DES Waste Management Division

29 Hazen Drive; PO Box 95
Concord, NH 03302-0095

ASTM PHASE | ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT

Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company Property

80 Laurel Street
Keene, New Hampshire

NH DES Site #: 199102028

Project Type: HAZWASTE
Project Number: 0034595

Prepared For:

Southwest Region Planning Commission

37 Ashuelot Street
Keene, New Hampshire 03431
603.357.0557
Mr. J.B. Mack
jomack@swrpc.org

Prepared By:

Ransom Consulting, Inc.
Pease International Tradeport
112 Corporate Drive
Portsmouth, NH 03801
603.436.1490

Steven F. Rickerich, P.G.
srickerich@ransomenv.com

September 27, 2018

PE/PG Stamp: N/A




EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

The following report presents the findings of a Phase | Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) performed
by Ransom Consulting, Inc. (Ransom) for the Southwest Region Planning Commission (SWRPC) at the
Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company Property, identified as Tax Map 30, Block 2, Lot 20, and
corresponds to a street address of 80 Laurel Street in the City of Keene, New Hampshire (the “Site”).

This Phase | ESA was conducted in accordance with the requirements provided by the ASTM
International Designation: E 1527-13, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase |
Environmental Site Assessment Process, 2013 (ASTM E 1527-13), which meets the requirements of the
United States Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) All Appropriate Inquiries (AAl), 40 CFR
Part 312, and Ransom’s Scope of Work dated April 20, 2018, to evaluate environmental conditions for
evidence of recognized environmental conditions (RECs) in connection with the Site. Any exceptions to
or deletions from ASTM E 1527-13 are described in the report.

The approximately 21.58-acre Site is accessed via Laurel Street, a dead-end street originating off the
northeasterly side of Marlboro Street, and a Site parking lot located northwest of the fenced
manufacturing facility, is accessed via Myrtle Street. Additional streets abut the northwesterly portion of
the Site, including Foster Street and Gardner Street. The Site is currently developed with a primarily
vacant, approximately 295,300 square-foot industrial building, historically utilized by the Kingsbury
Manufacturing Company. According to documents reviewed during the course of this Phase | ESA, the
original portion of the Site building was constructed circa 1894; with multiple additions constructed in
1918, and during the 1920s, 1950s, 1960s, 1970s and in 1981.

The original Site building was constructed in the late 1800s for use by the Wilkins Toy Company, a
manufacturer of metal toys; Kingsbury Manufacturing purchased the Site in 1900 and had occupied the
Site from the 1920s to 2011, at which time manufacturing operations at the Site ceased. Kingsbury
Manufacturing produced toys from the 1920s until circa 1942 at which time toy manufacturing was
discontinued and Kingsbury produced rifle bolts for the World War 11 effort; post World War 11,
Kingsbury Manufacturing primarily produced industrial machinery. Kingsbury Corporation filed for
bankruptcy protection in 2011; and the Site was sold via a foreclosure auction in 2013. Machinery
associated with the former operations conducted by Kingsbury Corporation has been removed from the
Site building. Waste oil and/or hazardous materials (OHM) associated with Kingsbury Corporation
requiring proper disposal under manifest documentation was removed from the Site building in 2013. An
underground holding tank located off of a former paint storage room was reportedly filled with
unidentified OHM was identified at the Site in December 2014 by the City of Keene Sewer Department
staff conducting maintenance of the municipal sewer system. According to the Sewer Department, the
holding tank was not associated with the sewer system and was filled to near the rim with a thick dark
oily substance with a strong solvent odor.

According to assessor’s records, the current Site owner is Kingsbury Acquisition, LLC, with a purchase
date of May 17, 2013 (Book 2823, Page 0144). Reportedly, Kingsbury Acquisition LLC, owned by Brian
Thibeault purchased the property at auction shortly after the Kingsbury Corporation filed for Chapter 11
bankruptcy protection in 2011. Currently, there is one tenant that utilizes a small portion of the Site
building as warehouse/storage space and a second lessee that utilizes the westernmost paved parking area
portion of the Site off of Myrtle Street for the storage of equipment and raw materials (sand, crushed
stone, bark chips, etc.) associated with a landscaping/light construction business. Other than these two
lessees, there are no active business operations at the Site. Previously, a recycling company occupied a
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portion of the Site building; although this use is no longer active, multiple pallets of used computer
monitors, computer parts, other electronics, and paper products remain within the Site building.

The Site is currently abutted to the southeast and south by commercial properties along Marlboro Street;
to the southwest and west by residential properties along Gardner Street, Foster Street and Myrtle Street;
to the northwest by commercial/industrial properties along Water Street; and to the north and northeast by
the former railroad corridor that has been re-purposed as a walking and bike path, beyond which is an
assisted living facility along Water Street and commercial/industrial properties along Victoria Street.

Nearly seven acres of the 21.58-acre Site are occupied by the foot-print of the approximately 295,300-
square-foot Site building, which is located in the central portion of the Site. The Site is an irregular
shaped parcel, with Beaver Brook traversing the northwest extent of the Site and flowing beneath a
portion of the Site building. Beaver Brook flows in a general north to south direction through a highly
developed portion of the City of Keene, flowing through several former and/or current
industrial/commercial properties before entering the Site beneath the abutting former railroad corridor,
flowing between Site building areas, and along the general southwesterly and southerly boundary of the
Site, before leaving the Site and flowing beneath Marlboro Street.

The Site and abutting/neighboring properties are serviced by the City of Keene municipal water and
sanitary sewer systems. According to the City of Keene’s Public Works Department, the Site building
was first connected to the municipal sewer system in 1928; prior to which disposal is expected to have
been directed to Beaver Brook.

Ransom contracted Environmental Data Resources (EDR) of Shelton, Connecticut to conduct a search of
federal and state databases containing known and suspected sites of environmental contamination. The
EDR Report identified the Site on the following databases searched; State Hazardous Waste Site (NH
SHWS), State Leaking Underground Storage Tank (NH LUST), State Underground Storage Tank (NH
UST), State Aboveground Storage Tank (NH AST), State Institutional Control/Engineering Control
Registry (NH INST), Federal Brownfields (US Brownfields), State ALLSITES (ALLSITES), Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act Non-Generator Facility (RCRA NonGen/NLR), Integrated Compliance
Information System (ICIS), FTTS, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB) Transformer, HIST FTTS, US AIRS,
FINDS, ECHO, RI Manifest, and NY Manifest.

Ransom reviewed the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (NH DES) OneStop online
database for additional information pertaining to the Site, EDR listed properties, and to search for
additional properties not identified by EDR. The NH DES OneStop online database identified the Site
(NH DES #199102028) as being listed on the following databases: Air Stationary Source, Hazardous
Waste Generator, Registered Water User, Aboveground Storage Tank Program, Underground Storage
Tank Program, Non-Hazardous Non-Sanitary Holding Tank, Hazardous Waste Project, and Leaking
Underground Storage Tank. Ransom also conducted a review of physical files available at the NH DES
offices located in Concord.

The database listings for the Site are either related to: (1) the historical operation of the Site as a
manufacturing facility; (2) investigation and/or remediation of soils and/or groundwater; (3) the
placement of an Activities and Use Restriction (AUR) on a portion of the Site related to PCB
contaminated soils; (4) the historic and current presence of underground storage tanks (USTSs); (5) the
historic presence of aboveground storage tanks (ASTs); and/or (6) the disposal of hazardous wastes
requiring manifest documentation.
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The database review also identified several abutting and/or neighboring properties with OHM spills or
storage. Several of these listings are located in inferred upgradient positions and have the potential to
have adversely impacted groundwater quality at the Site; as indicated by the analytical results of previous
groundwater monitoring efforts conducted onsite and/or offsite. Historic activities conducted at the Site
also are known to, or are suspected to, have had adverse impacts to the environmental conditions at the
Site, including: (1) storage and dispensing of petroleum in UST systems historically and/or currently
located at the Site (including one out of compliance heating oil UST and approximately ten previous
petroleum storage tanks, all of which have not been specifically assessed); (2) reported industrial waste
disposal directed to a former pond located beneath what is now an asphalt paved parking lot; and (3)
historic waste disposal to Beaver Brook and/or Site soils/groundwater prior to the Site’s connection to the
municipal sewer system.

Ransom reviewed several previous environmental reports pertaining to the Site, including the following; a
1995 Site Investigation Report, prepared by Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc; a 1997 Environmental
Assessment Report and subsequent 1998 Phase Il Environmental Assessment, both prepared by Sanborn,
Head & Associates, Inc; and most recently, a 2012 Phase | ESA Report and subsequent 2012 Phase Il
ESA Report, both prepared by Stone Hill Environmental, Inc.

