943 to 1986
(NYSDEC, 1987). An estimated 200 to 700 gallons of jet fuel were used for each control
training session. E.C. Jordan, Portland, Maine was retained by the US Department of
Energy to evaluate site conditions as part of the US Air Force Installation Restoration
Program. This evaluation included the collection of approximately 50 soil samples (hand -
auger and test borings) and the installation of seven monitoring wells. Soils and ground-
water were analyzed for volatile and semivolatile chemicals. E.C. Jordan concluded in their
September 1987 report titled, "Site Characterization Report, Installation Restoration
Program, Fire Training Area, Volume 1 Report" that contamination of the soil and ground

water beneath the site occurred.
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Program, Fire Training Area, Volume 1 Report" that contamination of the soil and ground

water beneath the site occurred.

The following contaminants were zdetected in soils underlying the site:

0o lead ) ethylbenzene
0 benzene ) chlorobenzene
0 toluene o phenols

0 xylene .0 phthalates

The following contaminants were detected in ground water:

o 2-butanone 0 toluene
0 acetone 0 xylene
0 benzene 0 1,1 dichloroethane

o chloroform o) bis (2-ethylhexl) phthalate
E.C Jordan concluded and summarized in their September 1987 report that:

o the horizontal and vertical extent of soil contamination is attributable to the

repeated application and buming of fuels and solvents;

0 since only low concentrations of contaminants were detected in ground water (less

than 100 parts per billion) with the exception of 2-butanone (maximumn
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concentration 56,000 parts per billion), there appears to be little or no impact of

residual soil contamination on ground-water quality; and
o the potential does exist for the transport of contaminants through the groundwater.

It is our understanding that E.C. Jordan is currently investigating the extent of 2-butanone
contamination associated with the site. The site is listed on both the USEPA and NYSDEC

Superfund lists.
3.3 Suffolk County Airport Canine Kennel Landfill

As reported in the EA Science and Technology "Phase 1 Report" (EA Science &
Technology 1987), the half-acre canine kennel landfill site was a disposal area for inert
material and unknown debris during the deactivation of the US Air Force Base during 1969.
Allegedly, the waste consisted of metal and wood products (scrép metal, office furniture,

office equipment and appliances) as well as household garbage.

During an inspection by the NYSDEC in 1984, a number of crushed and broken
transformers and small capacitors were observed at the site. Soil samples were collected
by the NYSDEC and analyzed. The soil contained approximately 54 to 1700 ppm of
polychlorinated biphenol (PCB)-1254. It is our understanding that the EA Science and
Technology report was reviewed by the NYSDEC and determined to be inadquate to

evaluate site conditions. The current status of the investigation at the site is not known.
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1987).
< Tay
The SCDHS installed monitoring wells during 1982 immediately downgradient of the site.

The following compounds were detected in ground water from these monitoring wells:

0 2-butanone 0 2,4 dimethyl-3-pentaone
o carbon disulfide - o methylcyclopentaone
0 3-methylpentane 0 hexane and 2-methyl-3-pentaone

The SCDHS did not install any upgradient wells from the site.

The site is listed on both the USEPA and NYSDEC Superfund lists. The NYSDEC,
Albany, New York could not provide any indication as to when a Phase II investigation for

the site would be implemented.
3.5 New York State Air National Guard Base

A Phase 1 report by the Hazardous Materials Technical Center (HMTC) during 1987

identified five potential source areas for contamination at the Air National Guard (ANG)

Base. These sites are summarized below.

Site 1 - A 5,000 gallon aviation fuel spill occurred in this area approximately 20 years ago.

Fuel flowed into a storm drainage ditch and was not recovered.

Site 2 - This site is.allegedly a former hazardous waste storage area which did not have any
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containment structures. Wastes stored are believed to include recovered fuels and oils. No

spills were reported at the site.

Site 3 - This area consisted of a dilapitated and open building (Number 282) which
formerly contained 55-gallon drums stored upright. Discolored soil was reported adjacent

to the building.

Site 4 - The aircraft refueling apron apparently was the location of spilled jet fuel and

hydraulic oil, and 1,1,1-trichloroethylene.

Site S - The storm drainage ditch was apparently an area where storm water from the base
emptied into ditch before flowing towards a tributary of Aspatuck Creek. It was reported
that during occasional episodes of heavy precipitation, oil was observed in the ditch and

distressed vegetation was present. Site 5 is currently listed on the USEPA Superfund list.
3.6 Quiogue Landfill

The 12-acre Quiogue Landfill site, located directly east of the L & C Transit Mix property,
was operated by the Town of Southampton from 1968 to 1978. Apparently household
garbage and septage wastes were disposed of at the site during the 10 years of operation.
In addition, industrial wastes, including chemicals and waste oils, pesticides (DDT) and
transformers may also have been disposed of at the landfill. No records of waste quantities
were maintained. A four feet thick cap of loam was applied to the top of the si;e during

closure.
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was operated by the Town of Southampton from 1968 to 1978. Apparently household
garbage and septage wastes were disposed of at the site during the 10 years of operation.
In addition, industrial wastes, including chemicals and waste oils, pesticides (DDT) and
transformers may also have been dis;_)oséd of at the landfill. No records of waste quantitiés
were maintained. A four feet thick cap of loam was applied to the top of the site during

closure.

There are four monitoring wells oﬁ the site. These wells were apparently installed as part
of the fuel spill investigations. During the March 1982 sampling of NYSDOT monitoring
well number 19, located along the southerﬁ border of the landfill, only 16 ppbof
chlorobenzene was detected (E.A. Science and Technology, 1987). In addition; an unknown
well located along the southern border of the site was reported by E.A. Science and

Technology to contain a strong odor of petroleum.

The site is currently listed on both the USEPA and NYSDEC Superfund lists. NYSDEC

in Albany had no indication when a Phase II investigation was planned for the site.

3.7 Baumann Bus Site

According to NYSDEC files, a gasoline spill was discovered in November 1985 at the
Baumann Bus site located within the Suffolk County Airport area. The spill was apparently
discovered during the testing of a gasoline tank for leaks. The tank was subsequently
removed. Currently there are 73 monitoring wells and a 2-sump recovery system located

at the site to recover floating product on the water table. To date, no free product has
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been recovered.

In addition, an air stripper treatment system has been installed to remove ground-water
contaminated by the volatile components of fuel oil. The discharge from the treatment
system is sampled routinely and results submitted to the State. Analyses of untreated

ground-water were not available.

The site is not listed either on the NYSDEC or USEPA Superfund lists.

ROUX ASSOCIATES INC



-17-
4.0 HYDROGEOLOGY

The following information regarding regional and site specific hydrogeology was developed
from information obtained from a review of county, state and federal files along with

published information from the United States Geological Survey.

4.1 Regional

Ground water occurs in unconsolidated Pleistocene glacial deposits consisting of unsorted
sands and gravels. The upper glacial aquifer is present to a depth of approximately 100 féet
below sea level within the vicinity of the site (Jensen, Soren 1971). The Magothy
Formation of Cretaceous age unconformably overlies the Pleistocene deposits. The
Magothy aquifer consists of sands, gravels, silts and clays. It is reported to be approxiniately
800 to 1200 feet thick within the study area (Warren et al, 1968). The upper glacial aquifer
and Magothy aquifer are designated Sole Source Aquifers within the study area. Section
1424(E) of the USEPA Safe Drinking Water Act provides that a Sole Source Aquifer is an
area "which is the sole or principal drinking water source for an area in which if

contaminated would create a significant hazard to public health".

Regional ground-water flow within the study area is towards the southwest and southeast

(Figure 3).

Ground-water flow in the area is primarily horizontal. It is classified as a shallow flow

regime, with discharge to the Great South Bay (LIRPB, 1978). Approximately one mile
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north of the site the vertical component of ground-water flow is primarily downward.
Because of this, the undeveloped Pine Barrens north of the site are classified by the

NYSDEC as a "Special Ground-water/Protection Area" (LIRPB, 1986).

The uppermost aquifer in the study area is the upper glacial aquifer. Transmissivity of the
upper glacial aquifer ranges from approximately 45,000 to 75,000 gallons per day per foot
(gpd/ft) (USGS 1977). Horizontal conductivity is approximately 350 feet per day and the

saturated thickness of the aquifer of approximately 50 feet (USGS 1977).

4.2 Site Specific

Ground water occurs in the upper glacial aquifer at approximately 20 to 35 feet below land
surface just north of the site at the Suffolk County Airport (USGS, 1987). Information from
monitoring wells installed at the Suffolk County Airport indicated that the glacial material

is composed of fine to coarse sand with some silt and gravel.

The horizontal component of ground-water flow in the area is generally similar to regional
ground-water flow which is towards the south-southeast (SCDHS, 1989). Ground-water flow
appears to be influenced by discharge along Aspatuck and Quantuck Creeks Jocated to the
west and east of the site, respectively. Actual ground-water flow patterns at the L & C
Transit Mix site Have not been determined due to the absepce of monitoring wells in the
- southern portion of the site. The vertical component of ground-water flow at the site has

not been determined.
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5.0 GROUND-WATER QUALITY

Information regarding ground-water quality on both a regional and Site specific basis was
obtained from published information and from SCDHS and NYSDEC publications and
records. A listing of all wells within a one mile radius of the L&C Transit Mix Site and all

available water quality data for these wells were reviewed (Table 3 and Figure 4).

5.1 Regional

Shallow ground water (less than 100 feet @) m fhe 3{;_3_“_& cla‘sZiﬁed by the SCDHSas
"good" for both nitrates and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) (SCDHS et al, 1987). This
indicates that ground water contains approximately 1 to 6 parts per million nitrates and less
than 60 percent of the New York State Drinking Guidelines for YQE Areas exceeding

"~

these guidelines for both constituents exist to the north of the site. ..

//

S

5.2 Site Specific

The summary of ground-water quality data was developed from the investigations discussed
in Section 3.0. In general, data collection and analysis methods have not been
documented. In addition, the data quality needs for these investigations were focused on
fuel spill-related contaminants. In addition, the construction of the monitoring wells are
generally not consistent with NYSDEC and USEPA guidelines. Construction details for on-

site wells are provided in Table 2.
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Table 2. Construction Details of Wells Located at the L&C Transit
Mix Site, Southampton, New York
Well Diameter Construction

Designation owner (inches) Material Comments

W 23 ANG 3 PVC Depth 38 ft/screen

28-38 zone

WTF 15 SCDHS 2 PVC Backfilled (not
grouted)

WTF 16 SCDHS 2 PVC well seal/bentonite
over screen

WTIF 17 SCDHS -2 pPVvVC zone

DEC 10 NYSDEC 4 pPVvVC All NYSDEC wells have
20 ft

DEC 13 NYSDEC 4 pVvVC screens, - no gravel
pack, no

DEC 14 NYSDEC 4 pPvVC grout

DEC 15 NYSDEC 4 PVvC

DEC 16 NYSDEC 4 PvVC

DEC 17 NYSDEC 4 PVC

DEC 18 NYSDEC 4 PvVC

None Unknown 2 PVC Unknown construction

‘ details
None Unknown 2 PVC
Notes:
ANG = Air National Guard
SCDHS = Suffolk County Department of Health Services
NYSDEC = New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
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Table 3. Available Groundwater Quality Data in the Vicinity of
the L&C Transit Mix Site, Southampton, New York

Area

Data Type/Source

Comments

Tank Farm

Fire Training Area

Canine Kennel
Landfill

Airport C&D
Landfil

ANG Base

Quiogue Landfill

Baumann Bus Site

ROUX ASSOCIATES INC

Private wells
NYSDOT wells
NYSDEC wells
SCDHS wells
ANG wells

ANG wells

No ground water
data

SCDHS installed
wells in 1982

No soil or ground
water data

Four on site wells
apparently in-
stalled as part

of the fuel spill
investigations

73 monitoring wells
(installed by
responsible party?)

Data up to 1984 is
summarized by Raviv
(1984) . NYSDEC 1987
data are available.
Data from new wells
installed in 1988

has not been re-
leased. Wells appear
to have been sampled
in January 1989.

Wells installed by
E.C. Jordan in 198s.
Data are available.

Soil samples taken by
the NYSDEC contained
up to 1700 ppm of PCB-
1254. :

Data summarized in
E.A. Science & Tech-
nology June 1987
report.

Materials thought to
be released include
jet fuel, hydraulic
0ils and trichloro- -
ethylene.

Do not have original
data. E.A. Science &
Technology (June 1987)
found chlorocbenzene
as the only quantified
VOCs at 16 ppb.

only data on file with
NYSDEC is treated
ground water from air
stripper system.
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Although ground-water quality data are currently not available for the Site, information is

available for the USEPA and NYSDEC Superfund sites to the north of the site (Table 3).

Contaminants detected in the ground-water greater than 1,000 ppb include 2-butanone
(56,000 ppb), xylenes (1,414 ppb) and dichlorobenzene (1,462 ppb). Contaminants detected
greater than 500 ppb in ground-water include benzene (640 ppb), toluene (916 ppb) and
ethylbenzene (771 ppb). All of these contaminants are directly related to the disposal of

jet fuel (Table 4).

It is reasonable to assume that ground-water beneath the Site has been affected by the
hydrocarboh spills and leaks to the north based on the proximity of these spills and leaks
and volume of product spilled. Roux Associates, Inc. observed an oil sheen and strong
petroleum odor in ground-water excavated in the pit area at the Site on March 16, 1989.
Other chemicals that have apparently been disposed of at the upgradient sites include PCBs,
pesticides and industrial solvents. Analyses for these parameters has not routinely occurred
because the available analytical data has focused on fuel oil spill contaminants. No ground-
water samples from the area have been analyzed for all substances on the Target
Compound List. In addition, determination of indicator parameters (such as pH, specific

conductance, chloride, sulfides, alkalinity etc.) has not been performed.

Based on this information, the existing water quality data are not adequate to address
ambient water quality conditions. The on-site wells are not constructed according to
NYSDEC monitoring well construction methods, and therefore may not be suitable for the

collection of comprehensive water quality data.
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Table 4. List of Dissolved Compounds and Maximum Concentrations Detected
in Ground-Water During Investigations of Sites Adjacent to
the L & C Transit Mix Site, Southampton, New York.

Maximum Concentration (ppb)

Suffolk Suffolk Fire

Airport . C & Trainij
Compound Tank Farm(l) Site?z) Area%??
2-butanone NA b d 56,000
acetone NA - 26
benzene ) 640 - 13
toluene 916 - 36
xylene(s) 1414 - ‘ 34
1,1 dichloroethane 14.2 - - 5.8
chloroform ND o - 16
bis (2-ethylhexyl)phthalate NA - 34
dichlorocbenzene 1462 - 52
ethylbenzene 771 - ND
carbon tetrachloride 68.7 - ' ND
1,1,1 trichloroethane 3 - ND
1,3,5 trimethylbenzene 130 - -
1,2,4 trimethylbenzene 270 - -
p~diethylbenzene 14 - -
1,1,2 trichloroethylene 0.7 - -
2,4-dimethyl-3 pentanone NA X -
carbon disulfide Na pe -
methylcyclopentane NA X -
3~-methylpentane NA p.d -
hexane NA b 4 -
2-methyl-3-pentanone NA X -

NA - Not Analyzed

ND - Not Detected

X - Detected downgradient

- indicates either not detected or not analyzed.

(1) NYSDEC Analytical Data Collected July 21, 1987.

(2) EA Science and Technology, June 1987. Phase 1 Report.
(3) E.C. Jordan, October 1987. Site Characterization Report.
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6.0 FINDINGS AND CONCLUSIONS

The following findings and conclusions were developed from a review of all existing

available data for the Site and adjacent areas.

o Several areas upgradient of the Site have been impacted by spills and leaks of
hydrocarbons, specifically commercial and military jet fuels. The approximate
extent of separate phase product to the north of the Site has not been determined

or, if it has been determined, these data are currently not available for review.

o Specific contaminants of concern in the ground-water are 2-butanone, xylenes,
dichlorobenzene, benzene, ethylbenzene and toluene. Suspected contaminants

include pesticides (DDT), PCBs, and 1,1,1-trichloroethene.

o It is reasonable to conclude that these contaminants are present beneath the Site
due to the observation of an oil sheen and strong petroleum odor in ground-
water excavated in the pit area. However, actual ground-water quality data are

not available.

o In general, shallow ground-water flow is to south-southeast and southwest towards
Quantuck and Aspatuck Creeks. Ground-water flow beneath the Site and the

adjacent Quiogue Landfill site have not been determined.

o Hydrogeologic conditions including the stratigraphy and hydraulic conductivity of
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the material underlying L & C Transit Mix site have not been determined.
o There are 13 monitoring wells at the Site. All wells were installed as part of

the fuel oil investigations, and as a result are lacking bentonite seals, gravel screen

packs, cement-bentonite grout and locking caps.

ROUX ASSOCIATES INC



7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

In order to satisfy the permit requirements for a construction and demolition debris landfill,
the following monitoring program is fecornmended. Approximately six monitoring wells will
be installed on the site; one of the wells will be located in the area of suspected ground-
water contamination, and five wells along the downgradient portions of the site (Plate 1).
One well location will contain a shallow/deep monitoring well cluster so that the site
geology and hydrology can be determined, with particular reference to the critical
stratigraphic section for the site and the vertical and horizontal components of ground-

water flow.

The monitoring wells will be analyzed for the Target Compound List (TCL) to assist in
selecting appropriate baseline ground-water quality parameters. These data will be used
as part of the monitoring program required by the NYSDEC. In addition to the moru'toring
wells, the monitoring program may incorporate the use of suction lysimeters beneath the

site (locations to be determined) in order to eliminate any influence by the apparent

\w“‘)\

1"“

w5
In addition, a site investigation plan must be prepared prior to the implementation of the o~ ¥

ground-water contamination beneath the site from upgradient sources.

monitoring program. This plan must define the methods to be used in investigating the
hydrogeologic conditions at the site, including geologic sampling, in situ hydraulic

conductivity testing and water quality sampling and analysis.
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Respectfully Submitted,

ROUX ASSOCIATES, INC.

Ellen Beacon
Staff Hydrogeologist

Tess Byler
Senior Hydrogeologist

William Sarni
Senior Hydrogeologist
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Joseph Menafra/ L and C Concrete Site Summary and Locations of Potential
Sources of Groundwater Contamination.



7 SITE:  Josepn MENAFRA / L AND C CoNncRETE Pace 1 oOf
CODE: 152087

LOCATION: WestHAMPTON BeAcH, SurroLk CounTty

INTRODUCTION

Joseph Menafra / L & C Concrete is a 33.1 acre former sandmining and landfilling facility located in Westhampton
Beach, Suffalk County, New York (Fig 1).

A spill of jet fuel in the 1970's on the former Westhampton Air Force Base grounds, located north of the northern
property boundary (Long Island Railroad tracks), resulted in local water quality problems. In order to evaluate the
effect of the spill on the groundwater, both the NYSDEC and the Suffolk County Department of Health Services (SCDHS)
installed several on-site and nearby wells. There are apparently 13 on-site wells, however, these lack bentonite seals,
gravel packs and cement-bentonite grout. Hell 8A47 on the eastern property had 84 ppb of trichlorocethylene in one
sampling event. Other chemicals, including PCBs, pesticides and industrial solvents, have apparently been disposed at
upgradient sites. Figure 1 shows the location of several sites in the vicinity which have undergone investigations. A
Phase I Investigation was completed for this property in 1989. At the same time, a report entitled "Evaluation of
zyd?:g;ologic and Water Quality Data to Support the Permitting of a Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill" was

ra .

At the NYSDEC preliminary site survey on June 17, 1992, rusted and abandoned drums, tanks, vehicles, equipment and
scrap metal were noted. Based on the inspection, a sketch showing the proposed borings, wells and sample locations was
preparad. Many of the wells shown on Figure 2 could not be located at the time of the survey. One tank near the proper
boundary, west of the sand pit, registered a reading of 200 ppm-on the PID. To date, there 1s no confirmation of
hazardous waste deposition at this site.

ANTICIPATED LEVEL OF PERSONAL PROTECTION: Level D with Level C Backup.

GEOPHYSICAL SURVEY

TYPE: Magnetometer Survey: + The proposed survey will cover all proposed Monitoring Well Locations.
+ The purpose of the survey: Drilling Hazard Identification.

SOIL_GAS SURVEY

TYPE: Active ........... : + Soil gas samples will be collected over the wood chip piles/former landfilling area
on a grid as recommended by the consultant.
+ The purpose of the survey is to help determine the best locations for the test
pits, and to adjust, if necessary, the propnsed monitoring well locations.

