City of Rochester, New York

EPA Brownfield Cleanup Grant Proposal
937-941 Genesee Street

November 19, 2012

lI.C Threshold Criteria for Cleanup Grants

1. Applicant Eligibility

a. Eligible Entity

The City of Rochester (City) is an incorporated general purpose unit of local government in New York State.
b. Site Ownership

The City of Rochester is the sole owner of 937-941 Genesee Street. The City took site ownership of the
property through property tax foreclosure proceedings on November 2, 2012,

2. Letter from the NY State Environmental Authority: State acknowledgment letter (Attachment A).

3. Site Eligibility and Property Ownership Eligibility

a. Basic Site Information

3.a (a) Name of the Site: 937-941 Genesee Street

3.a {b) Address of the Site: 937-941 Genesee Street, Rochester New York, 14611 (The Site)
3.a (c) Current owner of the Site: City of Rochester

3.a. (d) If not the current owner: NA

3.b Status and History of Contamination of the Site

3.b (a) Previous studies indicate Petroleum Contamination (e.g. kerosene, diesel fuel, lube oil, mineral
spirits, non-chlorinated Stoddard solvents) is present in soil and groundwater at the Site.

3.b (b) Operational History/ Current use: The Site consists of one (1) parcel owned by the City with an
area of approximately 0.248 acres addressed as 937-941 Genesee Street. A Phase | Environmental Site
Assessment (ESA), performed for the Site in 2002 and updated in November 2012, {Stantec Environmental
Consulting, Inc., Rochester, NY), indicated that the Site was occupied by an auto repair facility from 1912 to
1941 and by dry a cleaners from 1946 until its 2009 demolition. The Site is currently vacant.

3.b (c) Environmental concerns: A Phase | ESA and Phase || ESA were completed at Site In November
2002 and July 2011, respectively. Recognized environmental conditions (RECs) were identified at the Site.
The results of the Phase || ESA indicated the presence of Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) impacts in
soil and groundwater. Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) analysis of samples taken from eight (8) test
borings and three (3) groundwater monitoring wells indicated the presence of: medium weight petroleum
hydrocarbons, consistent with diesel fuel, medium weight kerosene; heavy weight lube oil; light weight
mineral spirits; and non-chlorinated Stoddard solvent.

3.b (d) How the Site became contaminated ...nature of contamination: During the demolition of the
former building, a partially buried 55-gallon drum was observed. The drum was filled with stone, had no
bottom and was buried in the floor at the rear of the building. It is assumed that the drum was being utilized
as adry well structure and was the likely source of subsurface soil and groundwater contamination at the
Site. The area of the dry well, on the southwestern portion of the Site, was specifically investigated as part
of the Phase |l ESA conducted in July 2011. Historic use of the Site as automotive repair and drycleaners
appears to have resulted in contamination of soil and groundwater at the Site.

3.c Sites ineligible for Funding. Affirm the Site is:
3.c (a) The Site is not currently listed or proposed for listing on the National Priorities List.



3.c (b} The Site is not subject to unilateral administrative orders, court orders, administrative orders on
consent, or judicial consent decrees issued to or entered into by parties under CERCLA.

3.c (c) The Site is not subject to the jurisdiction, custody, or control of the United States government.
3.d The Site is not subject to a planned or ongoing CERCLA removal action. A property specific funding
determination is not required.

3.6 An ASTM E1903-11 Phase il Environmental Site Assessment (Phase || ESA) was performed at the
Site in July 2011. The Phase Il ESA consisted of advancement of eight (8) test borings, installation of
three (3) overburden groundwater monitoring wells, and the collection and analysis of soil and
groundwater samples. A Supplemental Phase || ESA was completed in October 2012 which included
advancement of eight (8) additional soil borings, five (5} of which were converted to overburden
monitoring wells and one bedrock well and the collection and analysis of soil and groundwater samples.
The findings of the 2011 and 2012 Phase Il ESAs documented soil and groundwater impacted by volatile
organic compounds (VOCs), most notably, diesel fuel, kerosene, lube oil, mineral spirits, and non-
chiorinated Stoddard soivents, which exceed reguiatory criteria.

Property Ownership Eligibility

3.f CERCLA §107 Liability: Petroleum Site, Not Applicable

3.g Enforcement or Other Actions: Petroleum Site, Not Applicable

3.h Information on Liability and Defense/Protections: Petroleum Site, Not Applicable

3.i Petroleum Sites The City submitted a request to the Region 8 NYSDEC for a petroleum site

determination in accordance with the program guidelines. A copy of the request letter and the State

Petroleum Site Eligibility Determination Letter, received on November 1, 2012 is attached in Attachment B.
3.i.({i). The City of Rochester is the current owner of the Site. The immediate past owner was Amir Ali
Mithani, Ali Shah Kaniji Mithani, and Feroz Ali Mithani, doing business as Mithani Brothers Enterprises.
3.i.(ii). The City obtained the Site through property tax foreclosure proceedings on November 2, 2012.
3.i.(iii). The City, as current owner, (1) has not dispensed or disposed of petroleum or petroleum
product contamination, or exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination at the site; (2) did not own
the Site during any time in which dispensing or disposai of petroleum (by others) took piace; and (3) has
taken reasonable steps with regard to the contamination at the site. It is unknown if the previous
owners, Mithani Brothers Enterprises (1) dispensed or disposed of petroleum or petroleum product
contamination, or exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination at the site; (2) had owned the site
when any dispensing or disposal of petroleum {by others) took place; or (3) took reasonable steps with
regard to the contamination at the site.
3.i.(iv). The City has not dispensed or disposed of petroleum or petroleum products at the property, nor
has the City exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination. The City has taken reasonable steps as
appropriate with regard to contamination.
3.i.{v). The site is of "relatively low risk" compared to other petroleum or petroleum product-only
contaminated sites in New York. The nature and extent of petroleum contamination has been
delineated and is confined to the Site. The site is not receiving or utilizing Leaking Underground
Storage Tank (LUST) trust fund monies.
3.i.{vi). No responsible party is identified for the site through court judgment/administrative order,
enforcement action, citizen suit, contribution action or third-party claim.
3.i. {vii). The site is not subject to any order under section 9003(h) of the Sclid Waste Disposal Act.
3.1.(vili). No viable financially responsible party has been identified.



4, Cleanup Authority and Oversight Structure

4.a The City will execute a stipuiation agreement with the NYSDEC under the Agency’s Spills Program and
perform ali cleanup activities under NYSDEC oversight. The City will assign a senior environmental staff
person to oversee and manage the environmental firm selected to perform the remediation work. Remedial
services will be performed through a professional services agreement, and will be procured using an, open
competitive selection process in accordance with NYS General Municipal Law and 40 CFR Part 31.36. The
selected firm and agreement amount will be subject to Rochester City Council authorization. In accordance
with standard City brownfield cleanup procedures, the City project manager will coordinate the review and
approval process for the remedial action with the Monroe County Department of Health (MCDH) and the
NYSDEC. Citizen participation activities and involvement will be based on a Public Information Plan (PIP).
The City project manager will carefully coordinate site reuse plans with remedial work plan development
and site remediation activities.

4.b The City has already communicated with adjoining property owners by distributing an informational letters, and
by presenting details of the proposed cleanup project at the Genesee Corridor Business Association and Southwest
Common Council meetings held on October 10t and 18, 2012, respectively. A copy of the meeting minutes, sign-
in sheet, questions and comments as well as a copy of the informational letter are attached in Attachment C.
Contamination is not anticipated to impact adjacent properties; however, the City has experience on several other
sites with negotiating successful access agreements should additional work need to be performed on private
property. The City will follow its general practice of advising adjoining property owners of potential impacts of
remedial projects and discuss the potential for the need for access before any work begins. Should property
access agreements be needed the City will negotiate mutually acceptable terms including restoration of any
damage to property.

5. Cost Share

5.a Statutory Cost Share: The City's matching share for the grant will be from the City of Rochester’s
DES Fiscal Year 2014 Cash Capital Allocation and Operating Budget. The current cleanup cost estimate is
approximately $251,876. As a result, the City requires approximately $51,876 in additional funds (above
and beyond the Grant) to compiete the cleanup. The NYS brownfield grant program for municipalities
currently does not remaining funds. Therefore, the EPA grant is needed in order for the City to proceed
with this project. The City’s matching project share, however, will exceed the required 20% cost share
requirements for the proposed cleanup grant.

5.b The City is not requesting a hardship waiver.

6. Community Notification: The City provided notice to the community about its cleanup grant proposal, which
included a draft Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA) (Attachment D) in several ways. An event
notice was posted on the City’s website “Calendar of Events” inviting citizens to attend a meeting of the Southwest
Common Council on October 18, 2012. The City presented information about the 937-941 Genesee Street site,
discussed the proposed cleanup approach and the grant application and provided an opportunity for comments. A
Public Notice was also published in the Rochester Democrat and Chronicle newspaper on October 8, 2012
conveying the City's intention to apply for EPA Cleanup Grant funding and providing details to readers as to the
location and availability of project documents. Letters were also sent to affected property owners, businesses, and
community groups providing informing about the proposed project, and requesting letters of support for the City's
Site cleanup efforts. Information regarding this cleanup application was also published on the City Division of
Environmental Quality web page: www.cityofrochester.govicitydepartments for review and comment. A copy of




the meeting notification, meeting notes and sign-in sheet, the draft ABCA, and support letters from involved
community-based organizations are attached in Attachment C.

V.B. Ranking Criteria for Cleanup Grants

1. Community Need

1.a Heaith, Welfare and Environment

1.a. (i} There are approximately 6,000 commercial and industrial properties in the City, that cover about 5,300
acres of land. Itis estimated that as many as 3,800 of those properties have environmental issues that impair
property values and reuse. At least one (1) Monroe County Department of Health (MCDH) suspected or
confirmed waste site is within one haif mile of the Site. There are also 16 vacant parcels, 13 sites in tax
foreclosure, and two (2) identified brownfield sites. Police and Fire Department response statistics indicate that
vacant properties become locations for drug trafficking and theft. Vandalism, theft and arson at these sites can
cause the disturbance and release of ashestos and other contaminated materials to surrounding areas creating
exposure hazards to neighborhood children and adults, utility workers, City environmental services crews,
police, and fire fighters. In addition, there are at least five (5) properties with City imposed, Activities Use
Restrictions (AUL) within %2 mile of the target Site. AUL permit restrictions are institutional control measures
requiring an environmental review be performed prior to any redevelopment activities at a property, in order to
minimize potential environmental or health exposures to suspected or known contaminants at a Site.

The majority of these vacant or underutilized sites are less than one acre in size, located adjacent to residences,
and within one of the City’s most disadvantaged neighborhoods. The City has the 7t highest childhood poverty
rate in the country with 54% of children living in poverty (Rochester Democrat & Chronicle, {2010 Census],
September 21, 2012). Rochester has some of the oldest housing stock in the poorest condition in New York
State according to the University of Rochester's Environmental Health Sciences Center. Recent studies show
that poverty, education, drug use and domestic vioience, all common in disadvantaged neighborhoods, correlate
to premature births and low birth rates (Rochester Democrat and Chronicle, [2010 US Census], 9/23/2012).
Infant mortality rates in the City of Rochester, 14.1 deaths/1000 live births, exceed every other major city in NYS
(NYSDOH 2010). “Toxic stress’, the chronic stress of living in poverty or with other barriers to social and
economic mobility, also has lifelong adverse effects” (Dr. Jeff Kaczorowski, Children’s Agenda, Rochester, New
York).

In 2005, Rochester was ranked as having the highest risks posed to humans in the Northeast, according an
gvaluation by USEPA using its Risk Screening Environmental Indicators which is based on Toxics Release
Inventory (TRI) data. EPA's evaluation concluded that toxic air emissions were the primary source of exposure.
The risk screening results were of enough concern to EPA that it requested that Rochester pursue an EPA
Community Action for a Renewed Environment (CARE) project in Rochester.

2010 Rochester City School District statistics indicate that 14% of children in kindergarten through 12t grade
have asthma and that this trend continues to increase from year to year. Among Pre-kindergarten to 6% graders
the prevalence is even greater, 15.7 %. State-wide the asthma rate for children is 11% and nationally the
prevalence is 9.1% suggesting that school aged children in the City are at a greater risk. According to the
African American Health Task Force 2003 report, “the hospitalization rate for asthma in Monroe County is still
more than three times greater among African Americans than among the non-African American population.”
Minorities comprise over 50% of the population in the Gity and more than 87% in the neighborhood around 937-
941 Genesee Street.

Prior to the Rochester's 2005 lead law in the City over 1,000 children were lead poisoned each year, with lead



poisoning rates in some neighborhoods exceeding 35%. Rates of lead poisoning have decreased since the
enactment of the law but are still a significant concern. Eighty-five percent of lead poisoned children are racial
minorities and 90% live in homes subsidized by public assistance. The Center for Governmental Research
(CGR} identified pervasive neighborhood problems stating “the City of Rochester, especially in neighborhoods in
the crescent that surrounds the Central Business District ... “dispfay the characteristics associated with elevated
blood fead levels, including: concentration of minority residents, high percentage of families in poverty, a large
proportion of the population that does not receive a high school diploma, low housing values, low owner
occupancy rates and high population densities.”

1.b Financial Need
1.b (i) Describe the economic impact of brownfields on the targeted community:

Co.l:r:lgue!:ity ' Rocéhye:tfer rgg:: ::; New York State National
Population' 1,907 210,565 744,344 19,378,102 | 308,745,538
Unemployment? N/A 1.7 % 8.4% 9.9% 8.2%
Poverty Rate' 48.0 % 258 % 154 % 149 % 15.1%
Percent Minority' 87.8 % 50 % 23.9% 34.3% 26.7 %
viedian Housefold $18,145 $30,138 $49,532 $55,605 § 49,445
12010 U.S Census
2 New York State Department of Labor

Rochester's City Budget Bureau projects a total budget gap for Fiscal Year 2014 of $42.7 million. This
projected gap increases to $99.3 miilion by fiscal year 2017-18 when it represents over 25% of the fotal
inflation adjusted City budget. Excluding 2009 ARRA stimuius funding, since the year 2000, federal aid for
the City's administration of federally funded programs declined 20%. Rochester lost 4.2% of its population
between 2000 and 2010 (US Census Bureau) which when combined with the increase in abandoned
properties and manufacturing loses, has depressed property valuations in many neighborhoods.

The City has experienced a general, long-term decline in real assessed property values in many
neighborhoods which has affected the willingness of businesses and developers to invest in Brownfield
properties since cleanup costs alone frequently exceed property values. Rochester has experienced
massive job losses in its traditional industrial jobs and continues to experience facility closings at some of
its major employers such as Eastman Kodak, Delphi, and Valeo. The 2011 bankruptcy announcement
from Kodak, which once employed as many as 65,000 people in Rochester, as recently as the 1980’s,
continues to add to the uncertain economic future in the City and clouds the future of nearly 500 acres of

land within the City.

While Rochester has secured several previous EPA Brownfield Grants, and the City has an active and
successful brownfield program, it is able to remediate only 5 to 10 acres per year. The private sector
completes cleanups at about the same pace. As a result, there are hundreds of acres of brownfield
properties located within the City that still need environmental assessment and cleanup. In addition, no
resolution has been reached to refund the NYSDEC's Environmental Restoration Program (ERP), which



Rochester has used very successfully for 15 years. ERP grants, totaling $10 million, have represented
approximately 30% of the City’s brownfield capital funding for cleanup projects during the last ten years.
Much of the costs for demolition of structures on brownfields must be financed with municipal funding which
limits funds available for actual remediation. Consequently, cleanup grant funding from EPA is very
necessary for the City to continue its brownfield cleanup efforts.

2. Project Description and Feasibility of Success

2.a Project Description

2.a (i) Previous investigations conducted at the Site and described in Section 3.b.(c), have delineated the
horizontal and vertical extent of on-site, petroleum VOC and non-chlorinated contamination, believed to be
Stoddard solvent, in the soil and groundwater. Two (2) areas of contamination were defined, one beneath
the former building location on the southwest portion of the site (former dry cleaning area), and the second
area beneath the southeastern portion of the site in front of the former building. In addition, shallow urban
fill was documented to contain elevated levels of metals and semi-volatile organic compounds (SVOCs).
The proposed redevelopment of the site will be integrated into the ongoing Brooks Landing Redevelopment
project, providing the opportunity for needed residential and mixed use/ commercial development to service
the surrounding neighborhood and businesses.

In 2009, in order to secure the Site, the City completed an emergency demolition of the site structure, which
had partially collapsed. Although privately owned at the time, the City was granted court ordered access to
the Site, on March 31, 2011 in order to perform the necessary environmental assessment work to delineate
the nature and extent of known and suspected contaminants at the Site. Studies included:

Phase | ESA of 23 contiguous parcels in the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal District {(Nov 2002);
Phase Il ESA of 937 Genesee Street (July 2011);

Phase | ESA of 937 Genesee Street (Sept. 2012);

Supplemental Phase Il ESA of 937 Genesee Street (Oct. 2012); and

Microbial Insights Bio-traps Analysis for 937 Genesee Street {Oct. 2012)

2.a (ii) The proposed cleanup pian will include: contaminated soif source removal; remediation of
contaminated groundwater via oxygen releasing compound; and removal of shallow impacted fill material.
The Task-by-Task technical approach to implementing this plan is discussed in greater detail in Section
2.b (i} below. This approach is expected to include one year of quarterly groundwater monitoring, after
which, the site will be returned to productive use. The proposed cleanup plan and its implementation wili
be approved by the NYSDEC and will be completed in accordance with NYSDEC Spills Program
Guidelines. After the cleanup is completed, the Site will be available for restricted residential or commercial
use and will be subject fo appropriate environmental engineering controls (e.g., placement of a clean soil
cover, installation of a sub-slab depressurization system in future buildings). An Activities Use Limitation
permit restriction will also be entered into the City’s Building Information System (BIS) institutional control
system which initiates an environmental review of all new permit applications for the Site.

Following site Cleanup, the City will issue a redevelopment Request for Proposals. Redevelopment
proposals will be evaluated and ranked by several factors including: compatibility with the cleanup and
institutional controls; and following City Site Plan Review to ensure the dictates of the Brooks Landing
Redeveiopment Plan zoning are followed, emphasizing the current design and cultural significance of the
local landscape. The selected Redevelopment Plan will need to include a design complementary to
existing green-space, and the Genesee River area and Genesee Valley Park.



2.b Budget for EPA Funding... and Leveraging Other Resources

2.b (i) 937-941 Genesee Street EPA Cleanup Grant Budget

Task 1 Task 3 Task 4
Budget {Remedial Work Lfbifif Contaminated | GW Trealment/ Rzazlr(tiﬁ Total
Category | Plan/HASP/ | oot | SoilSource | GWQuality | dpl c /Eg
QAPP/ ABCA P removal Evaluation

Personnel $1,700 $ 1,548 $3,516 $ 3,422 $ 1,656 $ 11,842
Fringe 751 $ 684 $ 1,554 $1,513 $732 $5,234
Travel $ 600 $0 $0 $ 600 $ 600 $ 1,800
Equipment  |$0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Supplies $ 100 $ 500 $100 $ 200 $ 100 $ 1,000
Contractual  |$ 16,000 $ 2,000 $170,000  [$ 28,000 $ 16,000 $ 232,000
Other $0 $0 $0 $0 $0 $0
Contingency
EPA Grant |5 600 $0 $175170  1$23,630 $600 $ 200,000
City Share *  |$18,551 $4,732 $0 $ 10,105 $18,488 $ 51,876
rotelProject g 9151 |s4732  ($175170  [$33735 $19088 5251876

* All procurement will comply with procedures in 40CFR 31.36.

Project Description and Task Narrative: The work described below will be completed through a
professional services agreement. The remedial actions will be designed, observed, and documented by a
professional environmental consultant.

Task 1 Remedial Work Plan/ HASP/ QAPP/ CAMP/ ABCA: This task will include the preparation of required
draft and final Remedial Work Plan. The Remedial Work Plan will include specifications for cleanup, an
Environmental Management Plan, Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP), Quality Assurance Project Plan
(QAPP) to ensuring the adequacy of the cleanup, including confirmation sampling, and a Health & Safety
Plan (HASP). The Remedial Work Plan process will include submissions & presentations to agencies, and
any revisions needed for approval. These plans will be prepared and approved in accordance with the
NYSDEC Spills Program guidelines and will be subject to county and state health department approvals. In
accordance with EPA cooperative agreement requirements an Anaiysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives
(ABCA} and a Cleanup Decision Memo will also be completed. The budgeted grant amount is for
consultant and DEQ staff programmatic costs for work plan development. [Output = Remedial WP/ HASP/
QAPP/ CAMP/ ABCA. Estimated Task Cost = $ 19,151].

Task 2 Public Participation: This task includes preparation of a Public Information Plan (PIP) for the Site
and associated activities such as neighborhood meetings, notices, presentations, and coordination of reuse
planning with the remedial project. Additional tasks include maintaining the document repository, the
project web-page (http:/'www.cityofrochester.gov/des/deq.cfm.), and establishing a project complaint
response process. Budgeted funds are for consultant services and City staff PIP program management
services. [Outputs = draft and Final Public Information Plan. Estimated Task Cost = $ 4,732].




Task 3 Contaminated Soil Source Removal: This task includes petroleum contaminated soil source
removal from two (2) identified Areas of Concern (AOC1 and AOC2) to the top of bedrock {average of
approximately 15 feet), and one (1) shallow excavation {to an average depth of 1 foot) in the third (AOC3).
Approximately 980 cubic yards (CY) of contaminated soil will be removed and hauied to an approved
landfill for disposal. Soils from the excavations that are determined to be clean through testing (estimated
630 CY) will be staged on-site and reused for backfilling part of the excavation. Excavation will be
completed by an environmental construction contractor and will be directed by a professional engineering
consultant. The engineering consultant will provide continuous perimeter and work zone air monitoring
during all soil removal activities using a photoionization device (PID) to ensure that workers and the public
are not exposed to elevated concentrations of VOCs. To address potential fugitive dust, odors, and vapors,
the contractor will have emergency controls (dust and vapor suppression equipment} available for use
during excavation activities.

The horizontal and vertical limits of excavation have been established through previous investigations.
Field screening with the PID and cbservations made during excavation activities will be used to isolate
actual contamination boundaries. Once it has been determined through field observations that all impacted
soil has been removed, confirmation soil samples will be collected from excavation sidewalls and floors to
confirm removal of all contaminated areas. The confirmation soil samples will be sent to an accredited
laboratory for analysis. Additional samples will be collected at the discretion of the Field Team Leader
based on observations in the field. All samples selected for potential analysis will be containerized,
labeled, and immediately stored on ice in a cooier in accordance with the site Quality Assurance Project

Plan.

The budgeted grant amount is for contractor/ consultant and DEQ staff programmatic costs for remedial
activities and project oversight. [Qutput = Estimated 980 CY {or ~ 1,600 tons) of contaminated soil and 140
CY asphalt and concrete removed from Site. Estimated Task Cost=$ 175,170).

Task 4 GW Treatment/ GW Quality Evaluation: This task includes consuitant services for the
application of ORC™ or EHC-O™, an oxygen additive, to the open AOC 1 and AOC 2 excavations to assist
in addressing residual VOC impacted groundwater. This alternative is a proven technology for treating
petroleum compounds and will be very effective at removing contaminants that may remain after soils have
been removed. A total of five (5) groundwater monitoring wells will be installed following excavation and
the application of an oxygen additive to the excavation. Subsequently, between one and two years of
guarterly groundwater monitoring wili be conducted to verify the effectiveness of the remedial measures.
[Output = Application of approximately 700 Ibs. of Oxygen Release Compound (ORC), 5 Groundwater
Monitoring Wells/ 2 years groundwater evaluation. Estimated Task Cost = $ 33,735].

Task 5 Reporting and Institutional Controls/Engineering Controls: This task includes DEQ staff and
consultant services for the preparation of draft and final remedial construction engineering reporting and
groundwater monitoring program performance reporting required by the NYSDEC. The task will generate
documentation of the cleanup, ongoing operations, maintenance and monitoring requirements including
any engineering controls and use restrictions. The City's institutional control, the building permit flagging
system, will be used for the parcel consistent with the final NYSDEC approved Site Management Plan
{SMP). [Output = draft and Final Engineering Report/ AUL permit restriction application. Estimated Task
Cost = $ 19,088].