The 1995 Site Investigation was conducted at the request of the NH DES to investigate a release of
petroleum identified during the 1992 removal of a gasoline UST from the Site. Laboratory analysis of
groundwater water samples identified gasoline related contaminants, as well as chlorinated volatile
organic compounds (CVOCs), that were inferred to have likely originated from upgradient properties with
known CVVOC contaminated groundwater. The 1997 Phase | ESA report identified several RECs (volatile
organic compound (VOC)-contaminated Site groundwater, current and former fuel oil USTs, an unpaved
lay down area where unused equipment was stored, and a salt shed with no containment structure for run-
off) in association with the Site, leading to the 1998 completion of a Phase Il ESA. Consistent with the
1995 findings, CVOCs were detected in groundwater in excess of ambient groundwater quality standards
(AGQS) and were attributed to the upgradient properties with know CVOC contamination, and VOCs
consistent with gasoline contamination (with only one AGQS exceedance) which were attributed to onsite
releases related to the gasoline USTs formerly located at the Site. In addition, a soil sample was analyzed
from a boring advanced in an area of noted staining adjacent to the boiler house which identified PCBs
above the applicable soil standard. This finding initiated the preparation of a work plan to address PCB-
impacted soils and led to a 1998 limited excavation and offsite disposal of PCB contaminated soils, and
the placement of an AUR on the portion of the Site with identified PCB impacted soils remaining above
the applicable standard. The 2012 Phase 1l ESA was conducted to address RECs and/or environmental
concerns (including reference to oil-saturated floors) identified in the 2012 Phase | ESA; with additional
soil borings advanced and monitoring wells installed across the Site, including within the Site building, to
further address potential off-site impacts, impacts originating from onsite industrials processes, and to
assess groundwater quality in an inferred downgradient location relative to the reported industrial waste
disposal area on the northwest extent of the Site. Based on groundwater analytical results, the 2012 Phase
I1 ESA concluded that although upgradient properties continued to have adverse impacts to groundwater
guality at the Site, the documented exceedances detected from groundwater samples collected from
monitoring wells installed within the Site building, and to a lesser degree in a sample between the Site
building and Beaver Brook, indicated that historic operations conducted at the Site by Kingsbury also
contributed to the CVOC contamination plume.

A copy of the 2012 Phase Il ESA Report was submitted to the NH DES. In correspondence dated
October 14, 2013, the NH DES required that the current Site owner complete a Site Investigation to
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address the identified groundwater contaminants in excess of AGQSs. As of the date of this report, the
NH DES has not received the required Site Investigation.

On May 11, 2018, Ransom conducted reconnaissance of the Site. Mr. Lee Gray (a former long-time
employee of Kingsbury Corporation and current property manager), provided access to the Site building
and accompanied Ransom during portions of the reconnaissance. Concurrent with the Site
reconnaissance, Ransom conducted a review of Site files available at the City of Keene Municipal
Offices.

No testing for contaminants of concern (COC) vapors have been documented for the Site subsurface.
However, impacts to Site groundwater for the CVOC vinyl chloride have been documented in several
monitoring wells at concentrations exceeding NH DES GW-2 standards. The GW-2 groundwater
standards are intended to be used where CVOCs are detected in groundwater within 100 feet of an
occupied building. Therefore, it is Ransom’s opinion that a vapor encroachment condition at the Site
cannot be ruled out.

Recognized Environmental Concerns, Environmental Areas of Concern, and Recommendations

We have performed this Phase | ESA in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM E 1527-13
and U.S. EPA AAI (40 CFR Part 312) for the property identified as Map 30, Block 2, Lot 20, which
corresponds to the street address of 80 Laurel Street in Keene, New Hampshire, the Site. Any exceptions
to, or deletions from, this practice are described in Section 1.4 of this report. This assessment has
revealed no evidence of RECs in connection with the Site, except for the following:

1. The reported area of industrial waste disposal, reportedly including metal shavings and
solvents, located beneath a paved parking lot (historically the location of a pond) on the
far northwest extent of the Site, and potential suspect nature of other fill materials that
may be present on Site;

2. The documented presence of CVOC and VOC-contaminated groundwater at
concentrations in excess of applicable NH DES standards, possibly associated with past
Site operations;

3. An underground holding tank reportedly filled with unidentified OHM (a thick dark oily
substance with a strong solvent odor), located adjacent to the former hazardous waste
room and in close proximity to Beaver Brook;

4. The presence of an inactive 12,000-gallon heating oil UST which is currently out of
compliance with applicable NH DES standards;

5. Multiple USTSs historically removed from the Site without formal UST closure
documentation and/or additional USTs potentially retired-in-place at the Site; and

6. Upgradient, off-site properties, two of which are currently out of compliance with
NH DES groundwater monitoring requirements, with known CVVOC groundwater
contamination plumes. Of the two non-compliant properties one abuts the Site and has a
contaminant plume which appears to extend onto the Site.
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Although not considered RECs, Ransom identified the following potential environmental concerns in
connection with the Site:

1.

Prior to 1928, the Site reportedly was not connected to the municipal sewer system;
wastes generated on-site (industrial or otherwise) are presumed to have been discharged
to Beaver Brook, which traverses the Site;

Upgradient historic industrial properties are known to have directed industrial wastewater
to Beaver Brook, upstream from where the brook crosses the Site;

In addition to the known potential CVOC plume sources cited above, the Site is
abutted/neighbored by several properties with land uses that are of potential
environmental concerns;

The presence of transformers labelled as PCB containing;

Based on the age of the building and Ransom’s observations during our Site
reconnaissance, there is the potential for the presence of hazardous building materials in
the buildings on the Site, including asbestos-containing materials, lead-based paint
(LBP), (PCB-containing fluorescent light ballasts and paint, mercury-containing
fluorescent lamps, and other universal wastes. These materials will require proper
abatement and disposal if the Site building is renovated or demolished in the future.

The reported presence of oil-stained concrete floors within the building, the
undocumented characteristics of those oils, and the history of PCB release(s) to portions
of the Site which, historically, can be present in various oils.

Additionally, this assessment has revealed the following controlled REC (CREC) in connection with the

Site:

1.

The presence of PCB-impacted soils in the vicinity of the boiler house, and the associated
AUR covering a courtyard apparently used for shipping and receiving.

Based on the information obtained during this assessment, Ransom concludes that additional
investigations are warranted. Ransom recommends the following to address the identified RECs and
areas of potential environmental concern for the Site:

1.

The completion of a Phase Il ESA at the Site, including the advancement of soil borings,
installation of groundwater monitoring wells, and laboratory analyses of Site soils and
groundwater to assess and evaluate the identified RECs and areas of environmental
concern;

The identification/characterization of suspect OHM within the identified holding tank and
the subsequent pumping and appropriate off-site disposal of the contents; prior to the
subgrade tank being cleaned, assessed for discharges, and closed in compliance with
current NH DES requirements;

A screening-level assessment of concrete floors in areas potentially impacted by oils to
assess for the presence of PCBs at regulated concentrations; and
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4, The inactive 12,000-gallon No. 2 oil UST should be excavated, pumped, cleaned,
assessed for discharges, and removed from the Site; in compliance with current NH DES
UST closure requirements. Because the tank is located within the AUR area, assessment
of soils to be disturbed during tank removal should be conducted prior to tank removal,
and a monitoring well should be installed adjacent to the tank to assess for potential
releases that may have impacted groundwater quality.

Non-Scope Recommendations

Ransom also provides the following non-scope recommendations:

1. A Hazardous Building Materials Inventory (HBMI) should be conducted at the Site, prior
to any planned renovation or demolition of the Site building; and

2. Ransom recommends removal and appropriate disposal of the remaining OHM containers
at the Site.

This summary does not contain all of the information that is found in the full report. The report should be
read in its entirety to obtain a more complete understanding of the information provided and to aid in
decisions made or actions taken based on this information.
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

The following report presents the findings of a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) performed
by Ransom Consulting, Inc. (Ransom) for the Southwest Region Planning Commission (SWRPC) at the
property identified by the City of Keene Assessor’s Office as Tax Map 30, Block 2, Lot 20, which
corresponds to the street address of 80 Laurel Street in the City of Keene, New Hampshire (the “Site”).
The work was funded by a U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (U.S. EPA) Brownfields assessment
grant awarded to the SWRPC. This Phase | ESA was conducted in accordance with the requirements
provided by the ASTM International Designation: E 1527-13, Standard Practice for Environmental Site
Assessments: Phase | Environmental Site Assessment Process, 2013 (ASTM E 1527-13), which meets the
requirements of the U.S. EPA All Appropriate Inquiries (AAl), 40 CFR Part 312, and Ransom’s Scope of
Work dated April 20, 2018, to evaluate environmental conditions for evidence of recognized
environmental conditions (RECs) in connection with the Site.

Please refer to Figure, 1 Site Location, to view the general location of the Site on a 7.5-minute
topographic quadrangle.

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of this Phase | ESA was to assess the environmental condition of the Site by performing “all
appropriate inquiry” into the previous ownership and uses of the Site consistent with good commercial or
customary practice, taking into account commonly known and reasonably ascertainable information. The
goal of the assessment was to identify RECs in connection with the Site. The term RECs means:

The presence or likely presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products in, on, or at a
property: (1) due to release to the environment; (2) under conditions indicative of a release to the
environment; or (3) under conditions that pose a material threat of a future release to the
environment. De minimis conditions are not recognized environmental conditions.

The term REC includes both controlled RECs (CRECs) and historical RECs (HRECS) as defined below:
The term CRECs means:

A recognized environmental condition resulting from a past release of hazardous substances or
petroleum products that has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable regulatory
authority, with hazardous substances or petroleum products allowed to remain in place subject to
the implementation of required controls.

The term HRECs means:

A past release of any hazardous substances or petroleum products that has occurred in
connection with the property and has been addressed to the satisfaction of the applicable
regulatory authority or meeting unrestricted use criteria established by a regulatory authority,
without subjecting the property to any required controls.