MONITORING WELLS

NUMBER: 2 Total (Single Wells) (Designated MW-1 and MW-2).
TARGET: Hater table for each well.

PROPOSED SAMPLING INTERVALS: + Samples will be collected at 5' intervals in all wells.
PROPOSED DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger System (4.25"),

M-1 MW-2 WTF9 AG7 A51
PROJECTED FOOTAGE: + Overburden .... 50° 50 existing SCOHS wells
+ Bedrock ....... 0 o'
+ Total Depth ... 50" 50°*

. OVERBURDEN TOTAL: 100 Linear Feet.
. BEDROCK TOTAL: 0 Linear Feet.
PROPOSED SCREEN LENGTH: 10' for each well.

WELL CONSTRUCTION: + %10 Slot Schedule 40 PVC Screen.
- + Threaded/Flush Joint Schedule 40 PVC Riser.

‘EST PITS

NUMBER: 2 Total (Designated PIT-1 and PIT-21}.
DIMENSIONS: + Depth limitaed to 10 vertical feet. .
ABANDONMENT: + The proposed test pits will be closed using the excavated materials and clean fill (if necessaryl.

Drinted An NR 26 a>



. SITE:  JosepH MeNAFRA / L AND C ConcreTE PAGE 2 oF

SAMPLING SUMMARY
GROUNDHWATER SAMPLES: 6 Total....o.uiiiiiiiiiiinrniireaetorioiasereaasasseronnsasoassonnsonanssonassnonsanssas

+ One sample from each of the proposed monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2.
+ One sample from each of the existing SCHDS wells noted above.
+ One duplicate sample.
SUBSURFACE SOIL SAMPLES (BOREHOLE SAMPLES) (OPTIONAL)}: 2 Jotal................ e et anea ittt ettt e
+ One sample from each of the proposed monitoring wells MW-1 and MH-2, if contamination is obvious.
WASTE SAMPLES (TEST PIT SAMPLES) 2 17> < 7 S
+ One discreet sample from each of the proposed test pits PIT-1 and PIT-2.
DRILL WATER SAMPLE: 1 Total. ................... et e e e aeteas s as bt ans s as st enanatne oo ta sttt artaanane s

+ One sample of water used in drilling and/or well construction.

GEOLOGIC SETTING

Beneath the site lie itwo unconsolidated formations: first, the Upper Glacial aquifers then, the Magothy aquifer,
consisting of sands, gravels, silts and clays. CGroundwater is estimated to occur at 20 to 35 feet below grade. Regional
groundwater flow north of the site is genarally southwest and southeast. In the more immediate area,; it is believed to
flow south-southeastiward, however the actual groundwater flow pattern at Joseph Menafra has not been determined.

The property is approximately 3/6 mile west of Quantuck Creek, which flows into Quantuck Bay. Also flowing into
this bay is Aspatuck Creek, located about 1/4 mile west of the site.

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Hazardous HWaste

Full TCL EP Toxicity Characteristics
GROUNDHATER .. ...t iciiisinneanssoressnotsonasssnssnossnsusssoenasaossnnons
MA-~1 x
MH~2 x
A47 x .
A51 x
WTF9 X
SUBSURFACE SOILS (BOREHOLES) (OPTIONAL) ....euverenuronorrarensascnsoennna
SOIL-MW-1 *
SOIL-MH-2 x
WASTES (TEST PIT ). . iraieerstosiocasesonnaaneensoasosansnnttsnsnonrsnses
PIT-1-WASTE-1 x x b4
PIT-2-WASTE-2 x x X
DRILL HATER ...ttt eenasrereraeasanesnssansnsstososaassscanaannonns-
DRILL-1 x

lotes:
* All analyses will be performed using the Analytical Services Protocols (ASP)
as prepared by the NYSDEC in December 1991.

* Full TCL represents the Target Compound List for Metals, Volatiles, Semi-Volatiles, PCB/Pesticides and
appropriate spiked sample and duplicate sample analysis.

Printed on 08.25.92
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Correspondence

From: George A. Tyers
Charles A. Rich

Of: CA Rich Consultants, Inc.

To: E. Gail Suchman, Esq.
Of: Assistant Attorney General

Note: Site Map Included
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CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC.

CERATIFIED GRDUNDO-WATER ANDO
ENVIRONMENTAL SPECIALISTS

January 11, 1895

New York State Department of Law
Bureau of Environmental Protection

120 Broadway

New York, New York 10271

Attention: E. Gail Suchman, Esgq.,
Assistant Attorney General

Re: Soail Gas Survey Work Plan
L & C Transit Mix Corp. Property - Westhampton, New York

Dear Mr. Shea:

The following Draft Work Plan has been prepared to outline the procedures to be employed in the
performance of a requisite soil gas survey sampling program at the L & C Transit Mix Corporation
Property in Westhampton, New York. In accordance with the Attorney General's transmittal form,
the survey will be performed in the area of the wood chip piles/former landfill area along the
eastern border of the property and the area containing rusted and abandoned drums, tanks,

vehicles, equipment, and scrap metal.

BACKGROUND

The L & C site is a 33 acre former sandmining and landfilling facility located in Westhampton, New
York that was used to landfill construction and demolition material. The site is currently listed as a
Class 2a Inactive Hazardous Waste Site on the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC), Division of Hazardous Waste Regulation Registry.

There are several sites in the surrounding area on which hazardous chemicals are known to have
been disposed. A spill of jet fuel (JP4) from a tank farm is known to have occurred on the
adjacent property on the north side of the railroad tracks (LIRR) on the Suffolk County Airport
property. Petroleum related contaminants are known to be flowing beneath the site from this spill.

NYSDEC and the Suffolk County Department of Health Services (SCDHS) have conducted
investigations on the L & C site and surrounding areas. NYSDEC has reported rusted and
abandoned drums, tanks, vehicles, equipment, and scrap metal on a portion of the site and wood
chip piles and former landfilling area on the eastern part of the property (Figure 1).
Trichloroethylene (TCE) has been detected at 84 ppb in groundwater sampled from SCDHS Well

A47.

It has benn recommended that a soil gas survey be conducted over these areas to determine if
further investigation is necessary.

404 GLEN COVE AVENUE, SEA CLIFF, NEW YORK 11578 « TEL 516/674-3888 . FAXE16/6874-3901
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SCOPE OF WORK

1) Soil Gas Survey Probes - Soil gas probe locations are to be determined by utilizing an
unbiased sampling grid over the survey areas. An initial survey area with 50-foot grid spacings
(approximately 10 probe locations) will be used to cover each of the two survey areas. It is
anticipated that a soil gas sample will be collected from each probe location at a depth of
approximately 5 and 30 feet. The depth to water is approximately 35 feet below grade.

Optional soil gas sample locations may be located adjacent to initial survey points with positive
soil gas detections to define the extent of soil gas contamination.

2) Advance Geoprobel™ Soil Gas Probes - Geoprobe soil boring will follow the procedures
outlined below.

e A clean drive point adapter and new expendable point will be driven to the appropriate depth.
The drive point adapters and stainless steel tubing connectors will be cleaned with Alconox
and double rinsed between each use. The expendable drive point will be sacrificed at each
soil gas sampling location and a new point provided.

e After the drive point has reached the desired depth, the probe rod will be retracted
approximately 3-4 inches to create a void which will allow the migration of soil gas sample into
the bottom of the drive point adapter.

e A clean, unused piece of 1/2-inch poly tubing will then be attached to the stainless steel
adapter. The tubing will be inserted into the probe rod and extended to the bottom of the
probe rod. Using a counter clockwise circular motion, the tubing is threaded to the drive point
adapter and tightened to compress the "O" ring seal.

e After connecting the poly tubing to the "down-hole" drive point adapter, the line is purged by
drawing a measured volume of soil gas/vapor through the tubing using the vacuum/volume
system mounted in the gecprobe system vehicle.

« Anin-line sampling syringe will be inserted in the tubing before the vacuum system and used
to collect a sample of the soil gas.

3) On-Site Soil Gas Analysis

On-Site soil gas analysis will be performed by Commonwealth Analytical (formerly Tetra-K
Testing) mobile laboratories. The project will require the on-site analysis of approximately 10 to
12 samples per day by EPA Method 8010/8020; a Purge & Trap Gas Chromatography (GC)
method for chlorinated and aromatic VOC's. Collected soil gas samples from the Geoprobe rods
shall be analyzed in the mobile laboratory on a laboratory-grade Hewlett Packard (HP) Model
58901 Gas Chromatograph (GC) with Photoionization (PID) and Electrolytic Conductivity
Detectors (ELCD). The signal from the GC is processed on a Dell 486DX/50 Personal Computer
(PC) running HP Chemstation software. The PC is also used to generate in-field data reports.

In terms of Quality Controf (QC), the list below describes the QC samples to be included in the
analyses in addition to the real time field sampiles.

» . Initial Calibration - 3 point calibration curve with all compounds having a correlation coefficient
of 0.990 or greater.
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PE Standard - standard from second source (other than calibration standards) is analyzed
daily. Percent recovery (%R) values for analytes present should be 75-125%.

Calibration Check Standard - a mid-point calibration standard is analyzed after every 10
samples. %R values should be 75-125%.

» Duplicate - a duplicate aliquot of a sample is analyzed after every 20 samples. Relative:
Percent Difference (RPD) values are calculated for detected analytes. RPD should be less

than 30%.

e Equipment Blank - an ambient air sample is drawn through the soil gas sampling probes and
vacuum system and collected for analyses. All analytes should be less than the MDL.-

4) Report Preparation - Upon receipt of the laboratory resuits for the soil gas samples, a
letter/report will be prepared and submitted to the New York State Department of Law, Bureau of
Environmental Protection. The letter/report shall inciude the following:

o A brief description of the work performed

e A sample location map

« The soil gas survey data resuits and conclusions

Schedule

We are prepared to perform this work within two weeks of notice-to-proceed, 1t is our estimation
that this work will require approximately two to three days to complete. The written report will be

completed approximately three weeks following receipt of confirmed laboratory results,

CA RICH is pleased to perform these services in cooperation with the New York State Attomey
General and/or New York State Department of Environmental Conservation.

If there are any questions regarding this Work Plan, please contact either undersigned.

Sincerely,

CA RICH CONSULTANTS, INC.

Ny

George A.

Gateway2C:\Winword\gt\proposalishe-gswp.doc
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Reference 8

Joseph Menafra (L and C Concrete) Site Photos.
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Long Island East End Newspaper Article.
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Reference 10

NYSDEC Memorandum Concerning L + C Concrete Site.
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Memorandum
T

o Johf Swartwout., Chief, ELasterp Investigaticon ‘faction

2mi Anthony Candela and Aobtelrt 3tewart, DHWR, Region |

Jpiecor Atatus of Class 23 fitss in Code 6 Cata2aory

ats: Januarv 16, 1981

In vour memor andum cdated Cec=mber 18,1990, vwou eavested

our assistsnce an fout sites tnat are classified Za with a
statuz code of 6 ("ather"Y, Th: 3tatus of Theze Tour sites 18
as tollows:

1., Hazeitire Courporaticn {(#1%22309:

william tpitz of the water unit in re:ion,J has the lezdg
sn o this site. A Drart Fiegld Investigaticn Qeoq't wAI re.c2lved
in avaust 1950 which was d=ssignsa to 2valuate soir and
oroundwater guality in the vicinity of the fTacilaty'z ZPLES
permitted wastewster disciraraes,

The reocrt was reviewad by our uni* and comments s3&nt to

ot oargroved by Mr, spitz.

1=q .ur\ng the 2xpanded

e aroundwater flow airection,  Thne
wCi'h 15 CGuz at the end of _&nuary

Mr, Spitzr, Thsz r2cert was
Additicna’l w2l
investiasTicen T
wCrk Diagy tar =
IEERR

From the g~a’™t report. the lzak ¢f arproximately 2,500 :
aations whih zoeurrsg in oasril 875 was Trom Hazeltine's
fararidced waite 3TOraqe Tank foi spent 2lating tatns, AL zO
cortainsa in this tank were the cuncertrates wastzs from &
WaTtewialer To23tment unit which wzd (520 t¢ ezt ths
CiNsEwat2rs aeneratsd Tron thayr wiating onsrations.,

sipce the aroundwaTir fnvait Jation has ot baen compieted
At this mite, it 135 suacested <rat we wait until the report has
NEsn aseircvid Ly the wates unit Ezrocs making a J2ziz.cn on
This site,

. Jo2zph MernatTra (#1%52387)
The &ttorney Ganera’ s otice has the 12a¢g on tnis site.
“oErt oxs3s andd Gatl Zuchiman Ao the mynasers on this zite,
.Y At lay, Rexion Vo Leaal Affaicoa. 4 kent up to dats o the
the ¢9uit W3z grant=! 3 pr=iin.narv iajunction tc =top =i
LTIV T e s i e site, The ~oyt wtepn 12 to sgeic & pErnarsnt
piuaibior and #scess rines: and wengltiss, "his ¢an bz dore oy
= otodial oo 2 SumMary injurctios, timce 3 trial)l could take
T - v23 '3, —he ATtorney Sene; i 'z affice i teving Fur o3
e imiunction.,

tha A5z office kneows ¢f =0 ~iXardeur wasts tha' haz st

siroossd 9wt o0 thne 3ite. N zamolions for hazardous waste has



« Y o
L]
bzen done on the site. N hazsrdous waste was (edorted in ths
~tate~-Tunded Fhase I Invzavizaticn, Szetambaer 1383,
tirnce there "5 no zvidgence of hazardous waste on this
2ite, 1t 13 recemmenced *hat the site be (eferred te the 3S0ivd
wait: Zivision four 3 fart 360 lnave:ztigation.

i 110 =and Company (132106,

vTanlev Farkas ot tne soli1g waste unit in regici ) has the
Sead o this site, A combined Far* ¥60/FPnase I1 Investination
i3 uncerway at tne site. Ten w:'.z nave been $nztalied tar the
iritial Part 260 Inv—s*i 2ation. Lamcies ¢f thzse wells weare
taken n september 199C.

Add? "n=l wells ara reouited for the Part 28

;f o

o
EE
%]

lnvestigation, Th2 downaradiznt wells for the Fha 11
Investization also need to be installed. Before wor: ca
ct3rted on tnese welis. 5 ¢d at o coancent ordbr peed: . L
zigned by the PFRP., The lega! aspartment ir expected to ha.=2

15
this aocumenrt prepared by mig-T+nrsary,  Tne work plan has
aireadv D=zrn completad. o
W: should await tne results o the solid waste
investiaoativn w=2Tore deciding wr any further action.

b, Louiz fcrrentino Froperty (Hi732111)

Ari Grder cn Consent went Lnto zffect on Y0/2%/39. The .
arcar ¢alls Yor a Fhzsa 11 1nve:siaation at the 3itts Lv the
CRPYE TA dETErimiAe wRakhz, Res s o ee smSATE owbe L0C X1 T2L
cenztitutes 5 sianificant threzt 1o thz sublic healtn wi
“pnvironment.

A delayv in tha preparaticn ¢ ths work plan has cccurred
“ye 12 the noeocibte sale of the croparty. The gprospcactivae
QWRErA Are cunrected To & enyifornmAantal Ssarvices Tirm oon Lonz
Islana capable of remaciatinag trz szite,

It T2 racommended That wez LtTemgt to have Tthizx site
vnvesttaated vesina thisgs conssnt o e, It leaznl deiavs in the
reranstar of the propertv zeriousiv impar crogress on ths
tlapned inhvzatination, a ztata-fyunded Mnase 11 ma. be
contemzlatad 1 the Tuturs,



15 (12-75)

TO:
FROM:;
SUBJECT:

DATE:

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation bec: 5 s;"r?mb
. . no
MEMORANDUM ¢. onmson
“any Candela, RHWRE, Region 1 S ghzwaimout
John Swartwout, Chief, Eastern Investigation Section)J
Status of Class 2a Sites in Code 6 Category ! X/ck

December 18, 1990

1 have just completed a review of the fifteen Region 1 sites that
presently have 2a status codes of 6 (“"other") to determine why they were so
categorized and what action should be taken on each. I found that 10 of
the sites are municipal landfills which lack documentation of hazardous
waste disposal. We are addressing these sites through our Engineering
Science RTK Trackdown work assignment. We will also address the hazardous
waste disposal issue at VID Industries (#152098) through that work
assignment.

Your assistance is requested on the remaining four sites: Hazeltine
Corp. (#152005), Joseph Menafra (#152087), 110 Sand Company (#152100), and
Louis-Sorrentino Property (#152111). .

Hazeltine Corp. - It is my understanding that the Division of Water
has been given the lead on investigating this site. Please determine the
status of their investigations. Was the 2500 gallons of toxic
material spilled from the holding tank in 1979 a hazardous waste? If not,
we should delist this site. If it was a hazardous waste we should schedule
the site for a Preliminary Site Assessment (PSA) unless the DOW has already
investigated the potential groundwater impact.

Joseph Menafra - I understand that the Attorney General's Office has
the lead on this site. Our recent Phase I report recommended 1imited soil
sampling at the site to confirm that there is no hazardous waste on site.
Implementation has been postponed pending completion of action by the
Attorney General. Please determine the status of the AG's action and their
future plans. Unless some evidence of hazardous waste disposal has
surfaced, this site should be delisted.

110 Sand Company - I believe the Division of Solid Waste is overseeing
a combined Phase II/Part 360 investigation on this site. Please determine
the status and obtain any technical data gathered to date. If the waste
moved from the Captain's Cove Condominium property (#130032) to the 110
Sand property is the same material that has been determined to be a
hazardous waste at Captains Cove, we should consider that hazardous waste
disposal has been confirmed at 110 Sand. If this is the case and the site
investigation is underway, I will change the 2a status code from 6 to 3b.

Louis Sorrentino Property - This site was recommended for sampling
during 1990 but this has not occurred to my knowledge. Since there is
confirmed hazardous waste sitting in unprotected piles in an alley, 1
believe we should reclassify this site to Class 2 and pursue a removal
action as was recommended in the Phase I report. Before we initiate this
action, please check on whether the material in question is still in place
in the alley.

Please hrovide a response on these issues by January 15, 1991.
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EDR-Radius Map with GeoCheck. South Country Road, West Hampton Beach,
NY.



The EDR-Radius Map

with GeoCheck®

South Country Read
South Country Road
West Hampton Beach, NY 11978

Inquiry Number: 509694.1s

June 21, 2000

: Environmental
:Data
- Resources, Inc.

= an.zedr-company

- The Source

For Environmental
Risk Management

- Data

3530 Post Road

Southport, Connecticut 06490
Nationwide Customer Service

Telephone: 1-800-352-0050
Fax: - 1-800-231-6802

. Internet: www._edrnet.com
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050
with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer and Other Information

This Report contains information obtained from a variety of public and other sources and Environmental

Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) makes no representation or warranty regarding the accuracy, reliability, quality,
suitability, or compieteness of said information or the information contained In this report. The customer
shall assume full responsibility for the use of this report.

NO WARRANTY OF MERCHANTABILITY OR OF FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR PURPOSE, EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED, SHALL APPLY AND EDR SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF SUCH WARRANTIES. IN NO
EVENT SHALL EDR BE LIABLE TO ANYONE FOR SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL OR EXEMPLARY
DAMAGES. COPYRIGHT (C) 2000 BY ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. ALL RIGHTS RESERVED.

Uniess otherwise indicated, all trademarks used herein are the property of Environmental Data Resources,
_Inc. or its aftlliates.

TC509694.1s Page 1



A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
(EDR). The report meets the government records search requirements of ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments, E 1527-97. Search distances are per ASTM standard or custom
distances requested by the user.