2.b (i) Plan for tracking...outputs: The City has already adopted the area-wide Southwest Quadrant
Strategic Plan, as well as the more localized Brooks Landing Urban Renewal Plan, many of the goals of
which coincide with the expected outputs and outcomes of the Brownfield Program, including: identifying
brownfield sites, completing Phase | and Il ESAs at strategic properties, leveraging public and private
funding for cleanup and economic redevelopment of sites, and reducing the community's exposure to
hazardous substances. Three (3} additional brownfield properties have already been identified (874-880,
900-904, and 68-92 Genesee Street), and a Phase i and Phase |l ESA has been completed at a fourth
property located at 412-422 Genesee Street. In addition, more than $65 Million in public and private
investment has been leveraged towards the successful completion of several key projects in the area (see
Table 2.b (iii) beiow).

The City DEQ tracks and measures its output and outcome progress through its well established grant and
project management system. EPA cooperative agreement actual work plan outputs will be compared to
work plan estimates, and results will be reported via the USEPA Assessment, Cleanup, and
Redevelopment Exchange System (ACRES) through regular quarterly report submittals. The project
schedule (Attachment E) will allow the City to maintain momentum, to identify milestones crucial for
tracking progress towards expected outcomes/ outputs, and to create opportunities to engage the
community throughout the project. Project managers will provide performance data and project status
information to the DEQ Grants Compfiance Coordinator (GCC). The GCC will monitor budgetary and
environmental outputs and deliverables, and assemble output and outcome data for the Project Director to
evaluate. Project outputs/ outcomes, and variances from expected cooperative agreement work plan
progress are investigated and reported to EPA both informally and through required reporting.

The City measures outcome data for specific sites and on a City-wide basis including: numbers of sites and
acres remediated/year. These data are tracked for all City brownfield sites and reported in the City's
annual budget. Average remedial costs/acre are calculated based on intended future use (i.e. commercial,
industrial, residential) and are tracked as well. The City also tracks: outside and private sector site
investment, increases in assessed valuation and annual property tax revenues, and project specific job
retention and creation, specifically for brownfield sites as part of the City's Rochester by the Numbers
(RBN) performance management system. Qutcomes for the Site will be reported to EPA during the project.

2.b (iil) Leveraging. The City has already confributed over $41,000 in municipal funding towards
emergency demolition of the Site structure, securing the Site and completing several ESAs in order to
delineate the nature and extent of contamination at the Site (see Section 2.a (i) for list of completed ESAs).
The current proposed budget for this project, estimated to be $251,876, is based on sound engineering and
extensive experience with similar sites. The projected budget gap of $51,876 will be met by utilizing
resources from the DES Fiscal Year 2013-2014 Cash Capital Allocation for brownfield investigation and
cleanup. Future funding for the City's share, $51,876, has aiready been identified in the City's FY 2013-
2014 Capital Improvement Plan for this project. This Cleanup Project, located in the center of the Brooks
Landing Urban Renewal District, is also positioned to help leverage over $65 million in public and private
investments for several neighboring properties. Table 2.b (iii) summarizes the current level of investment
surrounding the Site. 937-941 Genesee Street is an integral component to these developments.
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Table 2.b (iii) Leveraged Resources
Jobs Funding
Project Name Size Redevelopment Use Created/ Retained (p;:}vl;:;&
Valley Court . . I ~20 temporary s
Subdivision 4.5acres | 29 Single Family Residentiai construction jobs $ 5.5 Million
. ~ 45 temporary
Brooks Landing 2-story, 28,000sq,. ft. ! -
. 1.7 acres , . . construction $ 4.6 Miliion
Business Center Office/ Commercial Retail ~114 permanent jobs
: ~90 temporary
Brooks Landing Hotel | 1.6 acres 4-story, 80 rooms, conference construction jobs $ 13 Million
center .
25 permanent jobs
Brooks Landing 11-story, first floor commercial ~200 temporary
Student Housing 1.2 acres 10 f%ors student housin ‘ construction jobs $ 19.4 Million
(proposed) 9 ~40 permanent jobs
Brooks Landing Public 18+ Public improvements; . -
improvement Project acres waterfront; park gateway; trails, Data not available § 1.2 Million
Riverview Apartment | 5.6 acres University thsl?;:zsmr sludent Data not available $ 25 Million

2.c.  Programmatic Capability and Past Performance

2.c (i} This remedial action phase of the project will be managed under the NYSDEC Spills Program. The
City DEQ will assign an Environmental Specialist to manage the environmental Consultant performing the
work. Firm selection will be in compliance with all competitive procurement standards set forth in 40 CFR
Part 31.36. Request for proposals (RFP) will be prepared by the brownfield coordinator in accordance with
the EPA approved work plan. RFP drafts will be reviewed and approved by the DEQ Manager prior to
solicitation. Proposals received by the City will be carefully reviewed, scored, and ranked; proposal costs,
carefuily analyzed and compared; and consultant interviews, held prior to final selection. Once a consultant
is selected, a recommendation for Council authorization will be made and, if approved, a professional
service agreement with the consultant will be executed. DEQ has 26 years experience in procuring
professional environmental consulting services under EPA’s brownfield cooperative agreement
procurement requirements and will follow all contractor and sub-award/sub-grant requirements.

The City's brownfield coordinator has over 26 years experience and has managed the DEQ since 1994,
The DEQ includes five full-time environmental professionals and a full-time grants and finance coordinator.
Collectively DEQ staff members have over 80 years of experience in managing assessment and cleanup
projects under Voluntary and Brownfield Cleanup Programs (VCP & BCP). DEQ has managed $10 miflion
in NYSDEC ERP grant funds for six brownfield sites in addition to two NYS Brownfield Opportunity Area
planning grants. DEQ also managed $6.2 million in grants for investigation and cleanup of a 21-acre NYS
Superfund site that was redeveloped into a $26.4 million regional fire training facility. DEQ established the
City's Environmental and Institutional Control System for City managed brownfield sites in 1996. This
system currently tracks and manages about 143 parcels in the City.

In the past four (4} years, succession planning and organizational changes in the DEQ, designed to
encourage retention of experienced staff by expanding the team's functional responsibilities, led to
promotion of two senior environmental specialists. DEQ personnel were encouraged to take civil service
exams for every title within the division. As a result, each DEQ staff person is now reachabie on civil
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service lists for every staff level title within the division so that promotions can be made quickly in the event
of a vacancy.

2.c (ii) Adverse Audits: The City of Rochester has not had any adverse audit findings.

2.¢ (i) Past Performance: Rochester's most recent EPA brownfield grants have included:

R i I o PR
935 West Broad Street | -, fggo('gggnup Soll Source Removal:In-Si $0 Closed 10/2012
Photech e ;Szagoc’gggnup Soll Sourae Removal -S| ¢10,134 00/30/2012
6264 Scio Street | . S0 000 ; Soll Soupce Removal: S| §22.463 1213112012
EPA BAP Assessment Eé&oggg Phase ! & Phase || ESAs $3,924 1213112012
BOA S:},fOGf:fsme“‘ S200900 | BOA Phase | & Phase I ESAs | - $4,333 1213112012

Funds Expenditure: Of the $1 Million in grant funding for the above referenced grants, $40,854 (4.1%)
has not yet been drawn down. The balance is fully committed to complete consulting and staff
programmatic work that has not yet been billed and newly committed BAP project budgets. Of the five (5)
grants listed one (1) grant has already been closed out, and three (3) of the remaining grants will be closed
by 12/31/2012.

Compliance with grant requirements: The DEQ has consistently tracked its EPA cooperative agreement
actual work plan outputs, schedule, and reporting requirements against work plan estimates. The timely
delivery of planned results is a priority. The grants compliance coordinator monitors performance, budget
and financial data, environmental outputs and deliverabies, and helps assemble cutput and outcome data
for the City Brownfield Coordinator to evaluate. Variances from expected objectives are investigated and
reported to EPA Region 2 both informally and through required reporting. Site approval requests and EPA
property approval forms are submitted on a timely basis. Quarterly progress reporting, reporting measures
and annual financial reports for the existing EPA grants are up to date and were made on time. Annual
financial reporting was performed as required by the City's Accounting Bureau. The City's quarterly
reporting routinely links progress toward achieving grant output goals, to actual performance (ie. number of
site assessments completed). The City has frequently communicated progress and accomplishments to
both its EPA Region 2 project manager and the Region 2 Brownfield Coordinator as well as through the
EPA ACRES program. The City’s plans for tracking and measuring its output and outcome progress are
based on its well established grants and project management system.

The City independently measures some outcome data, such as: number of sites and number of acres
remediated each year. These data are tracked for all City brownfield sites and reported in the City's annual
budget. Average remedial cost per acre is calculated based on intended future use and is tracked as well.
The City also tracks outside and private sector brownfield investment, increases in assessed value, annual
property tax revenues, and project specific job retention and creation as part of the City's Rochester by the
Numbers (RBN}, monthly performance management system. DEQ and the City Purchasing Bureau use
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well established advertising and RFP or public bidding procedures to hire environmental consuitants in
accordance with NYS General Municipal Law. The City has consistently met EPA requirements for
contractual professional environmental services and environmental project work plan compliance and
performance.

Accomplishments: The City has successfully completed numerous EPA funded Brownfield Assessment
and Brownfield Cleanup projects to date. The Summary Table, included as Attachment F, illustrates
assessments performed through the City’s Brownfield Assistance Program (BAP) at more than 40
properties, totaling over 63 acres. As a result, more than $40 million dollars in public and private
redevelopment investment was realized, approximately 174 jobs were retained and 195 new jobs were
created. The City has also completed remedial investigations, remedy selection, and site cleanups,
including: petroleum and hazardous substances, by utilizing EPA BF Cleanup grant funds. Since 2003, the
City has completed EPA funded cleanup projects on five (5) properties totally approximately 11.8 acres.
Another three (3) projects are in-progress which will result in an additional 14.4 acres of land made ready
for redevelopment, The DEQ works with the City's Neighborhood and Business Development Department
(NBD) to prepare redevelopment RFPs for sites once they are ready to be marketed. EPA funded
~ assessment work also set the stage for reuse of the former Erie Canal Industrial Park (ECIP) site as the
new home for the Rochester Rhinos professional soccer team. Opened in 20086, the 15,000 seat, $27
million soccer stadium included more than $9 million in privately secured financing and more than $15
million in NYS funding.

The City has frequently communicated progress and accomplishments to both its EPA Region 2 project
manager and the Region 2 Brownfield Coordinator as well as through the EPA ACRES program. The City
was awarded the 2006 Local Government Innovation Award from the NYS Conference of Mayors and was
recognized by the National League of Cities for the BAP. In addition, in October, 2012, the City was
awarded the Silver Engineering Excellence Award from the American Council of Engineering Companies of
NY {ACEC) for the Environmental Cleanup of the Former Photech Imaging Site.

3. Community Engagement and Partnerships

3.a The City has worked closely with the Genesee Corridor Business Association (GCBA) and the
Southwest Common Council (SWCC) which represents 13 established neighborhood groups, local
residents, students and other affected community members to maintain an open dialog regarding future
redevelopment options at the Site. On October 18, 2012 the City presented information about the Project,
discussed the cleanup grant proposal, and provided an opportunity for comments. Informational letters
were also sent to affected property owners, businesses, and community groups. Information regarding this
cleanup application was posted on the City's web page at: www cityofrochester.gov/citydepartments. The
demographics of the target community indicate English as the primary language; however, the City's web
domain is equipped for translation to several alternative languages. If additional language transtation or
translation for the visually impaired is necessary, the City wiil make a good faith effort to meet the needs of
all involved community participants.

Letters of support for the City's cleanup project were received from several neighborhood entities,
including: University of Rochester, Sector 4 Community Development Corporation; Mr. Mark Dembs
(Canopy Coin Laundry); South West Common Council; Mr. Warren Hem/ Mr. Stewart Putnam (unity Health
Systems); Mr. Joe D'Alessandro (D'Alessandro House Buyers; and the Genesee Corridor Business
Association. All information generated during the project will be shared through pericdic meetings and
regularly posted updates on the website and other social media networks. A public document repository for
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citizen use has already been established at the City's Rundell Library. A copy of the meeting notification,
and sign-in sheet, meeting minutes, public comments and a response summary to the City's project and
proposal, and support letters are included in Attachment B.

3.b The Project will be completed under a Stipulation Agreement with the NYSDEC in the Spills Program.
As a result, the City will work closely with the Monroe County and NYS Health Departments and the
NYSDEC on this project. Under the BCP, the NYSDEC reviews all work plans, inspects site work and
routinely makes referrals to and consults with the MCDH and NYSDOH on work planning, site
investigations, remedy selection, cleanups, and reporting. The City meets regularly with the MCDH Waste
Site Advisory Committee which includes NYSDEC, NYSDOH, MCHD, local sewer and environmentai
management agencies. A formal memorandum of agreement exists between the MCDH and the NYSDEC
regarding waste site information and decision making.

After site cleanup is completed and prior to redevelopment, overlapping institutional controls will be
established. The City institutional controi system, the Building Permit Flagging System (BPFS), will be
initiated once an operations and maintenance plan is prepared as part of the site closure. The BPFS
involves referrals to NYSDEC and MCDH when the City receives various building and ¢construction permit
applications for City cleanup sites where use limitations and engineering controls are in place. This is done
to protect site users, construction workers, and building occupants. This institutional control program has
been used since 1996 and its use has become standard practice for City brownfield projects.

In October, 2003, the City created an Apprenticeship Program intended to encourage apprenticeship
training for City residents in order to increase meaningful employment opportunities within the trades. The
policy requires any prime construction contracts in excess of $250,000 or sub-consultant construction
contracts in excess of $100,000 “have apprenticeship agreements, appropriate to the type and scope of
work to be performed, which have been registered with and approved by the New York State
Commissioner of Labor” prior fo entering into public works contracts. The City also offers its PRIME
Initiative (Providing Real Incentives to Maintain Employment) employment program, designed to assist
adults, 18 and over in their search for sustainable employment. Through various outreach, mentoring,
vocational training and other strategies city residents are engaged in a process that connects job seekers
to job opportunities established between the City and area employers.

3.c The Southwest Common Councii {SWCC), which represents 13 established neighborhood, business
and/ or community groups in the target area is the key organization that the City will work with during the
project. The involvement of the SWCC constitutes the participation of its member neighborhood and
business groups. The SWCC's goals are to “help residents and business owners build the best mid-sized
city in the US in which to live, raise a family, visit and grow a business" by focusing on improving public
safety, education, neighborhood and business development and customer service. Citizen volunteers may
be utilized throughout the project: to disseminate on-going project details to other neighbors and/ or groups;
to provide input regarding community visioning for the future of the Site; and to provide "neighborhood
watch” information to the project team regarding conditions at the Site. Through regularly scheduled
progress meetings, the SWCC. will continue to be the voice of the community in the assessment, cleanup
and redevelopment planning process for the 937-941 Genesee Street site. Anticipated Progress Meeting
dates are illustrated on the Project Schedule included in Appendix E.
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4,Project Benefits

4.a Welfare and/or Public Health...The petroleum contaminants found in the soil and groundwater across
the Site present a potential health risk to the surrounding area. Without cleanup, volatilization of these
compounds into the indoor air of nearby structures could occur. Prolonged exposure could cause
respiratory irritation, contribute to asthma in sensitive populations and even cause long-term and
ireparable damage to workers, residents and contractors performing work at the properties. Cleanup of
thee Site would benefit the public health by eliminating the source of the contamination. The potential for
vapor intrusion indoor air threats, both on and off-Site, will be mitigated by implementing this cleanup plan.
If necessary, the City will install, or require installation of sub-slab vapor suppression systems in future site
structures. The City's existing BPFS program will also help protect future Site users, from residual
contamination by establishing guidance protocols for future developers, property owners, the City and the
community, and by protecting sensitive populations from the impacts of future development.

The City is experienced with managing the potential impacts of brownfield cleanup activities to the
community and will use a combination of integrated techniques to reduce and eliminate potential threats
during the cleanup phase. During the preparation of the Remedial WP, the City will update its CPP site and
neighborhood contact list. The WP will also include a Site HASP with protocols to address safety
conditions which may be encountered that are of immediate concern to the environment or public safety. if
needed, notifications will be made to emergency response agencies, potentially impacted neighbors,
property owners, and local health agencies. Reductions in public health and environmental threats from
volatilization of contaminants from excavation of source soils will be accomplished through air monitoring,
temporary exclusion zone fencing, and perimeter fencing of the entire Site. In anticipation of these
potential remedial phase concerns a community air monitoring plan (CAMP) and erosion control plan wili be
included in the WP and followed during the project. The CAMP, required by the NYSDOS, identifies organic
vapor and particulate threshold concentrations that, if exceeded, require work stoppage or mitigation
measures. Mitigation measures can include dust suppression, applicalion of vapor suppressing foams and
ventilation techniques.

In keeping with the Southwest Quadrant Strategic Pfan and the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal Plan
visions, the City will ensure that integrate desired equitable development principles such as, providing a
range of affordable housing options, creating local empioyment opportunities and increasing access to local
capital for residents. Numerous social benefits are anticipated from the successful redevelopment of not
only the target Site, but of the more than 30 acres of land proximate to the Site that is beginning to
experience revitalization and economic growth, including: the Brooks Landing Business Center, Brooks
Landing Hotel, Valley Court, the Brooks Landing Public Improvement Project, and Riverview Apartments.
With the additional private and public investment dollars currently being invested into the area (see Section
2.b.iii Table of Leveraged Funds}), as many as 350 temporary construction jobs and 179 new part-time
and full-time jobs could be created greatly benefitting the socio-economic climate in the target
neighborhood. Finally, these revitalization efforts will help to create a “college town" atmosphere,
transforming the Brooks Landing area into a retail, hospitality and entertainment destination that serves to
henefit both the residents in the area and the students of the University of Rochester.

4.b Economic Benefits andfor Greenspace:
4.b (i) The Site is located in the center of the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal Project, which is poised for

extensive redevelopment activity. The cleanup grant will enable the City to remediate contaminants at the
Site, eliminating issues that have prevented interested parties from purchasing the property in the past.
The economic benefits associated with Site cleanup include, reduction in the number of underutilized sites
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the City maintains, return of properties to the City tax tolls and an immediate increase in the property value
with site improvements. The City has already received inquiries from local developers and area businesses
interested in utilizing the Site for commercial expansion. Such expansions would provide amenities
including parking and retail access which the surrounding low income community currently lacks. In tumn,
local retailers can thrive and grow their businesses providing increased employment opportunities to local
residents, as well as stabilizing current property values, and expanding the tax base.

4.b (ii) The non-economic benefits associated with Site redevelopment include: improved area-wide
aesthetics by reducing abandoned and underutilized properties; and minimization of waste treatment by-
products by utilizing green remediation technologies such as bioremediation via oxygen injection or
chemical oxidation to treat soil and groundwater in-place. Final Site end use is anticipated to include:
parking, green-space, and recreational elements consistent with the needs of the area, and the potential to
compliment current revitalization efforts. Residents, visitors, and trail users alike would benefit by having
access to new merchants in close proximity to the Genesee River and Genesee Valley Park.

4.c Any redevelopment plans for the Site would be required to undergo a site plan review process to
ensure the dictates of the Southwest Quadrant Strategic Plan and the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal
Plan, are followed, both of which were developed with emphasis on the area residents vision. Numerous
environmental benefits are anticipated associated with the Sustainable Redevelopment of the Site.
Redevelopment of the Site would promote in-fill development, and utilize existing infrastructure (ie.
sidewalks, storm and sanitary sewers, utilities). Once the initial soil source removal and groundwater
cleanup is complete, the Site would be acceptable for use as a variety of mixed commercialf residential
uses. The Site is located within a well established commercial corridor and is easily accessible to public
transportation and local parking, bicycle and pedestrian routes. Mixed use development integrating River
access and trail connections will be encouraged to provide greater recreational and open space
opportunities to a neighborhood lacking such amenities.

Based on recent success at other brownfield redevelopment sites, the City of Rochester plans to use
several key sustainable redevelopment practices at the Site. The City will require green infrastructure
techniques be used during site redevelopment, such as permeable pavements. The City will also require
the identification of LEED practices in any requests for proposals for the redevelopment of the site which
will encourage energy efficient construction, and green building concepts for the new construction. The
project incorporates desired Livability Principles by supporting the existing community through cooperation
with many State and local investors. The City is leveraging over $65 Million in public and private
investment, towards area-wide redevelopment, to provide affordable housing, and economic growth
opportunities in the target community.
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ATTACHMENT A

NYSDEC Acknowledgement Letter




New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
Division of Environmental Remediation

Bureau of Program Management, 12" Floor

625 Broadway, Albany, New York 12233-7012

Phone: (518) 402-9764 » Fax: (518) 402-9722

Website: www.dec.nv.gov

October 5, 2012

Mr. Mark Gregor

Mgr — Diviston of Environmental Quality
Department of Environmental Services
City of Rochester

30 Church Street Room 300B

Rochester, New York 14614

Dear Mr. Gregor:

Joe Martens
Commissioner

This is to acknowledge that the New York State Department of Environmental Conservation
(Department) received your request dated September 19, 2012 for a state acknowledgement letter for a United

States Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA) brownfield grant applications.

I understand that the City plans to submit two proposals: $200,000 for a brownficld assessment grant

for 25 Canal Street, and $200,000 for a brownficld cleanup grant for 937-941 Genesee Street.

The Department encourages initiatives to redevelop brownfields with the goal of mitigating any

environmental and health impacts that they might pose.

Sincerely,

L exuve i oa Ae sl

Donna Weigel
Director

Bureau of Program Management

ec: R. Torres, USEPA
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ATTACHMENT B

NYSDEC Petroleum Site Eligibility Determination Letter




New York State Department of Environmental Conservation

Division of Environmental Remediation, Region 8
Bureau of Technical Support

6274 East Avon-Lima Road, Avon, New York 14414-9519
Phone: (585) 226-2466 « Fax; (585) 226-8139

Website: www.dec.ny.gov

November 1, 2012

Ms. Jane Forbes

Environmental Specialist

City of Rochester

Department of Environmental Services
City Hall Room 300B

30 Church Street

Rochester, New York 14614-1290

Dear Ms. Forbes:

Re: NYSDEC Spill # 1206397
937-941 Genesece Street
Rochester (C), Monroe County

The Department has received the October 10, 2012 Request for a State Letter of
Petroleum Determination, submitted by Stantec, for the above referenced petroleum spill
location in the City of Rochester.

Following review of the aforementioned submittal and the previously submitted
Phase Il and Supplemental Phase |l reports, the Department concurs that the site is
currently contaminated with petroieum products that exceed Department standards and
guidelines and would require corrective action. The Department also concurs, to the
best of its knowledge, with the information contained in the October 10, 2012 Request
for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination, including to the best of the Department’s
knowledge:

1. The City of Rochester is not the current owner of the Site at this time and
did not own the Site or operate the former automobile service facility or
dry cleaning facility;

2. The Site is of “relatively low risk” compared to other "petroleum only”
Sites in the State, and the Department is not aware of any LUST Fund
monies expended on this Site, nor is the Department aware of the Site
being subject to a response under Oil Pollution Act (OPA);

3. The Department has not identified a viable responsible party at this time;

4. The EPA cleanup grant funding will be used by a party (City of Rochester)
that is not potentially liable for the investigation or cleanup of petroleum
contamination on the Site; an, :

5. The Site is not subject to a corrective action order under RCRA.

Joe Martens
Commissioner



Ms. Forbes -2- November 1, 2012

in addition to the above, this Department has no cleanup actions in existence for this
site. Please keep Michael F. Zamiarski, of my staff, informed as to the progress of the EPA
funding and cleanup of this site. If you have any further questions, please contact Mr. Zamiarski

at (585) 226-5438.

Sincerely,

St f

Scott A. Rodabaugh, P.E.
Regional Spill Engineer
Division of Environmental Remediation

cc Michael Zamiarski, NYSDEC
Dorothy Bauch-Barker, Stantec Consulting



Stantec Consulting Services Inc.
61 Commercial Street

Rochester, NY 14614

Tel: (585) 475-1440

Stantec

Qctober 10, 2012

Mr. Scott Rodabaugh, P.E.
Regional Spill Engineer
NYSDEC Region 8

6274 East Avon-Lima Road
Avon, NY 14414-8519

Reference: Request for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of
Rochester to the U.S. EPA for a Petraleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 937-941
Genesee Street Property, Rochester, New York

Dear Mr. Rodabaugh:

Stantec Consulting Services Inc., on behalf of the City of Rochester, is requesting that the New York State
Department of Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) provide a petroleum site eligibility determination letter
for a Petrolaum Brownfield Cleanup Grant application being submitted by the City of Rochester to the United
States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) as part of the Fiscal Year 2013 Brownfield Grant
Competition. Requested information under Part lIl.C Threshold Criteria, Section 3.i, of the grant application
guidelines, is presented below. Also attached is a Brownfield Property Approval form submitted with a
previous application for U.S. EPA funding to complete a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) for
this site in August, 2012, as well as the U.S. EPA approval letter.