By performing a Phase | ESA on a parcel of commercial real estate with respect to the range of
contaminants within the scope of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and
Liability Act (CERCLA) (42 U.S.C. 89601) and petroleum products, a user satisfies one of the
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requirements to qualify for the innocent landowner, contiguous property owner, or bona fide prospective
purchaser limitations on CERCLA liability.

1.2 Scope of Work

This Phase | ESA was performed in accordance with the requirements of ASTM E 1527-13 and Ransom’s
Scope of Work dated April 20, 2018, and included the completion of the following tasks:

1. Review municipal and state records and search state and federal environmental databases
for sites or conditions of environmental concern;

2. Review historical land use records to evaluate past use of the Site and adjoining
properties;
3. Perform a site reconnaissance to visually and/or physically observe current conditions of

the Site and the general land use of surrounding properties; and

4, Conduct interviews with readily available past and present owners, operators, and
occupants of the Site.

13 Significant Assumptions
No significant assumptions were made during the performance of this Phase | ESA.
1.4 Limitations

Along with the limitations set forth in various sections of the ASTM E 1527-13 protocol, the accuracy
and completeness of this report is limited by the following:

1. Access Limitations: None noted.
2. Physical Obstructions to Observations: Some areas of the Site were not visible due to

obstructions related to dense vegetation and/or access limitations by the presence of
Beaver Brook.

3. Outstanding Information Requests: None.
4. Historical Data Source Failure: None.

5. Exceptions: None.

6. Deviations: None.

1. Data Gaps: None.

8. Other: None.

The findings provided by Ransom in this report are based solely on the information reported in this
document. Should additional information become available in the future, this information should be
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reviewed by Ransom and the findings presented herein may be modified. Information obtained from state
and local agencies is not necessarily all-inclusive of files that may have historically been available for
review for the Site and surrounding properties.

15 Special Terms and Conditions

This Phase | ESA was conducted in accordance with our executed Scope of Work Memo dated April 20,
2018. Authorization was provided in writing by SWRPC as described above, and site access was
coordinated through Mr. Brian Thibeault of Kingsbury Acquisition LLC, the current Site owner, and
Mr. Lee Gray, a long-time former employee of Kingsbury Corporation. Mr. Gray accompanied Ransom
during a portion of the reconnaissance and provided (to the best of his knowledge) an explanation of the
Site and facilities to be assessed.

1.6 User Reliance

The services and the contents of any project reports and associated documents provided to SWRPC by
Ransom pertaining to and including this Phase | ESA are solely for the benefit of SWRPC, Kingsbury
Acquisition LLC, and the City of Keene. Reliance or use by any third party without explicit authorization
in the report does not make said third party a third-party beneficiary to Ransom’s contract with SWRPC.
Any such unauthorized reliance on or use of this report, including any of its information or conclusions,
will be at the third party’s risk. For the same reasons, no warranties or representations, expressed or
implied in this report, are made to any such third party.
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2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION
2.1 Location and Legal Description

The approximately 21.58-acre Site is identified by the City of Keene Assessor’s Office as Map 30,
Block 2, Lot 20, which corresponds to a street address of 80 Laurel Street, Keene, New Hampshire (the
Site). The Site is located off the northeasterly side of Marlboro Street; and accessed via Laurel Street (the
vacant manufacturing facility) and Myrtle Street (a parking area), a dead-end street leading to the Site.
The Site is currently developed with a primarily vacant approximately 295,300 square-foot industrial
building (the “Site building), historically housing the operations of the Kingsbury Manufacturing
Company. Currently, there is one tenant that utilizes a small portion of the Site building as
warehouse/storage space and a second lessor that utilizes the westernmost paved parking area portion of
the Site off of Myrtle Street for the storage of equipment and raw materials (sand, crushed stone, bark
chips, etc.) associated with a landscaping/light construction business. Other than these two lessors, there
are no active business operations at the Site.

Please refer to Figure 2, Site and Area Plan, for the layout of the Site and adjoining properties.
2.2 Site and Vicinity Characteristics

The Site is located in a mixed-use area of the City of Keene, New Hampshire. The Site includes an
approximately 21.58-acre parcel which is the location of the approximately 295,300 square-foot former
Kingsbury Manufacturing Company building. According to documents reviewed during the course of
this Phase | ESA, the original portion of the Site building was constructed circa 1894; with multiple
additions constructed in 1918, and during the 1920s, 1950s, 1960s, 1970s and in 1981.

The current Site neighborhood is primarily residential to the west and northwest; with
commercial/industrial properties to the northeast, east, and south. Laurel Street originates off the
northeasterly side of Marlboro Street and dead ends at the Site. The Site is abutted to the northeast by the
former railroad corridor, re-purposed as a walking and bike path, which comprises the northeasterly Site
boundary. Beaver Brook crosses several current or historic industrial properties upgradient of the Site
before running beneath the former railroad corridor and transecting the northwest portion of the Site,
between sections of the Site building; Beaver Brook then flows in close proximity to the Site building,
comprising the southwesterly Site boundary and exiting the Site at the intersection of Laurel Street and
Marlboro Street.

Portions of the Site not occupied by the Site building are primarily comprised of asphalt paved parking
lots, which are located on the northwest and southeast portion of the Site. A paved accessway runs along
the northeasterly side of the Site building, parallel with the railroad corridor, leading to northwest side of
the Site building. The accessway continues by crossing Beaver Brook to the northwest parking area and
portions of the Site building located on the westerly side of Beaver Brook. Gated accessways to this
portion of the Site are located off Myrtle Street and Foster Street. Additional, limited portions of the Site
are composed of vegetated areas and mowed lawns. An unnamed stream/drainage swale enters the
southeasterly extent of the Site and runs south then southwest across the Site via a subgrade drainage way
beneath the asphalt paved parking lot and Laurel Street, entering Beaver Brook south of the Site building.
A portion of Beaver Brook was re-routed further to the west of a portion of the manufacturing building
between 1950 and 1958 to its current location, based on a review of historical topographic maps and
Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps (see Figure 3).
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Several primarily residential streets abut the westerly portion of the Site, including Gardner Street, Foster
Street and Myrtle Street. Commercial/industrial properties at 131 Water Street (to the northwest of the
Site) and at 310 Marlboro Street (to the southeast of the Site) abut the Site and were historically portions
of the Kingsbury Corporation operations. The operations of Kingsbury Manufacturing ceased circa 2011.

The Site and abutting/neighboring properties are serviced by the City of Keene municipal water and
sanitary sewer systems.

Key Site features are depicted in the Photograph Log included in Appendix A.
2.3 Current Use of the Site

With the exception of two bays located in the southeastern portion of the Site building, the Site building is
currently unoccupied. The two occupied bays are utilized for storage space by the McMillin Company, a
local general contractor. The remaining portions of the Site building are currently vacant. Some areas are
in a state of disrepair, due to leaks in the roofing systems.

As noted above, the westernmost paved parking area portion of the Site off of Myrtle Street for the
storage of equipment (front end loaders, a skid-steer loader, flatbed and utility trailers, salt spreader, etc.)
and raw materials (sand, crushed stone, bark chips, etc.) associated with a landscaping/light construction
business. Liberty Landscape and Construction.

Please refer to the appended Site Plan (Figure 2) for the location of key site features.

2.4 Description of Structures, Roads, Other Improvements on the Site

Site Building

The original portion of the Site building was constructed circa 1894; with multiple additions constructed
in 1918, and during the 1920s, 1950s, 1960s,1970s and in 1981. The majority of the 295,300 square-foot
Site building is a one-story structure; the exception being two second-story office areas. One office area
is located above the older northwest portion of the Site building and the second office area is located in
the northeastern portion of the Site building. The Site building is constructed on concrete slab
foundations; with subgrade areas limited to utility runs and concrete machine/operation specific
foundations. No basement areas were identified.

The majority of the Site building is located on the easterly side of Beaver Brook; with additions
constructed in the 1960s and 1970s on the west side of Beaver Brook. The Site building is contiguous
with accessways that extend over the brook. A concrete bridge allows Site-related exterior vehicle traffic
between the areas of the Site building located on opposite sides of the brook.

The original (circa 1894) section of the Site building is of brick construction and is located on the
northerly portion of the structure, in close proximity to the former railroad corridor. This portion of the
Site building is in proximity to a large boiler house (circa 1955) and towering brick chimney. The boiler
house contains two large boiler, which serviced the heating system associated with the Site building. An
inactive 12,000-gallon heating oil underground storage tank (UST) serviced the boilers and is located
beneath asphalt pavement west of the boiler house. USTs are discussed further is Section 5.3.2 of this
report.
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Additions to the original Site building are primarily either concrete block/masonry structures or steel-
framed structures.

The first-floor area is primarily comprised of industrial manufacturing, assembly, and warehouse spaces;
with the exception of a reception area on the northeasterly “front” side of the Site building. The
southeasterly section of the Site building is comprised of a 1970s addition with multiple overhead truck
bays/doors. This area is identified in historic Site plans as the “Assembly Area”. Long, covered trench
drains run the length of each of these eight bays and each drain to a rectangular covered concrete basin
located in close proximity to each of the bay doors. These trench and basin systems were identified as
oil/coolant runs/returns. Approximately two feet of standing water was observed in most of these
concrete basins during the site reconnaissance. The McMillin Company occupies the two southernmost
of these bays. Offices identified as human resources and a credit union are located at the far southern
extent of the Site building, beyond the assembly areas. Multiple industrial production rooms are located
in areas extending north and west into the Site building from this assembly area.