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

SOUTH COUNTRY ROAD
WEST HAMPTON BEACH, NY 11978

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

Latitude (North): 40.825300 - 40° 49" 31.1”

Longitude (West): 72632100 - 72" 37" 55.6"
Universal Tranverse Mercator: Zone 18

UTM X (Meters): 699682.6

UTM Y (Meters): 4521851.0

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

Target Property: 2440072-G6 EASTPORT, NY
Source: USGS 7.5 min quad index

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

SURROUNDING SITES: DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ( "reasonably ascertainable "} government
records either on the target property or within the ASTM E 1527-97 search radius around the target
property for the following Databases:

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD

NPL e National Priority List

Delisted NPL:.________ .. ... NPL Deletions

CERCLIS: .. Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information
. System

CERC-NFRAP._ _____________. Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information
. System

CORRACTS: ___ . __________. Corrective Action Report

RCRIS-TSD: . ___ ... Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System

RCRIS-LQG-.__________._.__. Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System

RCRIS-SQG:__.. ... Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System

ERNS: . ... Emergency Response Notification System

STATE ASTM STANDARD

SHWS: . State Haz. Waste

SWFALF: . Facility Register

UST e Petroleum Bulk Storage (PBS) Database

CBSUST: ... Chemical Bulk Storage (CBS) Database

MOSFUST: ... ... Major Oil Storage Facilities Database

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL
CONSENT:. .. ooel. CONSENT

TC509694.1s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1



ROD. .. ROD

FINDS: ____ ... Facility Index System/Facility ldentification Initiative Program Summary Report
HMRS:. ... Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System

MLTS:. Material Licensing Tracking System

MINES: __. .. Mines Master Index File

NPL Lien.__________ ... NPL Liens

PADS: el PCB Activity Database Systemn

RAATS: oo RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System

TRIS: .. Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System

TSCA: . Toxic Substances Control Act

STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL

HSWDS: . __ .. ... Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal Site Inventory
AST: s Petroleurn Bulk Storage (AST)

CBSAST. ... ... Chemical Bulk Storage (CBS) Database

MOSFAST: ... Major Oil Storage Facilities Database

NY Spills._._____...__._.... NY Spills

VOP: el Voluntary Cleanup Agreement

EDR PROPRIETARY DATABASES
CoalGas: .. ... .ooooe... Former Manufactured gas (Coal Gas) Sites.

SURROUNDING SITES: DATABASES WITH MAPPED SITES
Unmapped (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.

Elevations have been determined from the USGS 1 degree Digital Elevation Mode! and should be evaluated
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
shouid be field verified. EDR’s definition of a site with an elevation equal to the target property
inciudes a tolerance of +/- 10 feet. Sites with an elevation equal to or higher than the target property
have been differentiated below from sites with an elevation lower than the target property (by more than
10 feet). Page.numbers and map identification numbers refer to the EDR Radius Map report where detailed
data on individual sites can be reviewed.

Sites listed in bold italics are in multiple databases.

STATE ASTM STANDARD

LTANKS: [eaking Storage Tank Incident Reports. These records contain an inventory of reported leaking storage
tank incidents reported from 4/1/86 through the most recent update. They can be either leaking underground
storage tanks or leaking aboveground storage tanks. The causes of the incidents are tank test failures,

tank failures or tank overfills :

A review of the LTANKS list, as provided by EDR, and dated 01/01/2000 has revealed that there is 1
LTANKS site within approximately 0.5 miles of the target property.

Equal/Higher Elevation Address Dist / Dir MapiD Page

RAYNOR & MITCHELL 401 MONTAUK HWY 1/4-1/288W 1 - "~ 5

TC508694.1s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 2



Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped:

Site Name

TUTHILL MAGEE OIL

SUFFOLK CTY WATER AUTH
OCEAN S/S

STREBEL'S LAUNDRY INC
RAYNOR MITCHELL MARINE
WESTHAMPTON SHOP
CHESTERFIELD ASSOC

SOUTH SHORE BOATS
WESTHAMPTON COUNTRY CLUB
SUFFOLK CTY AIRPORT

SOUTH SHORE BOATS
WESTHAMPTON COUNTRY CLUB
S S PREMISES CO SHELL OIL CO
FRANCIS S GABRESKI AIRPORT

MEDIA RESEARCH LABORATORIES IN

SUFFOLK AIRPORT C&D SITE

Database(s)

LTANKS

usT

usT

UsT

UST

usT

usT

UsT

usT

usT

AST

AST

RCRIS-SQG,FINDS
RCRIS-SQG,FINDS,NY Spills
RCRIS-SQG,FINDS,NY Spilis
HSWDS,NY Spiils

TC509694.1s EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 3



OVERVIEW MAP - 509694.1s - Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc.

RIVERHEAD RO

RI VERHEAD RO

e

%  Target Property Y ;
A Sites at elevations higher than
or equal to the target property

&  Sites at elevations lower than
the target property

4 Coal Gasification Sites (if requested)

Power transmission lines
Oil & Gas pipelines

. N 7 100-year fiood 2one
f:::;? ls:onty List Sites 500-year flood zone
- fes Wetlands per National

Wetlands inventory (1994)

TARGET PROPERTY:  South Country Road CUSTOMER: Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc.
ADDRESS: South Country Road CONTACT: Chris Korzenko
CITY/STATE/ZIP: West Hampton Beach NY 11978 INQUIRY # 509694.1s

LAT/LONG: 40.8253/72.6321 DATE: June 21, 2000 1:38 pm
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DETAIL MAP - 509694.1s - Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc.

%  Target Property

A Sites at elevations higher than
or equal to the target property

¢ Sites at elevations lower than

the target property

[

By

Sensitive Receptors
National Priority List Sites

Landfil Sites

Coal Gasification Sites (if requested)

o 1ne
L

e

1/4 Mliex

|
-

/' Power transmission fines
A/ Ol & Gas pipelines
100-year flood zone

500-year flood zane

Wetlands per National
Waetlands Inventary (1994)

TARGET PROPERTY:  South Country Road CUSTOMER: Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc.
ADDRESS: South Country Road CONTACT: Chris Karzenko
CITY/STATE/ZIP: West Hampton Beach NY 11878 INQUIRY #: 509694.1s

LAT/LONG: 40.8253/72.6321 DATE: June 21, 2000 1:38 pm




Search

- . Target Distance Total
Database Property (Miles) <18 1/8-1/4 174 -1/2 1/2 -1 >1 Plotted
FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD
NPL 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
Delisted NPL 1.000 o 0 0 0 NR 0
CERCLIS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
CERC-NFRAP 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
CORRACTS 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
RCRIS-TSD 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
RCRIS Lg. Quan. Gen. 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
RCRIS Sm. Quan. Gen. 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
ERNS TP NR - NR NR NR NR 0
STATE ASTM STANDARD
State Haz. Waste 1.000 0 ] 0 0 NR 0
State Landfill 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
LTANKS 0.500 0 0 1 NR NR 1
UsT 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
CBS UST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
MOSF UST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL
CONSENT 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
ROD 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0
FINDS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
HMIRS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
MLTS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
MINES 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR ]
NPL Liens TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
PADS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
RAATS TP NR NR NR NR NR -0
TRIS TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
TSCA TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
STATE OR LOCAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL
HSWDS 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
AST TP NR NR NR NR NR 0
CBS AST 0.250 0 0 NR NR NR 0
MOSF AST 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
NY Spills TP NR NR NR NAR NR 0
VCP 0.500 0 0 0 NR NR 0
EDR PROPRIETARY DATABASES -
Coal Gas 1.000 0 0 0 0 NR 0

AQUIFLOW - see EDR Physical Setting Source Addendum

. TP = Target Property

NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance
* Sites may be listed in more than one database

TC509694.1s Page 4



Map iD

Direction
Distance
Distance (ft.) EDR ID Number
Eievation  Site Database(s) EPA |D Number
Coal Gas Site Search: No site was found In a search of Real Property Scan’s ENVIROHAZ database.
1 RAYNOR & MITCHELL LTANKS S$100170952
SSW 401 MONTAUK HWY N/A
1/4-1/2 WESTHAMPTON BEACH, NY
1366
Higher
LTANKS:

Spill Number: 8605625 Region of Spill: 1

Faciiity Contact: Not reported Facility Tele: Not reported

Investigator: O'NEILL FD SWIS: 47

Caller Name: Not reported Caller Agency: Not reported

Caller Phone: Not reported Caller Extension: Not reported

Notifier Name:  Not reported Notifier Agency:  Naot reported

Notifier Phone:  Not reported Notifier Extension: Not reported

Spiller Contact:  Not reported Spiller Phone: Not reported

Spiller: RAYNOR & MITCHELL

Spiller Address: 401 MONTAUK HIGHWAY

WESTHAMPTON BEACH

Spill Class: Not reported

Spill Closed Dt:  09/09/1887

Spilt Cause: Tank Test Failure Resource Affected: Groundwater

Water Affected:  Not reported Spill Source: Other Commercial/industrial

Spill Notifier: Tank Tester PBS Number: Not reported

Spill Date: 12/04/1986 14:00 Reported to Dept: 12/04/1986 16:00

Cleanup Ceased: 09/09/1987

Last Inspection: Not reported

Cleanup Meets Standard: True

Recommended Penalty:
Spiller Cleanup Date:
Enforcement Date:
Investigation Complete:
UST Involvement:

Spill Record Last Update:

is Updated:

No Penalty
Not reported
Not reported
Not reported
True
12/27/1999
False

Corrective Action Plan Submitted:
Date Spill Entered tn Computer. Data File:

Date Region Sent Summary to Central Office: Not reported
/ / : DEGE RETESTED AFTER OWNER DUG UP & REPLACED FILL PIPE WHICH WAS
LEAKING.12/22/86 RETESTED & PASSED.DEC NOT PRESENT DURING RETEST.

DEC Remarks:

Spill Cause:

Not reported

TC509694.1s Page 5
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To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate govemmental agency -
on a monthty or quarterly basis, as required.

Elapsed ASTM days: Provides confirmation that this EDR report meets or exceeds the 90-day updating requirement
of the ASTM standard.

FEDERAL ASTM STANDARD RECORDS

NPL: National Priority List
Source: EPA
Telephone: N/A
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA's Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center

(EPIC).

Date of Govemment Version: 02/04/00 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 02/07/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 03/15/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 37

Database Reiease Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/09/00

DELISTED NPL: NPL Deletions
Source: EPA
Telephone: N/A . :
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Govemment Version: 11/08/99 Date of Data Amival at EDR: 02/07/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 03/15/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 37
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/09/00

CERCLIS: Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
Source: EPA
Telephone: 703-413-0223
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liabiiity Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Govemment Version: 62/1 4/00 : Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 03/02/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 03/15/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 13
Database Release Frequency: Quartery Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/28/00

CERCLIS-NFRAP: No Further Remedial Action Planned

Source: EPA

Telephone: 703-413-0223

As of February 1995, CERCL!S sites designated "No Further Remedial Action Planned* (NFRAP) have been removed
from CERCLIS. NFRAP sites may be sites where, following an initial investigation, no contamination was found,
contamination was removed quickly without the need for the site to be placed on the NPL, or the contamination
was not serious enough to require Federal Superfund action or NPL consideration. EPA has removed approximately
25,000 NFRARP sites to lift the unintended barriers to the redevelopment of these properties and has archived them
as historical records so EPA does not needlessly repeat the investigations in the future. This policy change is
part of the EPA’s Brownfieids Redevelopment Program to help cities, states, private investors and affected citizens
to promote economic redevelopment of unproductive urban sites.

Date of Govemment Version: 02/14/00 Date of Data Arival at EDR: 03/02/00

Date Made Active at EDR: 03/15/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 13
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/28/00

TC509694.1s Page GR-1



CORRACTS: Corrective Action Report
Source: EPA
Telephone: 800-424-9346
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handiers with RCRA corrective action activity.

Date of Government Version: 09/07/99 Date of Data Armival at EDR; 09/13/99
Date Made Active at EDR: 10/28/99 Elapsed ASTM days: 45
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Last EDR Corttact: 03/13/00

RCRIS: Resource Conservation and Recovery Information Systermn
Source: EPA/NTIS
Telephone: 800-424-9346
Resource Conservation and Recovery Information System. RCRIS includes selective information on sites which generate,
transpon, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery

Act (RCRA).

Date of Govemment Version: 12/22/99 Date of Data Arival at EDR: 01/07/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 03/23/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 76

Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/01/00

ERNS: Emergency Response Notification System
Source: EPA/NTIS :
Telephone: 202-260-2342 ]
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous

substances.

Date of Government Version: 01/06/00 + Date of Data Amivat at EDR: 01/31/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 02/08/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 8

Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/05/00

FEDERAL ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL RECORDS

BRS: Biennial Reporting System
Source: EPA/NTIS
Telephone: 800-424-9346
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Govemment Version: 12/31/97 Date of Last EDR Contact: 12/20/99
Database Release Frequency: Biennially ' Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/20/00

CONSENT: Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Source: EPA Regionai Offices
Telephone: Varies
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cieanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settiement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Govemment Version: N/A . Date of Last EDR Contact: N/A
Database Release Frequency: Varies Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

ROD: Records Of Decision
Source: NTIS
Telephone: 703-416-0223
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technicat
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 01/31/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 04/10/00
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/10/00

TC508694.1s Page GR-2



FINDS: Facility index System/Facility identification Initiative Program Summary Report

Source: EPA

Telephone: N/A

Facility index System. FINDS contains both facility information and 'pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Crimina!
Docket Systern used to track ciminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Govemment Version: 10/13/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/29/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly : Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/10/00

HMIRS: Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Source: U.S. Department ofTransportatlon
Telephone: 202-366-4526
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Daté of Government Version: 06/30/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/15/00
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/24/00

MLTS: Maitenal Licensing Tracking System
Source: Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone: 301415-7169
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materiais and which are subject to NRC licensing requnrements To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 10/29/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 04/10/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/10/00

MINES: Mines Master Index File
Source: Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Admmlstratlon
Telephone: 303-231-5959

Date of Government Version: 08/01/98 Date of Last EDR Contact: 04/03/00
Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/03/00

NPL LIENS: Federal Superfund Liens
Source: EPA
Telephone: 205-564-4267
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation
and Liability Act (CERCLA) of 1980, the USEPA has the authority to file liens against real property in order
to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner receives notification of potential liability.
USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/91 Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/24/00
Database Release Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/22/00

PADS: PCB Activity Database System
Source: EPA
Telephone: 202-260-3936
PCB Activity Database. PADS identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB's who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/16/00
Database Reiease Frequency: No Update Planned Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/15/00

RAATS: RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System

Source: EPA

Telephone: 202-564-4104

RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of *
the database for historical records. it was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossibie to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date. of Government Version: 04/17/95 . Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/13/00
Database Release Fraquency: No Update Planned ’ Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/12/00
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TRIS: Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System >
Source: EPA
Telephone: 202-26C-1531
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title |l Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/97 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/27/00

Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/26/00

TSCA: Toxic Substances Control Act
Source: EPA
Telephone: 202-260-1444
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manutacturers and importers of chernical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory fist. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant

site.
Date of Government Version; 12/31/94 Date of Last EDR Contact: 04/24/00
Database Release Frequency: Every 4 Years: Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/24/00

STATE OF NEW YORK ASTM STANDARD RECORDS

SHWS: Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites in New York State
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation :
Telephone: 518-457-0747
State Hazardous Waste Sites, State hazardous waste site records are the states’ equivalent to CERCLIS. These sites
may or may not already be listed on the federal CERCLIS list. Priority sites planned for cleanup using state funds
(state equivalent of Superfund) are identified along with sites where cleanup will be paid for by potentially
responsible parties. Available information varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/39 Date of Data Amival at EDR: 07/15/99
Date Made Active at EDR: 09/16/99 Elapsed ASTM days: 63
Database Reiease Frequency: Annually _ Date of Last EDR Contact: 02/28/00

LF: Facility Register
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-2051
Solid Waste Faciltties/Landfill Sites. SWF/LF type records typicaily contain an inventory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills in a particular state. Depending on the state, these may be active or inactive facilities
or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal

sites.

Date of Government Version: 02/04/00 Date of Data Amival at EDR: 03/01/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 04/24/00 . Elapsed ASTM days: 54

Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/08/00

LTANKS: Spills Information Database
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-2462
Leaking Storage Tank incident Reports. These records contain an inventory of reparted leaking storage tank incidents
reported from 4/1/86 through the most recent update. They can be either leaking underground storage tanks or leaking
aboveground storage tanks. The causes of the incidents are tank test failures, tank failures or tank overfills.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/00 Date of Data Amival at EDR: 02/22/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 03/17/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 24
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact; 05/02/00

UST: Petroleum Bulk Storage (PBS) Database
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-4351
Facilities that have petroieum storage capacities in excess of 1,100 galions and less than 400,000 gailons.

Date of Government Version: 04/01/00 Date of Data Amrival at EDR: 05/18/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 06/14/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 27 ,
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/02/00

- TCE09694.1s
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CBS UST: Chemical Bulk Storage Database
Source: NYSDEC
Telephone: 518-457-4351
Facilities that store reguiated hazardous substances in underground tanks of any size

Date of Government Version: 01/01/00 Date of Data Amival at EDR: 02/22/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 04/03/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 41
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/31/00

MOSF UST: Major Oil Storage Faciiities Database
Source: NYSDEC
Telephone: 518-457-4351
Facilities that may be onshore facilities or vessels, with petroleum storage capacities of 400,000 galions or

greater.

Date of Govemment Version: 01/01/00 Date of Data Arrival at EDR: 02/22/00
Date Made Active at EDR: 04/03/00 Elapsed ASTM days: 41

Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/31/00

STATE OF NEW YORK ASTM SUPPLEMENTAL RECORDS

HSWDS: Hazardous Substance Waste Disposal Site Inventory
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-0639
The list includes any known or suspected hazardous substance waste disposal sites. Also included are sites delisted
from the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste Diposal Sites and non-registry sites which U.S. EPA Preliminary
Assessment (PA) reports or Site investigation (S{) reports were prepared. .

Date of Govemment Version: 05/17/39 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/07/00
Database Release Frequency: Annually Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/05/00

AST: Petroleum Bulk Storage (AST)
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-4351
Registered Aboveground Storage Tanks.

Date of Govemment Version: 81/01/00 Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/02/00
Database Reiease Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/31/00

CBS AST: Chemical Bulk Storage Database
Source: NYSDEC
Telephone: 518-457-4351
Facilities that store regulated hazardous substances in aboveground tanks with capacities of 185 gallons or greater,
and/or in underground tanks of any size.

Date of Government Version: 61/01/00 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/31/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduied EDR Contact: 05/01/00

MOSF AST: Major Oil Storage Facilities Database
Source: NYSDEC
Telephone: 518-457-4351
Facilities that may be onshore facilities or vessels, with petroleum storage capacities of 400,000 gailons or

greater.
Date of Government Version: 01/01/00 Date of Last EDR Contact: 01/31/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/01/00

SPILLS: Spills information Database
Source: Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-2462
Data coilected on spills reported to NYSDEC as required by one or more of the following: Article 12 of the Navigation
Law, 6 NYCRR Section 613.8 (from PBS regs), or § NYCRR ‘Section 585.2 (from CBS regs). It includes spills active
as of April 1, 1986, as well as spills occurring since this date.

Date of Govemment Version: 01/01/00 Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/0é/OO
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly . Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/31/00
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VCP: Voiuntary Cleanup Agreements
Source: Depaniment of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 518-457-7894
The voiuntary remedial program uses private monies to get contaminated sites r emediated to leveis allowing for

the sites’ productive use. The program covers virtually any kind of site and contamination.

Date of Government Version: 03/28/00

Database Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

LOCAL RECORDS

CORTLAND COUNTY:

Cortland County UST Listing (UST)
Source: Cortland County Health Department
Telephone: 607-753-5035

Date of Government Version: 03/29/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterty

Corttand County UST Listing (AST)
Source: Cortland County Heaith Department
Telephone: 607-753-5035

Date of Govemment Version: 03/29/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly

NASSAU COUNTY:

Registered Tank Database
Source: Nassau County Health Department
Telephone: 516-571-3314

Date of Government Version: 03/06/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly

Registered Tank Database
Source: Nassau County Health Department
Telephone: 516-571-3314

Date of Government Version: 03/06/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly

ROCKLAND COUNTY:

Petroleum Buik Storage Database (UST)
Source: Rockland County Health Department
Telephone: 914-364-2605

Date of Government Version: 05/02/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly

Petroleum Bulk Storage Database (AST)
Source: Rockland County Health Department
Telephone: 914-364-2605

Date of Government Version: 01/27/00
Database Release Frequency: Quarterly

Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/23/00
Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/19/00

Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/06/00
Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/05/00

Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/06/00
Date of Next Scheduied EDR Contact: 06/05/00

Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/09/00
Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/07/00

Date of Last EDR Contact: 05/09/00
Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/07/00

Date of Last EDR Contact: 04/10/00
Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/10/00

Date of L.ast EDR Contact: 04/10/00
Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/10/00
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SUFFOLK COUNTY:

Underground Storage Tank Database (UST)
Source: Suffolk County Department of Health Services
Teiephone: 631-854-2521

Date of Govemment Version: 03/01/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/27/00
Database Release Freguency: Annually Date of Next Scheduied EDR Contact: 06/05/00

Underground Storage Tank Database (AST)
Source: Suffolk County Department of Health Services
Telephone: 631-854-2521

Date of Govemment Version: 03/01/99 Date of Last EDR Contact: 03/27/00
Database Release Frequency: Annualiy Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/05/00

WESTCHESTER COUNTY:

Petroleumn Bulk Storage Database
Source: Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 914-637-4895

Date of Govemment Version: N/A Date of Last EDR Contact: N/A
Database Release Frequency: N/A Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

Petroleumn Bulk Storage Database
Source: Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Telephone: 914-637-4895

Date of Govemment Version: N/A Date of Last EDR Contact: N/A
Database Release Frequency: N/A Date of Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A

EDR PROPRIETARY DATABASES

Former Manufactured Gas (Coal Gas) Sites: The existence and location of Coal Gas sites is provided exclusively to
EDR by Real Property Scan, Inc. ©Copyright 1993 Real Property Scan, Inc. For a technical description of the types
of hazards which may be found at such sites, contact your EDR customer service representative.