Type of Grant: U.S. EPA Petroleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant ($200,000).
Name and Mailing Address of Person to whom the letter should be addressed:

Ms. Jane Forbes

Environmental Specialist

City of Rochester

Department of Environmental Services
City Hall Room 300B, 30 Church Street
Rochester, NY 14614-1290

Phone: (585) 428-7892
Fax: {585) 428-6010
Email: forbesj@cityofrochester.goy

Site Eligibility Information (as required for petroleum brownfield sites, responses are provided below to
items a-e and i, under Section 11.C.3 of the application guidelines)

a. Basic Site Information: /dentify (a) the name of the site; (b) the address of the site, including zip code;
(c) the current owner of the site; and (d) if you are not the current owner, the date you plan to acquire
ownership of the site (required for cleanup grants).

a) Site Name: 937-941 Genesee Street Property

b) Site Address: 937-941 Genesee Street, Rochester, NY 14611

c) Current Site Owner: Amir Ali Mithani, Ali Shah Kanji Mithani, and Feroz Ali Mithani, doing
business as Mithani Brothers Enterprises

d) Anticipated Acquisition Date by Applicant (City): Tax foreclosure auction scheduled for
November 2, 2012




Stantec

Mr. Scott Redabaugh, P.E.
Page 2 of 7

Reference: Recquest for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of Rochester to the

U.S. EPA for a Petroleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 941 Genesee St. Property, Rochester, New York

b. Status and History of Contamination at the Site: /dentify (a) whether this site is contaminated by
petroleum or hazardous substances; (b) the operational history and current use(s) of the site; (c)
environmental concems, if known, at the site; and (d) how the site became contaminated, and to the
extent possible, describe the nature and extent of the contamination.

a)

Type of Contamination Present (Petroieum or Hazardous Substances): Petroleum.
Although site uses have included dry cleaning and auto repair, testing conducted as part of a
Phase || ESA and a Supplemental Phase Il ESA documents that impacts present in soil and
groundwater and requiring future response actions to support redevelopment are overwhelmingly
associated with petroleum products (aromatic hydrocarbons, kerosene, mineral spirits, diesel
fuel, lube oil, and unidentified petroleum).

Operational History and Current Use(s) of Site: Based on research conducted as part of a
Phase | ESA, the property was occupied by an auto repair facility from 1912 to 1941 and by dry
cleaners from 1946 until the building at the site was demolished in 2009. The property is
currently a vacant lot. Current use s limited to supplemental vehicle parking by the business on
the adjacent property to the north.

¢}

Environmental Concerns at the Site: Stantec performed a Phase | ESA for the subject property
on behaif of the City in September 2012, which identified the following recognized environmental
conditions (RECs) associated with the site:
» The former use of the property as an auto service shcp and the former presence of a
gasoline tank and pump;
» The former use of the property as a dry cleaners and the former presence of a solvent
tank;
s The former presence of a partially buried 55-gallon drum suspected to have been a
former drywell;
s The presence of a manhole in the western partion of the foundation slab; and VOC and
petroleum hydrocarbeon impacts to sediment, soil, and groundwater documented in the
July 2011 Phase }l ESA.

How the Site Became Contaminated, and the Nature and Extent of Contamination: The
results of a July 2011 Phase Il ESA completed by Stantec at the site indicated the presence of
volatile organic compound (VOC) impacts in soil and groundwater. VOC concentrations in soil
exceeded NYSDEC Part 375 and CP-51 soil cleanup objectives {SCOs) for unrestricted use in
the sample near the manhole and the sediment sample taken from the manhole, Petroleum
adors, considered to be nuisance characteristics, were observed in both soil and groundwater.
The total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) analysis indicated that the soil boring B-2 sample
contained a medium weight petroleum hydrocarbon matching the lab's diesel fuel standard. B-3
contained medium weight kerosene and heavy weight lube oil, B-4 contained light weight mineral
spirits and heavy weight lube oil, B-6 contained light weight mineral spirits, and SED-1, which
was collected from the sediment in the manhole, contained medium weight kerosene and heavy
weight lube oil. The lab's mineral spirits standard is a mixture of several very similar petroleum
products included in the mineral spirit category, one of which is non-chlarinated Stoddard
solvent. Although further distinction was not possible, Stantec concluded from the TPH and the
VOC analytical results that one of the sources of the aromatic VOCs detected in the site samples
is likely to have been a release of non-chlorinated Stoddard sclvent from the former dry cleaning
facility. Releases from the former auto repair shop are also likely to have affected the site.
Exceedances of groundwater standards for VOCs were detected in monitoring weills MW-3 and
MW-6, and a slight exceedance for selenium was detected in MW-7. The greatest concentrations




Stantec

Mr. Scott Rodabaugh, P.E.
Page 30of 7

Reference: Request for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of Rochester to the
U.S. EPA for a Petroleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 941 Genesee St. Property, Rochester, New York

were reported in the area near the manhole in the building slab. The TPH groundwater analysis
indicated that the MW-3 sample contained medium weight kerosene and medium weight diesel.
The MW-6 sample contained medium weight kerosene.

A Supplemental Phase [l for the subject property was prepared by Stantec in October 2012. in
an effort to evaluate the potential for off-site contaminant migration and given the presence of
low-hanging overhead power lings along the western property boundary, which limited the
proximity to which a drill rig or backhoe could access this area, two angled overburden borings
were installed, one of which was converted to an angled overburden well. Eight additional vertical
overburden test borings were installed, and monitoring wells were installed in five of these
borings. One bedrock well was also installed. The results of the October 2012 Supplemental
Phase Il ESA indicated the presence of VOC impacts in soil and groundwater. Nulsance odors
were noted in two eastern borings, B-14 and B-18; however, VOC concentrations in all soil
samples collected during the Supplemental Phase Il were below the NYSDEC Part 375 SCOs
and NYSDEC CP-51 Soil Cleanup Levels for unrestricted use. Concentrations of lead and
mercury exceeded the NYSDEC SCOs for unrestricted use and indeno{1,2,3-cd)pyrene
exceeded the NYSDEC SCO for restricted residential use in a shallow fill material sample (BR-19
Fill). Exceedances of groundwater standards for VOCs were detected in three wells, two on the
western portion of the Site (MW-3 and MW-6) and one on the eastern portion (MW-14). The
greatest concentrations were reported in the area near the manhole.

Given the results, it appears that two separate areas of the site have been impacted by
petroleum releases. The western most impacted area is centered near the manhole and the
former dry well. The source of the impacts appears to have been the past use of the site as a dry
cleaner and auto repair facility. The eastern most impacted area is centered near the front of the
former building. It is suspected that the contamination in this area may have resulted from a
release associated with the sewer that serviced the subject property; contamination may also be
related to the former onsite presence of a 550-gallon gascline tank and pump between 1938 and
1941 and a 250-gallon solvent tank between 1947 and 1961, which were identified in Stantec’s
September 2012 Phase | ESA and the former locations of which are unknown. Based on the soil
and groundwater results from the surrounding locations, it appears that the eastern area of
impact is limited to the area immadiately adjacent to boring B-14. Given the delineation of these
two areas of impact and given that no evidence of impacts was observed in the angled borings at
the western property boundary, there is no information to suggest that contamination has
migrated offsite.

¢. Sites Ineligible for Funding: Affirm that the site is (a) not listed or proposed for listing on the National
Priorities List; (b) not subject to unilateral administrative orders, court orders, administrative orders on
consemt, or judicial consent decrees issued to or entered info by parties under CERCLA; and (c) not
subject to the jurisdiction, custody, or control of the United States government.

a)

The City affirms that the site is: (a} not listed or proposed for listing on the National Priorities List,
(b) not subject to unilateral administrative orders, court orders, administrative orders on consent,
or judicial consent decrees issued to or entered into by parties under CERCLA,; and (c) not
subject to the jurisdiction, custody, or control of the United States government.




Stantec

Mr. Scott Rodabaugh, P.E.
Page 4 of 7

Reference: Request for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of Rochester to the
U.S. EPA for a Petroleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 941 Geneses St. Property, Rochester, New York

d. Site Requiring a Property Specific Eligibility Determination: Certain types of siles require a property-
specific determination in order to be eligible for funding. Please refer fo Appendix 1, Section 1.5, to
determine whether your site requires a property-specific determination.

a) Properties subject to planned or ongoing removal actions under CERCLA: Not applicable.

b} Properties with facilities that have been issued or entered into a unilateral administrative
order, a court order, an administrative order on consent, or judicial consent decree or to
which a permit has been issued by the United States or an authorized state under RCRA,
FWPCA, TSCA, or SDWA: Not applicable.

c) Properties with facilities subject to RCRA corrective action (§3004(u) or §3008(h)} to which
a corrective action permit or order has been issued or modified to require the
implementation of corrective measures: Not applicable.

d) Properties that are iand disposal units that have submitted a RCRA closure notification or
that are subject to closure requirements specified in a closure plan or permit: Not
applicable.

e) Properties where there has been a release of PCBs and all or part of the property is
subject to TSCA remediation: Not applicable.

f)  Properties that include facilities receiving monies for cleanup from the LUST trust fund:
Not applicable.

e. Environmental Assessment Required for Cleanup Proposals: A written ASTM E19803-11 or
equivalent Phase [l site assessment report (a draft report is sufficient) must be completed prior fo
proposal submission. Equivalent reports would include site investigations or remedial action plans
developed for a state cleanup program or Office of Surface Mining surveys for mine-scarred fands.
Describe the type of environmental assessments conducted at your proposed site (do not attach
assessmernt reports). Provide the date of the Phase If or equivalent report. Contact your Regional
Coordinator listed in Section VIl if you have questions.

In November 2002, a Phase | ESA of twenty-three contiguous parcels in the Brooks Landing Urban
Renewal District, including the site, was completed by Stantec on behalf of the City. In July 2011, a
Phase il ESA was completed at the site by Stantec on behalf of the City. in September 2012, a Phase |
ESA for the site was completed by Stantec on behalf of the City, in anticipation of possible acquisition of
the site by the City. Subsequently, in October 2012, a Supplemental Phase |l ESA of the property was
completed by Stantec on behalf of the City. Reports for the Phase |l ESA and Supplemental Phase |
ESA have been completed and submitted to the NYSDEC.
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Reference: Request for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of Rochester to the

U.S. EPA for a Petroleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 941 Genesee St. Property, Rochester, New York

Petroleum Sites — Additional Information Needed for a Petroleum Site Eligibility Determination

i)

Current and Immediate Past Owners. Identify the current and immediate past owner of the site. For
cleanup grants, the applicant must be the owner.

Response: The current owners as of the date of this letter are Amir Ali Mithani, Ali Shah Kanij
Mithani, and Feroz Ali Mithani, doing business as Mithani Brothers Enterprises. The property has
been tax delinquent for several years and several tax liens have been taken against the property.

The City of Rochester has scheduled a property tax foreclosure auction for November 2, 2012. Due
to the open spill history at the Site and the potential costs associated with remediation and
redevelopment of the Site, as well as the value of the outstanding liens, it is unlikely that private
investors will initiate a purchasing bid on the property. Consequently, the City of Rochester intends
to acquire the property, and will be in ownership by the grant appiication date of November 19,
2012.

in

Acquisition of Site. Identify when and by what method the current owner acquired the property (e.g.,
purchase, tax foreclosure, donafion, eminent domain).

Response: The property has been tax delinquent for several years and several tax liens have been
taken against the property. The City of Rochester has scheduled a property tax foreclosure auction
for November 2, 2012. Due to the open spil history at the Site and the potential costs associated
with remediation and redevelopment of the Site, as well as the value of the outstanding liens, itis
unfikely that private investors will initiate a purchasing bid on the property. Consequently, the City
of Rochester intends to acquire the property, and will be in ownership by the grant application date
of November 19, 2012.

)

No Responsible Party for the Sife. ldentify whether the current and immediate past owner (which
includes, if applicable, the applicant) (1) dispensed or disposed of pefroleum or petroleum product
comtamination, or exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination at the site; (2) owned the site
when any dispensing or disposal of petroleum (by others) took place, and (3) tock reasonable steps
with regard fo the confamination at the sife.

Response: At the time of grant application submittat, the City will be the current owner of the
property. The City will nat: (1) have dispensed or disposed of petroleum or petroleum product
contamination, or exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination at the site; {2) have owned the
site when any dispensing or disposal of petroleum (by others) took place. The City has taken
reasonable steps with regard to the contamination at the site.

At the time of grant application submittal, Mithani Brothers Enterprises will be the immediate past
owners of the property. It is not known whether Mithani Brothers Enterprises (1} had dispensed or
disposed of petroleum or petroleum product contamination, or exacerbated the existing petroleum
contamination at the site; or {2) had owned the site when any dispensing or disposal of petroleum
(by others} took place.

" Cleaned Up by a Person Not Potentially Liable. ldentify whether you (the applicant) dispensed or

disposed of petroleum or pefroleum product, or exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination
at the site, and whether you took reasonable steps with regard to the contamination at the site.

Response: The City has not dispensed or disposed of petroleum or petroleum products at the
property, nor has the City exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination. The City will conduct
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Mr. Scott Rodabaugh, P.E.
Page 6 of 7

Reference: Request for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of Rochester to the
U.S. EPA for a Petroleum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 341 Genesee St. Property, Rochester, New York

an additional inspection of the property immediately prior to acquisition, and take reasonable steps
as appropriate with regard to contamination. It should be noted that there are no tanks or other
containers of hazardous substances or petroleum at the site, nor exposed contaminated soil or
other environmental conditions requiring immediate or near-term action, Several drums of non-
hazardous investigation derived waste are stored neatly on site and await proper disposal. This will
be confirmed as part of the City's final pre-acquisition inspection.

v)  Relatively Low Risk. Identify whether the site is of “relatively low risk" compared to other petroleum
or petroleum product-only contaminated sites in the state in which the site is located, including
whether the site is receiving or using Leaking Underground Storage Tank (LUST) trust fund monies.

Response: The site is of “relatively low risk” compared to other petroleum or petroleum
product-only contaminated sites in New York. The site is not receiving or utilizing Leaking
Underground Storage Tank (LUST) trust fund monies.

vi) Judgments, Orders, or Third Party Suits. Provide information that no responsible party (including
the applicant) is identified for the site through, either:

» A judgment rendered in a court of law or an administrative order that would require any
person to assess, investigate, or clean up the site; or

s An enforcement action by federal or stale authotities against any party that would require
any person to assess, investigate, or clean up the site; or

e A citizen suit, contribution action, or other third-party claim brought against the current or
immediate past owner, that would, if successful, require the assessmemt, investigation, or
cleanup of the site.

Response: No responsible party is identified for the site through court judgment/administrative
order, enforcement action, citizen suit, contribution action or third-party claim.

vii)  Subject to RCRA. Identify whether the site is subject to any order under section 9003(h) of the Solid
Waste Disposal Act.

Response: The site is not subject to any order under section 9003(h) of the Solid Waste Disposal
Act.

viii)  Financial Viability of Responsible Parties. For any current or immediate past owners identified as
responsible for the contamination at the site, provide information regarding whether they have the
financial capability to satisfy their obligations under federal or stafe faw to assess, investigate, or
clean up the site. Note: If no responsible party is identified in ii} or vi} above, then the petroleum-
contaminated site may be eligible for funding. If a responsible party is identified above, EPA or the
state must next determine whether that party is viable. If any such party is determined to be viable,
then the petroleum-contaminated site may not be efigible for funding. For more information, see
Appendix 1, Section 1.3.2.

Respense: None identified, not applicable.

Upon review of the Site details presented above, and the enclosed supporting documentation, please provide
the City with your determination letter by November 9, 2012 for inclusion with the U.S. EPA Brownfield Grant
application. Please indicate whether you have applied the U.S. EPA's guidelines in making the petroleum
determination, or if not, what standard was applied to reach your determination.
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Reference: Request for a State Letter of Petroleum Determination for Application by the City of Rochester to the
U.S. EPA for a Petrolaum Brownfield Cleanup Grant, 941 Genesee St. Property, Rochester, New York

Should you have any questions, please contact either of the undersigned or Ms. Jane Forbes at the City of

Rochester at 585-428-7892.

Respectfully,

STANTEC CONSULTING SERVICES, INC.

fsf?ﬂéf{"*

Michael P. Storonsky
Managing Principal

Tel: 585-413-5266

Fax; 585-272-1814
mike.storonsky@stantec.com

¢. Jane Forbes, City of Rochester
Joseph Biondoiillo, City of Rochester

Attachment: Brownfield Property Approval form
U.S. EPA Approval Letter

Dﬁ&wﬂ 3/ @z’a/"w gf«’gﬂ‘{ﬁw‘*

Dorothy Bauch-Barker
Environmental Geologist

Tel: 585-413-5276

Fax: 585-272-1814
dorothy.bauchbarker@stantec.com



Name of Organization and Point of Contact:
City of Rochester; Joe Biondolillo

Phone Number: 585-428-6649

Brownfields Property Approval
EPA Region 2

PETROLEUM
CONTAMINATION

290 Broadway, 18th FL, New York, NY 10007

Name of Property: 937 Genesee Street

Address: 937-941 Genasea Street

City: Rochester, New York

Zip Code; 14611

Current Owner: MITHANI AMIR ALI & ALI, SHAH KANJI & FEROZ ALI

Type of Contamination (mark one) : Hazardous Substances: Petrgleum: _ X

1f contamination is co-mingle {hazardous substances and petroleum) please mark hazardous substances.

Current Use of Property: Vacant Period of operaticn: 1912-2009 Total Years of Operation: 97

Descripe Envirgnmental Concems (if known):
IPetroleum Volatile Crganic Compounds (VOCs}) in soil and groundwater and selenlum in groundwater.

How the property became contaminated? (if known):
Unknown. Previous uses include an auto repalr facillty from 1912 ta 1941 and dry cleaners from 1946 untll the 2009 demofition of the site building.

Dascrine the nature and extent of contamination (to the extent possible):

The results of a 2011 Subsurface Investigation Indicate the presence of petroleum VQC Impacts in soil and groundwater, VOC concentrations in soll were
[below New York State Department of Environmental Conservatlon (NYSDEC) soll cleanup abjectives (SCOs) for commarclal and restricted residential use.
The Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (TPH) analysis indicated a range of compounds matching tha lab’s standard for diesel fuel as well as kerosene, lube oll,
and mineral spirits. The lab’s mineral spirits standard Is a mixture of the several very simllar petroleum products included in the mineral splirit category, one
of which is S$toddard solvent. Although further distinction was not possible, it was concluded from the TPH and the VOC analytical resuits that one of the
sources of the aromatic VOCs detected in the site samples is lkely to have been a refease of Staddard solvent from the former dry cleaning facllity. Releases
from the former auto repair shop are also likely to have affected the site.

Excaedances of groundwater standards for petroleum VOCs were detected In two wells at which petroleum VOC concentrations ranged from 65.703 to
330.03 ppb, and for selenlum {n one well (0.018 ppm vs. tha standard of 0.01 ppm). Tha TPH analyses indicated the presence of kerosene and diesel in
groundwater. Given the significantly lower impacts in the eastern portioh of the site, it appears that the contamination is focused on the rear (west) portion

1s the property Iisted or proposed ta be listed an the National Priority List? YES NGO X

Is the property subject to unilateral administrative orders, court orders, administrative orders on consent, ot judicial consent decrees issued to or entered
into by parties under CERCLA  YES NO X

Is the property subject to the jurisdiction, custedy, or contral of the U.S. government? YES NO X,

Lv]
property owner; ar (4) a Iocal ar state government enuty that acquired the property involuntarily through bankruptcy, kax delinquency, or abandonment, or by exercising its
power of eminent domain.

YES X NO

TF the answer is YES, please expiain why?
The City of Rochester does not curtently own the subject property. If the City were to obtain the property, it would be through inveluntary taking due to tax

dali v,
¥




The informatlon prowded in this section will be venf'ed. EPA Region 2 will conduct an independent review oflnforrnatfon related to the organlzatlon s
responsibility for the contamfnation at the property.

|identify known ongoing or anticipated environmental enforcement actions related to the property.
There are no known enfoercement actions at this ime.

Describe any inquiries or orders from federal, state, or local govemment entities that you organization is aware of regarding the responsibility of any party (including your
lorganization) for the cantamination at the praperty. Nene

Complete this section ONLY if your arganization DOES NOT own the propertv.

I8J5) your orgamzaﬁon arrange Tor e d 5p03dl Of Tazardous substances at the DFOD_EIE ar EBI‘ISDOFE azardous subDstances to e PFDD_H E?

YES NO X

Did ycur organization cause ar contribute to any releases of hazardous substances at the property ?

YES NO X,

Describe your relationship with the owner and the owner’s role in the work to be perfermed.
Qwner Is tax delinquent. It Is anticlpated the owner will not participate In work to be performed.

How yau will gain access to the property?

YES X NO A court order has been issued to the City and its agents due to tax delinguent status of the property for the purposes
of conducting assessment activities.

completelthis sactlon ON : . lon own the property to be assessed ar wlll.own the property at soma point during the perfermance of the
cooperative agreement. The City of Rochester does not currently own the property. The City may acquire the property through Involuntary taking dusa to tax
delinquency.

Iv 4.1 Informatlon on the Property Acqulsmun

How you acqmred ar will acquwe Dwnershlp (e g hy negnuated purchase From a prrvate |ndmdua| by purchase or transfer f'rom another governmental unit, bv forec[nsure af
real property taxes, by eminent domain, or other (describe)
The City may acquire the property through involuntary taking due to tax delinquency.

[ndicate the date you acquired or will acquire the property
Unknown

The narne and identity of the party frem whom you acquired or will acquire ownership (i.e., the fransferor)
The current ownters, Mithanl Amir Ali & All, Shah Kanji & Feroz All.

Describe all familial, contractual, corporate, or financial refationships or affiliations you have or had with all prior awners, operators, or transporters of the property (including the
persan ar entity from which you acquired or will acquire the property).
The preperty is currently tax dellnquent.




Identify whether all disposal of hazardous substances at the property oceurred before you acquired {or will acquire) the praperty
Yes, disposal of hazardous substances would have occurred prior to City ownership,

Did you cause or contribute to any refease of hazardous substances at the property before acquire the property?

Did yeu, at any time, arrange for the disposal of hazardous substances at the property ar transport hazardous substances to the property?

YES NO__ X

NO__ X
duich

Describe any inquity by you or athers into the previous cwnership of the property you acquired (or will acquire).
In November 2002, a limited Phase I Environmental Site Assessment was completed; however, there was no access to the property. Access was limited to
the public right-of-way.

Describe uses and envirgnmental conditions of the property prior to kaking ownership.
The property Is currently vacant with a concrete slab teft In place during bullding demolition. Envirenmental conditions include Petroleum Volatile Grganic
Compounds (VOCs) and other petroleum hydrocarbons in soil and groundwater, and selenium in groundwater.

The name and identity of the party from whom you acquired or will acquire ownership (i.e., the transferor).
Mithanl Amir Ali & Ali, Shah Kanji & Feroz All {current owners}

Indicate any type of environmental site assessments (e.g., ASTM E1527-05 Phase I} performed at the property, the dates of each assessment, and the entity for which they were
performed (state whether the assessment was performed specifically for you, or if not, the name of the party that had the assessment performed and that party's relationship to
you).

ASTM E1527-05 Phase I performed In 2002 hy Stantec on behalf of the City of Rochester, with no access to the property. Access was limited to the public
right-of-way. Subsurface Invastigation in 2011 performed by Stantec on behalf of the City of Rochester.

wWho performed the All Appropriate Inquiries investigation or Phase | environmental site assessment and identify his/her quaﬁcations to perform such work.
Stantec performed a ASTM E1527-05 Phase I and subsurface investigation on behalf of the City of Rochester. Stantec met the Qualified Environmental
{Professional {QEP) requirements and was deemed qualified to perform such work.

Was the original AAl investigation or Phase 1 environmental site assessment conducted more than 180 days prior to the date you acquired the property?

YES __ X NO

| 5] you conduct the apprepriate updates of the original assessment within 180 days prior te your acquisition of the property in order te take advantage of the bona fide
prospective purchaser, innocent landowner, ar contigucus property owner pravision.

YES NO Not applicable

ﬁf 4.4 Post-Acquisition Uses .