Operations conducted within the Site building were identified on Site plans reviewed by Ransom at the
City of Keene Municipal Offices, and included the following; multiple area identified as
“manufacturing”, the previously described assembly areas, a machine shop on the southwest corner of the
portion of the Site building east of Beaver Brook, a heat treatment room located on the western portion of
the Site building (immediately east of the brook), a surface grinding area in the central portion of the
building, a shipping and receiving area on the northeast corner of the Site building, storage and
stockrooms appear to occupy the majority of the original portion of the Site building. Portions of the Site
building west of Beaver Brook are identified as a steel room, welding shop, paint shop, paint storage and
hazardous materials storage room, and a receiving area. It was apparent from the review of the historical
Site plans that the use of the various building areas evolved with the construction of additions. For
example, a least three different “machine shop” areas were shown over time. There are also several
bathroom facilities, lunch rooms, and small offices within the production areas of the Site building.

In addition to the previously described assembly area, subgrade concrete structures/pits are located in the
central portion of the Site building and detailed as having previously held large machinery. Several
subgrade concrete structures are located in the heat treatment room, and additional structures are located
in the area identified as the paint room. Many of the sub-grade concrete structures were observed to
contain liquids; much of which was likely resulting from roof system failures and roof run-off entering
the building.

A transformer room containing large pad-mounted transformers is located along the southwest (interior)
side of the Site building. Additional large transformers are located between the welding shop and paint
room areas west of Beaver Brook, and in the central area of the Site building. Smaller pad-mounted
transformers are located in the assembly bays. Transformers are further discussed in Section 5.3.7.

The machinery associated with the operations formerly conducted by Kingsbury has been removed.
Subsequent to Kingsbury’s departure from the Site building, portions of the building were utilized by a

recycling company. This use is no longer active; however, multiple pallets of materials remain; including
computer monitors, computer towers/components, television sets, and paper products.
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2.5 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties

1.

North: The former railroad corridor re-purposed as a walking and bike path, beyond
which are two former industrial properties along Water Street; 163 Water Street a former
bulk petroleum storage facility, and 197 Water Street, which has been converted into
residential apartments for senior citizens.

Northeast: The former railroad corridor (path), beyond which are former industrial
properties along Victoria Street, currently the location of an auto repair garage.

Southeast: Commercial properties along Marlboro Street, including a used car
dealership, an auto parts store, a sports equipment store.

South: Commercial properties along Marlboro Street, including a second-hand shop
which was historically a gasoline/petroleum filling station on the opposite side of Beaver
Brook; and on the opposite side of Marlboro Street a U-Haul store, and a dance studio.

West and Southwest: Multiple residential properties along Gardner Street and Foster
Street.

Northwest: Residential properties along Myrtle Street and a commercial property at
131 Water Street which historically was a portion of the Kingsbury Corporation and
currently houses the ABC Supply Company and Brodco Supply Company.

Based on Ransom’s review of available documentation, adverse impacts to the environmental condition
of the Site from historic industrial uses of upgradient abutting and/or neighboring properties, located to
the north and northeast, are inferred to have occurred.
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3.0 USER-PROVIDED INFORMATION

An ASTM Phase | ESA User Questionnaire was provided to Mr. Brian Thibeault for completion on
behalf of Kingsbury Acquisition LLC (the Owner), and Mr. Rhett Lamb (City Planning Director) for
completion on behalf of the City of Keene, the “Users” of this Phase | ESA.

In addition, a Transaction Screen Questionnaire was provided to Mr. Thibeault, for completion.

Information provided in the completed questionnaires is discussed below. The completed User
Questionnaire(s) and Transaction Screen Questionnaire are included in Appendix B.

3.1 Title Records

No title records in connection with the Site were provided by Mr. Thibeault or the City of Keene.

3.2 Environmental Liens or Activity and Use Limitations

No environmental liens in connection with the Site were identified by Mr. Thibeault or the City of Keene.

However, an activity and use restriction (AUR) in connection with the Site was identified by the City of
Keene and is discussed below. Although Mr. Thibeault indicated in the questionnaire that he was not
aware of an AUR on the property, in a follow-up conversation he indicated he did have knowledge of the
AUR area and its general location.

As discussed further in the pertinent sections of this report, an AUR has been placed on a portion of the
Site, in close proximity to the boiler house and associated chimney, to control an area of identified
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) in soil contamination identified during the 1998 Phase Il ESA and
delineated during the subsequent 1998 PCB Soil Assessment (reports are summarized in Section 3.8).

A January 1999 deed reference (Cheshire County Book 1687, Page 0048) is a Notice made by Kingsbury
Corporation of the PCB-Containing Soil Area at 80 Laurel Street, and defines the surveyed 6,222 square
foot area subject to the activity and use restrictions to prohibit disturbing the asphalt cap and underlying
PCB impacted soils, and ensures that the restrictions will continue and run with land until expressly
modified or terminated by or on behalf of the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services
(NH DES). A copy of the AUR deed reference is included in Appendix C.

3.3 Specialized Knowledge

Mr. Lamb provided a copy of the aforementioned AUR, and also noted that there was “a clean-up
associated with the AUR”.

No other specialized knowledge in connection with the Site was identified by the City of Keene, other
than information provided in the municipal records available for review and pertaining to the Site.

No specialized knowledge in connection with the Site was identified by Mr. Thibeault.
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3.4 Commonly Known or Reasonably Ascertainable Information

Other than reference to the AUR and associated clean-up, no commonly known or reasonably
ascertainable information about the Site that is material to RECs in connection with the Site was provided
by the City of Keene.

However, a SWRPC Brownfields Advisory Committee member provided Ransom with contact
information for Mr. Wayne Nelson, a longtime former employee of Kingsbury Manufacturing as another
information resource relative to operational history. Mr. Nelson was employed with Kingsbury
Manufacturing from 1969 to 1970 and 1974 to 2001. Ransom interviewed Mr. Nelson pertaining to Site
historic information material to Site potential RECs. Information provided by Mr. Nelson is included
within the pertinent sections of this report.

No commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the Site was provided by
Mr. Thibeault.

35 Valuation Reduction for Environmental Issues

No property valuation reduction for Environmental Issues relative to the Site were noted by the City of
Keene.

Mr. Thibeault purchased the property at a bank sale and he was uncertain as to what market forces led to
the purchase price. He suspected that the low purchase price might be related to the large size of the
facility combined with the weak economy at that time. Mr. Thibeault stated that he had met with the

NH DES and was under the impression that the environmental issues were not substantial. He recalls
hearing that perhaps another couple of monitoring wells were needed and that contaminated soils that are
or might be present could potentially be managed under a paved cap.

3.6 Owner, Site Manager, and Occupant Information

Mr. Thibeault provided no additional pertinent information relative to the Site. However, Mr. Thibeault
did provide Ransom with the name of a former long-time employee of Kingsbury from circa 1973 to 2011
(Mr. Lee Gray) who accompanied Ransom for a portion of the Site reconnaissance and provided historical
information relative to the Site, which is referenced elsewhere in this report.

3.7 Reason for Performing Phase | Environmental Site Assessment

This Phase | ESA was performed as part of environmental due diligence to support possible
redevelopment and re-use of the property.

3.8 Previous Environmental Reports

Ransom was not provided with previous environmental reports pertaining to the Site by the SWRPC, the
City of Keene, or the Owner. However, numerous environmental reports pertaining to the Site are
available on the NH DES OneStop Database; including the most recent report, a Phase 11 ESA Report that
was conducted in 2012 by StoneHill Environmental, Inc. (StoneHill).

Ransom was also allowed to review a copy of StoneHill’s Phase | ESA Report by TD Bank which is
summarized, below.
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Below is a discussion of the environmental reports pertaining to the Site reviewed by Ransom. Copies of
select previous environmental reports are included in Appendix D.

May 19, 1995: Site Investigation Report, Kingsbury Machine Tool Co., 80 Laurel Street, Keene, NH;
prepared by Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc.

This 1995 Site Investigation (SI) Report was requested by the NH DES in relation to a petroleum release
discovered during the 1992 removal of a 1,000-gallon gasoline UST from the northwesterly portion of the
Site. The SI Report details the advancement of three soil borings which were completed as groundwater
monitoring wells (MW-1 through MW-3), and the laboratory analysis of two rounds of groundwater
samples. No soils were submitted for laboratory analyses. The first round of groundwater samples
analyzed detected groundwater contaminants associated with a release of gasoline at concentrations above
the applicable Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards (AGQSs). The second round of groundwater
samples did not detect these contaminants above AGQSs. Both rounds of groundwater samples detected
the chlorinated volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) above AGQS. Ransom infers that the suite of
CVOCs detected indicated a minimum of two to three different solvent sources based on the parent and
daughter compounds: 1,1,1 trichloroethane (1,1,1 TCA), tetrachloroethene (PCE), and trichloroethylene
(TCE). Probable daughter products, i.e. compounds that are present as a result of degradation of the
parent compounds, include: chloroethene; 1,1 dichloroethane (1,1 DCA); 1,1 dichloroethene (1,1 DCE);
cis-1,1 DCE; trans 1,2 DCE; and vinyl chloride, which are not associated with gasoline. Groundwater
flow was documented in a southwesterly direction. The Sl report concluded that given the documented
groundwater flow direction, the CVOC contaminants likely originated from upgradient, off-site properties
with known CVOC contaminant plumes.