Disclaimer Provided by Real Property Scan, Inc.

The information contained in this report-has predominantly been obtained from publicly available sources produced by entities
other than Real Property Scan. Whiie reasonable steps have been taken to insure the accuracy of this report, Real Property
Scan does not guarantee the accuracy of this report. Any liability on the part of Real Property Scan is strictly limited to a refund
of the amount paid. No claim is made for the actual existence of toxins at any site. This report does not constitute a legal
opinion.

HISTORICAL AND OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete. For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are inciuded. Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.
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Ol/Gas Pipelines/Electrical Transmission Lines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by
USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including
some oil, but primarily gas pipelines and eiectrical transmission lines.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges. These sensitive receptors typically include the elderiy, the sick, and children. While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1999 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands inventory. This data, available in select counties across the country, was abtained by EDR
in March 1997 from the U.S. Fish and Wildiife Service.

New York Facillty and Manifest Data
Source: NYSDEC
Telephone: 518-457-6585
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd facility.
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TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

SOUTH COUNTRY ROAD
SOUTH COUNTRY ROAD
WEST HAMPTON BEACH, NY 11978

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

Latitude (North): 40.825298 - 40" 49’ 31.1”
Longitude (West): 72.632103 - 72° 37’ 55.6"
Universal Tranverse Mercator: Zone 18

UTM X (Meters): 699682.6

UTM Y (Meters): 4521851.0

EDR's GeoCheck Physical Sefting Source Addendum has been deveioped to assist the environmental professional
with the collection of physical setting source information in accordance with ASTM 1527-97, Section 7.2.3.

Section 7.2.3 requires that a current USGS 7.5 Minute Topographic Map (or equivaient, such as the USGS Digital
Elevation Model) be reviewed. it also requires that one or more additional physical setting sources be sought

when (1) conditions have been identified in which hazardous substances or petroleumn products are likely

to migrate to or from the property, and (2) more information than is provided in the current USGS 7.5 Minute
Topographic Map (or equivaient) is generally obtained, pursuant to local good commercial or customary practice,
to assess the impact of migration of recognized environmental conditions in connection with the property. Such
additional physical setting sources generally include information about the topographic, hydrologic, hydrogeoiogic,
and geologic characteristics of a site, and wells in the area.

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principle investigative components:

1. Groundwater flow direction, and
2. Groundwater flow velocity.

Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

of the soil, and nearby wells. Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the geologic strata.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in
forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
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GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

Groundwater flow direction for a particuiar site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
using site-specific welt data. If such data is not reascnably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information {from deep aquifers).

TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

Surtace topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow. This information can be used to
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH THIS SITE

Target Property: 2440072-G6 EASTPORT, NY
Source: USGS 7.5 min quad index

GENERAL TOPOGRAPHIC GRADIENT AT TARGET PROPERTY
Target Property: : General SSW

Source: General Topographic Gradient has been determined from the USGS 1 Degree Digital Elevation Model and
should be evaluated on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of
close proximity should be field verified.

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow. Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.

Reter to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways
and bodies of water).

FEMA FLOOD ZONE

FEMA Q3 Flood
Target Property County Data Electronic Coverage
SUFFOLK, NY YES
Flood Plain Panel at Target Property: 36103C0759G / CWPP
Additional Panels in search area: 36103C0778G / CWPP
36103C0786G / CWPP
36103C0767G / CWPP
NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
. ' NWI Electronic
NWI Quad at Target Property Coverage
EASTPORT YES

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator

of groundwater tlow direction in the immediate area. Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
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Site-Specific Hydrogeological Data*:

Search Radius: 2.0 miles
Status: Not found
AQUIFLOW™

Search Radius: 2.000 Miles.

EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.

LOCATION GENERAL DIRECTION
MAP ID FROM TP GROUNDWATER FLOW
Not Reported

GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainabie, it may be necessary

to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regionai soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the reiative speed
at which contaminant migration may be occurring.

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION
Geoiogic Code: Qp Category: Stratifed Sequence
Era: Cenozoic
System: Quaternary
Series: Pleistocene

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET-PROPERTY

The U.S. Department of Agricuiture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil
Survey (NCSS) and is responsibie for coliecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information

for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soit survey is a representation of soil patterns

in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO) soil survey maps.
The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data.

. mgoceu Site-—specific Iydmgacbgiml data guher{-d by CERCLIS Alarts, Inc., Bainbridge ieland, WA, Al rights . Aliof the and opinions are those of the ciiad EPA report{s), which ware compisted under
a Compr i i ion and Liability

ion Sysiem (CERCLIS) investigation.
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Soil Surface Texture:

Hydrologic Group:

Soil Drainage Class:

loamy sand

Class A - High infiltration rates. Soils are deep, well drained to
excessively drained sands and gravels.

Excessively. Soils have very high and high hydraulic conductivity and
low water holding capacity. Depth to water table is more than 6 feet.

Corrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel: LOW

Depth to Bedrock Min: > 60 inches
Depth to Bedrock Max: > 60 inches
Soil Layer Information
Boundary Classification
Layer | Upper Lower Soil Texture Class| AASHTO Group | Unified Sail Permeability
. Rate (in/hr)

1 0 inches 4 inches ioamy sand Granular COURSE-GRAINED | Max: 20.00
materiais (35 SOILS, Sands, Min: 6.00
pct. or less Sands with
passing No. fines, Siity
200), Stone Sand.

Fragments,
Gravel and
Sand.

2 4 inches 27 inches loamy sand Granular COURSE-GRAINED | Max: 20.00
materials (35 SOILS, Sands, Min: 6.00
pet. or less Sands with
passing No. fines, Silty
200), Stone Sand.

Fragments,
Gravel and
Sand.
3 27 inches | 85inches | gravelly - Granular COURSE-GRAINED | Max: 20.00
coarse sand materiais (35 SOILS, Sands, Min: 20.00
pct. or fess Clean Sands,
passing No. Weli-graded
200}, Stone sand.
Fragments,
Gravel and
L Sand.

OTHER SOIL TYPES IN AREA

Based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data, the following additional subordinant soil types may
appear within the general area of target property.

Soil Surface Textures: sandy loam

Surficial Soil Types:  sandy loam

Shallow Soil Types: No Other Soil Types

Deeper Soil Types: coarse sand

stratified
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ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD SOURCES

According to ASTM E 1527-97, Section 7.2.2, "one or more additional state or local sources of environmental
records may be checked, in the discretion of the environmental professional, to enhance and suppiement federal
and state sources... Factors to consider in determining which local or additional state records, if

any, should be checked include (1) whether they are reasonably ascertainabie, (2) whether they are sufficiently
useful, accurate, and complete in light of the objective of the records review (see 7.1.1), and (3) whether they

are obtained, pursuant to local, good commercial or customary practice.” One of the record sources listed in Section
7.2.2 is water well information. Water well information can be used to assist the environmental professional in
assessing sources that may impact groundwater flow direction, and in forming an opinion about the impact of
contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

DATABASE SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)
Federal USGS 1.000

Federal FRDS PWS Nearest PWS within 1 mile
State Database 1.000

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
MAP ID WELL ID FROM TP
No Wells Found '
FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION
LOCATION
MAP ID WELL ID FROM TP
No PWS System Found
Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.
STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION
LOCATION
MAP ID WELL ID FROM TP
1 4655 . 1/2 -1 Mile ENE
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PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP - 509694.1s

RIVERHEAD AD

/\/ Major Roads
/\/ Contour Lines
A% Airports
Water Welis
Public Water Supply Wells

Groundwater Flow Direction

- Indeterminate Groundwater Flow at Location
;. Groundwater Flow Varies at Location

@ Cluster of Multiple Icons

@ Earthquake epicenter, Richter 5 or greater
(D Closest Hydrogeoiogical Data

TARGET PROPERTY:  South Country Road CUSTOMER:  Camp, Dresser & McKee, Inc.
ADDRESS: South Country Road CONTACT: Chris Korzenko
CITY/STATE/ZIP: Wast Hampton Beach NY 11978 INQUIRY #: 509694.1s

LAT/LONG: 40.8253/72.6321 DATE: June 21, 2000 1:38 pm




Map 1D

Direction
Distance
Elevation

Database

EDR ID Number

1
ENE

1/2 - 1 Mile
Lower

Public Water Supply #:
PW Supply Name:
Source Name:

Source Description:
Availabiiity/Utifization:
Latitude:

Source Prod Capacity:
Watershed Basin:
Treatment Plant ID:
Water Type:

5110526

Source I1D:

SUFFOLK COUNTY WATER AUTHORITY
MEETING HSE RD WF 8-12702,17577

Groundwater
Permanent Utilization
404942

0

17

357

Not Reported

Source Type:
Longitude:

Fed ID of Seller:
Watershed Sub-basin:

Date of rec Last Update:

Record Tag:

NY WELLS

340

Source Record
-723723

Not Reported
01

Not Reported
Existing Record

4655
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AREA RADON INFORMATION

State Radon Information for SUFFOLK County:
Number of sites tested: 338

Geometric Geometric % Homes

% Homes
Average (pCi/L) Mean (pCilL) Std Dev. Maximum {pCil) >4 pCilL >20 pCilL
1.7 1.1 24 42.0 7.0 0.1
Federal EPA Radon Zone for SUFFOLK County: 3
Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.
: Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/l. and <= 4 pCi/L.
: Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
SUFFOLK COUNTY, NY
Number-of sites tested: 183
Area Average Activity % <4 pCi/L % 4-20 pCi/L % >20 pCilL
Living Area 0.670 pCi/lL 100% 0% 0%
Basement 1.010 pCi/L 98% 2% 0%
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HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

" Flood Zone Data: This data, availabie in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 1989 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA). Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetiands inventory. This data, avaitable in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in March 1897 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW™ |nformation System
Source: EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information Systemn (AIS) to provide data on the generat direction of groundwater
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to reguiatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeoiogically determined groundwater fiow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G, Schruben, R.E. Amdt and W.J, Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soii Conservation Service (SCS) leads the national Cooperative
Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey
information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of
soil pattems in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO) soil
survey maps. :

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORD SOURCES

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source: EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone: 202-260-2805 ' .
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System. A PWS is any water system which pravides water to at
least 25 peopie for at least 60 days annually. PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Pubiic Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source: EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone: 202-260-2805
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after
August 1995. Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Welis: In November 1971 the United States Geological Survey (USGS) impiemented a national water resource
information tracking system. This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected
data on surface water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on more than 900,000 wells, springs, and
other sources of groundwater.
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STATE RECORDS | .

New York Public Water Wells
Source: New York Department of Health
Telephone: 518-458-6731

New York Radon Basement Screening Results
Source: New York Department of Health
Telephone: 518-458-6731

New York Facllity and Manifest Data
Source: NYSDEC
Telephone: 518-457-6585
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that fists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd tfacility.

RADON

Area Radon information: The National Radon Database has been deveioped by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey. The

study covers the years 1986 - 1892, Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at private sources .

such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones: Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potantial for
elevated indoor radon levels. .

OTHER

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source: Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration

TC509694.1s
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Reference 12
Correspondence
From: Joseph P. Crua
Of: Bureau of Environmental Exposure
State of New York Department of Health
To: John Swartwout
Of: Bureau of Hazardous Site Control

NYSDEC

Note: NYSDEC Memorandum Included
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o _ ~ l:)
STATE OF NEW YORK :%ﬂs
HB

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

Corning Tower  The Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller Empire State Piaza Albany, New York 12237

Dawd Axelrod. M D
Commussioner

July 13, 1989 LREOCEIVED

Jur 171389

SURTAY OF
Mr. John Swartwout = HAZARDS BITE CONTROL
Bureau of Hazardous Site Control DIVISIOH OF RAZARDIUS

WASTE PEMEIDIATION

Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation
NYS Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Albany, New York 12233-7010
RE: Joseph Menafra, ID #152087
Westhampton Beach, Suffolk Co.

Dear Mr. Swartwout:

In review of the Phase I Investigation for the Joseph Menafra site I
have the following comments:

e In respect to further characterization of this site, I agree with the
recommendations made by YEC, INC. with the understanding that the
existing on-site groundwater contamination resulting from an off-site
jet fuel spill may complicate investigative measures. I also agree
that it is necessary to determine the magnitude and distribution of
the contaminant (jet fuel) plume, even though the source of
contamination originated on Suffolk County Airport property.

+ It is reported that private wells in the vicinity of the site (Peters
Lane) were contaminated with jet fuel, and that these residences have
since been connected to a public water supply. Given this
information, it may be necessary to inventory and sample any remaining
private wells in the vicinity of the plume.

Should have any questions please feel free to contact me at (518)
458-6310. ,

Sincerely

(:::::::;;:;;ZJ7::f;ph P. Crua

Program Research Specialist I
Bureau of Environmental Exposure
Investigation

Jjpc:91920243



cc:

Mr.
Mr.
Mr.
. Pim - SCHD
Mr.
Ms.

Tramontano
Bates/Mr. Mann
Barcomb - DEC

Candella - DEC Reg. 1
Watkins - NYCHD
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STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH

Corning Tower The Governor Nelson A. Rockefeller Empire State Plaza  Albany, New York 12237

Dawid Axeirod, M.D.
Comrmussioner

July 13, 1989

Mr. John Swartwout

Bureau of Hazardous Site Control
Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation
NYS Dept. of Environmental Conservation
Albany, New York 12233-7010

RE: Joseph Menafra, ID #152087
Westhampton Beach, Suffolk Co.

Dear Mr. Swartwout:

In review of the Phase I Investigation for the Joseph Menafra site I
have the following comments: '

e In respect to further characterization of this site, I agree with the
recommendations made by YEC, INC. with the understanding that the
existing on-site groundwater contamination resulting from an off-site
jet fuel spill may complicate investigative measures. I also agree
that it is necessary to determine the magnitude and distribution of
the contaminant (jet fuel) plume, even though the source of
contamination originated on Suffolk County Airport property.

e It is reported that private wells in the vicinity of the site (Peters
Lane) were contaminated with jet fuel, and that these residences have
since been connected to a pubiic water supply. Given this
information, it may be necessary to inventory and sample any remaining
private wells in the vicinity of the plume.

Should have ‘any questions please feel free to contact me at (518)

- 458-6310.
Sincerely
( / -

Joseph P. Crua

Program Research Specialist I
Bureau of Environmental Exposure
Investigation

Jpc:91920243



Reference 13

NYSDEC Memorandum Dated November 3, 1992. Joseph Menafra/ L and C
Concrete Draft and Site Maps Included.
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TO:
FROM:
SUBJECT:

DATE:

Folo

New York State Department of Environmental Conservation -\ S ?7

MEMORANDUM

Earl

John w
Joseph' Menafra/L&C Concrete, ID #152087, Proposed Site Clean up for the Division of

Solid Waste (DSW)
November 3, 1992

A Preliminary Site Assessment was initiated for this site on February 19, 1992
and a work plan was prepared by the Eastern Investigation Section this past summer.
Subsequently, DHWR Region 1 staff indicated that a potential new owner would like to
work with the DSW to clean up the site, and what our thoughts were considering we had
started the PSA.

We informed our regional staff that we felt that the site was appropriate for clean
up under Solid Waste Regulations, providing we are allowed to review and comment on
the work plan. Our previous involvement on this site would facilitate such a review.
Bob Stewart’s attached memo adequately addresses our position on the Regvstry issues
relating to this site.

If the investigation fails to address our concerns, we will seek to reinitiate the
PSA.

'::, Dprinted on recycled paper



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Building 40—SUNY, Stony Brook, New York 11790-2356 ‘

|
Thomas C. Jorling

T LoLo Iuioman. NVIE Commissioner
TUtm:  RlIerT STewsls -
Subject: L&l Concrsats, Clzap~Up, / #
for the Divisi ,’;&c\vNJ /ﬁW}
Cate Ccctsher 14, 1992 ¢ .
Ue’ \-
Th:s potential new owner for tlhe sukject prorsrty has been b
nagetiating with the Attornsy G=n=ral's Office and D3IW to clean .
up the illeacally landfilled C&D matsrial., This maztzrial would b= -
excavated and sent to an approved C&D landfill if analysis proves
that ths wastzs are non-hazardous. DSW would assums the lead on
the site for this projsct.
-
s you know, the Division oF Hazardous Wastz Remediation
{DHWR) has listed this site as an Inactive Hazardous wasts
Dispesal Site, site ID =152087. The purcscss of thisz letter iz to -
sTats DHWR's position in regard to the proposed c¢laan-up and
votential delisting after the sits has bessn Iullv raemediated t9
the satizfz-tion of DSW.
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2 A landrf-lled arsa with surface depos
matsrial =xXists towards tihie center o
Iepor eratad as an illsgal la
prope s from DSwW. Since this
regul is unknown wheithsr any
matar ¢ hazardous.

z. 22i3l:=d a heavy

Dropercy aorTh

2 Sove.

= C Concrete sits wis oviginally
of Zouzthampton and may have criginally b=
Informazion on the former uzss of ths sub
1 2 iz Khown that ths adizcsnt p
o) 3 andfill 1 former loca
] I owhich w ratsd vo=h
s 2 zapnitar Y 5:3 :
3 induzorisl oLz

C) printed on recycled paoer

LIS LR B o RS B ()

(U

7
en ths Phase I
ter study of
/17/92 -

icwing ben=ath -
adjacsnt

L

]

-

cwned by thae Town -
1ous=d as = dumpd.
=2t propsevrTy is

2perTy to the =zast -
o for ths

Town of

2 Ta LiRTE Ty

crm S mve s ) -

-



nsigiiboring sSu.
is listzd =zs an
te ID =1520%21.
present, it is unkno
landfi l1 on the L&C Concretes pro
landfiilivy conduoted Doothe Town
adjacent QuUicy Lapdizlil,

4, Well =47 constructed and sampled by the sSuffclk Countvy
Department of Hsalth Services {(SCCHS) which is dirsctly
downgradiznt of the older landifill detected 84 ppb of
trichloroethylene (TCE). The groundwater standard for TCE
in Cla:b GA waters is 5 ppb.

5. An active shallow public supply well which is southeast of
this site may be downgradient of the landfilled areas on
this site. The cone of influence from this well field may
alter the normal groundwater flow directions sufficiently

hat potential contaminants disposed of on the northeastern
side of this site could possikly re=ach thess drinking watay
wells., This may be an important factor for the potential
new owner to consider if he plans to apply for a C&D permit
in the future '

€. Rusted and abandoned drums and tanks were visible during the
6/17/92 Sita Inspsctioh. One open tank near the property
border, west of the sand pit, registered a reading of 200
pem on an HNu meter. Drums and tanks ware also reported
during the Site Inspection for ths Phase I Invsestigation.
Since ths environmental concerns are net limited to the

illegally landfilled area in the csnter of the site, ths

eéxcavaticn of thess arzas and sampling of the underlying scils
will not complstely 1ve¢t1g:t° this site The following ar=sas
should alsc k2 investigatesd:

1, The o0ld landfill areiz along tis ezstern border

2. Tha arsas neoerth and west ¢f the landfill in the center of
the preperty where rustsed and arandened drums, tanks,
vehiclzs, 2guipment, zanc scrap metal were notad.