Describe afl uses to which the property has been put since you acquired ownership (or the usesﬂﬁt you anticipate once you acquire the praperty) through the present, including
any uses by persons or entities other than you, Not applicable




Provide a imeline with the names of all current and prier users during the ime of your ownership; the dates of all uses; the detaifs of each use, including the rights or other
reason pursuant te which the use was claimed or taken {e.qg., tease, license, trespass); and your relationship to the current and prior users.
Not applicable

Describe in detail the specfc appropnate care Ihat yau exercised (or if you have yet to acquire the property, that you will exercise upon acquiring the propertv) with respect to
hazardous substances found at the site by taking reasonable steps to:

1. Stop any continuing releases;

2. Pravent any threatened future release; and

3. Prevent or limit exposure to any previously released hazardous substance,

The City performed an emergency demolition of the bullding in 2010 and left the floar slab in place to prevent contamination from being exposed at the
ground surface. The City will properly manage and dispose of waste substances in accordanca with the appropriate regulations. The City will follow the
necessary steps to prevent further exposure of harmful substances that may be present on the property.

Describe in detail your commitment to:

1. Comply with all land-use restrictions and institutional cantrals;

2, Assist and cooperate with those performing the assessment and provide access to the property;

3. Comply with all information requests and administrative subpoenas that have or may be issued in connection with the property; and

4. Provide all tegally required notices.

The City currentiy has court ordered access to conduct assessment activities. The City will comply with restrictions and regulations and will provide any

necessary legally required notices.

For properties located in New lersey, the New Jersey Department of Environmental Protection wlll make the petroleum property eliglbility determination.
For propertles located in New York, Puerto Rico, U.S. Virgin Islands, and Tribes; EPA Reglon 2 will make the petroleum property efigibility determination.

Tdentfy the current and rmrnedrahe past owner of the property
Current Owner: Mithan! Amir All & Ali, Shah Kanji & Feroz All

Previous Owner(s): Salvatore W. Julian, Anthony M. Julian and John M. Jullan
United Dry Cleanlng Rochester Carp.

Riverside Dry Cleaning Inc,

2= Acqursrtiort of l:he Property ; .
Idenhfy when and by what methed the current owner acqurred the property {e g . pun:hase, tax foreclosure donahon, emrnent domarn).
Purchase in 1983

V. 3 . No- Responsrble Party for the Property ;
Did the current and immediate past owner {which includes, if appllcaIJIE, your organrzatlon) dlspense or dlspose crf petmleum ar peh'oleum pmduct, or exacerbated the exlstmg

petrateum contamination at the property?

YES NO Unknown




Did the current and immediate past owner (which includes, if applicable, your organization) take reasomable steps to reduce or control the petroleum contamination at the
property?

YES NO Unknewn

ar
Did your orgamzahun dispense or dispose of petmleum or petroleum product, or exacerbated the existing petroleum contamination at the property?

YES NO__ X

Did you take reasonable steps to reduce or control the petroleun contamination at the praperty?

YES___ NO X,

ls the property Considered as of relatwely low rlsk" compared tao omer petroleum or petroleum product-only contaminated properhes in the state in which the propertv is
located?

YES X NO

!s there a respon5|ble party (including your organization)y ldenafied for the praperty thmugh either:
1. A& judgment rendered in a court of law ar an administrative order that would require any person to assess, investigate, or clean up the praperty; or

2. An enforcement action by federal or state authorities against any party that would require any persen to assess, investigate, or clean up the property; or
3. A citizen suit, contribution action, or other third-party claim brought against the current or immediate past owner, that wou'd, if successful, require the
assessment, investigation, or cleanup of the property.

YES NO __ X

V.s - SubjeCt to RCRA
Is the praperty subject to any 0 any order under sectlon 9003(h) of the Sofid Waste Disposal Act?

YES NO __ X

= Fma ciak V ahlllty of Responsﬂ:le Pa : i
For any current or immediate past owners s identified as responslble for the cun!zmsnahon at the property, provide informatien regardmg whemer they have me r‘nancual
capability to satisfy thair obligations under federal or state Eaw to assess, investigate, or clean up the property?

Previous owners are still operating at other locations in the Greater Rachester Area. The current owner is tax delinquent, The current and pravious awner(s)
financial capabllity and assets to satisfy obligations under federal or state law are unknown.

If a respansible party is identifted above, EFA or the state must next determine whether that party Is viable.JI'f';ny such party is determined to be viable,
Ithen the petroleum-contaminated site may not be eligible for funding

Provide a property locatich map, The map sheuld cover a radius of 2 miles,




This map may conlain dala from a variely of sources. This map is

lintended to replace a survey by a Licensed Surveyor.
cy of the dala. T!
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Mark Gregor September 13, 2012
Division of Environmental Quality

City of Rochester

30 Church Street - Room 300B

Rochester, New York 14614-1290

Dear Mark;

This letter confirms approval to conduct a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment as per your
letter dated August 1, 2012for the 937-941 Genesee Street property. We have determined that the
site is eligible for Phase I site assessment activities based on our review of requested
documentation submitted via e-mail on August 1, 2012. Grant funds can be expended for these
activities under Cooperative Agreement No. BF97207800-0.

1f you have any questions, please call me at (212) 637-3260.

Sincerely,

L> r\\’\\r onc‘)h CJ@’S

LyH N. Theodoratos
Project Officer
Brownficlds Section

cc.
V.Brawt/City of Rochester
K.Altman/City of Rochester

J. Biondolillo/City of Rochester
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WEDNESDAY, October 10, 2012
8:00 - 9:00 a.m.
At the Southwest Community Center

Next to the Wilson Foundation Academy, 200 Genesee Street

8:00 a.m. Welcome, Introductions, Agenda Check, accept minutes (over)

8:10 a.m. Keeping Genesee Safe................c............ RPD Lt. Bob Hill / representative
e Street Vice at corners: Frost Ave., Lenox Ave, Sawyer St., Congrass Ave.
o Genesee business’ concerns

8:25 a.m. Keeping Genesee Attractive.............. Neighborhood Svc. Ctr. — David Hawkes
- e Run-down properties between Lenox St. and Arnett Blvd, and others
o proposed Good Neighbor Agreement

8:35a.m. 937 Genesee - Vacant Commercial Lot ............. Jane Forbes, City D.E.S.
e Need support for City proposal to fund environmental clean-up

8:40 a.m. City business assistance, grants.... ... City N&BD

8:50 a.m. Upcoming Genesee Area News & Events
o Police-community meeting tonight, 7pm, at Staybridge

8:55a.m. YourNews and “Walk-in” Items?
38 w-geen :
. K&MUZ) t/\@b ‘ G%sﬁ 1%

eo CQ/u.A(r«. . ("QU\

9:00 a.m. Meeting Adjourned

Next monthly meeting is: November 14, 2012 (on the usual 2" Wednesday)



GENESEE CORRIDOR BUSINESS ASSOCIATION
MEETING MINUTES - October 10, 2012
8:00 — 9:00 a.m. at the SW Community Center, 200 Genesee St.

 ATTENDANCE: Erik Bryant, Stanley Byrd, Eleanor Coleman, Joe D’Alessandro, Jehn DeMott, Mark Dembs, Jane
Forbes, Don Hanks, Joan Roby-Davison, Demitrius Miller, Elizabeth Murphy, Officer Jeff Schroeder, Officer Joe
Trovato, Jake Waters, Bruce Wilder, JoAnn DeMott

September minutes were checked and approved.

Keeping Genesee Street Safe — CPO Officers Joe Trovato & Jeff Schroeder

¢ RPD Good News:
A portable surveillance camera will be placed at the corner of Genesee & Frost as soon as one is available.

Commercial burglaries have increased in other areas of the city, but not in the Southwest.
e Criminal Activity:

653 Frost Ave. — shots fired ... penetrated front window

Comments: Outside cameras on building at Sawyer Street and Genesee has helped.

Hawley & Genesee... is pretty quiet now.

» Keeping Genesee Aftractive - SW Neighborhood Service Center /Bruce Wilder

e Good News: Good Neighbor agreement- will be going into effect November 1™

e Absentee-owned properties between Lenox St. & Arnett Blvd.
116 —118 Arnett — lots of progress under new management — pretty aggressive painting extertor work,
some interior ...
373-385 Genesee... still vacant...city property
381-385 Genesee — fired damaged — private owner tax delinquent — no action taken place yet
693 Genesee - Bank of America owns property, city is trying to take some actions.
120-128 1.enox - permits that were opened on property were cancelled. Work started, but the contractor
walked away. Will have to reapply for permits... no nuisance activity, no contact from owner.
Comments: ...some properties seem to stay derelict for too long.
668 Genesee thank you for the help from the City for taking care of broken windows and keeping it clean.

937-941 Genesee —Vacant Commercial Lot - Jane Forbes, City D.E.S.

o  As part of the application process to receive an EPA ground cleanup grant of $200,000 the city needs
community support. The property falls in the Brooks landing urban renewal planning area. Letters to
support cleaning up the property are encouraged as another step to revitalize the area. Send letters in
support to Jane Forbes, City Hall, 30 Church Street, room 300B, Rochester, NY 14614-1290, or call her at

428-7892 for more info.

City Business Assistance, Grants, Services - City Neighborhood & Business Development,

¢ 50-50 Matching Grants up to $8000 for businesses are still available. Call Thad Schofield at 428-7343.
Low interest loans are also available.

o From July 1¥ (new fiscal year) — 2 new businesses have opened & there are 7 vacant storefronts in 7
buildings. This is an all-time low.

Upcoming Genesee Area News & Events
Police — Community Interaction monthly meeting — tonight (Oct. 10) at 7:00 p.m. at Staybridge Suites.

Your News and “Walk-in” Items?

e NeighborWorks — Programs at present are concentrating in the residential area of Brooks Landing. They
have funding for community signage, banners, street sign toppers, welcome signs, etc. and would like to get
residents to help. A $3000 grant is available if it is used to promote green living,

e Volunteers Welcome: Saturday, Oct 12", 9-3, Grow Green located on Dr. Samuel McCree Way will
be putting the planting beds to bed. Also they will be taking down two trees. It will be a fun activity, the
SWAN Band will be there and refreshments will be available. All are welcome.

Respectfully submitted JoAnn DeMott
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Southwest Commeon Council
Co-Chairs: Dawn Noto & Gloria Edmonds
Thursday, Qetnher 18; 2012

6.8uPM BioN N
CALL TO ORDER
MOMENT OF SILENCE

6:05PM Public Safety

6:15PM Quad Team Report & Jane Forbes, City of Rochester Environmental Specialist,
anal St. BOA update

A:30PM Reahert Walker Smiths RWAN — Rulichead Prajeet Piceneion
6:40PM Neighborhood Association and Partner Reports

¢ Youth Initiatives
e COTS

o Cornhill
Jeo 19‘£ Ward NA

* Neighborhood United
e PLEX
s SWAN
o NeighborWorks
¢ Sector 4 CDC
Jeo Susan B Anthony Neighborhood Association
¢ SW Riverfront Planning
o University of Rochester
» Westside Farmers Market

COMMITTEE REPORTS

¢ Communications
s SW Education Forum

7:30PM ADJOURN

NEXT MEETING: NOVEMBER 15, 2012 - 6PM @ SWAN.



mmoﬁow 4 maﬁrimmﬁ OoEEca OcE.Q_
B .H&:am&q Emaasn _ -

_ >:m=nm=nm mrmﬁ.
. Onno_umw um NEN

- NAME 5 . gwgmwz.-_iﬂ MVM.MOZ.@

(Please Print — or put initials next aa.wrvmz.ﬂ& >mm=. |
to name if already listed) _Agency, Resident, etc.)

@g\a\g@és __ &%z
TJone Foloes
o |

.””_. @wm\_ ww@\

M\mvm\m.uuﬁf%&vf#
jqwq__&_,; Hall | Pléx f\&m mUmm
Nu&\uﬁgg\: - @\of&gﬁ Tmm .+Nwwmwﬂu;_

vz v, " YL U

f\d.A( OC\GQ B i &ﬁm»ﬂ ?h,t Py, .... N.w« !\Dvuw ;\ﬂwg\,\W\Q\dnh}u«N%.\ Oc.:.

ya

é*ﬂlﬁ 3wk

Lt Dicnoes 0 | e | om0 o gus
m%p\%&\wﬁ PagnTaﬁm.mv__ B2 ~427 | _.vamwﬁm@ﬁﬁeﬁwgﬁww&: |

~J g S v
I:PNOLQMB m:@»\ (94N ChA _G\Nu\_ F6(9 Q__m,..mm:m«.®(\ﬂos%wmﬁsmﬂ=s$
\QQ\S( heto SBAUA Ui - 18~ - S

S:\Sector 4\Sector 4 EC File\SWCC ATTENDANCE.doc Page 4 of 4

Lo G271-G¢| Geneger S+ \mm Canal St




mmnﬁo_. A mo_:riome Common Council

. w;_ Thursday Meeting

>So=nm=nm Sheet
Onﬁc&&. 18,2012

JAME e mwmwhmmngﬁ
Qmﬁwaouaccm Assn, |

~ PHONE
%ﬁ@ Resident, et ,

5.5» 2. mEn E_au_m Euz

EMAIL

Dutelbossn | 3202809

g ) . ;- .,...38.”ﬁ,..§.3u.@.ﬁun.§*@» &3. oM

2704576

04710 : ,\u§\&aﬁv\ &3%@&»&\ o

f i s 224310 5&9 _w_%nag g

v

@E% § [

ot o] | DS D

mgézttm omm

Contlll  lgorvzas \Bpvene Buchoer.zecon

S 4 S d.d.mujm S w L il ﬁ@ @3 as .o

@(




City of Rochester | Events Page 1 of 2

Events

The City’s online calendar helps you plan to participate in public meetings or civic
gatherings, find service schedules or learn about recreation and cultural events, The
events calendar can be filtered by date, topic or by the customer-focused categories
of our Web site’s portal structure, Please note: The Calendar may include events
hosted by orgarizations that are not affiliated with the City government. Placement
on the caiendar does not constitute a City endorsement of the event; the City is not
responsible for the accuracy of the event’s description; nor can the City guarantee
that non-City events will take place as posted.

October 18, 2012 gz Results RSS Feed

Zoning Board of Appeals Meeting:
October 18 2012

Zoning Board of Appeals public hearing. This seven member citizen board hears
requests for Variances to the City's Zoning Code, and Administrative Appeals of
decisions made by the Manager of Zoning.

Categories: Boards & Commissions

Lyell Branch Library - Free GED Class: Oct.
18, 2012

Prepare for the GED exam every Monday through Thursday from 3:30 to 5:.060 p.m.
The Lyell Branch is located at 956 Lyell Ave., Rochester, NY 14606,

Categories: Education, and Library
Civil Service Commission Meeting:
October 18, 2012

This five-member commission is respensible for the administration of the Civil Service Law,
and prescribes rules and implements them by classifying employment positions, establishing
lists of eligible job applicants and hearing appeals. The Commission meets on a monthly
basis.

Categories: Boards & Commissions

City Council Wdrk Session: October 18,

httn://www.citvofrochester. cov/events.aspx 10/19/2012



City of Rochester | Events Page 2 of 2

2012

-October 18, 2012 - The City Council generally holds work sessions 2-3 times per
" month. Thase meetings usually take place at 4:30 p.m. p.m. on Thursday afternoons
“at City Hall in Roomn 208-A. The meetings are open to the public. ‘

_The next work session is scheduled to take place on October 18, 2012,

j Categories: City Council and Legisfation

Public Meeting: 937-941 G neseé Street
Brownfield Grant Application Presentation

937-941 Genesee Street Brownfield Grant Application Presentation

Help us improve our site. Take a short survey about our search engine.

hitn-/fwww citvofrochester. cov/events.aspx : 10/19/2012



City of Rochester | Public Meeting

Public Meeting

10/18/2012 at 6:00 PM to 10/18/2012 at 8:00 PM All Events

Description;

Location:
Contact;

Cost;

Web Page:

The City of Rochester is applying for grant funding 1o complete
an Environmental Cleanup project at the City owned property
located at 937-941 Genesee Street. The City will be presenting a
more detailed overview of the Grant program, current Site
conditions and potentiai redevelopment plans for the Site at a
meeting of the Southwest Common Council. Citizen comments
will be addressed and incorporated into the final grant
application and submitted to the USEPA for consideration on
Movernber 19, 2012,

275 Dr. Samuel McCree Way, Rochester 14611

jane MH Forbes, Environmental Specialist, Division of
Environmental Quality

{585) 428-7892, or email her at forbesj@cityofrochester.gov
No cost

Project Web Page

hitn:/fwww.citvofrochester.cov/article.aspx?1d=8580954752

Page 1 of 1

10/19/2012



937-941 Genesee Street- EPA Brownfield Grant Application

About the Project

The City of Rochester is applying for grant funding to complete an Environmental Cleanup project at the
City owned property located at 937-941 Genesee Street (Site). This competitive grant opportunity is part
of the United States Environmental Protection Agency's {(USEPA) Brownfield Grant Program which could
provide up to $200,000 in funding for remediation of brownfield sites. The Site consists of one (1) parcel
of land and totals 0.248 acres. The Site is currently vacant but recent private investments in the area
make the Site a prime candidate for redevelopment.

»  Site Location Map
e Site Plan
s Monitoring Well & Boring Location Map

The Site was occupied by an auto repair facility from 1912 to 1941 and by a dry cleaner from 1346 until
its 2009 demolition. The City obtained the property through tax foreclosure in October 2012. Past
investigations of the property include:

¢ Phase | Environmental Site Assessment 2002, Brooks Avenue Urban Renewal District, STANTEC,
November 2002

+ Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment 2011, STANTEC, july 2011

+ Phase | Environmental Site Assessment 2012, STANTEC, October 2012

Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) at the Site indicated the presence of Velatile Organic
Compound (VOC) impacts in soil and groundwater. Samples taken from eight (8) test borings and three
(3) groundwater monitoring wells indicated the presence of: medium weight petraleum hydrocarbons,
consistent with diesel fuel; medium weight kerosene; heavy weight lube oil; light weight mineral spirits;
and non-chlorinated Stoddard solvent. As part of the grant application, the City will propose a scope of
work designed to fully characterize Site conditions, and devise a cleanup strategy that would enable the
Site to be redeveloped in the future,

Citizen Participation

A copy of the draft grant applicaticn will be available for review on-line on this web-site on October 18,
2012. The City will be presenting a more detailed overview of the Grant program, current Site conditions
and potential redevelopment plans for the Site at a meeting of the Southwest Common Council on October
18, 2012 at 275 Dr. Samuel McCree Way, Rochester 14611 at 6:00 p.m. Citizen comments will be
addressed and incorporated into the final grant application and submitted to the USEPA for consideration
onh November 19, 2012.

Questions?
If you have additional questions about the project or the grant application, contact the City’s project

manager: Jane MH Forbes, Environmental Specialist, Division of Environmental Quality
(585) 428-7892, or email her at forhesj@cityofrochester.gov



OFFICE OF THE SENIOR VICE PRESIDENT FOR ADMINISTRATION AND FINANCE
AND CHIEF FINANCIAL OFFICER

Ronald J. Paprocki
Sentor Vice President for Administration and Finance

. UNIVERSITY of
R
and Chief Financial Officer

OCHESTER

November 20, 2012

Jane Forbes, Environmental Specialist
Office of the Commissioner
Department of Environmental Services
City Hall, Room 300B

30 Church Street

Rochester, NY 14614

Dear Ms. Forbes:

On behalf of the University of Rochester, I would like to offer my support of your
proposal to secure funding through the Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA) Brownfield
Cleanup Grant program for cleanup efforts at 937-941 Genesee Street. Recent and continued
neighborhood planning successes, including work on the Brooks Landing project and
revitalization efforts on Jefferson Avenue and Thurston Road, have all been key to the area’s
rebirth. EPA funding would surely bolster ongoing efforts to support economic growth in
Rochester’s southwest neighborhoods.

The University deeply values its relationship with the surrounding community and is
fortunate to work with our partners in local government and effective neighborhood groups to
help make southwest Rochester an even more attractive, vibrant asset for its residents and the
entire community. We are pleased to offer our support. Please do not hesitate to contact our
Office of Government and Community Relations (585) 273-5955 if we can provide further
assistance.

Sincerely, 'ﬂ
Ronald J. Paprocki
RJIP:hwk
cc:  Paul J. Burgett
Joshua P. Farrelman

Colleen C. McCarthy
Peter G. Robinson

208 Wallis Hall - P.O. Box 270023 - Rochester, NY 14627-0023
585.275.2800 - 585.461.1046 fax - rpaprocki@admin.rochesteredu



COMMUNITY
DEVELOPMENT
CORPORATION

SERVING THE SOUTHWEST QUADRANT & NEIGHBORHOODS
89 Genesee Street * Rochester * NY * 14611
Phone: 585-328-5750 * 585-328-7351
http://sectordcdc.org * e-mail: sectordcde@yshoo,com

November 7, 2012

Ms. Jane MH Forbes, Environmental Specialist
Division of Environmental Quality

30 Church Street, Room 300B

Rochester, NY 14614

Re: City of Rochester, NY — 2012 USEPA Brownfield Proposal: 937-941 Genesee Street

Dear Ms. Forbes:

Thank you for the information regarding the City of Rochester's EPA brownfield cleanup grant
application, for the property located at 937-941 Genesee Street. This lot was the site of a laundry/dry
cleaning business, whose building collapsed several years ago. The lot remains, in need of cleanup
and development has been delayed for some time.

Sector 4 Community Development Corporation (Sector 4 CDC) works closely with businesses and
business associations in the south west quadrant of the city of Rochester, working to establish vibrant
commercial corridors within thriving residential heighborhoods. We presently work with five business
associations, and partner with neighborhood associations, including the Genesee Corridor Business
Association (GCBA) where this property is located. This lot at 937-941 Genesee Street is also in the
Brooks Landing Urban Renewal Area, adjacent to new construction that includes offices, commercial
space and a hotel. New construction is planned and will add more retail and housing in the area. This
lot is both a blight and an opportunity for the neighborhood, the commercial area and the city if it can be
cleaned and redeveloped as part of this larger project.

Sector 4 CDC enthusiastically support the City's cleanup efforts at the site and look forward to new
development. This will undoubtedly have a positive impact on the existing businesses in the area.
Sector 4 CDC would be interested in contributing to the City's plans to restore the site and revitalize the
surrounding properties after completion of the brownfield cleanup project. We look forward to a
cooperative effort with the City and to engaging in the community participation activities during the site
assessment and cleanup.

| hope the USEPA responds favorably to your grant proposal and look forward to working with the City
on this project. Please feel free to contact me if | can be of any further assistance.

Sincerely,

89% (s 5«/ >3Mf

Joan Roby-Davison,
Executive Director
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Office of the Commissioner
Department of Environmental Services
City Hall Room 300B

30 Church Street

Rochester, NY 14614-1290

Attention: Jane Forbes

Dear Jane,

It is my pleasure to add my name to your list of supporters for the cleanup efforts at
937-941 Genesce Street.

As the business owner of Canopy Coin Laundry at 92 Genesee Street, | have been
witness to the tremendous improvements that have already been made on the Genesee
corridor. This abandoned, polluted property is right in the heart of many new and vibrant
businesses. It is a detriment to our area, but if cleaned up would add to our growth and
revitalization.

Please continue your efforts to keep the momentum moving forward on Genesee

Street.

Sincerely,

Mark A. Dembs
Owner
Canopy Coin Laundry



South West Common Council

November 5, 2012

Ms. Jane MH Forbes, Environmental Specialist
Division of Environmental Quality

30 Church Street, Room 300B

Rochester, NY 14614

Re: United States Environmental Protection Agency Brownfield Assessment Grant Funding
Application for 937 — 941 Genesee Street, Rochester, NY

Dear Ms. Forbes:

Thank you for attending the South West Common Councils monthly meeting held on October 18,
2012. Your presentation regarding the USEPA's Brownfield Cleanup Grant program and how
grant funding could be used for soil and groundwater contamination cleanup at 937 — 941
Genesee Street was very informative and we have a better understanding of the Brownfield

Assessment process and funding use.

We fully support the City of Rochester's grant application for the Brownfield Cleanup Grant to
create a scope of work to implement an appropriate cleanup strategy for this site. It is a
commercial site on a major corridor and having this property become available for
redevelopment will add to the continued growth in this area.

We hope the EPA responds favorably to your Brownfield Cleanup Grant application and we look
forward to working with the City of Rochester. Please feel free to contact us anytime, if we can

be of any further assistance.