July 1997: Environmental Assessment Report, Kingsbury Corporation, 80 Laurel Street Property, Keene,
NH; prepared by Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc.

This Phase | ESA was conducted to identify potential RECs in association with the Site. Sanborn, Head
& Associates, Inc. (SHA) concluded that (based on their findings) hazardous materials in the form of
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) were present in groundwater at the Site in the vicinity of two former
1,000-gallon gasoline USTs; and that the source was likely related to the migration of CVOCs from an
upgradient off-site source, as well as petroleum VOCs associated with the past storage of gasoline in the
former gasoline UST(s). SHA identified several other locations on the Site where impacts to Site soil
and/or groundwater may have occurred historically, including the following:

1. The vicinity of two former 15,000-gallon No. 6 oil USTs removed from the Site; at which
time contaminated soil was excavated;

2. The vicinity of a former 4,000-gallon No. 2 fuel oil UST which was removed at an
unknown date prior to foundation work being conducted for the placement of a boring
mill within Site building No. 4 (actually shown on their figure as Building No. 20, the
northwest portion of the building near, and on the east side of, Beaver Brook, i.e. the
1981 addition as shown on Figure 3); and

3. The vicinity of the road salt shed and the lack of a containment for run-off in the asphalt
paved parking lot on the northwest extent of the Site, and the unpaved “equipment lay
down area” located beyond (the extreme north corner of the Site).
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SHA recommended the completion of a Phase Il ESA, including the advancement of soil borings and the
installation of groundwater monitoring wells on the upgradient and downgradient portions of the Site, to
assess potential groundwater impacts from upgradient sources and to assess groundwater conditions
downgradient of the industrial operations conducted at the Site.

May 1998: Phase Il Environmental Assessment, Kingsbury Corporation, Keene, NH; prepared by SHA

This Phase Il ESA was conducted to address the RECs and environmental concerns identified in the 1997
Phase | ESA. Multiple borings were advanced, seven of which were completed as groundwater
monitoring wells. Three monitoring wells were located on the northwest portion of the Site, in inferred
upgradient locations from the previously-installed monitoring wells (SH-3 upgradient (northeast) of
MW-1, MW-2, and MW-3), on the opposite (west) side of Beaver Brook (SH-1), and in the vicinity of the
two removed 15,000-gallon No. 6 oil USTs and the current location of the 12,000-gallon No. 2 heating oil
UST (SH-2). Monitoring wells SH-4, SH-5, and SH-6 were installed in locations between the Site
building and Beaver Brook, to assess groundwater conditions in inferred downgradient positions relative
to the industrial operations conducted at the Site. Monitoring well SH-7 was installed on the southern
extent of the Site in relative close proximity to Marlboro Street. Soil borings SH-1 and SH-4 through
SH-7 were advanced along the length of, and in close proximity to, Beaver Brook. In addition, seven
stream gauges were installed along Beaver Brook to aid in understanding the relationship between
groundwater and surface water elevations. Borings were not advanced in the vicinity of the salt shed and
equipment lay down area. Soil boring B-1 was advanced in an area of noted black staining adjacent to the
boiler house area (shown as the 1955 addition in the northeastern portion of the Site building on

Figure 3).

Soil borings documented the presence of two to eight feet of fill materials across the Site; with fill
identified as sand with fragments of coal, coal cinders, concrete, and wood. A varved clay layer was
noted from approximately eight to fourteen feet below grade. SHA reported that subsurface
investigations on neighboring properties identified a sandy aquifer below the clay layer which exhibited
artesian conditions, i.e., having an upward vertical gradient; therefore, soil borings were not advanced
below the clay horizon.

Groundwater elevations were measured between four and seven feet below grade and groundwater flow
was documented in directions toward Beaver Brook; the exception being times of flooding, when Beaver
Brook was inferred to recharge the groundwater (reverse flow). SHA identified the groundwater flow
further from Beaver Brook as being in a general south to southwesterly direction, similar to the general
flow direction of the brook.

Consistent with the previous Phase 1l ESA, groundwater along the upgradient portion of the Site
exhibited CVOC concentrations in exceedance of applicable AGQSs; with the detected compounds also
identified (above AGQSs) on upgradient properties at 197 Water Street and 47 Victoria Street, both of
which about the Site to the east on the opposite side of the former railroad corridor. In addition to
CVOCs, VOCs (including benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes and several alkylbenzene compounds)
were also detected in groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells in the vicinity of the UST
graves associated with two 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs removed from the Site; however, only benzene
exceeded the AGQS in one well (MW-1). SHA concluded that these VOCs were likely associated with
the former gasoline USTs [as supported by the dissolved contaminant distribution]. The same CVOCs
that were detected in the upgradient monitoring wells (SH-2 and SH-3) samples were also detected in the
groundwater samples collected from monitoring well SH-5, located downgradient of the Site building;
however, only the CVOC TCE was detected at a concentration above the applicable AGQS. With the
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exception of TCE, the concentrations of CVOCs detected in SH-5 were significantly lower than those
detected in upgradient monitoring wells SH-2 and SH-3; however, the concentration of TCE was only
slightly lower (31 micrograms per liter (ug/L)) in SH-5 than the average of concentrations detected in the
upgradient wells (40 pg/L). Although Kingsbury is documented as using TCE in the industrial operations
conducted at the Site until 1981, SHA concluded that the TCE detected in SH-5 was more likely to have
been released from one of the upgradient properties, than from Kingsbury. Naphthalene was detected
above the AGQS and barium was detected above laboratory detection limits in a turbid groundwater
sample collected from monitoring well SH-1, which was installed on the west side of Beaver Brook. A
subsequent sample was collected using a less aggressive methodology (low-flow sampling), resulted in
decreased turbidity and a decrease in the detected naphthalene concentration, below AGQS. VOCs were
not detected above laboratory detection limits in the groundwater samples collected monitoring well
SH-4, SH-6, and SH-7. Barium was detected above laboratory detection limits, but below AGQS, in
groundwater from SH-2, SH-4, SH-5, and SH-6.

SHA concluded that the CVOCs detected onto the Site had migrated from the upgradient off-site sources;
the NH DES concurred with SHA and stated that it was the department’s policy that no enforcement
action would be taken against downgradient recipients of contamination from an off-site upgradient
source. SHA concluded that the VOCs detected in the samples collected from monitoring wells MW-1,
MW-2 and MW-3 was at least in part associated with former gasoline USTs; with only benzene detected
above AGQS (in the sample from MW-1).

SHA also submitted a composite soil sample from the boring B-1, which was advanced in the area of
noted staining adjacent to the boiler house; with PCBs detected above the applicable soil standard. This
finding initiated the preparation of a work plan to address PCB impacted soils.

July 1998: PCB Soil Assessment; October 1998: Excavation of PCB-Containing Soils, Kingsbury
Corporation, Keene, NH; prepared by SHA

Subsequent to the detection of PCB contaminated soil in the 1998 Phase 11 ESA, additional soil borings
were advanced to delineate the PCB-impacted soils. In August 1998, PCB-contaminated soils detected
during the delineation with concentrations greater than 20 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) (above the
1998 soil remediation standard (SRS) of 1.0 mg/kg) were excavated from areas adjacent to the boiler
house and in the vicinity of the chimney and the nearby 12,000-gallon No. 2 heating oil UST. Ten 55-
gallon drums of soil were excavated from specific identified borings with concentrations of PCBs above
20 mg/kg which was an action level agreed to by the NH DES for the project. The excavation areas were
backfilled and paved, and an AUR was prepared and filed at the Registry of Deeds (Book 1687, Page
0048) pertaining to the area of PCB-impacted soils that remain in place. SHA could not identify the
source of the PCBs but concluded that the impacts may have been associated with fill due to no obvious
link to a surface release. [Ransom infers that the study area that comprises the AUR has been subject to
considerable soils disturbance during installation and removal of various tanks and structures; therefore,
conclusions relative to vertical distribution of contaminants and linking that distribution to a rationale for
determining source is problematic.] On March 3, 1999, the NH DES issued a “certificate of no further
action” in relation to the PCB-impacted soils. A copy of the AUR document is included in Appendix C.

July 3, 2012: Phase | Environmental Assessment, 80 Laurel Street, Keene, NH; prepared by StoneHill

This Phase | ESA Report summarizes the previous environmental reports and assesses the Site for RECs
and conditions of environmental concern. StoneHill conducted this ESA after Site operations conducted
by Kingsbury had ceased. StoneHill noted many areas of stained concrete floors, oily water in machinery
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foundations/pits, and coolant troughs in the assembly areas that had yet to be emptied. Observations also
included the presence of drums and pails containing products and wastes that had yet to be removed from
the Site. Floor drains were observed within the older sections of the Site building; however, they were
reported to be connected to the municipal sewer system. Transformers containing PCBs and/or
contaminated with PCBs were also noted. Building materials containing PCBs, lead based paint (LBP)
and/or asbestos were presumed to likely be present. StoneHill also cited the reported presence of an
historic waste disposal area, containing metal shavings and solvents, beneath an asphalt-paved parking lot
on the westerly extent of the Site. StoneHill concluded that serval areas of concern warranted further
investigation.