It is racommsndsd that a soil-gzs surveyv ke conducted over
these arsas to i1desntify any ares that may reguire further
investigation. Zince the vapcrs from the flcating petrolszum
products may be detacted in scil-gazs probes, the :scil gases
should bs analyzzad to identify the contaminants If this survevy
estaklishes any arsas that cannot be attributed to the flozating
petroleum rroducts, further investigztion of thess arzas will b2
necsisary kv s2:il horings., test pits, and/or groundwater
menitoring.



It 1s r=commended that an sxzT:snsive soil-gas survsy b=
concduct=d ovelr ths arsas planned for excavation. This
informat:on would help detarmins whether the planned =sxcavation
will r=leas= contaminants to the air.

DEWR rzzus veview any Sralc owooooplin
praparzd Zor :h;- 53 ! would be given to the DEW
project manager it our joint comments to the
property leel‘s consu’tants It is recommended that the State

and County H=2alth Dspartments also be given the opportunity to
review thes2 work plans due to possible health impacts caused by
the relsase of vapors or contaminated dust part1cle= during
excavation.

The work plan for the excavation of the landfilled area must
establish whether the excavated materials are hazardous wastes.
Jf contaminants are detected during the sampling of the excavated
material, groundwater monitoring wells may be required to se= if
the groundwater has bean impacted.

It is understood that the new owner is looking for
assurances from the Department that the site will be dzlisted
after thzy complete the remediation of the site to ths
satisfaction of the Solid waste Unit. Since the delisting of a
registry site is a joint decision by the NYSDEC and NYS Health
Department, it is impossible for the Regicnal 0Office to make such
& promise.

If the new owner does completely remediate the site
according to a work plan which has been approved by DHWR and if
this investigation doesn't icdentify any areas of concarn, tha
Regional Cffice will recommend that the site be delisted from the
Registry. This recommendation is not binding on the Int=r 0ffice
groups in our Central Qffice or on the Health Departmant who
wculd bes reviewing the recommzandation.

Evan thdugh the potential new ownel 1is appar=antly opposed to

the sampling of the groundwater due te the upgradisnt sourcs of
contaminatisn, I have enclose the draft work plan that would have
bheen used if the state conducted a Preliminary Sits Assassment
Since this iz only a draft work plan, revisions may havs bezn
made to this document after diffsrent groups within the
Departmant wers given a chance to comment on it. Howsver, it is
felt that ths potential new ownsr would better undersztand DHWR'S

concserns if he ware given this draft cepyv.

If you have any questions, £2el free to call Anthony Candzslsa
or BRchert Stewart zt 515-751-4078
¢cc: E. Barcomb

B. Mitrey

2. Canpdela



J. Swzartwcut
P. Danisl



SITE: JosepH Menarra / L AND C CoONCRETE Pace 1 oF 2

-ODE: 152087
OCATION: WesTHAMPTON BEACH, SurFroLk CounTy

"NTRODUCTION

Joseph Menafra / L & C Concreta is a 33.1 acre former sandmining and landfilling facility located in Hasthampton
rach, Suffolk County, New York (Fig 1).

A spill of jet fuel in the 1970's on the former Hesthampton Air Force Base grounds, located north of the northern
~operty boundary (Long Island Railroad tracks), resulted in local water quality problems. In order to evaluate the
ffect of the spill on the groundwatar, both the NYSDEC and the Suffolk County Department of Health Saervices {SCOHS)
stalled several on-site and nearby wells. There are apparently 13 on-site wells, howaver, these lack bentonite seals,
-avel packs and cement-bentonite grout. HKell 8A47 on the eastarn property had 84 ppb of trichloroethylene in one
‘mpling event. Other chemicals, including PCBs, pesticides and industrial solvents, have apparently been disposed at
gradient sites. Figure 1 shows the lac:$ion of saveral sites in the vicinity which have undergorne investigations. A
asa I Investigation was completed for this property in 1989. At the same time, a report entitled "Evaluation of
drzgzologic and Watar Quality Oata to Support the Permitting of a Construction and Demolition Debris lLandfill” was
-afted.

At the NYSDEC preliminary site survey on June 17, 1992, rusted and abandoned drums, tarmks, vehicles, equipment and
:rap metal were noted. Based on thae inspection, a skatch showing the proposed borings, walls and sample locations was
~epared. Many of the wells shown on Figure 2 could not be located at the time of the survey. One tank near the property
syundary, west of the sand pit, registered a reading of 200 ppm on the PID. To date, there is ro confirmation of
szardous waste deposition at this site.

\NTICIPATED LEVEL OF PERSONAL PROTECTION: Level D with Level C Backup.

3EOPHYSICAL SURVEY

TYPE: Magnetometer Survey: + The proposed survey will cover all proposed Monitoring Well Locations.
+ The purpose of the survey: Drilling Hazard Identification.

30TL GAS SURVEY
TYPE: Active ........... : + Soil gas samples will be collected over the wood chip piles/former landfilling area
on a grid as recommended by the consultant.

+ Tha purpose of the survey 1is to help detarmire the best locations for the test
pits, and to adjust, if mecessary, the pror~sed monitoring well locations.

IONITORING WELLS

NUMBER: 2 Total (Single Wells) (Designated MW-1 and MW-2).
TARGET: Hater table for each well.

PROPOSED SAMPLING INTERVALS: + Samples will be collected at 5' intervals in all wells.

PROPOSED DRILLING METHOD: Hollow Stem Auger System (4.25"),

MH-1 MW-2 HTF9 AG7 A51
PROJECTED FOOTAGE: + Overburden .... 50 50° existing SCOHS wells
+ Bedrock ....... 0 0
+ Total Depth ... _50°* 50°

. OVERBURDEN TOTAL: 100 Linear Feet.
. BEDROCK TOTAL: 0 Linear Feet.

PROPOSED SCREEN LENGTH: 10°' for each well.

WELL CONSTRUCTION: + %10 Slot Schedula 40 PVC Screen.
+ Threaded/Flush Joint Schedule 40 PVC Riser.

EST PITS

NUMBER: 2 Total (Designated PIT-1 and PIT-21.
DIMENSIONS: + Depth limited to 10 vertical feet.
ABANDONMENT: + The proposed test pits will be closed using the excavated materials and clean fill (if necessary).

Printed on 08.25.92
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éITE: JoserH MeNAFra / L AnD C CdNCRETE ) PAGE 2 oF

SAMPLING SUMMARY

R N R R I S IR S SIS PP

GROUNDHWATER SAMPLES: 6 Total.................. e ee ittt et et

+ One sample from each of the proposed monitoring wells Mi-1 and MW-2.
+ One sample from each of the existing SCHDS wells nofed above.

4+ One duplicate samplae.
SUBSURFACE SOIL SAMPLES (BOREHOLE SAMPLES! (OPTIONALI: 2 Total..... G e P eereacavassevesiatacanana ceeens

+ One sample from each of the proposed monitoring wells -1 and MW-2, if contamination is obvious.

WASTE SAMPLES (TEST PIT SAMPLES) 2 Total..... cetesscarsaeann L eeassssees s e enstanssannn cares
+ One discreet sample from each of the proposed test pits PIT-1 and PIT-2.

DRILL WATER SAMPLE: 1 Total. ........ccc0icieune et et e e

GEOLOGIC SETTING

Beneath the site lia two unconsolidated formations: first, the Upper Glacial aquifer; then, the Magothy aguifer,
;onsisting of sands, gravels, silts and clays. Groundwater is estimated to occur at 20 to 35 feet below grade. Regiona
jroundwa ter flow north of the site is generally southwest and southeast. In the more immediate area, it 1s believed to
‘low south-southeastward, however the actual groundwater flow pattern at Joseph Menafra has not been determined.

The property is approxxma{ely 3/4 mile wast of Quantuck Creek, which flows into Quantuck Bay. Also flowing into

his bay is Aspatuck Creek, located about 1/6 mile west of the site.

. e o = A o e R e o e S a0 S e e o M et e = = . A T e e Y = = 0 = e e o o o o o R

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Hazardous Waste

Full TCL EP Toxicity Characteris tics
GROUNDHATER . ....icviennnrneraanansan Ceesean Miederersnans Ceesers e vess e
MA-1 x . .

MW-2 x . .
A47 x . .
AS51 x . .
WTF9 x . .

SUBSURFACE SOILS (BOREHOLES) (OPTIONAL) .....cciveveoeenns seermrvesr e .

SOIL-MH-1 x .
SOIL-M-2 X .

HASTES (TEST PIT). ... v inunns te s et et Ciee s e e
PIT~1-WASTE-1 x X X
PIT~2-WASTE-2 . x 'S X

DRILL HATER . ...t itinirnanaesenonennnn Leeesieeer et ane s i ann PR

DRILL-1 x .

* All amalyses will be performed using the Analytical Services Prntocols (ASP )
as prepared by the NYSDEC in December 1991.

*  Full TCL represents the Target Compound List for Metals, Volatiles. Semi-Volatiles, PCB/Pesticides and

appropriate spiked sample and duplicate sample anmalysis.

Printed on 08.25.92
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Reference 14
Correspondence

From: E. Gail Suchman
Of: State of New York Department of Law

To: Joseph Benedetto
Of: Benedetto Waste Management, Inc.

Note: Joseph Menafra / L and C Concrete Draft Included



STATE OF NEW YORK
DEPARTMENT OF LW
ROBERT ABRAMS . 120 Broapway
Atiomey General New Yori. NY 10271

JaMes A SEVINSKY ‘
Assistant Atomey General in -Charge
Environmental Protection Bureau

(212) 416-8458

February 16, 1993

Joseph Benedetto

Benedetto Waste Management, Inc.
5 Victor Place

Centereach, New York 11720

Re: L&C Transit Mix

Dear Mr. Benedetto:

Please forgive my tardiness in responding to your January 28
letter. I have been ill since late December and, consequently,
it has been difficult to keep up with all of my cases. I would
like to update you with respect to my communications with the
Department of Environmental Conservation (DEC) regarding the L&C
site and your client's interest in purchasing the property.

First, DEC's Division of Solid Waste has informed me that if
Claude Evangelista purchases the L&C property, it will entertain
a proposal for removal of what we hope to be construction and
demolition debris (C&D) from the site and adjacent properties
(particularly LIRR property) for consolidation on an agreed upon
portion of the L&C site and for storage pending consideration by
the DEC of a permit to operate a solid waste facility in the sand
pit. The C&D material must be stored on an appropriate liner and

- with an appropriate cover. Moreover, posting of a bond will be
required to cover any eventual costs of proper off-site disposal
should a landfill permit not be issued. It must be emphasized
that no cleanup plan may be approved without a proper testing
program to evaluate the composition and the volume of material
and to demonstrate that it is indeed C&D material. The testing
program is outlined in the draft Stipulation and Order which we
attempted to negotiate with the current owner of the L&C site,
Mr. Carnevale. I believe that you already have a copy of the
draft order. The penalty for past violations of solid waste
regulations must also be satisfied before an agreement is reached



Joseph Benedetto
February 16, 1983
Page 2

between the DEC and your client.

There is one area of concern discussed previously which
relates to the listing of the site on the State hazardous waste
site registry. The DEC's Division of Hazardous Waste Regulation
(DHWR) has indicated that the site may not be considered for
delisting without the investigation of the follow1ng areas on the
site not containing C&D material:

1. The old landfill area along the eastern border.

2. The areas north and west of C&D material in the center
of the property where rusted and abandoned drums,
tanks, vehicles, equipment, and scrap metal were noted.

It is recommended that a soil-gas survey be conducted over
these areas to identify any area that may require further
investigation. As you know, a plume of petroleum related
contaminants is flowing beneath the site due to spills at the
tank farm on the adjacent Suffolk County Air Base. Since the
vapors from the floating petroleum products may be detected in
soill-gas probes, the soil gases should be analyzed to identify
the contaminants. If this survey establishes any areas that
cannot be attributed to the floating petroleum products, further
investigation of these areas will be necessary by soil borings,
test pits, and/or groundwater monitoring.

The above described investigation is justified in view of
the fact that Well #47 constructed and sampled by the Suffolk
County Department of Health Services (SCDES) directly
downgradient of the older landfill detected 84 ppb of
trichloroethylene (TCE). The groundwater standard for TCE in
class GA waters is 5 ppb. Further, an active shallow public
supply well which is southeast of this site may be downgradient
of the landfilled areas on this site. The cone of influence from
this well field may alter the normal groundwater flow directions
sufficiently that potential contaminants disposed of on the
northeastern side of this site could possibly reach these
drinking water wells. This may be an important factor for any
potential new owner to consider if he plans to apply for a C&D
permit in the future.

In order to better understand DHWR's concerns with respect
to contamination at the site, I have enclosed for your review
DEC's draft work plan which will be used if the State has *o :
conduct a Preliminary Site Assessment. It will give you an idea
of what is generally required in order to determine the extent of
contanination which may be attributed to a site.



Joseph Benedetto
February 16, 1993
Page 3

After you have considered the contents of this letter,
please let me know if you wish to meet to discuss the details of
your client's obligations should he still wish to purchase the
1L&C property. I am hopeful that a deal can be worked out. I
will be out of town until March 1 and I look forward to hearing

from you thereafter.

Sinrarely,

C . 4 dltwAMﬂ/z

E. GA SUCHMAN
Assistant Attorney General

Enclosure

cc: Bob Mitrey
Anthony Candela
Robert Stewart
Roberta Bender, LIRR

le:d\L&C, ltr



. 7oK Aoy =

ITE:
‘0DE: 152087

.OCATION: WesTHAMPTON

JosepH MeNAFRA / L AND C CONCRETE

Page 1 oF :

URAFT

BeacH, SurroLk CounTy

{NTRODUCTION

Joseph Mermfra / L 1 € Concrete is 3 33.1 acre formar sandmining and landfilling facility located in Kesthampton
ach, Suffolk County, New York (Fig 11.

A spill of Je

-operty boudary (Long Island Railroad tracks), resulied in local water quality problems.

jet fual in tha 1970's on the former Hesthampton Air Force Base grounds, located north of the monthern

In order tc evaluate the

fect of the spill on the groundwater, both the NYSDEC and the Suffolk County Department of Maalth Sarvices (SCDHS)

istalled several on-site and nearby wells. "There are apparently 13 on-site walls,

‘aval packs and cement-bantonite grout.
Other chemicals, includi
Figure 1 shows the location of several sites in the vicinity which have undergone

wmpling event.
gradient sites.

ase I Investigation was completed for this property in 1989.
drogeclogic and WR-"sr waltity woin

afted.

er, these lack bentonits seals,

Kell 2447 on the eastern property had B4 ppb of trichloroathylene in orne
PCBs, pesticides and industrial solvents, have apparently been diszposed at
investigations. A

At the same time, a report entitled "Evaluation of
< Sowucort the Permitting of a Construction and Demolition Debris Landfill"” was

At the NYSDEC preliminary site survey on June 17, 1992, rusted and abandoned drums, tarks, vehicles, equipment and

‘rap matal were noted.

epared. Many of the wells shown on Figure 2 could rot be located at the time of the survey.
undary, west of the sand pit, registered a reading of 200 ppm on the PID.

wardous waste deposition at this

INTICIPATED LEVEL OF PERSONAL PROTECTION:

Baged on the inspection, 2 sketch showing the proposed borings, wells and sample locations was

One tark near the property
Jo data, there is ro confirmation of

site.

Level D with Level C Backup.

SEOPHYSICAL SURVEY

TYPE: HMHagretometer Survey:

+ The proposed survey will cover all proposed Monitoring Hell Locations.
+ The purpose of the survey: Drilling Hazard Identification.

,OIL GAS SURVEY

TYPE: Active .....c0e0e0t

DNITORING WELLS

+ Soil gas samples will be collected over the wood chip piles/former landfilling area
on a grid as by the consultant.

+ The purpose of the survey 1z to help determine the best locations for the test
pits, and to adjust, if necessary, the prorosed monitoring well locations.

NMXBER: 2 Total (Single Hells) (Designated

TARGET: MWater taoble for each well.
PROPOSED SAMPLING INTERVALS:
PROPCSED DRILLING METHOD:

+ Samples will be collected at 5°*

MH-1 and MH-21).

intervals in all wells.

Hollow Stem Auger System (4.25"1.

MW-1 M2 WTF9 AG7 i AS1
PROJECTED FOOTAGE: + Overburden .... 50" 50 existing SCDHS wells
+ Bedrock ....... [N 0
+ Total Depth ... _50° 50

OYERBURDEN TOTAL:
TOTAL:

... BEDROCK

PROPOSED SCREEN LENGTH:

HELL CORSTRUCTION:

10"

100 Lirear Feet.

0 Lirear Feet.

for each well.

¢+ ¥10 Slot Schedula 40 PVC Screen.

+ Threaded/Flush Joint Schedule 40 PVC Riser.

ZST PITS
NAMBER: 2 Total
DIMENSIONS:

{Designated PIT~1 and PIT-2}.
+ Depth limited to 10 vertical feet.

ABANDONMENT : + The proposed test pits will be ~losed using the excavated materials and clean fill (if mecessaryl.

Printed on 08.25.92



SITEY

JoserH MeEnNAFRA / L AND C CoNCRETE

Pacges 2 o

SAMPLING SUMMARY

CROUNDHATER SAMPLES:

SUBSURFACE SOIL SAMPLES (BOREHOLE SAMPLES) (OPTIONAL }:

HWASTE SAMPLES (TEST PIT SAMPLES)

DRILL WATER SAMPLE:

D I I I I R R R R A R AR A

6 Total....

D R I T IR I R N B e N )

+ One sample from each of the proposed monitoring wells Mi-1 and MN-2.

+ One sample from each of the existing SCHDS walls noted above.
+ Dne duplicate sampla.

R N R IR

2 Total. .. .. .iiiiiiiian.,
+ Dne sample from each of the proposed monitoring wells Mi-1 wnd M4-2, if contamination is obvious.
2 Jotal..ooiiiieinnioenennans Sttt ietsecc e ctecseratiatascanasasterstteean s

+ One discreet sample from each of the proposed test pits PIT-1 and PIT-2.

R R I R I R I R R R I E R I I I S N RIS

1 Total., .. ...iiiiennncans

+ G swmpla of watir aszd in drilling and/or well construction.

> A v " T e R A e o YR e e S e = = - T = T T Y

GEOLOGIC SETTING

Baneath the site lie two unconsolidated formations: first, the Upper Glacial aquifer; then, the Magothy aquifer,

tonsisting of sands, gravels, silts and clays.
rouncwater flow north of the site is generally southwest and scutheast.

Croundvater is estimated to occur at 20 to 35 feet below grade. Regio
In the more immediate area, it is believed t

‘low south-southeastward, however the actual groundwater flow pattern at Joseph Menafra has not been cetermired.

The property is approximately 3/¢ mile west of Quantuck Creek, which flows into Guantuck Bay.

shis bay is Aspatuck Creek, located about 1/4 mila west of the site.

Llso flowing into

ANALYTICAL PARAMETERS

Harardous HWaste

Full TCL EP Toxicity Characteristics

GROUNDHATER v v v evunvnnnnonnsencnscnnncnns
MH-1 x . .

MR-~2 x . .
A&7 x . .
AS1 x . .

WTF9 x . .
SUBSURFACE SOILS (BOREHOLES) (OPTIONAL) ........ ceeaesenense Ceertaeer e
SOIL-MH-1 x . .
SOIL-MH-2 x . .

WASTES (TEST PIT )i iciiieinecscnnsronavnonncnn ceccenccesnesesnerasnnaan heea
PIT-1-WASTE~1 x x . x
PIT~2-WASTE-2 b1 x x
ORILL MATER tcvvecensencsnencnancnse beteesemeevensdtosesnnsesrconannnenar
DRILL-~1 x . -

mtas:

as prepared by the NYSDEC in Oecember 1991,

¥  Full TCL reprezents the Target Compound List for Metals, Volatiles, Semi-Volatilesz, PCB/Pesticides

appropriate spiked sample and duplicate sample analysis,

Printed on 08. Zs. o2

———— e - [ e eme— . e me—e e .
4 B . .. Ce e L et m e b e

* All aralyzes will be performed using the Amalytical Services Protocols (ASP)

and
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' New York State Department of Environmental Conservation = s _
Building 40 - SUNY, Stony Brook, New York 11790-2356 . L 4
Telephone: (516) 444-0240 )_ —- . " :
Facsimile: (516) 444-0373 vk o
| V@i -
\’//B( , Langdon Marsh
+aRD” 4 Commissioner
MEMORANDUM v
.__A/’ .
TO: John Swartwout, Chief, Eastern Investigation Section
FROM: Robert Stewart, Region 1 4

SUBJECT: Referral for a State Funded PSA
L&C Concrete Corp; Site ID $#152087

DATE: October 25, 1954

More than two months have transpired since I attended a
meeting with a potential new owner for the L&C Concrete site and
representatives from the NYS Attorney General's Office and Region
1 solid Waste unit. ©On 10/11/94, I talked to Mr. Hulme who
represents the current owner, Mr. Carnevale. The property still
has not been transferred to the potential new buyer, Mr. Harry
Abrams.