Sincerely,
Dawn Noto Gloria Edmonds
Chair, South West Common Council Co-Chair, South West Common Council

Rochester, NY



Q Unity Health System

October 11, 2012

Jane M. H. Forbes
Environmental Specialist

City Hall

30 Church Street, Room 300B
Rochester, NY 14614-1290

Re: United State Environmental Protection Agency (USEPA)
Brownfield Grant Funding Application
25 Canal Street, Rochester, NY 14608
937-941 Genesee Street, Rochester 14611

Dear Ms. Forbes:

On behalf of the City of Rochester, Unity Health System supports its application to
secure funding for the USEPA’s Brownfield Cleanup Grant Program. We understand
that the 937-941 Genesee Street property has been abandoned and tax delinquent for
several years. Funding from the EPA Brownfield Cleanup Program would allow for the
site to be cleaned up and redeveloped. We applaud the City’s effort to support the
zation and redevelopment of this community.

President & CEO

fsmf

89 Genesce Street | Rochester, New York 14611 | Phone: 5857237000 | wwwunityhealth.org
Affiliate of the University of Rochester Schaol of Medicine and Dentisiry
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D’Alessandro House Buyers
753 Genesee St
Rochester, NY 14611

City of Rochester

Department of Environmental Services
Division of Environmental Quality
Attn: Jane M.H. Forbes

City Hall, 30 Church St

Room 300B

Rochester, NY 14614

Jane:
| hope this note finds you doing well.

[ would like to take this opportunity to present my support for the cleanup of the vacant lot
located at 937-941 Genesee St in Rochester, NY.

The USEPA Brownfield Assessment Grant would allow this parcel of land to be used in a
productive way. The area immediately surrounding this parcel has undergone a
tremendous growth in development and appeal. This space which is currently hindering
additional growth could make a significant positive contribution to future growth and

development.

We own many properties around this currently vacant parcel and would be excited to see
something productive done with the space.

&~ Joe D'Alessandro
D’'Alessandro House Buyers
753 Genesee St
Rochester, NY 14611
Office: 585-302-4297
Email: joe@dalessandrohousebuyers.com




Forbes, Jane

From: Stewart Putnam [sputnam @ unityhealth.org]

Sent: Sunday, October 14, 2012 2:28 PM

To: Forbes, Jane

Subject: Letter of Support for USEPA Brownfield Grant Funding

Dear Ms, Forbes:

Please be informed that Unity Health System is in support of the City of Rochester’s application to the USEPA's
Brownfield Cleanup grant program for cleanup efforts at 25
Canal Street and 937-941 Genesee Street.

As you know, Unity Health System is the Bullshead area's largest employer, and we are vitally interested in the quality of
life in that neighborhood. We believe these cleanup efforts support that quality of life and will pave the way to
continued positive development in the area.

Best wishes for success in this effort.
Stewart Putnam

Stewart C. Putnam

President, Health Care Services Division

Unity Health System

1555 Long Pond Road

Rochester, NY 14626

(585) 723-7007

Please Note: Property of Unity Health System -- www.unityhealth.org

The information contained in this message may be privileged and confidential, protected from disclosure, and/or
intended only for the user of the individual or entity named above. If the recipient of this message is not the intended
recipient, you are hereby notified that any dissemination, distribution or copying of this communication is strictly
prohibited. If you received this communication in error, please notify the sender immediately by replying to this message
and deleting it from your computer. This email message is considered Virus Free by our virus scanning software. All
email is considered property of Unity Health System.

Address policy questions to address below.

postmaster@unityhealth.org




Genesee Corridor Business Association
89 Genesee Street
Rochester, NY 14611
585-328-5750
genesee_business@yahoo.com

November 9, 2012

Jane MH Forbes, Environmental Specialist
Department of Environmental Services
City of Rochester

30 Church Street

Rochester, NY 14614

Support for Cleanup Grant at 937-941 Genesee Street

Dear Ms Forbes:

The Genesee Corridor Business Association, after discussion in its meeting of October 10,
2012, wishes to document its full support for this vital project.

The parcel at 937-941 Genesee Street is located in the City of Rochester's strategic Brooks
Landing Urban Renewal District, the most significant economic development initiative in the
history of Genesee St. After decades of economic decline and dis-investment, Brooks
Landing is bringing needed businesses and jobs back to our community. Over $46 million has
been invested in the last 10 years, with another $26 million planned.

The attached chart developed in collaboration with the Sector 4 Community Development
Corporation shows the planned revitalization district and the location of specific investments

throughout.

The parcel at 937-041 Genesee Street has been excluded from the Brooks Landing
revitalization specifically because of its known contamination. Numerous inquiries from
potential investors, developers, businesses and funders have failed to produce a single
proposall As a result the parcel remains a vacant “istand’ in a sea of neighborhood

commercial redevelopment.

We fully support whatever steps are necessary to mitigate the environmental barriers to
redevelopment of this parcel, and enable its contribution to the surrounding community.

Sincerely,

/(LA @M/%"‘

Attachment




Sector 4 Community Development Corporation

Brooks Landing “Urban Village” District

INITIATIVES & INVESTMENTS on GENESEE STREET

R ULREDC $2 million 16-Unit
COMMUNITY e & New Housing replaced 4
ﬁﬁ ® DEVELOPMENT ] D o | o \ derelict structures
M CORPORATION Ruiel
SER\'!HGI’IIE SOIJ‘{HWEHQUADRANI'&N!IGHBORHUDDS i ; ? ]E = Storefront Upgrades
} N Ten $30,000 City 80-10
T : e A Exterior Improvement
COLOR LEGEND 0 T e r ‘Facade’ Grants
bk T 4l (Total $330,000 invested)
5 City Economic Development Sites |
E & Commercial & Mixed-Use e L et [: - #81.4 City-_owned lot
: Tl e ot Hi= N&BD is seeking Proposals
Residential Use B “ﬁ@ kil
1o . - 09 | e Rl | #820-826 Planned Private
Ya¥| Private & Public Institutions T i Commercial Development
. Newly Redeveloped el
] l #830-838 Three.City Lots;
ks | N&BD is seeking Proposals
“:;w e el ~—|—— #844 Private business fully
Fiie ' renovated a derelict store
#923-925 e © \, HUD Renewal Community
NEW 4000SF Building e (}Q Tax Credit Program
City Neighborhood Service Center  Zif ¢ v ) for Improvements, Jobs
and RETAIL STORE jﬂ e jJiR added, etc., on the east side
= BT = of Genesee, north of Brooks.
. AR A Ay ~
#937 Contaminated Lot S S_outh_Plymouth Ave.
Former dry cleaner requires - Riverview Apartments
environmental cleanup = $30 million investment
##910-960 30,000 SF
#955 Chabad House Offices & Retail

Jewish Student Center $4 million investment

2012 purchase & renovation

$1.2 million investment BROOKS LANDING

80-Room Hote!, $9 million
2013 Apartments, $20 million

[F] = Storefront Upgrades
Ten $30,000 EDD 90-10
Exterior Improvement
‘Facade’ Grants
(Total $330,000 invested)

City Park Enhancements
$950,000 project 2012-13

Woodstone Custom Homes
Lk 29 new homes, $4.5 million
ol Summer 2012 start

Sector 4 Community Development Corporation 89 Genesee St, Rochester NY 14611 585-328-5750 Revised 1-11-12
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Stantec

ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES
937 GENESEE STREET

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

NYSDEC SPILL NO. 1206397

Executive Summary

This report presents an Analysis of Brownfield Cleanup Alternatives (ABCA) for the remediation
of soil and groundwater impacts identified at the 937 Genesee Street Site (Site) located at 937-
941 Genesee Street, Rochester, NY, as shown on Figure 1. The New York State Department of
Environmental Conservation (NYSDEC) assigned Spill No.1208397 to the Site.

Three remediation alternatives were retained following preliminary screening of applicable
remedial methods and technologies. Alternative A is the no action alternative and includes
monitored natural attenuation with an assumed duration of 30 yéars. Alternative B includes the
excavation and off-site disposal of impacted materials from all three Remedial Areas of Concern
(RAOCs). Alternative C includes all of the components of Alternative B, pius the direct
application of a chemical additive to the open excavations of RAOC 1 and RAOC 2 and one
year of post-excavation groundwater monitoring, with the potential for conducting a second year
of monitoring contingent on the first year's results.

Based. on the extent of the impacted areas, the contaminants of concerns, and the affected
media, the recommended remedial approach is Alternative C.

U\90500696'reportiBrownfield ApplicationABCAYpl_00696_EPA_ABGCA_937 Genesee.St.docx E . 1
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ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES
937 GENESEE STREET

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

NYSDEC SPILL NO. 1206397

1.0 Introduction and Background

1.1 SITE DESCRIPTION AND HISTORY

The Site (NYSDEC Spill No. 1206397) is located at 937-941 (aka 937) Genesee Street in the
City of Rochester, Monroe County, New York (Monroe County Tax ID No. 135.34-2-36). It
operated as an auto service shop from the middle 1910s through the early 1940s and as a dry
cleaner from the middle 1940s through the middle 2000s.

1.2 PURPOSE AND CONTENT OF REPORT

This report presents an evaluation of alternatives for the remediation of the 937 Genesee Street
Site (Site), as shown on Figure 1. The New York State Department of Environmental
Conservation (NYSDEC) assigned Spill Number 1206397 to the Site. The project objective is to
remediate the Site to the degree required to allow its redevelopment for restricted residential
use, as per BNYCRR Part 375 and NYSDEC's Commissioner Policy 51 (CP-51).

Stantec Consulting Services Inc. (Stantec) identified three alternatives for remediation of the
937 Genesee Street Site. Alternative A is the no action alternative and includes monitored
natural attenuation with an assumed duration of 30 years. Aiternative B includes the excavation
and off-site disposal of impacted materials from all three Remedial Areas of Concern (RAOCs),
as shown on Figure 2. Alternative C includes all of the components of Alternative B, plus the
direct appiication of a chemical additive to the open excavations of RAOC 1 and RAOC 2 and
one year of post-excavation groundwater monitoring, with the potential for conducting a second
year of monitoring contingent on the first year's resuits. Based on the extent of the impacted
areas, the contaminants of concerns, and the affected media, the recommended remedial
approach is Alternative C.

The proposed remedial action includes the following:
» Decommissioning/ replacement of existing monitoring wells;
+ Excavation and off-site disposal of impacted soils from RAOCs 1, 2 and 3;

o Application of an in-situ, bio-augmentation additive to the open RAOC 1 and RAOC 2
excavations to promote enhanced natural attenuation of residual petroleum related
Volatile Organic Compound (VOC) impacted groundwater;

e Conducting one year of post excavation groundwater monitoring for VOCs, with the
potential for conducting a second year of monitoring contingent on the first year’s results;

+ Preparation of a site management plan for future site use and re-development; and

UA180500636\reportiBrawnfisld ApplicalionABGAVPL_00896_EPA_ABCA_937 (Genesea.St.docx 1 . 1



Stantec

ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES
937 GENESEE STREET

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

NYSDEC SPILL NO. 1206397

¢ Implementation of Institutional Controls incorporating the site into the City of Rochester
(City) BIS flagging system to ensure residual impacts are properly managed in the
future, as necessary.

The analysis of remedial aiternatives includes a summary of previous environmental
investigations at the Site, a discussion of the anticipated future use of the Site, an examination
of potential exposure scenarios, applicabie relevant and appropriate regulations (ARARs) that
will be used as remedial Site cleanup objectives (RSCOs) and a discussion of the evaluated
remedial alternatives.

1.3 SUMMARY OF PRIOR INVESTIGATIONS

Environmental studies that have been completed for the 937 Genesee Street Site and/or the
surrounding area and for which reports prepared by Stantec and reviewed for preparation of this
ABCA include:

e a November 2002 Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) of twenty-three
contiguous parcels in the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal District prepared by Stantec
for the City;

« aJanuary 2003 Phase Il ESA of 923-927 Genesee Street prepared by Stantec for the
City;

s a December 2003 Phase {1 Site Investigation of 923-927 Genesee Street prepared by
Stantec for the City;

e aJuly 2011 Phase il ESA of 937 Genesee Street prepared by Stantec for the City;
e a September 2012 Phase [ ESA of 937 Genesee Street prepared by Stantec for the City;

o an October 2012 Supplemental Phase Il ESA of 937 Genesee Street prepared by
Stantec for the City;

¢ an October 2012 Microbial Insights Biotraps Analysis for 937 Genesee Street prepared
by Stantec for the City; and

e an October 2012 Opinion of Probable Remedial Costs for 937 Genesee Street prepared
by Stantec for the City.

1.3.1 November 2002 Phase | ESA of the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal District

In November 2002, Stantec performed a Phase | ESA of twenty-three contiguous parcels in the
Brooks Landing Urban Renewal District, including the Site. The Phase | ESA indicated that
937-941 Genesee Street was occupied by an auta repair facility from 1912 to 1941 and by dry
cleaners from 1946 until its 2009 demolition.

Un190500696\report\Brownfield Application\ABCAPt_00696_EPA_ABCA 937.Genases.St.docx 1 . 2
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937 GENESEE STREET

ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

NYSDEC SPILL NO. 1206397

1.3.2 January 2003 and December 2003 Phase Il ESAs of 923-927 Genesee Street

Stantec completed two Phase Il Investigation programs in 2003 at the adjoining property to the
north, 923-927 Genesee Street, which indicated low level arsenic, lube cil, and diesel fuel
impacts to a fill layer but did not encounter impacts to groundwater or to deeper soils at the
property boundary.

1.3.3  July 2011 Phase 1l ESA of 937-941 Genesee Street

The results of the July 2011 Phase Il ESA indicated the presence of VOC impacts in soil and
groundwater. VOC concentrations in soil exceeded NYSDEC Part 375 and CP-51 soii cleanup
objectives (SCOs) for unrestricted use in a sample (B-3) near a manhole that was identified in
the building footprint and the sediment sample (SED-1) taken from the manhole. Odors,
considered to be nuisance characteristics, were observed in both soil and groundwater. The
TPH analysis indicated that the B-2 sample contained a medium weight petroleum hydrocarbon
matching the lab’s diesel fuel standard. B-3 contained medium weight kerosene and heavy
weight lube oil, B-4 contained light weight mineral spirits and heavy weight iube oil, B-6
contained light weight mineral spirits, and SED-1, which was collected from the sediment in the
manhale, contained medium weight kerosene and heavy weight lube oil. The lab's mineral
spirits standard is a mixture of the several very similar petroleum products included in the
mineral spirit category, one of which is Stoddard solvent. Although further distinction was not
possible, Stantec concluded from the TPH and the VOC analytical resuits that one of the
sources of the aromatic VOCs detected in the site samples is likely to have been a release of
Stoddard solvent from the former dry cleaning facility. Releases from the former auto repair
shop are also likely to have affected the site.

Exceedances of groundwater standards for VOCs were detected in MW-3 and MW-6, and a
slight exceedance for selenium was detected in MW-7. The greatest concentrations were
reported in the area near the manhcle in the building slab. The TPH analysis indicated that the
MW-3 sample contained medium weight kerosene and medium weight diesel. The MW-6
sample contained medium weight kerosene.

According to Dr. Richard Young’s Groundwater Contour Maps of Monroe County (1980), and
based on topographic gradient, regional groundwater flow in the vicinity of the subject property
is expected to flow easterly, towards the Genesee River located 515+ feet east of the subject
property. During the July 2011 Phase || ESA, water level measurements indicated that the
groundwater table was relatively flat at 937 Genesee Street with an indication of slight flow
toward the east-northeast. Given the significantly lower impacts in the B-7/MW-7 location,
which was east of the other locations, it appeared that the contamination was focused on the
rear (west) portion of the building near the manhole and dry well. The source of the impacts
appeared to have been the past use of the site as a dry cleaner and auto repair facility.

UA180500696\reportiBrownfield Applicalion\ABCAWDL_00696_EPA_ABCA_937.Genesee.St.docx 1 3
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1.3.4 September 2012 Phase | ESA of 937-941 Genesee Street

The September 2012 Phase | ESA identified the following recognized environmental conditions
(RECs).

e 941 Genesee Street was listed as a garage from 1917-18 through 1942, The 1912
Sanborn map showed an auto repair shop with a detached garage on the 941 Genesee
Street parcel. A permit was maintained from 1938 through 1941 for a 550-gallon
gasoline tank and pump, which were listed at removed in 1943. The 1918 and 1926 Plat
maps showed a stone building labeled “Garage” on 941 Genesee Street, and in 1935 it
was labeled “General Motor Service”.

e 941 Genesee Street was listed as a dry cleaners from 1947 through 2003 and appeared
to remain so until its 2009 demolition. The 1950 and 1871 Sanborn maps showed a dry
cleaning building with a pressing section, a cleaning section, and a boiler room on the
941 Genesee Street parcel. A permit was maintained from 1947 through 1961 for a 250-
gallon solvent tank.

« Per City Department of Environmental Services (DES) discussions with other City staff
who were involved in the demolition of the former building on the subject property in
2009, it is understood that they observed a partially buried 55-gallon drum that was filled
with stone, had no bottom and was buried in the floor at the rear of the building. This
was suspected to have been a dry well structure.

» An approximate three foot diameter manhole is located in the western portion of the
foundation slab. Upon investigation during the July 2011 Phase Il ESA, the manhole
was found to have a solid bottom and did not appear to have an outlet

e VOC and petroleum hydrocarbon impacts to sediment, soil, and groundwater were
documented in the July 2011 Phase Il ESA.

1.3.5 October 2012 Supplemental Phase {l ESA of 937-941 Genesee Street

The October 2012 Supplemental Phase || ESA indicated the presence of VOC impacts in soil
and groundwater. Nuisance odors were noted in borings B-14 and B-18. Concentrations of
lead and mercury exceeded the NYSDEC SCOs for unrestricted use and indeno(1,2,3-
cd)pyrene exceeded the NYSDEC SCO for restricted residential use in the fill material from B-
19. Exceedances of groundwater standards for VOCs were detected in MW-3, MW-6, and MW-
14. The greatest concentrations were reported in the area near the manhole. Water level
measurements indicated that the hydraulic gradient was relatively flat with a slight indication of
flow toward the east-northeast with overburden groundwater depths that ranged from 8+ to 10+
feet below ground surface.

Given the absence of petroleum related impacts in the borings and monitoring wells installed
between B-3/MW-3 and B-14/MW-14, it appeared that two separate areas of the site have been
impacted by petroleum related releases; in addition, the lateral extent of these releases appears
to have been delineated. The western most impacted area was centered on B-3/MW-3 and B-

UA190500696\repori\Brownfield Application\ABGAVpL_00696_EPA_ABCA_937 Genesee.St.docx 1 4
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6/MW-6 near the manhole and dry well. The sources of the impacts appeared to have been the
past use of the site as a dry cleaner and auto repair facility including probable releases from the
manhole and former drywell. The eastern most impacted area was centered on B-14/MW-14. It
was suspected that the contamination in this area may have resulted from a release associated
with the sewer that serviced the subject property; contamination may also be reiated to the
former onsite presence of a 550-gallon gasoline tank and pump between 1938 and 1941 and a
250-gallon solvent tank between 1947 and 1961, the former locations of which are unknown.
Based on the soil sample results from the surrounding borings B-15, B-16, B-18, and
groundwater sample results from MW-18, it appeared that of impacts on the eastern portion of
the site are limited to the area adjacent to B-14/MW-14. Given the delineation of these two
areas of impact and given that no evidence of impacts was observed in the angled borings at
the western property boundary, there was no information to suggest that contamination had
migrated offsite.

1.3.6  October 2012 Microbial Insights Biotraps Analysis for 337-941 Genesee Street

A biotrap survey was begun immediately following the October 2012 Supplemental Phase Il
ESA field work. Microbial Insights biotraps were set out in monitoring wells MW-6, MW-13, MW-
14, and MW-19D. The resuits of the biotrap survey indicate that petroleum hydrocarbon
degraders were present at the site. However, the natural attenuation process had become rate
limited due to the lack of sufficient electron acceptors. The detection of phenol hydroxylase and
toluene dioxygenase indicated the potential for an aerobic pathway, but with natural dissolved
oxygen (DO) levels less than 1.0 mg/L, this degradation mechanism was not viable at that time.

Benzyl succinate synthase is an indicator of anaerobic petroleum hydrocarbon degradation.
The results were below quantification limits for all wells sampled. This does not mean
anaerobic petroleum hydrocarbon degrading bacteria populations are not present at the site.
However, the field monitoring of monitored naturai attenuation (MNA) parameters indicated that
the site was also depleted of alternative electron acceptors to oxygen within the identified
impacted area (MW-3 and MW-14). The geochemical parameter monitoring and biotrap survey
resuits indicated that MNA treatment of the residual groundwater impacts would require
enhancement of the naturally-occurring degradation processes through electron acceptor
addition.

1.3.7 October 2012 Opinion of Probable Remedial Costs for 937-941 Genesee Street

The October 2012 Opinion of Probable Remedial Costs presented a remedial scenario which
was similar to Remedial Alternative C, detailed herein.

1.4 PROPOSED FUTURE USE OF SITE

The City has indicated that the redevelopment of this vacant Site is anticipated to include mixed
use, restricted residential, or commercial options, consistent with the ongoing redevelopment of
the Brooks Landing Urban Renewal District. Given the lack of use of the property for a number
of years, the current land use will be unaffected by the recommended remedy.

U:\190500696\reportiBrownfisld ApplicationlABCAWpt_00696_EPA ABCA_937.Genesee.Sl.docx 1 . 5
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2.0 Applicable Regulations and Cleanup Standards

2.1 EXPOSURE PATHWAYS

Considering that restricted residential and/or commercial redevelopment activities at the Site are
anticipated, remedial excavation work is anticipated on-site, and residential buildings are
located near the Site, the construction worker/trespasser, occupational worker and local
resident have been identified as the most appropriate potential human receptors.

Exposures to the construction worker may occur during remediation, construction and other
activities that involve excavation at the Site or at its periphery. Exposures to occupational
workers at future Site facilities could occur during normal facility operations due to potential
vapor intrusion into buildings, by way of exposure to soil vapor and groundwater during
remediation within a building, or during any excavation activity that may take place on or around
the Site if remediation does not occur prior to Site redevelopment

Exposure to residents of nearby properties could potentially occur during excavation work at the
Site through dispersion of particulates and volatilization of contaminants. Potential routes of
exposure include:

« Inhalation of vapors released from volatile substances present in subsurface soils
(potential future occupational worker and construction worker/trespasser, and local
residents during construction);

+ Ingestion and dermal contact of substances in subsurface soils (potential future
occupational worker and construction worker/trespasser); and

+ Ingestion, inhalation and dermal contact with substances present in groundwater
(potential future occupational worker and construction worker/trespasser). '

Potential exposure during the remedial work will be managed with a Health and Safety Plan
(HASP) and Community Air Monitoring Plan (CAMP) designed to protect Site workers and the
public. Potential future exposures to residual contamination, if any, will be mitigated by way of
institutional and engineering controls and a Site Management Plan (SMP).

22  APPLICABLE OR RELEVANT AND APPROPRIATE REQUIREMENTS
(ARARS)

6 NYCRR Part 375 Restricted Residential Soil Cleanup Objectives (SCOs) and NYSDEC's
Commissioner Policy 51 (CP-51) Restricted Residential SCOs were selected as the Site
Standards, Criteria and Guidelines {(SCGs) for soil cleanup. Contaminants of concern (CoCs) at
the Site are defined as the substances for which the concentrations in soil exceed the
associated Restricted Residential SCOs. Impacted soil or fill containing contaminants above

U1 90500696 report@rownfield ApplicalionABCAWrpl 00696 EPA_ABCA_937.Genesee.St.docx 2 6
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SCOs that are left in-place will be managed with a Site Management Plan (SMP) for potential
future disturbances (e.q., utility repair work), and with environmental engineering and
institutional controls (e.g., placement of a clean soil cover, installation of a sub-slab
depressurization system in future buildings, and flagging the Site in the City's Building
Information System).

Even though no potable use of groundwater is allowed in the City of Rochester, as per State
code, Class GA drinking water-based standards are the applicable SCGs for groundwater.
CoCs in groundwater were selected based on exceedances of 8 NYCRR Part 703 Class GA
Groundwater Standards, and NYSDEC Technical and Operational Guidance Series 1.1.1:
Ambient Water Quality Standards and Guidance Values {GSGVs) and Groundwater Effluent
Limitations dated June 1998, revised June 2004.

In the event that it is not feasible to achieve the applicable SCOs for soil and/or the GSGVs for
groundwater, site-specific cleanup levels will be established for the Site that, in conjunction with
institutional and engineering controls, will attain conditions protective of public health and the
environment for the intended and reasonably anticipated use of the Site.