StoneHill identified the following RECs in association with the Site:

1. The presence of PCB-impacted soils north of the boiler house, and the associated AUR (a
CREC per current ASTM guidelines); and

2. The metal shavings and solvents reported to be buried beneath the Foster Street asphalt-
paved parking lot, and the NH DES request for investigation of this area which had yet to
be conducted.

StoneHill also identified Business Environmental Risks (BER), as summarized below:

1. The documented presence of CVOCs across the Site; with the opinion that additional
groundwater monitoring wells are needed to complete coverage across the Site;

2. The extensively stained concrete and process related dusts indicating a release of oil
and/or hazardous material (OHM); and

3. Due to the age of portions of the Site building, the likely presence of asbestos, LBP
and/or PCB containing materials.

StoneHill also identified the following regulatory non-compliance concerns:

1. The 12,000-gallon heating oil UST at the Site was proposed to be “red-tagged” by the
NH DES, due to the lack of compliance with UST regulations; and

2. Since the aboveground storage tanks (ASTs) within the facility were observed to have a
total capacity of greater than 1,320 gallons, a Spill Prevention, Control, and
Countermeasures (SPCC) Plan should be kept at the facility.

StoneHill recommended additional testing of the building interior and the wastes beneath the Foster Street
parking lot; and the assessment of groundwater quality between the factory and Beaver Brook, as well as
along the northeast property boundary to the south and closer to the main entrance, to more fully
characterize the environmental conditions at the Site. StoneHill recommended the installation of
monitoring wells beneath a portion of the Site building, as a drill rig could not gain access between the
brook and the Site building. StoneHill also recommended bulk sampling of the building materials stained
or soaked with oil and wipe samples of process related dusts to determine the presence or absence of
PCBs and or metals.
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September 28, 2012: Phase Il Environmental Assessment, Kingsbury Corporation, 80 Laurel Street,
Keene, NH; prepared by StoneHill

StoneHill conducted this Phase Il ESA to address the finding of the 2012 Phase | ESA. The Phase Il ESA
included the advancement of seven soil borings, identified as SHE-1 through SHE-7; six of which were
completed as groundwater monitoring wells (SHE-1, SHE-2, and SHE-4 through SHE-7). Soil borings
and monitoring wells were advanced/installed southeast of the identified buried waste area (SHE-1); in
the unpaved area identified as the “equipment lie down area” in the 1995 Phase Il ESA (SHE-2 and SHE-
3 (boring only)); and within the Site building in areas determined to be in an inferred downgradient
location to the industrial processes historically conducted in the Site building (SHE-5, SHE-6 and
SHE-7).

With the exception of near-surface soil samples from SHE-2 and SHE-3 (sampled for total petroleum
hydrocarbons, polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons and PCBs — results all below laboratory detection
limits) in the unpaved equipment laydown area, no soil samples were submitted for laboratory analysis.
One round of groundwater samples was collected on September 13, 2012 and submitted for laboratory
analysis for the presence of VOCs by U.S. EPA Method 8260; including samples from the six newly-
installed monitoring wells and eight of the ten pre-existing wells. No samples were collected from
MW-3, and SH-2 had been decommissioned. A groundwater sample was also collected from a
monitoring well located northeast of the reported waste disposal area and near the intersection of Myrtle
Street and Foster Street, identified as the “Brackett Well”.

Analytical results identified concentrations of CVOCs in excess of AGQSs in six of the fifteen
groundwater samples; including previously-existing wells MW-1 and MW-2, located in the vicinity of
former gasoline USTs; SH-3 located upgradient of the former gasoline USTs and downgradient of
abutting properties with known CVOC contamination; SH-5 (TCE only), located between the southeast
portion of the Site building and Beaver Brook; and newly installed wells SHE-5 and SHE-6, both located
within the southwest portion of the Site building. Concentrations of CVOCs were detected above
laboratory limits, but below AGQSs in the sample collected from newly installed SHE-4, located between
the central northeast side of the Site building and the abutting former railroad corridor and inferred
upgradient properties beyond.

Several VOC compounds indicative of petroleum contamination were detected in the groundwater sample
collected from MW-1; however, only the VOC naphthalene was detected in excess of AGQS, in addition
to the CVOC exceedances from that well.

None of the samples collected wells located west of Beaver Brook had VOCs above laboratory detection
limits. No additional analyses were conducted on the samples collected during the 2012 Phase 11 ESA.

StoneHill concluded that although upgradient properties continued to have adverse impacts to
groundwater quality at the Site, the documented exceedances detected from samples collected beneath the
Site building, and to a lesser degree in a sample between the Site building and Beaver Brook, indicated
that historic operations conducted at the Site by Kingsbury contributed to the CVOC contamination
plume.
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4.0 RECORDS REVIEW
4.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources

Ransom contracted Environmental Data Resources (EDR) of Shelton, Connecticut to conduct a search of
federal and state databases containing known and suspected sites of environmental contamination. In
addition, Ransom reviewed the NH DES OneStop online database for additional information pertaining to
EDR listed properties and to search for additional properties not identified by EDR. The number of listed
sites identified within the approximate minimum search distance (AMSD) from the federal and state
environmental records database listings specified in ASTM E 1527-13 is summarized in the following
table. Detailed information for sites identified within the AMSDs is provided in Sections 4.1.1 and 4.1.2,
along with an opinion about the significance of the listing to the analysis of RECs in connection with the
Site. A copy of The EDR Radius Map™ Report with GeoCheck® (EDR Report), including descriptions
of the databases searched, is included in Appendix F.

AMSD Total Sites On Site On Adjoining
Database Record (mile) Found Site
Federal NPL List 1 0 0 0
Federal Delisted NPL List 0.5 0 0 0
Federal CERCLIS List 0.5 0 0 0
Federal CERC-NFRAP List 0.5 0 0 0
Federal RCRA CORRACTS
o 1 0 0 0
Facilities List
Federal RCRA Non-CORRACTS 05 1 0 0
TSD Facilities List '
Federal RCRA Generators List Site and
S 2 0 1
Adjoining
Federal Institutional/Engineerin .
Controls Registries ’ ’ Site Only 0 0 B
Federal ERNS List Site Only 0 0 --
State-Equivalent CERCLIS List 0.5 15 1 3
State Landfill and/or Solid Waste
Disposal Site List 0.5 0 0 0
State Leaking UST List 0.5 19 1 1
State Registered UST List Site and
S 5 1 4
Adjoining
State Registered Leaking AST List 05 1 0 1
State Registered AST List Site and
7 1 1 0
Adjoining
State Institutional/Engineerin .
Controls Registries ’ ’ Site Only 1 1 B
State VVoluntary Cleanup Sites 0.5 1 0 0
US Brownfield Sites 0.5 7 1 0
State Brownfield Sites 0.5 2 0 0
Drycleaners 0.25 1 0 0
Manufactured Gas Plants 1 1 0 0
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411 Site

The EDR Report identified the Site on the following databases searched; State Hazardous Waste
Site (NH SHWS), State Leaking Underground Storage Tank (NH LUST), State Underground
Storage Tank (NH UST), State Aboveground Storage Tank (NH AST), State Institutional
Control/Engineering Control Registry (NH INST), Federal Brownfields (US Brownfields), State
ALLSITES (ALLSITES), Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Non-Generator Facility
(RCRA NonGen/NLR), Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS), FTTS, PCB
Transformer, HIST FTTS, US AIRS, FINDS, ECHO, RI Manifest, and NY Manifest.

In addition, the NH DES OneStop online database identified the Site (NH DES #199102028) as
being listed on the following databases; Air Stationary Source, Hazardous Waste Generator,
Registered Water User, Aboveground Storage Tank Program, Underground Storage Tank
Program, Non-Hazardous Non-Sanitary Holding Tank, Hazardous Waste Project, and Leaking
Underground Storage Tank.

Names associated with the above listed database findings for the Site included Kingsbury
Acquisition LLC, Kingsbury Corp HT, KMTC Corp Site, Kingsbury Corporation, and Kingsbury
Corp.

These listings are either related to the operation of the Site as a manufacturing facility; the
investigation/remedial efforts taken at the Site relative to soils and/or groundwater; the placement
of an AUR on a portion of the Site related to PCB contaminated soils; the historic and current
presence of USTSs; the historic presence of ASTs; and/or the proper disposal of hazardous wastes
requiring manifest documentation. These listings discuss the ongoing remedial and monitoring
efforts conducted at the Site, which date back to the early 1980s.

4.1.2 Discussion of Database Findings

The following is a discussion of the EDR-identified properties, including Ransom’s opinion
regarding the potential for adverse impacts to the environmental condition of the Site.

Federal NPL Sites

No Federal National Priority List (NPL) or proposed NPL sites were identified by EDR within
1 mile of the Site.

Federal Delisted NPL Sites

No Federal Delisted NPL sites were identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site.

Federal CERCLIS Sites

No Federal Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information
System (CERCLLIS) sites were identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site.
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Federal CERCLIS-NFRAP Sites

No Federal CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned (NFRAP) sites were identified by
EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site.