Although efforts to acquire the property are reportedly
still continuing on the part of the potential new owner, there
are no assurances that the transfer will occur in the near
future. The potential new owner holds the first mortgage on the
property and is trying to claim the property on this basis.
However, there is another interested party who holds a second
mortgage. Of course, this further complicates the possible
transfer of the property.

I am therefore referring this site for a state funded PSA.
Please contact the owner's attorney, Mr. James N. Hulme, Esg.
from the law firm known as Kelly & Hulme prior to commencing the
state funded investigation to ensure that no recent changes have
occurred that could result in a PRP funded investigation. Mr.
Hulme's telephone number is (516) 288-2876.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me
at (516) 444-0244.

cc: A. Shah
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Correspondence

From: Robert Stewart
Of: NYSDEC Region 1

To: John Swartwout
Of: Eastern Investigation Section
NYSDEC
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TO: John Swartwout, Chief, Easteyrn Investigation Section
FROM: Robert Stewart, Region 1 Vi
SUBJECT: PSA Investigation

L&C Concrete; #152087

DATE: June 1, 1994

Based on an April, 1993 meeting with the property owner, a
potential buyer, the AG's office and the Region 1 Solid Waste
Unit, it was planned for the PRP or a potential buyer to perform
a PSA for the L&C Concrete site.

No Consent Order has been signed with the So0lid Waste Unit
or with DHWR. A Draft wWork Plan was received, however, this plan
could not be reviewed since no Consent Order had been signed. At
any rate, the draft work plan was totally inadequate.

I spoke to the PRP's lawyer, Mr. James Hulme, on 4/12/94
about his client possibly signing a Consent Order for a PSA with
DHWR. He never got back to me as he promised. I left a message
for Mr. Hulme to call me on 5/12/94. He didn't call.

Gail Suchman from the AG's office said that there is a new
potential buyer. I have been following this possibility,
however, it does not appear to me that anything will come of it.

Since a work plan for a PsSA has already been prepared by the
Department, it is now the Region's conclusion that we should try
to proceed with the state-funded investigation. If the PRP is
faced with a state-funded investigation, he may be prompted into
signing a Consent Order with the Department.

The following people have been involved with this site:

1. James N. Hulme, Esg., from Kelly & Hulme, telephone number
516-288-2876,

2. Larry Carnevale, from L&C Transit Mix, telephone number 516-
288-6929.

3. E. Gaill Suchman, Assistant Attorney General, NYSDOL;

telephone number 212-~416-8458, at NYS Attorney General's Office,
120 Broadway, 26th Floor, NY, NY 10271

4. Pappachan Daniel, NYSDEC, Region 1, DSW, telephone number
516-444-0385.

e, printed on recycled paper
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If you have any gquestions, please do not hesitate to call me
at 516-444-0244.

cc: A. Shah
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Correspondence

From: John F. Shea, III
Of: Twomey, Latham, Shea & Kelley

To: E. Gail Suchman, Esq.
Of: Environmental Protection Bureau
NYS Department of Law



THOMAS A.TWOMEY, JR.
STEPHEN B. LATHAM
JOHN F. SHEA, it
CHRISTOPHER D. KELLEY
LAWRENCE M, STORM®
MAUREEN T. LICCIONE
DAVIO M. DUBINO
P.EDWARD REALE
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J. LEE SNEAD®
SUZANNE V. SHANE

*NY, CT &4 FL BARS
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QONY & CT BARS
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TWOMEY, LATHAM, SHEA & KELLEY
ATTORNEYS AT LAW
33 WEST SECOND STREET
P.O. BOX 298
RIVERHEAD, NEW YORK 11901

518-727-2180
TELEFAX: 818-727-17687 (MAIN)
518-727-1775 (ANNEX)

January 13, 1995

Via Federal Express
E. Gail Suchman, Esq.

N.Y.S. Department of Law
Environmental Protection Bureau

120 Broadway

New York, NY 10271

20 MAIN STREET
EAST HAMPTON, N.Y, 11837
516 - 324 - 1200

400 TOWNUNE ROAD
HAUPPAUGE, N.Y, 11788 - 2830
516 - 265 - 1414

ANMY B8, TURNER
OF COUNSEL

Re: L&C Transit Mix Corp. Property -- Soil and Gas Survey

Dear Gail:

As you and I have discussed, our client, Mr. Harry Abrams, is interested in
determining whether or not he should proceed any further regarding an
acquisition of the L&C Transit Mix Corp. site. Based on our prior discussions,
we asked a Long Island engineering company, CA Rich Consultants, Inc., to
prepare a soil gas survey workplan responding to the concerns of the Department
of Law as expressed in prior correspondence. A copy of the CA Rich workplan

1s enclosed.

We would like to obtain State approval of the workplan as quickly as
possible, so that CA Rich can proceed with this work before we have an extended

period of frost. I hope this will be possible.

C



January 13, 1995
Page 2

I look forward to hearing from you.

Ve

JFS:hf
Enclosure

cc: Mr. Harry Abrams.
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Correspondence

From: Elaine Zuk
Of: Central Office, NYSDEC

To: Bob Stewart
Of: Region 1, NYSDEC
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MEMORANDUM

TO: Bob Stewart, Region 1 -
FROM: Elaine Zuk, Central Office &Z—
SUBJECT: L&C Transit Mix, Site #152087

DATE: February 10, 1995

As we discussed on the phone, I have reviewed the Soil Gas Survey Work Plan, prepared by
CA Rich for the referenced site. I find the work plan to be sufficient in terms of methodolegy.
However, I offer the following comments:

> While the Geoprobe and mobile lab are out at the site, I recommend that soil/waste samples be
collected in areas where soil gas samples indicate high volatile levels, and in at least one
"background” area.

> I also recommend that groundwater samples be obtained in areas-downgradient of soil gas
highs, and in at least one "background" area.

» The work plan should include a better map indicating where the soil gas grid(s) will be
located.

While the soil gas survey may provide enough information regarding site contamination for a
potential buyer, it is unlikely that the soil gas survey alone will provide enough information for us to
make a Registry classification decision. Please call me at (518) 457-0639 if you have any questions.

bcc: A. Shah
J. Swartwout to
E. Zuk
File
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Correspondence

From: E. Gail Suchman
Of: Environmental Protection Bureau

To: Jeanne Compitello, Esq.
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Correspondence

From: Robert R. Stewart
Of: NYSDEC

To: John F. Shea, 111, Esgq.
Of: Twomey, Latham, Shea & Kelley
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MEMORANDUM

TO: JEANNE COMPITELLO, ESQ. o .

FROM: E. GAIL SUCHMAN - e S
ASSISTANT ATTORNEY GENERAL , I
ENVIRONMENTAL PROTECTION BUREAU Juros !
‘ o i

RE: L&C TRANSIT MIX A

o -.ANICN

DATE: January 23, 1995 < o —

Attached is a submittal from Twomey, Latham, Shea & Kelley
on behalf on Mr. Harry Abrams regarding the L&C Transit Mix site
in Suffolk County. As you know, the matter concerns a C&D site
and illegal sandmine for which we obtained a preliminary
injunction several years ago. The current owner of the site,
Lorretto Carnavale, claims he has no money to clean up the site
(2 cursory investigation seems to confirm this) and Mr. Abrams
who owns the first mortgage on the property wishes to buy the
property clean up the C&D material and continue to mine sand.

A complication exists in that the site is listed in the
Hazardous Waste Site Registry. Bob Stewart in October 1992
recommended, inter alia, that C&D wastes be sampled and a soil-
gas survey be conducted in certain areas of concern. (Attachment
A). With this information, the DEC could consider delisting the
site if the results are favorable. I communicated this
information to another prospective buyer in February 1993.
(Attachment B) Mr. Abrams through his attorney has hired a
consultant to prepare a work plan for the soil gas survey based
upon my letter. (Attachment C). This work plan appears limited
and does not contain a plan for sampling the waste itself. I
will contact Mr. Abram's attorney to see if that is forthcoming.

In the meantime, it is imperative that someone from
Hazardous Waste be assigned to review the attached plan and work
on this case. Bob Stewart has explained to me that ordinarily he
is not authorized to review a plan without a consent order. 1In
this case, no innocent party will touch this property and sign an
order without first investigating preliminarily in order to
assess the extent of potential liability. I believe Mr. Abrams
is a viable purchaser and with him we may actually get this site



cleaned up. I hope you will be able to assist in pushing this
matter forward.

Thank you for all your help. I look forward to hearing from
you.

Attachments

cc: Papachan Daniel
Bob Stewart

wwale Yo Gc.:»glu@ 'S

GS:ds\LRC.MEX \JQ_Qr -/‘:, (SLAJ:k A hsea
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April 1971395

John F. Shea, III, Esqg.
Twomey, Latham, Shea & Kelley
33 West Second Street :
P.0O. Box 398

Riverhead, New York 11901

Re: Site Investigation Work Plan, February 23, 1995
L & C Concrete Corp; Joseph Menafra
Site ID #152087

Dear Mr. Shea:

I am a representative of the Department’s Division of
Hazardous Waste Remediation (DHWR). The subject site, known as
L. & C Concrete, is an Inactive Hazardous Waste Site. This site
is currently listed as a class 2a. This means that there is
insufficient data to indicate whether this site presents a
significant threat.

At the present time, no Consent Order regarding the
hazardous waste site has been signed between your client and the
Department. Therefore, no official approval of the Site
Investigation Work Plan is possible. However, as there is
ongoing litigation with respect to the site and your client’'s
actions may lead to an appropriate settlement of that litigation,
the Department wishes to assist your client by the submission of
written recommendations for the investigation planned by your
client. The enclosed recommendations will hopefully allow you to
collect data that would be useful to the Department for
evaluating this site. None of the comments presented in this
letter should be considered as requirements issued by the
Department.

According to the Department’s records, your client does not
presently own this property. The planned investigation will be
used by your client to evaluate the site as a possible future
acquisition. At this point in time and for this particular
purpose, the Department should be considered as an interested
observer. 'In no way, do we wish to interfere with your client’s

[ I R o S NN
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business agreements with the current owner. Of course, 'you must
receive permission from the current owner to access his property.
The Department’s presence as an observer does not remove any of
your obligations to obtain any local permits or approvals needed
to conduct the investigation.

"Health and safety issues are your responsibility. The
Department does not provide comments on health and safety
matters. The work should be performed according to all OSHA
regulations. Health and safety considerations for the community
should be discussed with the health department. There is the
potential for the release of hazardous vapors or dusts as a
result of the investigation.

In general, the scope of work should be sufficient for a
preliminary investigation of the site. However, it is impossible
to determine without first seeing the results of the
investigation whether the data will be adequate to properly
characterize the site.

The Department offers the following recommendations:
1) Soil Gas Points

The workplan does not provide sufficient detail to identify
where the actual location of the grid points for the soil gas
survey will be placed. It is therefore impossible to determine
if all areas of interest have been adequately covered. It is
believed that you may wish to discuss the planned locations with
the DHWR observer at the site. Unless there is a scheduling
conflict, I will represent DHWR during this investigation. I
will be able to provide recommendations on how to best utilize
the planned number of soil gas points.

2) QA/QC

By telephone, Mr. Tyers from CA Rich Consultants indicated
that present plans were to use Ecotest Labs for the samples being
sent to an off-site laboratory. He also said that the samples
would be analyzed according to SW-846 methods. Method 8240 would
be used for total volatile organic compounds (VOCs), method 8270
for total B/N/As, method 8080 would be used for total
pesticides/PCBs, and a variety of different SW-846 methods for
total metals. These choices are acceptable.

Mr. Tyers indicated that no quality assurance samples for
the samples going to the laboratory are planned (i.e., replicated
samples, trip blanks, field blanks, matrix spikes, and matrix
spike duplicates). It is advisable to collect QA/QC samples for
any site investigation to indicate whether any of the detections
are due to sampling procedures and/or laboratory contamination.
At a minimum, I recommend that a trip blank to be analyzed for
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VOCs should be included with every cooler of groundwater samples
that contains bottles for VOC analysis.

The deliverables for the laboratory samples were not stated.
You may wish to consider using Category B deliverables. The
resulting data package could be reviewed at a later date, if
needed.

3) Background Soil Sample

The background soil sample should be analyzed for only total
metals. Full TCL is not necessary. This sample should be
collected from an off-site location with no possible point
sources of contamination. If the sample is collected "near the
south property border”, road runoff or wind blown dust from on-
site activities may be detected in this sample. We would prefer
it if this sample could be collected further away from the
location of former site activities.

4) Test Pit Samples

According to the workplan, two samples from the test pits
will be analyzed for hazardous waste characteristics, including
full TCLP compounds, and asbestos. It is recommended that total
metals, total volatiles, and total semi-volatiles by SwW-846
protocols also be analyzed. This would allow the Department to
compare the levels detected to DHWR’s clean up guidance document
that utilizes total concentrations.

The workplan did not detail how the soil and groundwater
samples would be collected. Therefore, it was not possible to
evaluate this aspect of the investigation. If you are
interested, guidance documents are available that list acceptable
procedures so that representative samples will be collected.

If you have any questions concerning these comments, please
do not hesitate to call me at (516) 444-0244 or Assistant
Attorney General Gail Suchman at 212-416-8458. Please let me
know as soon as you have scheduled the field work so that I may
adjust my calendar.

Sincerely,

Sitat /7 Kro -

Robert R. Stewart
Environmental Engineer I

cc: A. Shah
J. Swartwout
J. Compitello
.S. Farkas
G. Suchman, NYSDOL
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Correspondence

From: Robert R. Stewart
Of: Region 1, NYSDEC

To: John Swartwout
Of: Eastern Investigation Section, NYSDEC
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New York State Department of Environmental Conservation .

Building 40 - SUNY, Stony Brook, New York 11790-2356
Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation

Telephone: {516) 444-0240

Facsimile: {516) 444-0373

1(_

Michael D. Zagata
Commissioner

MEMORANDUM
TO: John Swartwout, Chief, Eastern Investigation Section
FROM: Robert Stewart, Region 1

SUBJECT: Referral For a State-Funded PSA
L & C Concrete; Site ID #152087

DATE: June 21, 1996

I am referring the L & C Concrete site for a state-funded PSA Investigation.

My attempts to get a potential buyer, Mr. Harry Adams, to perform a PSA have been
unsuccessful. Although a draft work plan that needed only minor revisions was submitted,
various reasons have resulted in his failure to perform the investigation.

Please call the potential buyer’s attorney, Mr. John F. Shea III, prior to performing the
J state-funded investigation to give him one final opportunity to perform the investigation. Mr.

lJ-\D LAl

Shea’s telephone number is (516) 727-2180. He is with the firm of Twomey, Latham, Shea, &
preks vp Kelley located at 33 West Second Street in Riverhead, NY 11901.
Ho gleia
N work Of course, you should also notify the property owner prior to performing a state-funded

G isinemans” PSA. As far as I know, Mr. Carnevale is still the property owner. I have formerly contacted
p' al:( Lomake him through his lawyer, Mr. James Hulme of the law firm known as Kelly and Hulme at
e lald telephone number (516) 288-2876.
)“Q‘* If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me at (516) 444-0244.

cc: R. Becherer
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Correspondence

From: Frank T. Ricotta, P.E.
Of: Bureau of Hazardous Site Control, NYSDEC

To: Larry Carnival
Of: L and C Concrete Corp.

Note: Inactive Hazardous Waste Disposal Report



New York State Department of Environmental Conservation ‘
50 Wolf Road, Albany, New York 12233 _ ~

Thomas C. Jorling

CERTIFIED MAIL AUG 01 1988 . Comissioner

RETURN RECEIPT REQUESTED

Mr. Larry Carnival

L and C Concrete Corp.
P.0. Box 600
Westhampton, NY 11977

Dear Ladies/Gentlemen:

As mandated by Sectjon 27-1305 of the Environmental Conservation Law
(ECL), copy enclosed, the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) must maintain a registry of all inactive disposal
sites suspected or known to contain hazardous waste. The ECL also mandates
that this Department notify by certified mail the owner of all or any part
of each site or area included in the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste
Disposal Sites as to changes in ownership.

Qur records indicate that you are the owner or part owner of the site
listed below. Therefore, this letter constitutes notification of change in
the ownership of such site in the Registry of Inactive Hazardous Waste
Disposal Sites in New York State.

DEC Site No.: 152087
Site Name: Joseph Menafra Manufacturer
Site Address: South Country Road, Quogue, Southhampton, New York

Enclosed is a copy of the New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation, Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation, inactive hazardous
waste disposal site report form as it appears in the Registry and Annual
Report, and an explanation of the site classifications. The law allows the
owner and/or operator of a site listed in the Registry to petition the
Commissioner of the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
for deletion of such site, modification of site classification, or
modification of any information regarding such site, by submitting a
written statement setting forth the grounds of the petition. Such petition
may be addressed to:

Thomas C. Jorling, Commissioner

New York State Department of Environmenta1\Conservation
50 Wolf Road '

Albany, New York 12233-7010



Pursuant to Section 27-1317 of.the ECL and Section 1389-d of the
Public Health Law, enclosed is a copy of 6 NYCRR Part 375 Inactive
Hazardous Waste Disposal Sites, which became effective on April 16, 1987.
Section 375.9 of the previously referenced regulation mandates that no
person may substantially change the manner in which an inactive hazardous’
waste disposal site listed in the Registry is used without notifying this
Department and the New York State Department of Health.

For additional information, please contact Mr. Robert Olazagasti,
Chief, Site Control Section, Bureau of Hazardous Site Control, at (518)
457-0747.

Sincerely,

Zpad T [Lecoha

Frank T. Ricotta, P.E.

Director

Bureau of Hazardous Site Control
Division of Hazardous Waste Remediation

Enclosures



NEW YORK STATE DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
DIVISION OF HAZARDOUS WASTE REMEDIATION
INACTIVE HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSAL REPORT

CLASSIFICATION CODE: 2a. REGION: 1 SITE CODE: 152087
: EPA ID:

NAME OF SITE : Joseph Menafra Man.

STREET ADDRESS: South Country Road

TOWN/CITY: COUNTY: ZIP:

Quogue Suffolk 11731

SITE TYPE: Open Dump- Structure- Lagoon- Landfill-X Treatment Pond-
ESTIMATED SIZE: .25 Acres

SITE OWNER/OPERATOR INFORMATION:

CURRENT OWNER NAME....: L and C Concrete Corp.
CURRENT OWNER ADDRESS.: P.0O. Box 600, Westhampton, NY
OWNER (S) DURING USE...: Joseph Menafra

OPERATOR DURING USE...: Joseph Menafra
OPERATOR ADDRESS...... : 8 Daly Road, East Northport, NY

PERIOD ASSOCIATED WITH HAZARDOUS WASTE: From To

SITE DESCRIPTION:
Site used to landfill construction and demolition material.

HAZARDOUS WASTE DISPOSED: Confirmed- Suspected-X
TYPE QUANTITY (units)

Unknown,



ANALYTICAL DATA AVAILABLE:
Air- Surface Water- Groundwater-

CONTRAVENTION OF STANDARDS:
Groundwater~ Drinking Water-

LEGAL ACTION:

TYPE..: State-
STATUS: Negotiation in Progress-

REMEDIAL ACTION:

Proposed- Under design-
NATURE OF ACTION:

GEOTECHNICAL INFORMATION:
SOIL TYPE: Sandy loam
GROUNDWATER DEPTH: 35 feet

ASSESSMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROBLEMS:

SITE CODE: 152087

Surface Water-

Federal-
Order Signed-

In Progress-

Potential for several pathways of contaminant migration.