In order to protect occupants of future buildings, sub-siab depressurization systems (SSDSs)
will need to be installed, or post-remedial soil gas sampling will be required to confirm that
SSDSs are not necessary based on the Human Health Risk Assessment guidelines outlined in
NYSDEC DER-10 and the New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) Final Guidance for
Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York dated October 2006,.

2.3 CLEANUP OVERSIGHT RESPONSIBILITY

The NYSDEC will oversee the cleanup through the Petroleum Spill Cleanup Program.
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3.0 Evaluation of Cleanup Alternatives

In order to evaluate the effectiveness of remedial alternatives for this Site, nine general and site-
specific remediation criteria (i.e., threshold criteria) were reviewed in accordance with the
provisions set forth in DER-10. These criteria are presented in Table 1. The first two evaluation
criteria are threshold criteria and must be satisfied in order for an alternative to be considered
for selection. The subsequent evaluation criteria are primary balancing criteria which are used to
compare the positive and negative aspects of each remedial alternative that first meets the
threshold criteria.

Three remediation alternatives were identified to address the impacts at the Site following
review of the above referenced criteria. These three alternatives are summarized in the table
below. Table 1 presents an alternatives analysis matrix for the three aiternatives. Design
assumptions are presented in Table 2. Costs for these alternatives are presented in Tables 3 —
5. .

Evaluated Method, Description

Technology, or

Approach

A. No Action: VOCs are organic molecules that are capable of being degraded by
Monitored Natural natural processes over time. Natural attenuation of VOCs appears to
Attenuation (MNA) be occurring at this site as suggested by the most recent data

indicating depletion of electron receptors. The no action alternative
does not involve proactive remedial measures but instead relies on
periodically monitoring the contamination to verify that natural
attenuation is continuing to occur.

B. Excavation This alternative includes the excavation and off-site disposal of
impacted materials from all three RAOCs and backfilling with clean
materials.

C. Excavation with This alternative includes the components of Alternative B, plus the

Enhanced MNA direct application of a chemical additive to the open excavations that

creates aerobic conditions and accelerates VOC degradation in
groundwater. Enhanced MNA would only be applied to RAOC 1 and
RAQC 2 since they are the only areas with VOC impacts in
groundwater. One year of post-excavation groundwater monitoring
would be conducted to evaluate the effectiveness of the removai
program in addressing groundwater impacts, with the potential for
conducting a second year of monitoring contingent on the first year's
results.
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3.1 RECOMMENDED CLEANUP ALTERNATIVE

Based on the extent of the impacted areas, the contaminants of concerns, and the affected
media, the recommended remedial approach is Alternative C. This combination of technologies
can immediately and permanently remove significant contaminant mass and volume, and can
effectively remove petroleum-contaminated soils present in the unsaturated zone leaching to
groundwater. Application of oxygen releasing compound is a proven remedial aiternative
documented to enhance the biodegradation of organic contaminants such as petroleum
hydrocarbons that are biodegradable under aerobic conditions. Application of oxygen releasing
compound is suitable for shallow groundwater conditions since there is no generation of
hazardous vapors or the need for vapor control, and it does not require the disposal of
contaminated groundwater. Alternative A reduces toxicity, mobility and volume of contamination,
should meet ARARS, and therefore would be protective of the environmental or human health.

The proposed remedy will also require Institutional Controls and Engineering Controls (e.g. City
BIS flagging, clean soil cover, vapor mitigation system) appropriate to anticipated Site
redevelopment. In addition, the proposed remedy will include development and implementation
of a Site Management Plan (SMP) in order to manage potentiai future disturbances of residual
contamination. Following completion of the remediat measures, it is anticipated the property will
be able to be reused to its full potential consistent with zoning regulations. Any potential
limitations associated with low level residual soil contamination are not expected to adversely
affect future land use. Similarly, since the City prohibits the use of groundwater as a drinking
water supply, potential low levels of residual groundwater impacts are not expected to adversely
affect future use of the Site.

311 RAOC 1 Remedy

Within RAQC 1, soil with VOC impacts has been reported between 21 and 15+ ft. bgs. In
conjunction, impacted groundwater was reported in RAOC 1 beginning at a depth of 8.5z ft.
bgs. To address these impacts, Alternative C is recommended. This alternative involves
excavation and off-site disposal of soil from a 1,000+ sq. ft. area to an estimated depth of 15 ft.,
totaling an estimated 560% CY of soil (Figure 2). A 1,250% sq. ft. area of asphalt from the
parking area immediately north of RAOC 1 will need to be removed and disposed of offsite, then
restored with crusher run. Contingent on excavation wall stability, potential 1:2 sloping would
require the removal of an additional estimated soil volume of 310+ CY that would be reused
onsite as clean backfill. Removal of the concrete slab over RAOC 1 is included in this
recommendation. In situ groundwater treatment is recommended to address residual
groundwater impacts. This would involve applying an estimated 500 Ibs. of ORC™ or EHC-
O™, an oxygen additive, to the open excavation to assist in addressing residual VOC impacted

groundwater.
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Following excavation and the application of an oxygen additive to the excavation, up to two
years of groundwater monitoring would be conducted to verify the effectiveness of the remedial
measures.

3.1.2 RAOC 2 Remedy

Within RAOC 2, soil with VOC impacts has been reported between 41 and 16+ ft. bgs.
Impacted groundwater was also reported in RAOC 2 beginning at a depth of 10.7x ft. bgs. To
address these impacts, Alternative C is recommended. This alternative involves excavation and
off-site disposal of soil from a 375+ sq. ft. area to an estimated depth of 15 ft., totaling an
estimated 210+ CY of soil (Figure 2). A 375t sq. ft. area of asphalt over RAOC 2 will need to be
removed and disposed of offsite, then restored with crusher run. Contingent on excavation wall
stability, potential 1:2 sloping would require the removal of an additional estimated soil volume
of 210z CY that would be reused onsite as clean backfill. In situ groundwater treatment is
recommended to address residuai groundwater impacts. This would involve applying an
estimated 200 Ibs. of ORC™ or EHC-O™, an oxygen additive, to the open excavation to assist
in addressing residual VOC impacted groundwater.

Following excavation and the application of an oxygen additive to the excavation, up to two
years of groundwater monitoring would be conducted to verify the effectiveness of the remedial
measures.

3.1.3 RAOC 3 Remedy

Within RAOC 3, soil with SVOC and metals impacts has been reported between 0 and 2 ft. bgs
Alternative C will involve excavation and off-site disposal of 210 CYz of impacted soil (Figure 2).
Soils at greater depths are considered unlikely to create significant human heaith or ecological
exposure pathways and are therefore not recommended for removal, however confirmatory soil
sampling will be conducted to evaluate residual concentrations to determine if a clean soil cover
is needed.

3.1.4 Soil Vapor Remedy

To address potential residual vapors, the concrete slab and portions of the asphalt parking
surface (refer to Figure 2) will be removed as part of the remedial action at the Site to allow for
evaluation of subsurface conditions and to eliminate their potential capping effect. The concrete
slab covers an area of approximately 4,200 sq. ft. and is estimated to be approximately 10
inches thick. The surface area of asphalt requiring remaoval is approximately 1,250 sq. ft. and
the asphalt is assumed to be approximately 2 inches thick. An estimated 130t CY of concrete
slab and 12+ CY of asphalt are estimated for removal and off-site disposal, followed by
restoration with up to 12 inches of crushed stone. In addition, future buildings at the Site will
need to be designed and constructed such that a sub-slab depressurization system can be
operated to address potential volatile organic vapor concerns that may remain following
implementation of the remedial action.
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ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES

TABLE 1
BROWNFIELD ASSESSMENT SITE
937 GENESEE STREET
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS MATRIX

1 - Protection of Human Health and the

2 - Standards, Criterla, &

' 3 - Short-term Effectiveness & Impacts

4 - Long-term Effegtlveness & Perméneni:e

5- Redﬁctlun of Toxlcfty, Mohllity, or Voluma

Remedial o Environment Guidance
Deseription :
Alternative’ Meets Meats . Meets Meots Meets
i sslon
Criteria? Discussion Criteria? Discussion Criterla? Discussion Criteria? Discussion Critesta? Discu
‘[- Wastes and residuals will remain on-Sile following implementation of
MNA, but long-term reduction is expected.
- Natural processes that induce attenuation of contaminant impacts to
the subsurface are dependent upon several factors such as subsurface
No Action: : - Compliance with SCGs conditions, amount of contaminant present and possible presence of
Monitored - MNA with 30 years of quarterly ;n?'f::oisg?aggi :,:ahrg:-ri'i‘ﬂe ated ::P:xc:a:::jm:‘{gg f?r If_rkeel ptroduci Fllf;'c‘i\rPaer.uSc:V?nr::ils L:‘ncer_taént%,lgxp?sure risks are most - No conirol of short-term and long-
Natural monitoring. No 9 ; ) g ' Ne L P o No - No short-term effectiveness or impacts. Yes ikely lo persis . stermined period of time, . A No term contaminant toxicity, mobility or
Attenuation - Potential on-Site exposure risks to time; - Monitoring alone will not mitigate exposure risks but will provide some volume
(MNA) occupational workers. - Will depend heavilty on quantification; ’
institutional controls. - Given the future intended use of the Site as a mixed use restricted
residential and commercial facility, land use controls are likely to be
reliably implemented;
- Uncertainty assoclated with meeting remedial action objectives will
continue in the future.
. . . - Removal of most
- Polenlial ofi-Site exposure risks are significantly impacted - Heavy truck traffic and associated
significantly mitigated by the s S ) _ .
. soils will allow decontamination, dust control and soll - Removal of the significantly impacted
aggressive source removal approach : . ) : I . -
; : - . ) compliance with SCGs tracking measures required due to soils will effectively addresses toxicity,
of this alternative combined with a site for VOCs, SVOCs, and excavation of soils mobility and volume of most significant
- Excavation and off-site disposal {management plan. tals | ) iis b ' i ) " - The significantly impacted soils will be removed from this site. Low . . . h . g.
Excavation of solls exceeding Restrictad v, -E ti d di lofi ted| Partigt |Metels in soils ut will v, - Staging area required. Yi level i . Site followi 1 acti db Patial impacts with maximum certainty;
g Restricte es xcavation and disposal of impacte artia dd dual es Limited short durati . d es evel impacts remaining on-Site following removal action would be artial Low level i s dwater will
Residential SCOs sofls increases temporary exposure pot adaress resicua - -imied shor duration construction an mitigated through site management plan. - Low level impacts In groundwater wi
’ . N _ |impacts to groundwater. contaminated soil removal impacts. ' _Jremain. A site management plan
risks to humans and wildlife due to . . .
) h f Site management plan - Short-term effectivensss of this would be used to address low level
handling of contaminated materials ; L ] . A
. ) N will be used to address aiternative is good due to soit residual impacts.
and potential for dispersion of . A
contamination in air low level residual excavation.
: impacts. '
) | Removal of the significantly impacted
Excavation and |- Combines Alternativa B with soils will effectivély addresses toxicity,
Enhanced EMNA; - Refer to discussicn of alternative B. - Refer to discussion of mability and volume of most significant
Monitored - Direct Application of EHC-0 or - In addition, in-situ groundwater alternative B. EMNA will - Refer to discussion of alternative B. In - Refer to discussion of alternative B. EMNA would provide benefit in impacts with maximum certainty. A site
Natural ORC to open excavation of RADC 1 Yes |remediation provides additional Yes |provide quicker “¥es - . |addition, EMNA will result tn quicker Yes [reducing remediation timelines by addressing the low VOC groundwater| Yes jmanagement plan would be used to
Attenuation and RAOC 2 to accelerate protection for human health and the compliance with VOC 2 compliance with groundwater SCGs. impacts remaining on-Site. address low level residual impacts.
(EMNA) contaminant degradation in environment. SCGs for groundwater. - More control of VOC groundwater
groundwater. : contaminant toxicity, mobifity and
volume would result from EMNA..

Notes:

1 - Design assumplions for alternatives are presented in Table 2.

Definitions:

1 - Protection of Human Health and the Environment - This criterion is an evaluation of the remedy’s ability 1o protect public health and the environment, assessing how risks posed through each existing or potential pathway of exposure are eliminated, reduced
or controlled through removal, treatment, engineering controls or institutional conirols. The remedy’s ability to achieve each of.the Remedial Action Obectives (RAOs) is evaluated.

2 - 8tandards, Criteria, & Guidance Values (SCGs) - Compliance with SCGs addresses whether or not a remedy will meet applicable environmental laws, regulations, standards, and guidance.
3 - Short-term Effectiveness & Impacts - The potential short-term adverse impacts and risks of the remedy upon the community, the workers, and the environment during the construction andfor implementation are evaluated. This includes identification of short-

term adverse impacts and heaith risks, the effectiveness of any engineering controls, and the length of time needed to achieve the remedial objectives.

4 - Long-term Effectiveness & Permanence - This criterion evaluates the long-term effectiveness of the remedy afier implementation. If wastes or treated residuals remain on-site after the selected remedy has been implemented, the following ilems are evaluated:

i. The magnitude of the remaining risks {i.e. will there be any significant threats, exposure pathways, or risks to the community and environment from the remaining wastes or treated residuals?),
ii. The adequacy of the engineering and institulional controls intended te limit the risk,
iii. The reliability of these controls, and;
iv. The ability of the remedy to continue to meet RAOs in the future.

5 - Reduction of Toxicity, Mobility, or Volume - The remedy's ability to reduce the toxicity, mobility or volume of site contamination is evaluated. Preference is given to remedies that parmanently and significantly reduce the toxicity, mobility, or volume of the

wastes at the sile.

6 - Implementability - The technical and administrative feasibility of implementing the remedy is evaluated. Technical feasibility includes the difficulties associated with the construction and the ability to monitor the effectiveness of the remedy. For administrative
feasibility, the availability of the hecessary personnel and material is evaluated along with potential difficulties in obtaining specific operating approvals, access for canstruction, etc. Includes the evaluation of the reliability and viability of implementation of the
institutional or engineering controls necessary for a remedy.

7 - Land Use - This criterion is intended to evaluate the remedial allernatives in relation to the planned future use of the Site. :
8 - Community Accaptance - This criterion is intended to select a remedial alternative that is acceptable to the community. The public's comments, concerns and overall perception of the remedy are later addressed through the Citizen Participation Plan (CPP).
The CPP provides a machanism for the public to review and comment on project documents as the project progresses.
9 - Cost Effectiveness - Includes both shori-term costs of implementation, including engineering/design, and long-term costs of operation, maintenance and monitoring activities to maintain engineering controls.
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TABLE 1
ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES
BROWNFIELD ASSESSMENT SITE
937 GENESEE STREET
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

ALTERNATIVES ANALYSIS MATRIX

Remedial &- Irh’plamenﬁhlllty 7 -Land Use 8 - Community Adceptance 9 - Cost Effectiveness Overatl
emedia
Opinion of
Alternative' Meaots Meets Meets , . " .
Critaria? Discussion Criterla? Discussion Criteria? Discussion g:;l::bla Discussion Conclusions and recommendations
- Anticipated land use at the - Most costly of the alternatives due to OM&M costs of
Sile is restricted residential 30 year monitoring program;
. ) and/or commercial. . - Least favorable alternative overall due to poor
No Action: Successful |r?plemerlltallon depends Iarg_e]y - Engineering and - Community acceptance for MNA is ) qu capital costs. performance with the 'protection of human health and
Monitored on presence of natural processes at the Site institutional controls, which not anticipated due to the lack of - Highest OM&M costs of all the envi ', 'SCG', 'short-term effecti '
. . \ pated due to the lack of . . & envircnment’, , 'short-term effectiveness’,
that are degrading contaminants. These h . ) alternatives, due to the possible 30 , ) L e . . .
Natural Yes f ; . No are not currently in place, will No contaminant removal. $421,000 o reduction of toxicity, mobility or volume', and 'land use
. processes are considered present at the Site . : - . . year monitoring program. (See Table L R
Altenuation . e : ] be required at the Site under - Lack of significant vehicular traffic is criteria.
due to the indications of microbial presence . . ) . 3) s .. . .
{MNA) from the biotraps stud this alternative. likely to be favored by the community. - Costs include 0% contingenc - Poor remedial 'value' : costs of this alternative
P ¥ - Long term presence of ° gency. exceed that of an aggressive remedial program that is
impacts may restrict future more likely to comply with regulatory agency
land use opportunities. requirements.
- Anticipated land use at the
Site s restricted residential - Cost incfudes engineerin - Excavation alone is less costly and more favorable
- Soil excavation and disposal is widely used andfor commercial; - Lack of overall ability to achieve the o g g. . Y . .
: b ) ) . L . excavation, sampling and analysis, than MNA but less favorable than Excavation with
successfully and reliably; - Engineering and remedial goal of eliminating risk to G ) - ; L .
) . R I ) : -|waste disposal, and reporting. EMNA since it is less protective of human health and
E . - The areas to be excavated are located in institutional controls, which . human health and environment would . . . . . . ) :
xcavation Yes fai i Yes . . Partial |, . $357,800 |- Costs based on Alternative C minus {the environment, it provides less compliance with
aifly open areas; are not currently in place, will likely result in low-acceptance by the Ak - .
" - . . ] h . . ) - application of EHC-O and groundwater |SCGs for groundwater, it has reduced long-term
- Staging area is available at the Site to be required but will be less community. monitaring costs effectiveness and less reduction in toxicity, mobility
process excavated sails. significant than Afternate A ing ¥ . ¥
. - Costs include 10% contingency and volume.
due to greater compliance
with SCGs:;
Excavation and - Refer to discussion of - The anticipated rapid improvement of Minor i i capital 4 - IN'E”B favorable E":imlat"’e relah've t_ohExca\I.'attlon
Enhanced alternative B groundwater quality likely makes this - Minor increase in capital coistsl ue to |alone as it is more likely to comply will regulatory
Monltored . im Iementali'on of EMNA alternative likely to be accentable to the EMNA and groundwater monitoring. agency requirements including more protection to
Yes |- Refer to discussion of Alternative B. Yes p Yes L ¥ P $400,800 |- OM&M costs are less than MNA due |human health and the environment, greater
Natural may reduce need for sub- community; Al ; N
. P . . to decreased monitoring time. compliance with SCGS, greater long term
Attenuation slab depressurization - More rapid closure of site likely " o, N . .
. o : j - Costs include 10% contingency. effectiveness and perseverance and greater reduclion
(EMNA) systems in future buildings. makes this alternative acceptable. . L .
. in toxicity, mobility and volume.
Notes: ‘

1 - Design assumptions for alternatives are presented in Table 2.

Definitions: -
1 - Protection of Human Health and the Environment - This criterion is an evaluation of the remedy's ability to protect public health and the environment, assessing how risks posed through each existing or potential pathway of exposure are eliminated, reduced

or controlled through removal, treatment, engineering controls or institutional controls. The remedy’s ability to achieve each of the Remedial Action Cbectives (RACs) is evaluated.

2 - Standards, Criteria, & Guidance Values (SCGs) - Compliance with SCGs addresses whether or not a remedy will meet applicable environmental laws, regutations, standards, and guidance.
3 - Short-term Effectiveness & Impacts - The potential short-term adverse impacts and risks of the remedy upon the community, the workers, and the environment during the construction and/or implementation are evaluated. This includes identification of short-
term adverse impacts and health risks, the effectiveness of any engineering controls, and the fength of time needed to achieve the remedial objectives.
4 - Long-term Effectiveness & Permanence - This criterion evaluates the long-term effectiveness of the remedy after implementation. If wastes or treated residuals remain on-site after the selected remedy has been implemented, the foltowing items are

evaluated:

i. The magnitude of the remaining risks (i.e. will there be any significant threats, exposure pathways, or risks to the community and environment from the remaining wastes or treated residuals?),
ii. The adequacy of the engineering and institutional controls intended to limit the risk,
iii. The reliability of these controls, and;

iv. The ability of the remedy to continue to meet RAOs in the future,

5 - Reduction of Toxicity, Mobility, or Volume - The remedy’s ability to reduce the toxicity, mobility or volume of site contamination is evaluated. Preference is given to remedies that permanently and significantly reduce the toxicity, mobility, or volume of the

wastes at the site.
6 - Implementability - The technical and administrative feasibility of implamenting the remedy is evaluated. Technical feasibility includes the difficulties associated with the construction and the ability to moniter the effectiveness of the remedy. For administrative
feasibility, the avaitability of the necessary personnel and material is evaluated along with potential difficulties in obtaining specific cperating approvals, access for construction, etc. Includes the evaluaticn of the reliability and viability of imptementation of the

institutional or engineering controls necessary for a remedy.
7 - Land Use - This criterion is intended to evaluate the remedial allernatives in relation to the planned future use of the Site.
9 - Community Acceptance - This criterion is intended to select a remedial alternative that is acceptable to the community. The public's comments, concerns and overall perception of the remedy are later addressed through the Citizen Participation Plan (CPP).
The CPP provides a mechanism for the public to review and comment on project documents as the project progresses.
B - Cost Effectiveness - Includes both short-term costs of implementation, including engineering/design, and long-term costs of operation, maintenance and menitoring activities to maintain engineering controls.
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TABLE 2
ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES
BROWNFIELD ASSESSMENT SITE
937 GENESEE STREET
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

REMEDIAL DESIGN ASSUMPTIONS

Determination of Extent of Remedial Areas of Concern

- Soil and groundwater contaminant levels, PID readings, and odors which are considered nuisance characteristics were used in the delineation of RAQCs for
attaining compliance with Restricted Residential Use SCQOs and CP-51.

- RAOC 1 is centered on B-3/MW-3 and B-6/MW-6 near the manhole and dry well.

- RAOC 2 is centered on B-14/MW-14.

- RAOC 3 consists of shallow fill material that exceeds Restricted Residential SCOs. For the purposes of the OPC, RACC 3 includes the entire area beneath the
concrete slab and limited areas north of the slab under asphalt.

Soil Excavation and Off-Site Disposal

- Non-hazardous soil excavation production rate is assumed to be 150 Tons/day.

- Backfill production rate is assumed to be 150 CY/day.

- Sufficient staging area is assumed to be available.

- All excavated soils are assumed to meet treatment standards based on observed contaminant concentrations.
- Asphalt and concrete removal are presented separately from soil excavation costs.

- Excavation volumes are based on 1:2 slopes.

- No shoring of excavations will be required to protect structures or utilities.

- No replacements of existing utilities will be required.

Enhanced Monitored Natural Attenuation

- One-time direct application of chemical enhancements to open excavations only in RAOC-1 and RAQC-2 where elevated VOCs and other field observations of

petroieum impacts, such as PID readings and odors, were observed. Anticipate up to 2 years of quarterly groundwater sampling to evaluate contaminant reduction
progress from source removal and ORC enhancement,

General Assumptions:

- All costs are in constant fiscal year 2012 dollars.

- Soil density is assumed to be 1.7 Tons/CY.

- Concrete and asphatt density is assumed to be 2 Tons/CY.
- Prevailing wage rates are assumed.

- The OPCs were prepared without the formal solicitation of contractor bids, and are therefore based upon related project experience, anticipated field conditions, and
the estimated scope of work.

- Project-specific unit rates wilt need to be developed once regulatory review and approval processes are completed

U:180500696'reportiBrowntfield ApplicatiomABCAMbl_00696_937.Genesee.St_ABCA.xlsx\Tbl 2 Design Assumptions Stantec Consulting Services Inc.



ANALYSIS OF BROWNFIELD CLEANUP ALTERNATIVES
BROWNFIELD ASSESSMENT SITE

TABLE 6

937 GENESEE STREET
ROCHESTER, NEW YORK

SOIL CLEANUP SUMMARY - RESTRICTED RESIDENTIAL SCOS

U\190500696weportiBrownfield Application\ABCAMb]_00696_937.Cenesee St_ABCA xisx\Tbl 6 Vol_Residential

. Impacted . .

. Restricted , Estimated Estimated
oot Depth [Contaminant of Concem | oro i | Residentialf C-o! | Proposed | Soll 1o ing Site | Total On-site
ocation and Nuisance SCO Excavation | Thickness to L .