Federal RCRA CORRACTS Facilities

No Federal RCRA Corrective Action (CORRACTS) facilities were identified by EDR within
1 mile of the Site.

Federal RCRA Non-CORRACTS TSD Facilities

One Federal RCRA Non-CORRACTS Treatment, Storage and Disposal facility was identified by
EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site. The EDR Report identified the Markem Imaje Corporation,
located at 150 Congress Street, approximately 1,800 feet south-southeast of the Site. Ransom
reviewed information in the EDR Report and available documentation on the NH DES OneStop
database. No current violations related to disposal of hazardous wastes were identified,;
furthermore, this neighboring property appears to be in a crossgradient position relative to the
Site and previous reports pertaining to the property identified groundwater flow in a westerly
direction, away from the Site. Given the distance from the Site, the inferred crossgradient
location, and the documented groundwater flow direction, adverse impacts to the Site from this
EDR identified property are not anticipated.

Federal RCRA Generators

One Federal RCRA Generator was identified by EDR on properties adjoining the Site. EDR
identified Summit Packaging at 310 Marlboro Street as a RCRA Conditionally Exempt Small
Quantity Generator (RCRA-CESQG) with no violation identified. This listing is related to the
proper disposal of regulated wastes under manifest documentation and does not necessarily
indicate conditions of environmental concern. Given the lack of violations, this abutting RCRA-
CESQG property is not anticipated to represent a threat to the environmental condition of the
Site.

Federal Institutional Control/Engineering Control Registries

No Federal Institutional/Engineering Control sites were identified by EDR on the Site.

Federal ERNS List

No Federal Emergency Response and Notification System (ERNS) sites were identified by EDR
on the Site.

State Equivalent CERCLIS/Hazardous Waste Sites

Fifteen State equivalent CERCLIS/ SHWS were identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site;
one of which involves the Site itself and is discussed above. However, six of the EDR identified
SHWS are located in positions considered to be downgradient or hydrologically isolated from the
Site. In addition, four of the SHWS are identified as being “closed” by the NH DES, indicating
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that no further action is required related to these listings. Therefore, adverse impacts to the Site
from these ten properties is not anticipated.

Below is a discussion of the remaining five EDR identified SHWS.

Findings, Inc. at 160 Water Street, approximately 175 feet northwest of the Site in an upgradient
position. A review of documentation available on the NH DES OneStop database identifies TCE
and nickel contamination in groundwater above the applicable AGQSs. The contaminant plume
is identified as being limited to the 160 Water Street; however, this listing is related to the historic
discharge of wastewater from the property to Beaver Brook. Currently, there are no active
discharges to the brook; however, as this property is located upgradient and Beaver Brook
transects the Site, historic impacts to the Site from this neighboring property cannot be ruled out.

Lot 1 at 47 Victoria Street, which abuts the Site to the northwest beyond the former B&M
Railroad, is identified as the location of groundwater contamination, including 1,1, TCA and TCE
(and their daughter products). Groundwater flow is documented as being to the west-southwest,
toward the Site. Furthermore, this EDR identified property is currently non-compliant with the
NH DES, with the most recent groundwater sample collection reported to the NH DES in 2011.
In addition, previous groundwater samples collected from the Site in relatively close proximity to
this abutting property have documented exceedances of CVOCs that are likely related to this
upgradient SHWS property. Adverse impacts to the Site are inferred.

The former Perkins Machine property, located at 92 Water Street approximately 650 feet west-
northwest of the Site, is identified as a SHWS related to the persistence of TCE contamination
documented in groundwater. Ransom reviewed the most recent annual report for this property,
which was conducted under a groundwater management permit for this LUST site. The report
indicated that groundwater flow is to the west and the groundwater monitoring wells did not have
TCE detected above AGQSs. Given the documented groundwater flow and contaminant
distribution, this neighboring property is not anticipated to represent a threat to the environmental
condition of the Site.

Aubuchon/Martial Arts Center at 25 Roxbury Street, located in an inferred upgradient position
approximately 2,000 feet northwest of the Site, is identified by EDR as a SHWS. However,
Ransom reviewed the most resent groundwater quality report which documents groundwater flow
in a direction away from the Site. Given the distance from the Site and the documented
groundwater flow direction, this neighboring property is not anticipated to represent a threat to
the environmental condition of the Site.

The 32 Washington Street Site, located in an inferred upgradient position approximately 2,375
feet northwest of the Site, is identified as a SHWS. Groundwater contamination has been
documented in excess of AGQSs, most significantly CVOC concentrations being several times
higher than the applicable AGQS. Although the CVOC contamination is significant, the
documented groundwater flow is to the southwest and away from the Site. Given the distance
from the Site and the documented groundwater flow direction, adverse impacts to the
environmental condition of the Site are not anticipated.

State and Tribal Landfill and/or Solid Waste Disposal Sites

No Solid Waste Disposal Sites were identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site.
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State Leaking UST Sites

In addition to the Site, eighteen State LUST sites were identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the
Site. Fourteen of the EDR identified LUST listings are identified as closed by the NH DES
indicating that no further action is required by the state to address these LUST listings; and an
addition LUST listing is identified as being located in a downgradient position relative to the Site.
Therefore, these fifteen LUST listings are not anticipated to have an adverse impact to the
environmental condition of the Site.

Ransom reviewed the information available in the EDR Report and on the NH DES OneStop
database for the remaining three LUST listings.

The Savings Bank of Walpole Property, located at 100 Marlboro Street approximately 500 feet
west of the Site, has documented groundwater flow in a southwesterly direction, away from the
Site. Given the documented groundwater flow direction, Ransom does not anticipate adverse
impacts to the environmental condition of the Site from this EDR identified LUST site.

The Ellis Robertson Corporation property, located at 12 Eagle Court approximately 1,500 feet
west-northwest of the Site, was the former location of the Robertson Garage. In 2012 the City of
Keene identified a release of petroleum likely related to three USTs removed from the property in
the 1980s. The NH DES has contacted the landowner and requested a Site Investigation;
however no further assessment appears to have been conducted. Although this release is not fully
documented, the distance from the Site indicates that adverse environmental impacts are unlikely;
however, they cannot be entirely ruled out.

The Former Mobil Station located at 125 Main Street, approximately 1,600 feet west-northwest
of the Site, is under active management by the NH DES. Groundwater flow is documented as
being in an east-southeasterly direction; however, the contaminant plume appears to be defined
and limited to the property. Given the distance from the Site and the documented contamination
plume, Ransom does not anticipate adverse impacts to the environmental condition of the Site
from this EDR-identified LUST site.

State and Tribal Reqgistered UST Sites

As discussed above, the Site was identified on the New Hampshire UST database; in addition,
four abutting properties were identified by EDR on the NH UST database.

The former Kingsbury Corporation, historically a portion of the Site and abutting the Site to the
southeast at 310 Marlboro Street; and the U-Haul property, located on the opposite Site of the
intersection of Laurel Street and Marlboro Street from the Site, are both identified as NH UST
sites and as closed LUST sites. No registered USTs are known to currently be in place on these
abutting properties and the closed status indicates that no further action is required relevant to the
LUST listings. Based on Ransom’s review of available documentation, these abutting NH UST
properties are not anticipated to represent a threat to the environmental condition of the Site.

The Ellis Robertson Corporation property, located at 216 Marlboro Street and abutting the Site on
the opposite side of Beaver Brook, was identified by EDR as a NH UST site. Ransom reviewed
available documentation in the EDR Report and on the OneStop database, which indicated that
three USTs were removed from this abutting property in 1988. Documentation submitted to the
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NH DES documenting the UST removal also indicated the presence of a waste oil UST that is not
included in the NH DES UST registration listing. This document also identified the historic uses
of this abutting property as a car sales lot from 1972 to 1983 and as an Esso Standard Qil service
station from 1948 to 1972. However, although a release of petroleum from this property cannot
be ruled out, the presence of Beaver Brook between this property and the Site likely acts to isolate
these two properties hydrologically. As such, adverse impacts to the environmental condition of
the Site from this abutting UST property are not anticipated.

The former Kingsbury Corporation property at 131 Water Street was identified by EDR as a

NH UST site. Ransom reviewed documentation available pertaining to these USTs; two
registered USTs were removed from this abutting property in 1986. One UST was identified as
an 8,000-gallon No. 2 oil UST which was reportedly removed with no indications of a release.
The second UST was identified in NH DES records as being a 2,000-gallon “process water” UST,;
with documentation of a release discovered during the removal, which involved the excavation of
“oil contaminated” soil. No formal UST closure documentation was conducted on this abutting
property. Given the proximity to the Site, adverse impacts to the environmental condition of the
Site from this UST listing cannot be ruled out.

No additional state registered UST sites were identified by EDR as being located on properties
adjoining the Site; however, Ransom identified an additional NH UST listing on an abutting
property during a review of the NH DES OneStop database. Keene Used Car Sales at

250 Marlboro Street, abutting the southeast extent of the Site, was identified as

(NH DES #199610044). According to the information provided on the OneStop database, five
registered USTs were historically utilized and removed from this abutting property; however
formal closure documentation is only available for one of the five USTs. Given the inferred
downgradient location of this abutting UST site and the lack of current registered USTs on this
abutting property, Ransom does not anticipate adverse impacts to the environmental condition of
the Site from this abutting UST site.