ASSESSMENT OF HEALTH PROBLEMS:

Potentially
Contaminants Migration Exposed
Medium Available Potential Population

"Soil- Sediment~- None-X

Air-

Completed-

Need for
Investigation

Air
Surface Soil
Groundwater

Surface Water

Health Department Site Inspection Date

MUNICIPAL WASTE ID: 52-D-08

Page 1 -

210
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Long Island Precipitation Atlas. Prepared March 1985.
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West Hampton Beach Population Summary and Map.
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POPULATION SUMMARY

LOCATION

# BLOCK

GROUPS INCLUDED

NUMBER OF PERSONS
NUMBER OF FAMILIES
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

MEDIAN (EST.)
AGE 0 THRU 4
AGE 5 THRU 9
AGE 10 THRU 19
AGE 20 THRU 49
AGE 50 THRU 64
AGE 65 AND OVER

WHITE
-BLACK

INDIAN

ASIAN

OTHER RACE
HISPANIC

OWNER OCCUPIED
RENTER OCCUPIED

PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT

AGE 0 THRU 4
AGE 5 THRU 9
AGE 10 THRU 19
AGE 20 THRU 489
AGE 50 THRU 64 |
AGE 65 AND OVER
WHITE

BLACK

INDIAN ;
ASIAN i
HISPANIC i
OTHER RACE
OWNER OCCUPIED
RENTER OCCUPIED,

HOUSEHOLD | INCOME :

4.0 mi.

23

8716

2413

3583

45144

508

507

872

3817

1328

1584

8044

520

36

73

43

212

2684

899
5.8
:+ 5.8
: 131.2
: 43.8
15.2
18.2
82.3
6.0
0.4
0.8
2.4
0.5
74.9
25.1

radius at 40. 825348, -72. 632138
So. Cood vy *é%mﬂ$
LueelbeMf



POPULATION SUMMARY

LOCATION !
# BLOCK GROUPS INCLUDED: 19
NUMBER OF PERSONS ! : 6760
NUMBER OF FAMILIES | : 1859
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS ! : 2805
MEDIAN (EST.) HOUSEHOLD INCOME: 45750
AGE 0 THRU 4 ; : 398
AGE 5 THRU 9 : : 387
AGE 10 THRU 18 : : 720
AGE 20 THRU 49 ! : 2983
AGE 50 THRU 64 ' o 1069
AGE 65 AND OVER : : 1203
WHITE . : 6164
BLACK . : 466
INDIAN : : 29
ASIAN i : 63
OTHER RACE ‘ : 38
HISPANIC : : 180
OWNER OCCUPIED : 2061
RENTER OCCUPIED ; : 744
PERCENT AGE 0 THRU 4 ; : 5.9
PERCENT AGE 5 THRU 9 : s 5.7
PERCENT AGE 10 THRU 19 ' : 10.7
PERCENT AGE 20 THRU 49 : 44.1
PERCENT AGE 50 THRU 64 : : 15.8
PERCENT AGE 65 AND OVER. : 17.8
PERCENT WHITE \ : 91.2
PERCENT BLACK - : 6.9
PERCENT INDIAN ' 0.4
PERCENT ASIAN 0.9
PERCENT HISPANIC 2.7
PERCENT OTHER RACE , 0.6
PERCENT OWNER OCCUPIED . : 73.5
26.5

PERCENT RENTER OCCUPIED;

3.0 mi. radius at 40.825960, -72.632273
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POPULATION SUMMARY

LOCATION

# BLOCK GROUPS INCLUDED
NUMBER OF PERSONS
NUMBER OF FAMILIES
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS : :
MEDIAN (EST.) HOUSEHOLD| INCOME :
AGE 0 THRU 4 ;

AGE 5 THRU 9 :
AGE 10 THRU 19

AGE 20 THRU 49

AGE 50 THRU 64

AGE 65 AND OVER

WHITE

BLACK

INDIAN

ASIAN

OTHER RACE

HISPANIC

OWNER OCCUPIED

RENTER OCCUPIED

PERCENT AGE 0 THRU 4
PERCENT AGE 5 THRU 9
PERCENT AGE 10 THERU 19
PERCENT AGE 20 THRU 49
PERCENT AGE 50 THRU 64
PERCENT AGE 65 AND OVERn
PERCENT WHITE )
- PERCENT BLACK

PERCENT INDIAN

PERCENT ASIAN : :
PERCENT HISPANIC ; :
PERCENT OTHER RACE : :
PERCENT OWNER OCCUPIED
PERCENT RENTER OCCUPIED:

2.0

4

mi.
9
3187
870
1384
0947
154
150
337
1348
560
€38
2765
348
23
28
22
113
1005
378

radius

at 40.825960, -72.632273

Ufmi¥kAﬂWf*““ W;EALL‘
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POPULATION SUMMARY

LOCATION ! : 1.0 mi. radius at 40.825960, -72.632273
# BLOCK GROUPS INCLUDED! : 3
NUMBER OF PERSONS : : 887 Wa.d—kme‘lﬂ& B oach
NUMBER OF FAMILIES ; : 237
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS % : 384
MEDIAN (EST.) HOUSEHOLD:K INCOME: 29964
AGE 0 THRU 4 5 : 37
AGE 5 THRU 9 ‘ : 45
AGE 10 THRU 19 : : 105
AGE 20 THRU 48 : : 338
AGE 50 THRU 64 ; : 182
AGE 65 AND OVER : : 180
WHITE ‘ : 646
BLACK ; : 218
INDIZN : : 8
ASIAN i : 14
OTHER RACE : : 1
HISPANIC : : 26
OWNER OCCUPIED : : 294
RENTER OCCUPIED . : 90
PERCENT AGE 0 THRU 4 < : 4,2
PERCENT AGE 5 THRU 9 . T 5.1
"PERCENT AGE 10 THRU 19 : 11.8
PERCENT AGE 20 THRU 495 | : 38.1
PERCENT AGE 50 THRU 64 - : 20.5
PERCENT AGE 65 AND OVER! : 20.3
PERCENT WHITE ; - 72.8
PERCENT BLACK : : 24.6
PERCENT INDIAN ) : 0.9
PERCENT ASIAN ; : 1.8
PERCENT HISPANIC : : 2.9
PERCENT OTHER RACE § 0.1
PERCENT OWNER OCCUPIED | : 76.6

4

PERCENT RENTER OCCUPIED: 1 23.



JLAYT U o FREN o

POPULA$ION SUMMARY

LOCATION

# BLOCK

GROUPS INCLUDED

NUMBER OF PERSONS
NUMBER OF FAMILIES
NUMBER OF HOUSEHOLDS

MEDIAN (EST.)
AGE 0 THRU 4

AGE 5 THRU 9
AGE 10 THRU 19
AGE 20 THRU 49

AGE 50

THRU 64

AGE 65 AND OVER

WHITE
BLACK
INDIAN
ASIAN

OTHER RACE
HISPANIC

OWNER OCCUPIED
RENTER OCCUPIED

PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT
PERCENT

AGE 0 THRU 4
AGE 5 THRU 9
AGE 10 THRU 19
AGE 20 THRU 49
AGE 50 THRU &4

HOUSEHOLD:INCOME

AGE 65 AND OVER|

WHITE

BLACK

INDIAN

ASIAN
HISPANIC
OTHER RACE
OWNER OCCUPIED

RENTER OCCUPIED

0.5 mi.

1

388

103

179

24688

19

22

38

157

78

84

250

141

2

5

0

13

130

49
4.8
5.5
8.5
39.4
19.6
21.1
£2.8
35.4
0.5
1.3
3.3
0.0
72.6
27.4

radius at 40.825960, -72.632273

M)zq{iumuyil« 3 each
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Suffolk County Comp. Plan



SUFFOLK COUNTY

COMPREHENSIVE WATER

RESOURCES MANAGEMENT PLAN
| VOLUME |

Dvirka and Bartilucci

consulting engineers

and MALCOLM PRRNIE INC.




Reference 25

NYSDEC, Telephone Interview with Mr. Spitz, 2-15-00. Contact Person was Bill
Kwitnicki, YEC Inc.
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Reference 26

Northeast Regional Climate Center, Research Series, September 1993. Atlas of
Precipitation Extremes for the Northeastern United States and Canada.
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Reference 27

Soil Survey of Suffolk County, New York. United States Department of
Agriculture Soil Conservation Service.
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SUFFOLK COUNTY, NEW YORK

are used for housing developments and industrial parks.
Capability unit IIs-1; woodland suitability group 3ol.

Riverhead sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent slopes (RdB).—
This soil is on moraines and outwash plains. It generally
18 in areas along shallow, intermittent drainageways.
Slopes generally are moderately short, but large areas on
moraines are undulating:

The profile of this soil is similar to the one described
as representative of the series, though in cultivated
areas this soil is likely to be 2 to 3 inches shallower to
coarse sand and gravel, and the surface layer is likely to
contain a slightly larger amount of gravel.

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of
Bridgehampton, Haven, and Plymouth soils in a com-
plex pattern. The texture of these soils is marginal to
sandy loam. These included soils generally are on large
separations. Near Bridgehampton are included areas of
Riverhead soils that have gray and strong-brown silt
loam layers at a depth of 26 to 30 inches. Also included
are narrow strips of Haven loam, thick surface layer,
along intermittent drainageways, and soils that have a
surface layer of loam or fine sandy loam and a subsoil of
sandy loam. Included with this soil on moraines are
Montauk soils that have a very weak fragipan that
formed in loose, sandy till.

The hazard of erosion is moderate to slight on this
Riverhead soil. The main concerns of management are
controlling runoff and erosion and providing adequate
moisture.

This soil is well suited to all crops commonly grown in
the county, and it is used mainly for this purpose. Most
areas in the western part of the county, however, are
used for housing developments and as industrial sites.
Capability unit ITe-2; woodland suitability group 3ol.

Riverhead sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent slopes (RAC).—
This soil is in narrow bands on outwash plains along the
side slopes of deep, intermittent drainageways. Slopes are
- short. On the Harbor Hill moraine and on the Ronkon-
koma moraine east of the Shinnecock Canal, the areas of
this soil are larger than in other places in the county
and they generally are rolling.

The profile of this soil is similar to the one described
as representative of the Riverhead series, but in culti-
vated areas this soil generally is 3 to 4 inches shallower
to coarse sand and gravel, and it is as much as 15 percent
gravel, by volume.

Included with this soil in mapping are eroded and
gravelly areas too small to map separately. Also included
In a complex pattern with this Riverhead soil are Haven
and Plymouth soils that have a texture marginal to
sandy loam. These soils generally are in large separa-
tions on moraines. Along the bottom of intermittent

Inageways, strips of Haven loam, thick surface layer,
that are too narrow to map separately are also included.
Other inclusions are Montauk soils that have a very weak

gipan that formed in loose sandy till and some areas
that have a sand and gravel substratum, 1 to 2 feet thick,
underlain by till at a depth of more than 42 inches.

The hazard of erosion is moderately severe on this

Iverhead soil. Controlling erosion is the main concern
of management. This soil is limited by droughtiness and

Y the difficulty of applying irrigation water. .The
Tesponse of crops to applications of lime and fertilizer is
good. Slope limits the use of large farm machines.

83

This soil is suited to crops commonly grown in the
county; however, the hazard of erosion reduces its use-
fulness for farming. Most areas of this soil are in trees
or brush. A few small tracts were formerly cleared and
farmed along with adjoining less sloping soils, but many
of these areas are now in grass or brush because the use
of heavy farm equipment on these areas is impracticable.
Many of the larger areas of this soil are used for hous-
ing developments where large lots are needed. These roll-
ing areas are in the western part of the county. Capabil-
1ty unit ITTe-1; woodland suitability group 3ol.

Riverhead very stony sandy loam, 3 to 8 percent
slopes (ReB).—This gently sloping Riverhead soil is on
Fishers Island. It is on morainic deposits, and the areas
are complex and undulating, characteristic of moraines.
Areas of this soil are small, and they make up a very
small part of the total acreage of the county.

The profile of this soil is similar to the one described
as representative of the series, except that it has many
stones larger than 10 inches in diameter scattered over
the surface. In addition, this soil contains more fine sand
than the soil described as representative of the series.

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas
that have no stones or that have too few stones to be
classified stony. A very small acreage of Plymouth soils
that are very stony are included.

The hazard of erosion is moderate to slight on this
Riverhead soil. The stones on the surface of this soil
limit its use to woodland or pasture.

This soil is pooorly suited to farming. Some areas are
cleared, but they are not farmed. These areas have been
left idle, and most of them are reverting to woodland.
Areas on Fishers Island are mainly used as sites for
large estates. This soil has little value for uses other
than woodland or hunting areas. Capability unit VIs-1;
woodland suitability group 3o1.

Riverhead very stony sandy loam, 8 to 15 percent
slopes (ReC).—This soil is on Fishers Island. It is on
morainic deposits. Many closed depressions or kettle
holes are on the surface. The areas of this soil are small
to medium.

The profile of this soil is similar to the one described
as representative of the series, except that many stones
larger than 10 inches in diameter are scattered over the
surface or are imbedded in the soil. Also, this soil con-
tains more fine sand than the soil described as represent-
ative of the series.

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas
that have no stones or that have too few stones to be
classified stony. In addition, areas of Plymouth soils, 8
to 15 percent slopes, that are very stony make up about
10 percent of this unit.

The hazard of erosion is moderate on this Riverhead
soil. The stones on the surface of this soil limit its use to
woodland or to pasture. :

This soil is poorly suited to crops. Some areas are
cleared, but most areas have been allowed to revert to
brush or trees. This soil has little value for uses other
than woodland and hunting areas. Capability unit
V1Is-1; woodland suitability group 3ol.

Riverhead and Haven soils, graded, 0 to 8 percent
slopes (RhB].—This mapping unit consists of areas of
Riverhead sandy loam, of Haven loam, or of both. The

continued on
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areas have been altered by grading operations for hous-
ing developments, shopping centers, industrial parks,
and similar nonfarm uses. In the western part of the’
county, the areas of this mapping unit are very large,
and large acreages are used as sites for housing develop-
ments (fig. 14). :

Originally, the Riverhead and Haven soils in this unit
each had the profile described as representative of its
respective series, but grading operations have left a
man-made profile that is significantly different. In places
the surface layer and the upper part of the subsoil have
been removed, but in other places they have been left
undisturbed. Undisturbed areas have been filled with soil
material cut from adjoining high spots, but the River-
head and Haven soils can be identified because sufficient
diagnostic characteristics of the respective series remain.
In some areas Riverhead and Haven soils that have not
been graded malke up as much as 25 percent of this unit.
In places another 10 to 15 percent has been so deeply cut or
filledthut the upper 40 inches is sandy and contains no
diagnostic horizons of the respective series.

Included with these soils in mapping are areas in
which most or all diagnostic horizons' have been
destroyed, but these areds contain at least 12 inches of
loam, silt loam, or sandy loam in the upper 40 inches. In
places this 12 inches of material is in one layer, and in
others it is in several thinner layers. Also included are
small areas of Cut and fill land and Montauk soils,
graded.

These soils are suited to most grasses and shrubs gen-
erally used for lawns and landscaping. In ‘places very
deeply cut or filled areas are slightly droughty and need
supplemental irrigation. The response of plants to appli-
cations of lime and fertilizer is good. The practice gener-
ally is to build on the soils immediately after grading;
therefore, the number of existing buildings on areas of
the soils in this unit is the main factor in determining
their future uses. Capability unit not assigned; wood-
land suitability group not assigned.

Figure 14:—Housing development on an area of Riverhead and

Haven soils, graded, 0 to 8 percent slopes. Density and pattern

are typical of other developments on graded soils and on Cut and
fill land, gently sloping.

SOIL SURVEY

-
Riverhead and Haven soils, graded, 8 to 15 percent n
slopes (RhC).—This mapping unit. consists of areas of . bou
Riverhead- sandy loam, of Haven loam, or of both.. These for wm
soils have been altered by grading operations for hous- and

ing developments, shopping centers, mmdustrial parks, ; Tocs

and similar nonfarm® uses. Most areas of this unit are = this
small, and are along moderate slopes. These areas are i bili' e
within large areas of level Riverhead and Haven soils
that are being shaped. ; Sei
Originally, the Riverhead and Haven soils in this unit <1
each had the profile described as representative of its T
respective series, but grading operations have left a dra
man-made profile that is significantly different. The sur- of 1
face layer and most of the subsoil have been removed by san(
cutting or these layers have been buried by fill material, thre
but sufficient diagnostic characteristics remain, so that Mosws
the Riverhead and Haven soils can be identified accord- low-
ing to their respective series. Because of slope, more poo
extensive cuts and fills have been made on this unit than soils
on Riverhead and Haven soils, graded, 0 to 8 percent drai e
slopes. In places areas of Riverhead and Haven soils but
that have not been graded make up 25 to 30 percent of inm
this unit. In other places 15 to 20 percent has been so Tr
deeply cut or filled that no diagnostic horizons of the and
respective series remain in the upper 40 inches of the soil woo
material. : loan
Included with these soils in mapping are soils that upp
contain at least 12 inches of loam, silt loam, or sandy 4 i
loam in the upper 40 inches, but they do not have hori- with wm
zons characteristic of Riverhead and Haven soils. In forn
places this 12 inches of material is in one layer, but in abou
other places it is in several thinner layers. Also included abou
are small areas of Cut and fill land. that o
These soils are suited to most grasses and shrubs gen- subs
erally used for lawns and landscaping. If they are used tled,
for this purpose, hawever, a cover of plants is needed to inch
protect sloping areas from erosion. Areas in which there that
are deep cuts and fill generally are droughty and low in Se -
natural fertility; therefore, supplemental irrigation and 3 capa
heavy applications of lime and fertilizer are needed. Gen- 3§ 18 &
erally, the number of buildings on a site determines the dept]
future use of these soils. Capability unit not assigned; strat e
woodland suitability group not assigned. layer
Riverhead and Plymouth very bouldery soils, 15 ately
35 percent slopes (RpE).—These very bouldery soils : subst
only on Fishers Island. The areas consist of Riverhea is mu
soils, of Plymouth soils, or of a combination of the tw rapic
The surface layer of these soils is sandy loam or loam restr:
sand. These soils have either short, steep, single slopes or3 ural
complex slopes that have numerous depressions or kettled stron
holes. Most areas are medium to large in size. ) lime ™
Riverhead and Plymouth soils both have a profile sim1= .94 to
lar to that described as representative of their respecti Re
series, except that many large boulders several feet in d tum
ameter are scattered over the surface and irobedded in ta.uk’ -
soil. o . ' Driw
Included with these soils in mapping are small o
that are less bouldery than the areas of the soils in th o
unit. Also included are small areas of very bouldery s -
Al

that have slopes of less than 15 percent. These areas g
erally are in large areas where the topography 1s ¢
plex. Narrow bands of extremely bouldery soils
included along short steep breaks.
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Made Land

Made land (Mo} is made up of areas that are mostly
covered with pieces of concrete, bricks, trash, wire,
metal, and other nonsoil material. Some areas are on the
surface of the original soil, others are in large holes dug
for disposal purposes, and still others are in old gravel
pits converted to this use. Included with this unit in
rnaapping are sanitaxl?f landfills that have been excavated
and subsequently filled with trash and garbage. After
these areas are filled, they are covered with several feet
of soil material. Capability unit not assigned; woodland
suitability group not assigned.

Montauk Series

- The Montauk series consists of deep, well drained to
& moderately well drained, moderately coarse textured to
. medium-textured soils that formed in fine sandy loam
t or in a mantle of silt loam and loam. These soils have a
& fragipan over a compact firm glacial till. They are on
y terminal moraines and have the topography characteris-
¢ tic of this landform. Slope ranges from 0 to 15 percent,
E but it generally is 8 to 15 percent. In many places slopes
I are complex and characterized by closed depressions.
: Native vegetation is white oak, red oak, and scarlet oak.
In, 2 representative profile, in wooded areas, the sur-
face layer is brown to dark-brown fine sandy loam about
E9 inches thick. In cultivated areas the surface layer is
mixed with material formerly in the upper part of the
fsubsoil, and a plow layer of brown to dark-brown fine
ndy loam, about 9 inches thick, is present. The subsoil
yellowish-brown, friable to very friable fine sandy
am to a depth of about 27 inches. The lower part is a
Hark-brown to reddish-brown sandy loaum fragipan to a
fepth of about 40 inches. It is firm and brittle, and the
bontent of gravel is 5 to 10 percent. The substratum, to a
depth of about 60 inches, is reddish-brown to dark-
frown loamy sand that is firm and brittle. .

. Montank soils have moderate to high available mois-
capacity. Permeability is moderate to moderately
inid in the surface layer and in the upper part of the
Bhsoil and moderately slow in the fragipan and under-
gng till. On lower slopes the seasonal water table rises
¥ within 2 or 3 feet of the surface. Crop response is
Bod to applications of lime and fertilizer; however, nat-
fertility is low. Reaction is strongly acid to very
ngly acid throughout. The root zone is mainly in the
ober 25 to 35 inches.