{feet) L {mgrkg) SCO . Soil Disposal} Soil Reuse
Characteristics (mgikg) {mg/kg) Depth (ft) | be _u_%mommn_ Volume (CY) | Volume (CY)
B-2 4.5 {PID 470
Odor, staining
B-3 6-8 |Ethylbenzene 2 41 1.00
1.2, 4-Trimethylbenzene 9.53 52 3.60
Manhole/ m mé&p-Xylene 1.94 100 0.26
Dry Well | & PID 1,658 15 14 520 350
Area m Odor, staining
B-4 7-8 [PID 971
Qdor
B-6 6-8 |PID 1,547
Odor, staining
~ |B-14 8-10 |PID 510
Eastern B{ © Qdor
14 Area m B-18 6-8 |PID 16 15 10 140 280
— Odor
m B-19 Fill 0-2 [Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.51 0.50 0.50
Fill m 1 1 210 0
Basement 9 0 0 370
Estimated Total 660 630

Stantec Consulting Services Inc.




Table 7

Summary of Analytical Results in Soil
May 2011 and August 2012 Sampling
937 Genesee Street, Rochester, NY

Sample Location B2 B3 B4 B6 B-9% B-108 B-11S B-128 B-138 B-14S B-155 8-165
Sample Date 23-May-11  23-May-11 | 24-May-11 24-May-11 | 23-May-11  23-May-11 | 23-May-11 23-May-11 | 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12 20-Aug-12 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12 { 20-Aug-12 { 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12
Sample ID B2(44.8) B2(4-4.8) B3 (6-8) B3 (6-8) B4(7.5-8) B4 (7.58) B6 {7-8) B6 (7-8) B-9S B-10S B-10SDUP B-11§ B-125 B-135 B-145 B-158 B-165
Sample Depth 4-48f 4-481t 6-81t 6-8f 75-8ft 75-8# 7-81t 7-81t 4-81t B-121t 16-17.6ft | 8-124 8-121t 8-12ft 8-121t 8-121ft
Sampling Company STANTEC - STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC | STANTEC. STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC { STANTEC | STANTEC STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEG | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC
Laboratary PARAROCH PARAROCH | PARAROCH PARAROCH | PARAROCH PARAROCH | PARAROCH PARAROCH | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM  SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM
Laboratory Work Order P11-2070  P11-2070R | P11-2085  P11-2085R | P11-2070 P11-2070R | P11-2070  P11-2070R L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794
Laboratory Sample ID 7014 T014R 7057 7057R 7017 TO17R 7016 T016R L1794-01 L1794-02 L1794-02DUP | L1784-03 | L1794-04 | L1794-05 | L1794-06 | L1794-67 | L1794-08
Sample Type Units 6NYCRR NYSDEC ' Lab Replicate

General Chemistry ]

Moisture Content | = niv niv - - { - - ] - . - - 8.0 12 1463 | 1 13 8.0J 9.4 14 15
Petroleum Hydrocarbons

Heavy Weight PHC as: Lube Oil Hakg nfv nfy - - - 1480000 - 14200 - - . - - - - - - - .
Light Wetgth PHC as: Mineral Spirits Ha/kg niv nfv - - - - - 228000 - 38400 - - - - - - - - -
Medium Weight PHC as: Diesel Fuel Hakg nfv niv . 1580000 - - - . - - - - - - - - - - -
Medium Weight PHC as: Kerosene Hakg niy niv - - - 616000 - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Total Extractable Hydrocarbons mg/kg niy niv - - - - - - - - - - - - - - 16 - -
Metals

Arsenic mglkg 16,28 13,° ntv - - 378 - - - - - - - - - - - 5.4 - -
Barium mo/kg 400" 350,° niv - - 26.1 - - - - . - . . - - - 21B - -
Cadmium mgikg 8.3h43%25° nfv . - 0.499 U - - . - - - - - - - - 021U - -
Chromium (Total) mglkg NS4 NS4 NEa- niv - - 541 . . - - - - - - - - - 7.4 - -
Lead mglkg 1000" 400° 63,° nfv - - 15.2 - - - - - - - - - - - 7.6 - -
Mercury mg/kg 28" 0.81,20.18,° vy - - 0.0085U - - - - - - - - - - - 0.0034 J - -
Seleniumn mgrkg 1500" 180° 3.9,° niv - - 0.987 U - - - - - 1.7 14U - 1.5 15U 114 0.76J 12U 1.4d
Silver mg/kg 1500" 1808 2° niv - - o997 U - - - - - - - - - - B 12U - -
Sami - Volatile Organic Compounds

Acenaphthene ugkg{ 500000 100000,° 20000° 200008 - - 3120 - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Acenaphthylene pgkg| 500000 100000, 100000,° 1000008 - - a2l - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Anthracene ugrke | 500000,* 100000, 100000,° 1000005 - - 32U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Banzo(a)anthracene uglkg 5600" 1000,° 1000,% 10008 - - 312U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo{a)pyrene volkg 1000," 1000,° +000° - - 312U - - - . - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo{b)flugranthene polkg 5600* 1000, 1000,° 1000% - - 32U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo{g.h.ijperylene Hgkg 500000, 100000, 100000% - - 312U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo(kluoranthens ugikg 56000™ 3900° 800,° 800F - - 32y - - ; - - - - - - - - - - - -
Chrysene pgikg 56000" 3300° 1000,° 1000° - - 312y - - : . - - - - - - - - - - -
Dibenza{a,h)anthracene palkg 560" 330,° 330,° 330° - - 312U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Fluoranthene vg/kg | 500000,* 100000,° 100000,° 100000F - - 312U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Flucrene pgfkg | 500000, 100000, 30000° 30000° - - 32U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrens paikg 5600* 500,° 500, 500° - - 32U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Naphthalene pghkg | 500000 100000,® 12000° 120007 . . 594 . . - - - - - - - - - - - -
Phenanthrene Hgkg 500000, 100000,%° 100000% - - 312U - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Pyrene ugikg 500000.* 100000,%° 100000° - - 312y - - - - - - - - - - - - - -
Volatile Organic Compounds

Acetone ug/kg 500000, 100000,% 50° niv 138 U - 114 U - 784U - 105U - 63U 55U - 58U 6.2J 49U 63U 71U 70U
Benzene ugikg 44000 4800° 60° 60" 138U - 114 U - 784U - 05U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Bromadichloromethane pgkg | 500000 106000,2 +00000,° nfv 138 U - 114 U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 83U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Bromoform (Tribromomethane) palkg | 500000 100000,% 100000,° niv 346 U - 284 U - 1960 U . 26.1U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 490 63U 71U 7.0U
Bromaomethane (Methyl bromide} pa/kg | 500000.* 100000.% 100000,° niv 138U - 114 U . 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - .56U 63U 49U 63U LARY) 7.0U
Butylbenzene, n- pg/kg | 500000.* 100000, 12000° 12000° 637 - 1020 - 855 - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 274 Tau 70U
Butylbenzene, sec- (2-Phenylbutane) wg/kg | 500000, 100000, 11000° 11000%F 232 - 518 - 1340 - 704 . 6.3V 55U - 56U 63U aguy 2.9J 71U 70U
Butylbenzene, tent- ugfkg 500000, 100000,2 5a00° 5000 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 40U 63U T1U 7.0U
Carbon Disulfide pgkg | 500000, 100000, 100000,° niv 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 491 63U 71U 70U
Carbon Tetrachloridse (Tetrachloromethane) pafkg 220007 2400° 760° niv 138U - 114 U - 7844 - 05U - 63U 55U - 56U 83y 490U 63U 21U 70U

See last page for notes.
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Table 7

Summary of Analytical Results in Soil
May 2011 and August 2012 Sampling
937 Genesee Street, Rochester, NY

Sample Lacatlon B2 B3 B4 B6 B-98 B-108 B-11S B-12§ 6-135 B-145 B-158 B-168
Sample Date 23.-May-11  23-May-11 | 24-May-11  24-May-11 | 23-May-11  23.May-11 | 23-May-11  23-May-11 | 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12 20-Aug-12 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-1Z2 | 20-Aug-12 | 20-Aug-12
Sample ID B2 (4-4.8) B2 (4-4.8) B3 (6-8) B3 (6-8) B4 (7.5-8) B4 (7.58) B6 (7-8) B6 (7-8) B-95 B-10S B-10SDUP B-115 B-12S B-138 B-145 B-153 B-168
Sample Depth 4-a81t 4-48ft 6-8ft 6-8ft 75-8ft 75-81t 7-8ft "7-8H 4-8ft 8-121t 16-17.5f | 8-12ft 8-121t s-12# 8-12 1t §-121t
Sampling Company STANTEG STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC
Laboratory PARAROCH PARAROCH | PARARDCH PARARGOCH | PARAROCH PARAROCH | PARARGCH PARAROCH | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM  SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM
Laboratory Work Order P11-2070  P11-2070R | P11-2085  P1{-2085R | P11-2070 P11-2070R | P11-2070  P11-2070R L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1794 L1704 L1794 L1784
Laboratory Sample ID 7014 7014R T057 7057R 7017 7017R 7016 7016R L1794-01 L1784-02  L1794-02DUP | L1794-03 | L1794-04 | L1704-05 | LA7894.06 | L1704-07 | L1794-08
Sample Type Units BNYCRR NYSDEC Lab Replicate

Volatlle Organic Compounds

Chilorabenzene {Mcnochlorobenzene) pgkg [ 500000, 100600,% 1100° niv 138U - 114 U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Chloroethane (Ethyl Chioride) pgikg | 500000, 100000,% 100000,° niv 1381 . 14U . 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Chieroethyl Vinyl Ether, 2- ug/ky niv niv 692U . 568 U - 3920 U - 523U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Chtoroform (Trichloromethane) walkg 350000 49000° 370° v 138U - 1144 . ' 784U - 105U - 63U 86U - 56U 63U 49U 631U IRy 70U
Chloromethane pg/kg | 500000 100000,% 100000,° iy 138U - 1140 - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 83U 48U 63U 71U 7.0U
Dibromochloromethane wgkg] 500000 100000,% 100000, niv 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U . 58U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Dichlorgbenzene, 1,2- ughkg | 500000, 160000,% 1100° nv 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 83U 55U - 568U 63U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Dichlorobenzene, 1,3- ugkg 280000* 48000° 2400° niv 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 48U 63U 71U 7.0U
Dichlorobenzene, 1,4+ ugikg 130000° 1800° niv 138U - 114 U - 784 U - 108U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 48U 63U 71U 70U
Dichloroathane, 1,1- ugikg 240000" 26000° 270 nfy 138U - 114U - 784 U4 - 105U - 83U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Dichloresthane, 1,2- porkg | 30006™ 3100° 20,.° niv 138 U - 114 U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 40U 63U 71U 70U
Dichloroethene, 1,1- Ho/ky 500000, 100000,° 330° iy 1380 - 114 U - 784U - 105U - 83U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 83U 71U 7.0U
Dichloroethylene, cis-1,2- Hgkg 500000, 100000,° 250° niv 138U - 114 U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U . 56U 63U 48U 63U 71U 70U
Dichloroethylene, trans-1,2- Hakg 500000.* 100000,° 190° niv 138U - 114 U - 784U - 05U - 63U 55U . ‘56U 63U agu 63U 71U 70U
Dichloropropane, 1,2- palkg | 500000, 100000.° 100000,° niv 1380 - 114 U - 784 U - 10.5U - 63U 55U - 586U 63U 49U 63U tARY! 70U
Dichtoropropens, cis-1,3- ug/kg | 500000, 100000,° 1000600,° nfv 138U - 114U - 784 U1 - 1054 - 63U 554 - 56U 63U 49U 63U (AT 70U
Dichloropropene, trans-1,3- ug/kg | 500000, 100000,° 100000,° niv 138U - - 784 Lt - 105y - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U [ARY 70U
Ethylbenzene vglkg 390000" 41000°%¢ 10008 138U - - 784U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Hexanone, 2- (Methyl Butyl Ketone) ugkg | 500000, 100000,% 100000, v 346U - - 1960 U - 261U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 74U 70U
Isopropylbenzene pgkg | 500000 1000002 100000,° 2300°F 138U - 718 - 784U - 149 - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 194 AU 7.0U
Isopropyltoluene, p- (Cymene) ugkg | 500000, 100000,® 100000,° 10000 460 - 764 - 784U - 10510 - 6301 55U - 56U 63U 49U 58J FARY 70U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (MEK) Hokg 500000, 100000, 120° niv 138 U - 114U - 784U - . 105U . 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 83U 71U 7.0U
Methyl Isobutyl Ketone (MIBK) po/kg | s00000.% 100000,° 100000,¢ nfv 346 U - 284 U - 1860 U - 261U - 63U 55U . 56U B3U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Methy! tert-butyt ether (MTBE) vg/kg 500000.* 100000,° 930° g30° 138U - 14U - 784U - 105U - 634 55U N 56U 83U 49U 63U iU 70U
Methylene Chloride (Dichloremethane) uglkg 500000.° 100000, nfv M6 U - 284 U - 1960 U - 26.1U - 63U 55U - 56U 194 21J 63U 274 7.0U
Naphthalene wgkg | 500000,* 100000, 12000° 12000°¢ 3830 - 1050 - 1960 U - 26.1 U - 63U 25J - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Propylbenzene, n- ughkg | 500000 100000,° 3000° 3900 212 - 1180 - 1370 - 36.9 - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 4.4J 71U 7.0U
Styrene palkg | 500000.* 160000,% 100000,° niv 346 U - 284U - 1880 U - 261U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 45U 63U 7AU 70U
Tetrachloroethane, 1,1,2,2- pglkg | 500000.* 100000,% 100000,° nfv 138U - 114U - 784 U . m5U - 63U 551U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Tetrachloroethylene {PCE) wgfkg 150000™ 19000° 1300% niv 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U . 63U 55U - 56U 63U 48y 63U 71U 70U
Toluene pgikg 5000004 100000, 700° 700°% 138U - Hau - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 174 63U 48U 63U 71U 70U
Trichlorcethane, 1,1,1- Hgkg §00000.* 100000, 680° v 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Trichloroethane, 1,1,2- pg/kg | 500000,* 100000,% 100000,° niv 138U - 114U - 784U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 48U 63U 74U 70U
Trichloroethylene (TCE) ugikg 200000" 21000° 470° niv 138U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U AR 70U
Trichlorofluoromelhane (Freon 11) ug/kg niv niv 138U - 114 U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 70U
Trimethylbenzene, 1,2,4- pgikg 190000* 52000° 3600° 38007 1660 - - 1000 - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 7.9 AU 70U
Trimethylbenzene, 1,3,5- pg'kg 180000" 52000° 84007 8400" 138U - - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U B3 48U 63U EANY) 7.0U
Vinyl Acetate ug/kg nfv niv 346U - 284 U - 1960 U . 261U . 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U [ARY) 7.0U
Vinyl chloride pg/kg 13000" 900° 20° niv 138 U - 114U - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U AU 7.0U
Xylene, m & p- pofkg | 500000, 100000, .° 260,° niv 138U - - 784 U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 49U 63U 71U 7.0U
Xylene, o- ygikg} 500000, " 100000, " 260,° niv 138 U - - 784U - 105U - 63U 55U - 56U 63U 48U 68.3U 71U 7.0U
Volatlle Tentatively Identified Compounds

Tolal VOT TiGs Tugfkal Wy iy - - ] - - } - T T — - ] - I s s . I . I - T 23481 - 1 .

See last page for notes.
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Sample Location B-188 B-19 FILL B-188 SED1

Sample Date 20-Aug-12 20-Aug-i2 21-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 23-May-11 23-May-11
Sampie ID B-18S B18SDUP | BR-19FILL. BR-19FILLDUP{ BR-19§  BR-19 SDUP SED1 SEDM
Sample Depth 8-12#t 0-2ft 12-16H 2-3f 2-3ft
Sampling Company STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC  STANTEC
Laboratory SPECTRUM SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM  SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM SPECTRUM |PARAROCH PARAROCH
Laboratory Work Order L1794 L1784 L1803 L1803 L1803 L1803 P11-2070  P11-2070R
Laboratory Sample ID L1794-10  L1794-10DUP | L1803-01  L1803-01DUP | L1803-02  L1803-02DUP 7013 TOI3R
Sample Type Units 6NYCRR NYSDEC Lab Replicate Lab Replicate Lab Replicate

General Chemlstry

Maisture Contant I % | niv niv kil - 17 - 12 - - -
Petroleum Hydrocarbons

Heavy Weight PHC as: Lube Oil ug/kg v niv - - - - - - - 1240000
Light Waigth PHC as: Mineral Spirits palkg v nfv - - - - - - - -
Medium Weight PHC as: Diesel Fuel pglkg niv niv - - - - - - - -
Medium Weight PHC as: Kerosene Halkg nfy niv - - - - - - . 64200
Total Extractable Hydrocarbons mglkg nfv nv - - - - - - - -
Metals

Arsenic mg/kg 18" 13,° [ 3.2 3701 8.0 - - - - -
Barium mglkg 400" 350,° nv 218 22018 53 B - - - - -
Cadmium mg/kg 9.3%43%25° niv 0.041J 0.07377 JR 0.28 - - - - -
Chromium (Total) mgkg HS.q NS NS ny 6.1 6.184 - - - - _ -

- Lead mg/kg 1000™ 400° 63,° niv 7.2 11.03R - - - - : -
Mercury mglkg 2.8"0.81°20.18,° niv 0.038U - 0.09892 R - - - -
Selgnium mglkg 1500* 180° 3.9,° niv 0.68J 0.8537 JR 17U - 14 1.449 - -
Silver mg/kg 1500* 180° 2© niv 1410 11U 17U - - .- - : -
Saml - Volatlle Organic Compounds
Acenaphthene pglkg | 500000.* 100000,° 20000° 20000% - - 30U - . - - -
Acenaphthylene pakg{ 500000, 100000,® 100000,° 100000° - - - - - - - -
Anthracene wgikg | 500000.° 100000,° 1000005 | 100000% - - 300U - - - - -
Benzo(ajanthracene ugikg 5600" 1000, 1000,° 10008 - - 1304 - - - - -

" Benzo(a)pyrene uglkg 1000,”® 1000,° 10008 - - 180J - - - - -
Benzo{b)fiuoranthene ugkg 5600" 1008, 1000,° 1600° - - 570 - - - - -
Benzo(g,h,ijperylene Hafkg 500000,* 100000,°¢ 100000 - - 700 - - - - -
Benzo(k)flucranthene ugrkg 56000 3000° 800,° 800° - - 1904 - - - - -
Chrysene pgikg 56000" 3900° 1000,° 1000% - - 2509 - - - - .
Dibenzo{a,hjanthiacene yughg 560" 330," 330, 330° - - 380U - - - - -
Fluoranihene pgkg [ 500000.* 100000,° 100000.° | 100000° - - 160 J - - - - -
Fluorene paikg | 600000 100000,° 30000° 300008 - - 390U - - - - -
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene ugfkg 5600" 500,° 500,° 500¢ - - - - - - -
Naphthalene pgkg]{  500000" 1000002 12000° 12000°¢ - - 390U - - - - -
Phenanthrene rgfkg 500000,% 100000,%° 100060° - - 120J - - - - -
Pyrene yghkg 500000 100000,%¢ 100000° - - 2304 - - - - -
Volatile Organic Compounds
Acetone ua/kg 500000 100000,% 50° v 52U - - - 541 -

Benzene ugikg 44000™ 4800° 60° 60%F 52U - - - 54U - 1590 -
Bromodichleromethane pg/kg | 500000,* 100000, 100000,° nfv 52U - - - 54U - 159U o
Bromoferm (Tribromomethane) pg/kg | 500000," 100000,% 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 300U -
Bromomethane {Methyl bromide) pg/kg | 500000, 300000,% 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 159U -
Bulylbenzene, n- ugkg | 500000, 100000,% 12000° 12000°¢ 52U - - - 54U - 57.9 -
Bulylbenzene, sec- (2-Phenylbutane) ughkg | 500000, 100000,% 11000° 1100078 27J - - - 54U - 344 -
Butytbenzene, tert- pakg | 500600 100000, 5900° 5900 52U . . . 54U - 59U -
Carbon Disuffide pgrkg | 500000 100000, 100600,° niv 52U . . - 54U - 18.0 -
Carbon Tetrachictide (Tetrachloramethane) pgikg 22000" 2400° 760° niv 52U - - - 54U - 158U -

See last page for notes.
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Sample Location B-18S B-19 FiLL B-19S SED1
Sample Date 20-Aug-12 20-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 21-Aug-12 23-May-1t  23-May-11
Sample ID B-18% B-18SDUP | BR-19FILL BR-19FILLDUF| BR-198 BR-19 SDUP SED1 SED1
Sample Depth 8-12ft 0-2ft 12-16ft 2-3ft 2-34%
Sampling Company STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC  STANTEC
Laboratory SPECTRUM SPECTRUM [ SPECTRUM  SPECTRUM |SPECTRUM SPECTRUM | PARAROCH PARAROCH
Laberatory Work Order L1794 L1794 L1803 L1803 L1803 L1803 P11-2070  P11-2070R
Laboratory Sample ID L1794-10  L1794-10DUP | L1803-01  L1803-01DUP | L1803-02 L1803-02DUP 7013 TO13R
Sample Type Units SNYCRR NYSDEC Lab Replicate Lab Replicate Lab Replicate

Volatlle Organic Compounds

Chlorobenzene (Monochlorobenzene) uglkg 500000,% 100000,% 1100° nfv 52U - - - 54U - 159U -
Chiloroethane {Ethyl Chioride) wg/kg | S00000.* 100000,% 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 59U -
Chlareethyl Vinyl Ether, 2- pakg niv niv 52U - - - 54U - 797U -
Chloreformn (Trichloromethane) palkg 350000™ 49000° 370° niv 52U - B - 54U - 159 U -
Chloromethane ug’kg | 500000 100000, 100000,° niv 52U . - - 54U - 150U .
Dibromochlcromethane pa’kg | 500000 100000,% 100000,° niv 520 - - - 54U . 169U -
Dichlerobenzene, 1,2- Hgfkg 500000, 100000,% 1100° niy 52U - - - 54U - 1594 -
Dichlorobenzene, 1,3 uglkg 280000" 48000° 2400° niv 52y - - - 54U - 159U -
Dichlorobenzene, 1,4- uglkg 130000™® 1800° niv 52U - - - 54U - 159U -
Dichloroethane, 1,1+ poikg 240000 26000° 270° v 52U - - - 54U - 15.8U -
Dichloroethane, 1,2 g/kg 30000 3100° 20,,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 158U -
Dichloroethens, 1,1- pofkg 500000, 100000, 330¢ iy 52U - - - 54U - 158U -
Dichioroethylene, cis-1,2- ug’kg 500000, 1000002 250° niv 52U - - - 54U - 158U -
Dichloroethylens, trans-1,2- wakg 500000.* 100000,° 190° niv 52U . - - 54U - 159U -
Dichloroprapane, 1,2- ugkg | 5000004 100000,° 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 158U -
Dichloropropene, cis-1,3- ugkg | 50006002 100000,% 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 15.9U -
Dichlorepropene, trans-,3- pakg | 500000 100000,° 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 15.8U -
Ethylbenzone Hg/kg 390000* 41000°° 1000°% 11J - - - 54U - 21.0 -
Hexanone, 2- (Methyl Bulyl Ketone) ughkg | 508000, 100000, 100000,% v 52U - - - 54U - /ou -
Isopropylbenzene pofkg{ 500000.% 100000,% 100000, 23007 154 - - - 54U - 174 -
isopropyftoluene, p- (Cymene) ugkg | 500000, 100000, 100000,° 10000%¢ 52U - - - 54U - 89.1 -
Methyl Ethyl Ketone (MEK) ugikg 500000," 100000,% 120° niv 52U - - - 54U - -
Mathyl Isobulyl Ketone (MIBK) ugkg | 500000, 100000,° 100000,° iy 52U - - - 54U - 3990 -
Methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) ugikg 500000, 100000,° 930° 930° 52U - - - 54U - 158U -
Methylene Chloride {Dichloromethane) pgikg §00000.° 100000,% niv 3.4BJ - - - 4.08J - 398U -
Naphthatens pgrkg [ 500000, 100000,° 12000° 12000 52U - - - 54U - 264 -
Propylbenzene, n- pgrkg 500000, 100000, 3900° 30007¢ 124 - - - 54U - 44.5 -
Styrene ugkg | 500000,* 100000,2 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 309U -
Telrachloroethane, 1,1,2,2- ugkg | 500000 +00000,% 100000,° nv 52U - - - 54U - 159U -
Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) yafkg 150000" 19000° 1300° niv 52U - . - 54U - 159U .
Tolusne ugfkg 500000.* 100006,% 700° 700" 52U - - ; - 234 - 159U -
Trichloroethane, 1,1,1- pg/kg 500000.* 100000, 680° niv 52U - - . 54U - 159U -
Trichtaroethane, 1,1,2- wgkg| 500000 100000,° 100000,° niv 52U - - - 54U - 159U -
Trichloroethylene (TCE) ugkg 200000" 21000 470° niv 52U - - - 54U . 159U -
Trichlorofluoremethane (Freon 17) uglkg niv niv 52U - - - 54U - 159U -
Trimethylbenzene, 1,2,4- ugkg 180000 52000° 3600° 3600°° 114 - - - 54U - 1540 -
Trimethylbenzene, 1,3,5- ug/kg 190000* 520007 8400% B8400°F 52U - - - 54U - 17.9 -
Vinyl Acetate palkg nfy njv 521 - - - 544 - gy -
Vinyl chloride ua/kg 13000™ 900° 20° v 52U . - - 54U - 159U -
Xylene, m & p- pokg |  500000.." 100000 ,° 260,° niv 52U - - . 54U - 76.9 -
Xylens, o- Ho/kg | 500000, " 100000,,° 260,° nv 52U - - - 54U - 225 -
Volatlle Tentatively ldentified Compounds