Representative profile of Montauk fine sandy loam, 3
j8 percent slopes, in a wooded area, 0.3 mile north of
han Hands Path in East Hampton :

Al—0 to 2 inches, brown to dark-brown (10YR 4/3) fine
sandy loam; very weak, fine, granular structure:
very friable; many flne and common coarse roots;
less than 1 percent fine gravel; strongly acid; ab-
rupt, smooth boundary.

—2 to 17 inches, yellowish-brown (I0YR 5/6) fine sandy
loam ; weak, medium, subangular lumps that parts to
weak, fine, granular; very friable; a few flne and
cogrse rootS; many pores; less than 5 percent
gravel; very strongly acid; clear, smooth boundary.
€217 to 27 inches, yellowish-brown (10YR 5/6) fine sandy
loam (slightly heavier than that in B21 horizon) ;
very weak, medium, subangular blocky structure that
parts to weak, medium, platy in the lower 2 inches;

SUFFOLE COUNTY, NEW YORK
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friable; a few fine and coarse roots; many pores;
less than § percent gravel:; strongly acid; abrapt,
3mooth boundary. o

B'x—27 to 40 inches, brown to dark-brown (7.53YR 4/4) to

: reddish-brown (5YR 4/4) sandy loam; very weak,
thick, platy structure; firm, brittle: a few fine roots;
many fine pores; 5 to 10 percent gravel; a few
patehy clay films; strongly acid; clear, wavy bound-

ary.

IICx—40 to 80 inches, reddish-brown (YR 4/4) to brown or
dark-brown (7.5YR 4/4) loamy sand; light-brown
(7.5YR 6/4) splotches; massive; firm, brittle; a few
fine roots; many fine pores; 5 to 10 percent gravel;
strongly acid.

The solum is 23 to 40 inches thick. The gravel content
ranges from 0 to 20 percent throughout the upper part of the
solum and from 5 to 35 percent in the fragipan and underly-
ing till. In some places, the soil contains boulders that are 10
inches to 5 feet in diameter. Reaction 18 strongly acid to
yvery strongly acid throughout.

The Al horizon ranges from very dark brown (10YR 2/2)
to brown or dark brown (10YR 4/3). Texture ranges from
gilt loam to fine sandy loam. Structure is weak to moderate,
granular, Counsistence is friable to very friable. .

In plowed areas, the Ap horizon is very dark grayish
brown (10YR 3/2) to brown or dark brown (10YR 4/3). It is
8 to 11 inches thick. Texture range in this horizon is the
same as that in the Al horizon.

The B2 horizon ranges from brown or dark brown (7.5¥R
4/4) to yellowish brown (10YR 5/8). Layers or pockets of
gray silty material are common in the lower part of the B
horizon in places where the upper part of the surface of the
IICx horizon is wavy or irregular. Texture of the B2 horizon
ranges from loam to sandy losm. The B22 horizon is massive
or the structure is weak subangular blocky, and a few weak
plates are in the lower part. Consistence is friable or very
friable, The B‘x horizon is mainly 7.5YR or 10YR in hue, but
ranges from reddish brown (SYR 4/3) to light olive brown
(2.5Y 5/6). Texture ranges from fine sandy loam to loamy
sand.

The IICx horizon has the same color range as the B’z ho-
rizon. It generally is massive but has weak, platy structure
in the lower part. Congistence is firm and brittle. Texture is
the same asg for the B‘x horizon. In some proflles firm or
very firm, dark-reddish, horizontal bands about one-half inch
thick and spaced B to 8 inches apart are in the IICx horizon.
These bands are more prominent in profiles that have weakly
developed fragipans. Silt caps, 2 to 5 millimeters thick, gen-
erally are on the upper part of the surfaces of stones and
gravel in the ITCx horizoms. Thickness of the till ranges
from 2 to 15 feet. '

Montauk soils are near the sandy variants of Montauk soils,
and Haven and Riverhead soils. Montauk soils have the same
substratum material as Montauk, sandy variant soil, but they
are finer textured throughout the solum. Montauk soils are
similar to Haven and Riverhead soils, but they bave a fragi-
pan and till substratam, rather than a loose sand.and gravel
substratum that is characteristic of the latter soils.

Montauk fine sandy loam, 0 to 3 percent slopes
(MfA).—This soil is on less sloping areas of moraines. The
areas are small and make up a very small part of the
total acreage in the county. The largest area is in North
Haven. ~

Included with this soil in mapping are small areas of
Riverhead soils or areas that have very weakly devel-
oped fragipans that intergrade to soils of the Riverhead
series. Till layers are at a depth of more than 4 feet m
some of the intergrading soils. Also included are Mon-
tauk soils that have a sandy loam surface layer and sub-
soil and small areas of Montauk, sandy variant soils,
that range from sandy loam to loamy sand. .

The hazard of erosion is slight on this Montauk soil.
It is limited only by moderate droughtiness in the mod-
erately coarse textured solum.
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Correspondence

From: D. C. Gobbi, R.S.
Of: Inspection Services Bureau
Suffolk County Department of Health Services

To: Chesterfield Associates
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COUNTY OF SUFFOLK

ROBERT J. GAFFNEY
SUFFOLK COUNTY EXECUTIVE

DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES MARY E. HiIBBERD, M.D., M.P.H.
COMMISSIONER

September 7, 1995 CERTIFIED MATL R.R.R.
2-042-942-529

Chesterfield Associates
5. South Country Road
Westhampton Beach, New York 11978

Attention: Mr. David Allen

Gentlemen:

This letter is to advise you that during our routine inspection
of businesses operating within Suffolk County, industrial sam-
pling of two leaching systems was accomplished on June 22, 1995.
Review of the laboratory analyses found the following compounds
at concentrations indicative of unpermitted discharges of in-
dustrial waste:

SANITARY SYSTEM

Ligquid
Organic Metal
Toluene 1,600 ppb Aluminum 11.0 mg/1
Iron 10.0 mg/1
Zinc £.6 mg/1
Sludge
Toluene 15,000 ppb Aluminum 2,900 pgm/gm
p-Isopropyltoluene 140 ppb Barium 10 pugm/gm
Copper 30 pgm/gm
Iron 3,600 pgm/gm
Lead 20 pgm/gm
Manganese 25 ugm/gm
Zinc ‘ 70 pgm/gm

13 HORSEBILOCK PLACE [ FARMINGVILLE, NEW YORK 11738-1220 u
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Chesterfield Associates
September 7, 13935
Page 2

These compounds are ccnsidered toxic or hazardous and are not to
be discharged to the ground, sanitary system, storm drain or
other leaching system. The discharge of any liquid from an in-
dustrial process without having first cbtained a SPDES Permit for
that discharge is a violation of the New York State Environmental
Conservation Law and Article 12 of the Suffolk County Sanitary
Code, which was promulgated to protect the groundwater.

Due to the elevated levels found, YOU ARE DIRECTED to have all
contaminated solids/sludge and liquids pumped from the sanitary
leaching pool by an industrial waste hauler by October 25, 1895.
Under the Suffolk County Code, you may be subject to the imposi-
tion of a $500 civil penalty for each day that these contaminants
are allowed tc leach out from the subsurface ccllection systems.
The ligquid portion may be acceptable at the Bergen Point sewage
treatment facility. Contact Robert Falk at 852-4107 for approval
prior to pumping this material. If the liquid is not acceptable
toc the Department of Public Works, it must be removed and dis-
posed of by a licensed industrial waste hauler along with the
sludge. Kindly notify this office three working days in advance
of the cleanup date so that one of our representatives may be
present. In addition, high-pressure washing or scraping of the
interior walls i1s required to eliminate any residual contamina-
tion. End point samples will be required to determine the
adequacy of the remediation.

For a complete and up-to-date listing cf licensed scavengers, you
should contact the Division of Regulatory Affairs, Waste
Transporter Section of the New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation at (518)457-3254. The hiring of a
cesspool pumping service which is not licensed to haul toxic in-
dustrial waste is a violation of state and county law and pay
subject both you and the non-licensed hauler to civil liability
(fines). It is your responsibility to determine if the scavenger
is licensed to haul industrial waste. Since this work may re-
gquire a Federal Industrial Waste Generator'’'s Permit before
pumpout is accomplished, you should contact the USEPA, Permit
Administration Branch, Region II, Room 432, Jacob K. Javits
Federal Building, New York, New York 10278, or by telephone at
(212)264-9881 to expedite your request so that the cleanout can
be executed within the time frame allotted.

Fees for removal of toxic materials may vary between scavengers;
therefore, you may wish to secure written estimates for your
cleanout. This, however, is not to be construed that the depart-
ment will accept delays in this matter.

Failure to comply with the directives set forth im this letter by
October 26, 1995 will result in this matter being scheduled for a
Formal Administrative Hearing, at which time the department will
be seeking the imposition of the maximum penalties of $500/day
for each and every violation of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code
including, but not limited to, failure to comply with the direc-
tives set forth in this letter. It is in your best interest to
implement the remediation process ocutlined above.
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Chesterfield Associates
September 7, 1995
Page 3

Since the level of contaminants found in the shop sink leaching
pool were insignificant, soill extraction is not reguired.
However, we suggest that the pool be filled in with suitable
material after the shop sink piping has been severed.

If this department can be of any assistance in this regard, feel
free to contact the undersigned at 516-854-2814.

Sincerely, _
il fana (b 0c busts)
D.C. Gobbi, R.S.

Senior Public Health Engineer
Inspection Services Bureau

cc: Robert Falk/SCDPW



Reference 29

Correspondence

From: Lawrence M. Weisberg
Of: Suffolk County Department of Health Services

To: Chesterfield Associates, Inc.

Note: Waiver of Formal Hearing and Stipulated Agreement, Attachment A, Terms and
Conditions Included



STATE OF NEW YORK: COUNTY OF SUFFOLK
DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH SERVICES

: X
In the Matter of the Complaint NOTICE OF FORMAL HEARING
DHS NO. RR-95-66
-against- FACILITY NO. 9-0237
Chesterfield Associates, Inc.
56 South Country Road
Westhampton Beach, N.Y. 11978
Respondent (s) .
X

TO: Chesterfield Associates, Inc.
56 South Country Road
Westhampton Beach, N.Y. 11978
Attn: Brad Allen, V.P.

PLEASE TAKE NOTICE:

THAT YOU ARE DIRECTED TO APPEAR at the office of the
Department of Health Services of the County of Suffolk at 15
Horseblock Place, Farmingville, New York, on the 14th day of
September, 1895 at 9:00 a.m., to respond to the charges made by
the Suffolk County Department of Health Services that the
Respondent(s) violated Article 12 of the Suffolk County Sanitary
Code at 56 South Country Road, Westhampton Beach, NY as detailed,
in Attachment A to this Notice of Formal Hearing with each day or
part of a day of noncompliance being a separate vioclation.

THAT, each separate vioclation is subject to a civil penalty
not to exceed the sum of Five Hundred ($500.00) dollars with each
day or part of a day on which a violation or failure exists
and/or continues constituting a separate violation, as prescribed
by Paragraphs 2 and 5 of Section 760-218 of Article 2 of the
Suffolk County Sanitary Code and Section 309 of the Public Health
Law of the State of New York.

THAT, you have the right to be represented by counsel; You
have the right to testify, present evidence and call witnesses;
You have the right to examine and cross-examine any witness.



PLEASE TAKE NOTICRE

THAT, if you fail to appear, the hearing may be held in your
absence and a determination may be made which may include the im-

position of penalties and that actions be taken by the
Respondent (s) .

THAT, you may contact the Hearing Office at 853-3085, if you

have questions relative to the hearing or require additional in-
formation.

Please be advised that at the Formal Hearing, the Department
‘'will ask for the imposition of the maximum penalties permitted by
law, and that penalties substantially above those indicated in
the waiver form below may be imposed. Furthermore, please be ad-
vised that completed waiver forms received after the return date
indicated in the waiver form will not be accepted without prior
approval by the Department, and late submissions also result in

the Formal Hearing being heard at the time and place indicated in
the attached Notice of Formal Hearing.

Any questions concerning this hearing should be directed to Bruce
H. Wilson at (516) 854-2546.

IN LIEU OF APPEARTNG AT THE FORMAL HEARTNG, you may plead guilty
to the charge(s) by completing the "Waiver of Formal Hearing and
Stipulated Agreement" section below and returning same along with
a check or money order in the amount indicated on the waiver
form, to the Suffolk County Department of Health Services, 15
Horseblock Place, Farmingville, New York 11738. Consultation
with an attorney is recommended. .

DATED: Z/éﬁ%_\’ L e Llrodee,

Lawrepnce M. Weisberd, Hearing Officer
Farmingville, N.Y. ffz;ﬁas

-
2
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WAIVER QF FORMAL HEARING
AND STIPULATED AGREFEMENT

I, the undersigned, certify that I am the proper Restondent in
this action; that I am pleading quilty to the charge, waiviaig my
rights to be hearé cn the charge and consentiag t£a a civil
penalty of $500.00. I am submitting to the Commissionzr cf
Health Services of Suffolk County this fully =axecutad Waiver of
Formal Hearing and Stipulated Agreement along with a check cr
money order in the amount of the civil penaltj agraed to zbove.
I understand and agrze that this executad Waivar cf Formal
Hearing and Stipulated Agreement and payment must be suimitzad by
September 7, 1995 to be accepted by the Commissioner, and that
failure to submit same by such date will result in cthe Formal
Hearing being held at the time, date and place indicatsd in tke
Notice of Formal Hearing. In addltlon, I agree o comply with
the Terms and Conditions set forth in Attachment A of this Notice
of Formal Hearing by the dates indicated therein.

I am hereby acknowledging that I have been advised that this
Stipulated Agreement has the force and effect of a Commrssicner’s
Order, and that failure to comply with the Terms and Conditions
set forth in Attachment A to this Notice of Formal Hesringc con-
stitutes violations which are subject to penalties as proviced by
Section 760-218 of Article 2 of the Suffolk County Saritary Code
for each day or part of a day on which a v:t.olatd.on or fzilure ex-
ists.

-

Docket No.: RR-95:66 Date sigmed: ]—/,’—75.'
i -

Respondent: 6//¢:]d S/( g S s gq,\il veg

By: (Sigmature): )X( Mﬂ

\/ N
(Printed) : Gilbert W. Simmers, Jr.

Titcle: g \tﬁ’l.’,
Corporation: &,‘LQLg- . ../CJ #SQO(_L“—(OQ ke

(if applicable)

Telephone No.: S/ iec-¢crco




ATTACHMENT A to DHS# RR-95-66

It is alleged that Respondent(s), above-named, failed to comply
with the following provisions of the Suffolk County Sanitary Code
(hereinafter, the "CODE") as indicated below:

A.

On or before December 16, 1994, Respondent(s) wviolated
Section 760-1206 ©f Article 12 of the CODE in that_
Respondent (s) had caused or permitted the construction and/or
installation of three (3) aboveground indocor 275 gallon
storage tanks and one (1) aboveground indoor 150 gallon
storage tank for the storage of toxic or hazardous materials
at 56 South Country Road, Westhampton Beach, New York
(hereinafter, the "SITE"), without first obtaining a valid
"Permit to Construct" from the Suffolk County Department of
Health Serxrvices (hereinafter, the "DEPARTMENT"), with each
day or part of a day of non-compliance with the CODE and the
regulations and standards promulgated thereunder being a
separate violation of the CODE.

On December 16, 1994, and each day thereafter, Respondent(s)
violated Section 760-1207 of Article 12 of the CODE in that
Respondent (s) caused or permitted the use and/or filling of
three (3) aboveground indoor 275 gallon storage tanks and one
(1) aboveground indcor 150 gallon storage tank for the
storage of toxic or hazardous materials at the SITE, without
first cobtaining a valid "Permit to. Operate" from the
DEPARTMENT, with each day or part of a day of non-compliance
with the CODE and the regulations and standards promulgated
thereunder being a separate violation of the CODE. ' .

On December 16, 1994, and each day thereafter, Respondent (s)
violated Section 760-1214 of Article 12 of the CODE in that
Respondent (s) caused or permitted the use and/or maintenance
of three (3) aboveground indoor 275 gallon storage tanks and
one (1) aboveground indcor 150 gallon storage tank for the
storage of toxic or hazardous materials at the SITE without
first comstructing, fabricating and installing said storage
facility in accordance with the requirements of Article 12 of
the CODE and the regulations and standards promulgated
thereunder, with each day or part of a day of non-compliance
with the CODE and the regulations and standards promulgated
thereunder being a separate vioclation of the CODE.



TERMS AND CONDITIONS

In satisfaction of the above-named Respondent(s) vioclations of
the Suffolk County Sanitary Code, Respondent(s) agree to comply
with the following Terms and Conditions as well as to the above

stated conditions of the Waiver of Formal Hearing and Stipulated
Agreement :

1.

Respondent (s) shall, within 15 days of signing the Stipulated
Agreement in this matter, submit a properly completed
"Suffolk County Department Of Health Services Toxic Liquid
Storage Registration Form", together with the appropiate
registration fees, for any storage facility for toxic or
hazardous materials (hereinafter, "FACILITY" or "FACILITIES")
at the SITE, reguiring registration under Article 12 of the
CODE and the regulations and standards promulgated thereunder
that has not been previously registered w1th the DEPARTMENT
by the Respondent(s).

Respondent (s) shall, within 90 days of signing the Stipulated
Agreement in this matter, remove all FACILITIES located at
the SITE which do not fully comply with the CODE and the
regulations and standards promulgated. thereunder in a manner
acceptable to the DEPARTMENT.

Respondent (s) shall notify the DEPARTMENT at least two
working days (Monday through Friday) in advance of the
removal cof any FACILITY from the SITE as a representative of
the DEPARTMENT must be present to witness the removal.

-
Regpondent (s) may, in lieu of complying with Items #2 and #3
of the Terms and Conditions of this Stipulated Agreement
concerning removal of non-complying FACILITIES, upgrade the
aboveground FACILITIES at the SITE by:

a. Within 30 days of signing the Stipulation in this matter,
1. Respondent(s) submitting an Application for a "Permit

to Construct Toxic/Hazardous Materials Storage
Facility" to the DEPARTMENT; and,
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2. Respondent(s) submitting plans to the DEPARTMENT in az
approvable form prepared by an engineer or architecz
licensed by the State of New York. {The term
"approvable form" where used within this document
means approval can be granted by the DEPARTMENT, aftex
minimal revision. The term "minimal revision" whera
used within this document means that Respondent (s) can
incorporate such revisions indicated by the
DEPARTMENT, resubmit the required document within
fifteen (15) days after receiving the DEPARTMENT's

comments, and obtain subsegquent approval of that
document }; and

3. Respondent(s) submitting any other forms required by
the DEPARTMENT; and

4. Respondent(s) submitting any fees required by the
DEPARTMENT for consideration of the Application.
Failure by the Respondent(s) to cbtain a valid Permit
to Construct from the DEPARTMENT within 90 days of
signing the Stipulation in this matter shall void the
Respondent(s) ‘s right under this section to elect
upgrading of FACILITIES in lieu of removal of same,
and the Respondent (s) shall remove all non-complying
FACILITIES immediately upon such failure; and

b. Respondent (s) completing the upgrading of the aboveground
FACILITIES referred to above by the expiration date of the
Permit to Comnstruct or within 120 days of issuance of the
Permit to Construct by the DEPARTMENT, whichever cdate.
occurs first. Failure by the Respondent(s) to camplete
upgrading within 120 days of the DEPARTMENT’s issuance of
a Permit to Comstruct shall void the Respondent(s) right
under this section to elect upgrading of FACILITIES in
lieu of removal of same, and the Respondent(s) shall

remove all non-complying FACILITIES immediately upon such
failure; and

c¢. Respondent (s) notifying the DEPARTMENT at least two wcrk-
ing days (Monday through Friday) prior to commencing the
upgrading of the aboveground FACILITIES referred to abcve.

5. If the DEPARTMENT fails to review the documents and
submissions required for upgrading the aboveground FACILITIES
by Item #4 of the Terms and Conditions above within 45 cays
of receiving same, the DEPARTMENT will grant an extension
beyond the 120 day time limits imposed by 4b above of one day
for each day of delay commencing with the 46th day of receipt
of these documents and submissions.
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U.S. Freshwater Wetlands Maps.