To! S L uaika | fy iy 236.6 JN - . - ] B B - -

See last page for notes.
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Table 7

Summary of Analytical Results in Soil
May 2011 and August 2012 Sampling
937 Geneses Street, Rochester, NY

Notes:
6NYCRR NYSDEC 6 NYCRR Part 375 Soil Clean-up Objectives (SCOs)
A NYSDEC & NYCRR Part 375 - Restricted Use SCO - Protection of Human Health - Commercial
b NYSDEC 6 NYCRR Part 375 - Restricted Use SCO - Protection of Human Mealih - Resticled Residential
¢ NYSDEC 6 NYCRR Parl 375 - Unrestricted Use Soil Cleanup Objectives
NYSDEC New York State Department of Environmental Cohservation, DEC Policy CP-51, Oclaber 21, 2010
o Table 2 Soil Cleanup Levels for Gascline Contaminated Soils
E Table 3 Soit Cleanup Levals for Fuel Oil Contaminated Soil

Concentration exceeds the indicated standard.
15.2  Concentraticn was detected but did not exceed applcable standards.
0.50 11  Laboratory estimalted quantitation imit exceeded standard.
0.03U The analyte was not detected above the taboratory estimated quantitation limit.
nfv  No standard/guideline value,
- Parameter not analyzed / not available.
B¢ No SCO has been established for this compound. Mo SCO has been established for total chromium; however, see standards for trivalent and hexavalent chromium.
*  No SCO has baen established for this compound. Ne SCO has been established for total chromium; however, see standards for frivalent and hexavalent chromium. For commercial use, these are 1500 and 400 mg/kg respectively.
The SCOs for unrestricted use were capped at a maximum value of 100 mg/kg. See 6 NYCRR Part 375 TSD Secticn 9.3 .
The SCOs for residential, restricted-residential and ecclogical resources use were capped at a maximum value of 100 mg/kg. See 6 NYCRR Part 375 TSD Section 9.3.
The SCOs for residential, restricted-residential and ecological resources use were capped at a maximurm value of 100 mg/kg. See 6 NYCRR Part 375 TSD Section 9.3. The criterion is applicable to lotal xylenes, and the individual isomers should be added for comparisen.
The SCOs for commercial use were capped at a maximum value of 500 mg/kg. See TSD Section 9.3.
The SCOs for commercial use were capped at a maximum value of 500 mg/kg. See TSD Section 9.3. The criterion is applicable to total xylenes, and the individual isomers should be added for comparison.
t For constituents where the calculated SCO was lower than the CRQL, the CRAQL is used as the SCO value.
A8 For constituents where the calculated SCO was lower than the rural soil background concentration as determined by the DEC/DOH rural seil survey, the rural soil background concentration is used as the Track 2 SCC value for lhis use of the site.
*®  This SCO is the lower of the values for mercury (elemental) or mercury (inorganic salts). See 6 NYCRR Part 375 TSD Table 5.6-1.
For censtituents where the calculated SCO was lower than the Contract Required Quantitation Limit (CRQL), the CRAL is used as the Track 1 SCO value.
For constituents where the calculated SCO was lower lhan the rural soil background concentration as determined by the DEC/DGH rural soil survey, the rural soil background concentration is used as the Track 1 8CO value for this use of the site.

The criterion is applicable to total xylenes, and the individual isomers should be added for comparisen. -

Indicates analyte was found in associated blank, as well as in the sample.

Indicates estimated valus. '

Indicates presumplive evidence of a compound. ldenlification of tentatively identified compound is based on a mass spectral library search.

A Z - @@=

RPD outside accepted recovery limits

190500696
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Sample Locatlon MW3 MwW-6 MwW.7 Mw-11 MW-12 MW-13 MwW-14 MW-18 MW-19B Trip Blank
Sample Date 3~Jun-11 3-Jun-#1  28-Aug-12 | 3I-Jun-11 3Jun-11 27-Aug-12 | 3-Jun-i1 28-Aug-12 | 28-Aupg-12 | 27-Aug-12 | 27-Aug-12 | 28-Aug-12 § 28-Aug-12 ; 27-Aug-12 | 3IJun-i1 27-Aug-12  28-Aug-i2
Sample D MW-3-GW  MW-3-GW MW-3-wW MW-6-GW  MW-6-GW MW-6-W | MW-7-GW MW-7-W MW-11W [ MW-12W | MW-13W | MW14.W | MWASW | MW-18D.W | Trip Blank TB-082712 TB-082812
Sampling Company STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC | STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC | STANTEG STANTEC { STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC § STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC
Laboratory PARAROCH PARAROCH SPECTRUM |PARARCCH PARAROCH SPECTRUM | PARAROCH SPECTRUM i SPECTRUM]SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM ; SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | PARAROCH SPECTRUM SPECTRUM
Laboratory Work Grder P$1-2234  P11-2234R L1835 P11-2234  P11-2234R L1826 P11-2234 L1835 L1835 L1826 L1828 L1835 L1835 L1826 P11-2234 L1626 L1835
Laboratery Sample ID 7482 7T482R L1835-02 7483 7483R L1826-04 7481 L1835-03 L1835-01 L182602 L1826-03 L1835-05 L1835-04 L1826-01 7480 L1826-05 L1835-06
Sample Type Unlts TOGS TripBlank  Trip Blank  Trip Blank
General Chemistry
Nitrate {as N) mgiL 10,° - - 0.13 - - - - - 005U - - 0.05U - 0.26 - - -
Nitrite mg/L niv - - 0021 - - - - - 0.0zu - - 002U - 002 U - - -
Nitrite/Nitrate mg/L niv - - 0.14 - - - - - 005U - - 0.05U - 0.26 - - -
Sulfate mgiL 2508 - - 56.1 - - - - - 121 - - 146 - 132 - - -
Petraleum Hydrocarbons
Medium Weight PHC as: Diesel Fuel pgi niv - 346 - - - - - - - - - - - R - - -
Medium Weight PHC as: Keresene pgil nfv - 606 - - 533 - - - - - - - . - . - -
Total Extraciable Hydrocarbans mg/l. niv - - 1.6 - - 0.33 - - - - - 0.28 - - - - -
Metals
Arsgnic mgfl 0.025°% 0.0%0 U - - 0.010U - - 0.010U - - - - - - - - - .
Barium mglL 18 0.153 - - 0.126 M - - 0.100U - - - - - - - - - -
Cadmium magiL 0.005° 0.005U - - 0.005 M - - 0.005U - - - - - - - - - -
Chromium (Total) mgiL 0.05% o.010U - - 0.0i0U - - 0.010U - - - - - - - - -
Lead mgiL | 0.026° 0010 U - - 0.010 M - - 0.010U - - - - B - - - - -
Mercury mgi. | 0.0007° 0.0002 U - - 0,0002 U - - - - . . - - . -
Selenium mgi 0.017 6.010U - 0.030 U 0.010u - o3 U [iXex g d) 0.030 U 0030 U G030 U 6.030 U - - -
Silver mgl. | 0.08° 0.0101 - - 0.010 U - - - - - - - - - -
Semi - Volatile Organle Gompounds
Acenaphthens poil 20° 100U - - 100U - - 100U - - - - - - - - - -
Acenaphthyiene uglL nv 100U - - 00U .- - 100U - - - - - - - - - -
Anthracena yail 50" 100U - - 100U - - 00U - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo{ajanthracene pafl [(Xilira 10.04 - - 1wmou - - 160U - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo{a)pyrene Hafl nfv 10.0U - - 100U - - 100U - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo(b)fuoranthene pgl 0.002* 10.0U - - 16.0 U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo(g,h.i)parylens pgie niv 1000 - - 100U - - 10,0 U - - - - - - - - - -
Benzo(k)fiuoranthene gL 0.002* 1w0.eU - - 10.0 U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - .
Chrysene pgil | 0.002* 10.0U - - 10.0U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - -
Dibenzo{a,h)anthracene wo/l v 100U - - 1c.0U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - -
Ftuoranthene wglL 50* 10.0U - - 100U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - -
Fluorene gl 507 10.6U - - 100U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - -
indena{1,2,3-cd)pyrene pgiL 0.002* 100U - - 10.0U - - 100U - - - - - - - - - -
Naphthalene ugi. 10° 100U - - 100U - - 10.0U - - - - - - - - - -
Phenanthrene pgil 5ot 00U - - 100U - - 100U - - - - - - - - - -
Pyrana pgil 50* 00U - - 10.0 U - - 180U - - - - - - - - - -
Volatile Organlc Compounds
Acelone pall s0* 100U - 50U 10.0U - 50U 06U . 50U 50U 50U 5.0U 50U 50U 50U 100U 50U 50U
" Benzene pglL 1® - 0.703 - 50U o.700U . 50U 50U 50U 50U 0774 50U 50U 6.700 U 50U 50U
Bromodichforomethane pgiL 50* 200U - 50U 200U - 50U 200U ° 500 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Bromoform (Trbromomethane) pgfl. s0* 500U - 5.0U S.00U - 5.0U 500U 50U 50U 50U s0u 50U 50U 50U 500U 50U 5.0U
Bromomelhane (Methyl bromide)} pgil 5.8 2.00U - 50U 200U - 5.0U 200U 500 50U 50U s0u 50U 5.0 U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Butylbenzene, n- gt 5.9 2.00U - 214 2,28 - 0.62J 200U 50U 50U 50U 5.0U 154 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Butylbenzene, sec- (2-Phenylbutsne) ugll 5.° 3.78 - 3.1) - 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 274 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Butylbenzene. tert- oL 5.8 200U - 50U 4.03 - 50U 2,00y 50U 5.0U souU 50U 50U 5.0U 50U 200U 6.0U 50U
Carbon Disulfide gL 60° 200U - 50U 2000 - 50U 2,004 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 5.0U 50U 200U 5.0U 50U
Carbon Tetrachloride (Tetrachtoromethans) HoiL 58 200U - 504 200U - 50U 2.00U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U S0U 2.00 U 50U 50U
Chlerebenzene (Monochlorobenzens) HaL 5.2 20cU - 504 2.00U - 50U 2.00U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Chlorsethane (Ethyl Chioride) Pl 5.2 200U - 50U 200U - 50U 2.00U 50U 5.0U 5.0U 50U 50U 580U 50U 200U 50U 5.0U
Chtoroethyl Vinyl Ether, 2- paL niv 100U - 50U 100U - 50U 10.0U 50U 5.0U 50U 50U 50U 5.0U §.0U 100U 50U 50U
Chloroform (Trichloromethane) wglt 7* 2.00U - 590U 200U - 5.0U 200U 504 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 5.0U 200U 50U 5.0U
Chlaromethane g/l 5.0 200L - 50U 200U - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 504 50U 200U 50U 50U
. Dibromochloromethane ug/L s0* 2000 - - 50U 200U - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Dichlorobenzene, 1,2~ 148 3® 200U - 50U 200U - 50U 2.00U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Dichlorobenzens, 1,3- pg/l 3® 2.00U - 50U 200U - 50U 2000 50U 5.0 U 50U 5.0U 50U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U

See next page for notes.
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Table 8

Summary of Analytical Results in Groundwater
June 2011 and August 2012 Sampling

937 Genesee Street, Rochester, NY

Sampls Locatlon MW-3 NW-6 MW-7 MW-i1 MW-12 MW-13 Mw-14 MW-18 MW-19D Trip Blank
Sample Date 3~Jun1 3-Jun-11 28-Aug-12 3-Jun-11 3=Jun-11 27-Aug-12 3~Jun-11 28-Aug-12 | 28-Aug-12 | 27-Aug-12 | 27-Aug-12 | 28-Aug-12 | 28-Aug-i2 ; 27-Aup-12 3-Jun-11 27-Aug-12 ZBI-Aug-ﬂ
Sampls 1D MW.3.GW  MW-3-GW  MW.3.W MW.6-GW  MW.6.GW MW-6-W MW-7.GW MW.7.W MW-11-W | MW-12W | MW-13-W | MW-14-W | MW-13.W | MW-1SD-W | Trip Blank TB-0B2712 TB-082812
Sampling Company STANTEC  STANTEC  STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC STANTEC | STANTEC  STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC | STANTEC STANTEC STANTEC
Laboratory PARAROCH PARAROCH SPECTRUM | PARAROCH PARAROCH SPECTRUM |PARAROCH SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM jSPECTRUM | SPECTRUM ;| SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | SPECTRUM | PARARCCH SPECTRUM SPECTRUM
Laboratory Work Order P11-2234 P11-2234R L1835 F11-2234 P11-2234R L1826 P11-2234 L1835 L1835 L1826 L1826 L1335 L1835 L_1 826 P11-2234 L1826 L1835
Laboratory Sample ID 7482 7482R L183502 7483 7483R L1826-04 7481 L1835-03 1183501 L1826-02 L182503 L1835-05 L183544 L1826401 7450 L1626-05 L1835-06
Bample Type Units TOGS TripBlank Trip Blank  Trip Blank
Velatlle Organlc Compounds {cont’d)
Dichlorobenzene, 1,4- ugll 3? - 50U 2.00U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 200U so0u 50U
Dichloroethane, 1,1- pall [ - 5.0U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Dichloroethane, 1,2- TN 0.6% - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U .00 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Dichloroethene, 1,1- [T 5.8 - 50U 200U 50U 5.0U 5.0U 50U 50U 50U 200U 5.0U 50U
Dichloraethylens, cis-1,2- HailL 5.5 - 50U a0y 50U 50U 50U 50U 5.0 50U 200U 50U 50U
Dichloroethylene, trans-1,2- pgll 5.8 - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Dichloropropanas, 1,2- ngiL 18 - 50U 200U 50U &6 U 50U 50U 56U s6U 200U 50U 50U
Dichloropropens, cis-1,3- pglL 0.4,% - 50U 200U 50U sau 50U 5.0U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Dichloropropens, trans-1,3- po/l 0.4, - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 260U 50U 50U
Ethylbenzensa pafl 5.7 - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 60U 50U 50U 2001 50U 50U
Haxanona, 2- {Methyl Butyl Ketone) ngf 50" - 50U 600U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 5.00 U 50U 50U
Isopropylbenzena ugh 5.8 - 20J 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Isopropyltoluene, p- (Cymene) pgil. 5.2 - 504 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 56U 50U 200U 5.0U 50U
Methyl Ethyl Ketone {MEK) g s0* - 50U 100U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50V 100U 50U 50U
Methyl Isobutyl Ketare (MIBK) HaiL niv - 5.0U 5.00U 5.0U s0U 5.0U 50U 50U 50U 5.00 U 5.0u 50U
Mathyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) pgiL 10* - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 501 50U 200U 50U 50U
Methyl Chieride (Dict ane) Ho/L 5.8 - - 5.0U 5.00U 50U 50U 50U 50U 500 50U 5.00U 50U 50U
Naphthalene pgiL i0® - 50U 500U 50U 50U 50U 5.0 50U 50U 5.00U 50U 50U
Propylbenzene, n- pglL 5.8 - 184 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 80U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Styrene pglL [ - 50U 500U 50U 5.0 U 50U 50U 50U 50U 500U 50U S0U
Tetrachloroethane, 1,1,2.2- pgiL 5.8 - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 5.0U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Tetrachloroethylene {PCE} pglL 5.% - 50U 200U 50U 5.0 50U 56U 50U 50U 200U 50U so0uU
Toluene : g/l [ - s0U 200U 59U 50U 50U 56U 50U 0.56J 2.00U s50U so0u
Trichloroethanae, 1,1,1- g/l 5.8 - 50U 200U 50U S0 50U 5.6U 50U 50U 200U s50U 50U
Trichlcroethans, 1,1,2- ‘ pg/lL 18 - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U s0U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Trichlorpethylane (TGE) ug/l 5.° - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 2004 50U 5.0U
Trichloroflusromethane {Freon 11) HG/L 5.8 - 50U 200U 50U 50U 504U 56U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Trimethylbenzene, 1,2,4- polL 5.2 - 50U 200U b.60J 50U 50U 56U 50U 0.69J 200U 50U 50U
Trimethylbenzene, 1,3,5- . pol 5.8 - 50U 200U 50U 50U 50U . 50U 50U 50U 200U 50U 50U
Vinyl Acetate Pl nfv - 5.0U 5004 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 500U 50U 50U
Vinyl chloride pafl 28 - 50U 200U 5.0 50U 50U 50U 50U 50U 2.00 U 50U 56U
Xyléne. mép- pgfl 5.° - 5.0U 200U 80U 5.0V 50U 50U 50U 50U 2.00U 50U 50U
Xylene, o- g 5.8 . 5.0U 200U 6.0 U 50U 50U 5.0U 5.0U 5.0U 2.00 U 5.0 U 50U
Volatile Tentatively Identified Compounds
Jotal VOC TiGs Lpg | v f - - TN | - - 84N | - - [ - ] - | - [ 236N | - I - - - -
Notes:
TOGS NYSDEC TOGS 1.1.1 {Raissued June 1998 with errala in January 1999 and addenda in April 200G and June 2004)
A TOGS 1.1.1 - Table 1 - Ambient Water Quatity Standards and Guidance Values, Division of Water, Technicat and Operalional Guidance Serles (TOGS 1.1.1); Guidance
E TOGS 1.1.1 - Table 1 - Ambient Waler Quality Standards and Guidance Values, Division of Water, Technical and Operational Guidance Sesies (TOGS 1.1.1); Standards
: { Cencantration exceeds the indicated standard.
15.2 Concantration was detectad but did not exceed applicable siandards.
0.50 U Laboratory estimaled quantitation imit exceeded standard,
c.o3u The analyle was not detected abave the laboratory estimated quantitation limit.
niv No stangdard/guideline vaue.
. Parameter not analyzed / nof avallable.
The principal erganic contaminant standard for groundwater of 5 ugil {described elsewhere in the TOGS table} applies o this subsiance.
2 Applies to the sum of cis- and trans-1,3-dichloropropene.
x Topseit: surface A, L, F, H and O horizens on the contiol area, or the equivalent surface soil where these horizons are not present.
J Indicates estimated value. )
M Denetes matrix spike recoveries outside QC limits. Matrix bias indicated.
N Indicates presumptive evidence of a compound. Identification of fentatively identified compound is based on a mass spectral library search.
Stantec 190500696

U\ 190500696\ anzlysis\20120924 - 190500696 - May 2011-August 2012 Sampling - CLxlsx Page 2 of 2



20

ATTACHMENT E

Project Schedule




Project Schedule
937 Genesee Street
City of Rochester, New York

Duration Duration
{Months)

{Days)

M1|M2

M3

M4

M5

M6

M7

M8

Mg

M10

M11

Mi2

M13

M14

M15

M18

M17

M18

M19

M20

M21

M22

m23

M24

M25

M26

M27 JM28

M29

Remedial Design Investigation

30

Geophysical Survey

14

Geoprobe Program

CAP Preparation, Review, and Approval

Prepare CAP

DEC Review and Approval of CAP / Public Comment Period

Bid Process

Ef A Program Documents

Well Decommissioning

Excavation

Remaove and Dispose of Concrete and Asphalt

RAQC 1

~w|8] | 8| 8|8l B[8|

Remove & Stockpile Impacted & Non-Impacted Scil

Direct Application of In-Situ, Bio-Augmentation Additive

Backfill with Non-Impacted & Imported Fill

RAQC 2

Bemove & Stockpile Impacted & Non-Impacted Soil

Direct Application of In-Situ, Bio-Augmentation Additive

Backfill with Non-Impacted & Imported Fill

RAQC 3

Remove & Stockpile Impacted & Non-Impacted Soil

Backfill with Non-Impacted & Imported Fill

Basement

Soi Disposal

ho |~ |

Install Monitoring Wells

Groundwater Monitoring

One Year of Quarterly Post-Excavation Groundwater Monitoring

365

Second Year of Quarkerty GW Monitering Contingent on First Year's Resuli 365
Remedial Construction Report 45
Site Management Plan 45 |
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ATTACHMENT F

EPA BAP Statistics Summary Table




EPA Brownfield Assistance Program

Redevelopment | Additional
Acres Investment Investment Jobs Jobs
Program Project Applicant Investigated Product Amount to Date | Expected | Retained | Created
BAP Pilot 140 Jay St Julio Ahumada 0.26 Phase [ DNP
1030 Jay St Riverside/Woerner 1.20 EMP/HASP
1040 Jay St Riverside Automation 1.10 Phase I/Geotech DNP
1695 Emerson St XLI Corporation 3.90 Phase TEMP/HASP/Geotech $4.000,000
1695 A Emerson St Klein Steel Service 12.50 Phase FEMP/HASP/Geotech $6.000,600] $7.686,349 70 70
507 Hague St Riverside Automation 1.92 Phase 1
950 & 984 Exchange XLI Corporation 0.93 Phase |
950 & 984 Exchange X1LI Corporation
120 Portland Ave Expert Appliance 0.66 Phase 1 DNP
504 S. Clinton/390 South John Billone 0.35 Phase 1 DNP
175 & 195 Hague Street Marble by Medusa 1.25 Phase [ DNP
1025 Chili Avenue Frederico 10.00 —
BAP2 175, 195 & 199 Hague Marble by Medusa Conf. Phase { DNP
1025 Chili Avenue Frederico Constr. EMP/HASP/Conf. Phase II $1.700.000 50
1025 Chili Avenue Frederico Constr. OPC
950/985 Exchange St XLI Corporation Supplemental PSA
050/985 Exchange St XLI Corporation Data Comparison
39 Adelaide St. Rockburl Industries 0.62 Phase | DNP
15 Cairn Street Barthelmes Mfg. .00 Application rejected
85 Stanton Street Eugene Veltri 047 Phase I/IVEMP/HASP DNP
110 Colfax Street Peko 2.70 Phase I/Geotech
1025 Chili Avenue Frederico Constr. Survey & Design $1,700,000 45
1030 Jay Street Woerner Industries Conf. Phase II
BAP3 186 Norman Street Ralph J. Annucci 6.40 Phase 1 DNP
957 S. Clinton Avenue JoAnn Morreale 0.24 Phase I $80,000 9 ]
1560 Emerson Street DPI 1.67 $3.410.496 36 10
500 Lee Road Vampiro Ventures .40 Phase | $406,850{ $935.000 4 12
140-142/144 Railroad Street Stephen Capizzi 0.44 Phase I DNP
280-286 Lyell Avenue/55 Dewey | Kristina Rogers 2.38 Phase /Conf. Phase 11
900 & 930 Maple Street Cylinder Services 4.93 Phase [/Phase II DNP
0 Smith Street (aka 196 Smith St)  {Phoenix Graphics 1.40 Phase I/Geotech/Phase 11 $3,200.000 26 30 *
691 & 711 Exchange Street Nordon Tool 340 Phase II $1,500,000
935-951 E. Main Street Rehouse 1.20 Phase 1 DNP
179-191/217 W. Main Street Buckingham Properties 0.97 Phase I $4,525,000 40 #* 33
640 Pullman Avenue Paul Christoff 0.19 Phase /Conf. Phase 11 $40,000 2 ** 2
583 & 593 Hudson Ave Dembs 0.47 Phase | $887,000 2
80 Exce! Drive Macauto 1.32 Phase | $1,654.540 15 15
1630 Dewey Avenue Norstar Development 1.07 $16,000.000
1575 & 1595 Mt. Hope Avenue HIS Land V,LLC 0.28 $180.000] $450,000 3
480-488 East Main Street 480 Eastman LLC 0.16 Conf. Phase I} $1,200,000
* jO Full Time & 20 Seasonal 65.78 $44,823,886] 10,771,349 210 195

** Jobs moving from suburbs to City
DNP - Did not proceed
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