State LAST Sites

One state LAST site was identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site. The 163 Water Street
property, which abuts the northwest extent of the Site on the opposite side of the former B&M
Railroad corridor, is identified a closed LAST site. The closed status indicates that no further
action is required relative to this listing. Although no registered ASTs are associated with this
property, this abutting property was historically the location of a bulk petroleum storage facility
until the late 1950s, with multiple large ASTs historically located in relatively close proximity to
the Site. As such, historic adverse impacts to the Site from this abutting property cannot be ruled
out, based on its proximity.

State and Tribal Registered AST Sites

As discussed above, the Site was identified on the NH AST database; no abutting properties were
identified by EDR on the NH AST database.
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State and Tribal Institutional Control/Engineering Control Registries

As discussed above, the Site was identified on the New Hampshire Institutional
Control/Engineering Control Registry. No additional state or tribal Institutional
Control/Engineering Registries were identified by EDR on the Site.

State and Tribal VCP Sites

One State or Tribal Voluntary Cleanup Site (VCP) was identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the
Site. The Former Perkins Machine property, located at 92 Water Street approximately 650 feet
west-northwest of the Site, was identified by EDR. As discussed above in the SHWS section,
given the documented groundwater flow and contaminant distribution, this neighboring property
is not anticipated to represent a threat to the environmental condition of the Site.

State and Federal Brownfields Sites

In addition to the Site, as discussed above, six State and/or Federal Brownfield Sites were
identified by EDR within 0.5 miles of the Site.

The EDR Report identified two NH Brownfields listings. The Cheshire County Court House
property, located at 12 Court Street approximately 2,550 feet northwest of the Site, was
identified. According to the EDR Report, this Brownfields listing is identified as closed,
indicating that no further action is required by the NH DES. As such, no adverse impact to the
Site are anticipated from this EDR identified NH Brownfields listing. The second listing is the
Former Perkins Machine property, located at 92 Water Street approximately 650 feet west-
northwest of the Site was identified by EDR. As discussed above in the SHWS section, given the
documented groundwater flow and contaminant distribution, this neighboring property is not
anticipated to represent a threat to the environmental condition of the Site.

The EDR Report identified six US Brownfields listings; two of which are the aforementioned NH
Brownfields listings discussed above. Three of the remaining listings are related to the former
railroad corridor, a portion of which abuts the Site; including the Former B&M Railroad Property
on Railroad Street approximately 1,025 feet northwest of the Site; Railroad Land-Parcel H,
located at 51 Railroad Street, Unit H approximately 1,450 northwest of the Site; and Railroad
Land, located at 0 Cypress Street approximately 1,550 feet northwest of the Site. The remaining
listing is the Nicholas Machine Shop, located at 124 Water Street, approximately 425 feet
northwest of the Site. These U.S. Brownfields listings appear to be related to grant funding to
assess the environmental condition of these properties For the railroad related properties, the
EDR Report included the following: the Cypress Street property identified the site contaminants
as arsenic and TCE, this parcel was identified as the former Keene Railroad Depot and repair
yard which is currently a parking lot and bike path; Parcel H was identified as “currently vacant,
contaminated land in the center of Keene”; and the Railroad Street listing did not identify specific
contaminants but did identify the historic use as a railyard and switching yard, with freight yards
and loading docks, including the loading and/or unloading of petroleum products for the abutting
Tide Water Oil Company. Given the distance from the Site, adverse environmental impacts are
not probable but cannot be entirely ruled out. No additional information relating to the
environmental condition of the 124 Water Street property was identified in the EDR Report, other
than the Phase | and Phase II.
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4.2

Drycleaner Sites

No drycleaner sites were identified by EDR within 0.25 miles of the Site.

Manufactured Gas Plant Sites

One manufactured gas plant (MGP) was identified by EDR within a one-mile of the Site.
However, this EDR identified MGP is located in a downgradient position relative to the Site and
at a distance greater than 3,300 feet. As such, adverse impacts to the environmental condition of
the Site from this identified MGP are not anticipated.

Orphan Sites

EDR orphan site designation indicates insufficient address information for the site to be plotted.
Ransom reviewed the 70 Orphan Sites identified by EDR and determined that 66 of these Orphan
Sites appear to be located in positions considered to be cross gradient, down gradient, or
hydrologically isolated from the Site, or are beyond the applicable ASTM search parameters.
Therefore, these Orphan sites are unlikely to have an impact on the environmental condition of
the Site.

The remaining four EDR-identified Orphan Sites are related to the Former B&M Railroad
Property located north-northwest of the Site. This property is identified as a SHWS, VVCP site,
and a NH Brownfields Site; and is regulated by the NH DES under NH DES# 200605118. This
property is currently non-compliant with the NH DES; and no reports pertaining to groundwater
quality, which is impacted by CVOCs, have been submitted to the NH DES since 2011. Adverse
impacts to the Site from this neighboring EDR identified property cannot be ruled out.

Additional Environmental Record Sources
4.2.1 State Regulatory Agency File Review

Ransom reviewed the NH DES OneStop online database, which is continually updated, for
information pertaining to the Site and/or properties in the vicinity with known and/or suspected
environmental contamination that have the potential to adversely impact environmental
conditions at the Site. In addition, as detailed above, Ransom reviewed the OneStop online
database for additional information pertaining to EDR-listed properties, and to conduct a review
of available documentation for sites potentially omitted from the EDR Report.

The NH DES OneStop online database identified the Site (NH DES #199102028) as being listed
on the following databases; Air Stationary Source, Hazardous Waste Generator (declassified),
Registered Water User, AST Program (no registered ASTs remaining), UST Program (one 12,00-
gallon No. 2 Oil UST remaining), Non-Hazardous Non-Sanitary Holding Tank (discovered 2015,
not fully assessed), Hazardous Waste Project (active), and LUST (closed).

Names associated with the above listed database findings for the Site included Kingsbury
Acquisition LLC, Kingsbury Corp HT, KMTC Corp Site, Kingsbury Corporation, and Kingsbury
Corp.
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The Air Stationary Source database listing appears to be related to the oil-fired boilers which
historically serviced the Site.

The Hazardous Waste Generator database listing is related to the disposal of regulated wastes
under manifest documentation. The most recent manifests are dated 2008 and document the
disposal of waste paint related materials. Manifest records date back to 1987.

The Registered Water User database listing is related to the release of treated process waters to
the City of Keene sanitary sewer system; the most recent discharges are documented as occurring
in 2011. A review of the OneStop GIS database also identified the Site as a NH DES Outfall,
related to releases from the Site to Beaver Brook; detailed in the field notes section as being
related to the release of “non-contact cooling water. No toxic discharge, so no dilution factor”.
The Outfall listing is identified as “active” on the NH DES OneStop GIS database.

The AST Program listing documents five registered ASTSs in association with the Site, none of
which remain. These ASTs ranged in size from 275 to 1,000-gallons and contained used oil,
diesel and No. 2 heating oil. ASTs are further discussed in Section 5.3.2, and throughout
additional pertinent sections of this report.

The UST Program listing documents seven registered USTs associated with the Site; six of which
were removed between 1986 and 1994; however, formal UST closure documents are only
associated with three. Registered USTs removed from the Site include two 1,000-gallon heating
oil USTs, two 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs, and two 15,000-gallon No. 6 heating oil USTs.
Informal closure documentation from the 1986 removal of the two 15,000-gallon No. 6 oil USTs
and the 1993 removal of one 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs, document the discovery of petroleum
releases associated with these USTs. One registered UST remains on the Site, a 12,000-gallon
No. 2 heating oil UST which historically serviced the oil-fired boilers in the Site building.

Although seven USTs are registered with the NH DES, Ransom reviewed documentation
indicating that several additional USTs have been associated with the Site. USTs are further
discussed in Section 5.3.2, and throughout additional pertinent sections of this report.

The LUST database listing for the Site is identified as closed, indicating that no further action is
required by the NH DES relative to this release. This LUST listing is related to a petroleum
release discovered during the 1992 removal of a 1,000-gallon gasoline UST (registered UST #6);
leading the NH DES to request a site investigation. The site investigation report, dated May 17,
1995, details the advancement of three soil boring which were completed as groundwater
monitoring wells (MW-1 through MW-3), and the laboratory analysis of two rounds of
groundwater samples. No soils were analyzed. The first round of groundwater samples analyzed
detected groundwater contaminants associated with a release of gasoline at concentrations above
the applicable AGQSs. Analyses of the second round of groundwater samples did not detect
these contaminants above AGQSs. Both rounds of groundwater samples detected CVOCs that
are not associated with gasoline. Groundwater flow was documented in a southwesterly direction
across this portion of the Site. The Sl report concluded that given the documented groundwater
flow direction, the CVOC contaminants likely originated from upgradient properties with known
CVOC contaminant plumes. Additional LUST related documents on file for the Site are related
to a separate site investigation related to a release discovered at 131 Water Street, which at the
time of this listing was a portion or the Site; CVOCs were also documented in association with
this abutting property. The NH DES issued a letter of closure on March 12, 1997 for these
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identified LUST listings. The 1995 Sl report and additional previous environmental reports
pertaining to the Site are detailed in Section 3.8 of this report.

Non-Hazardous Non-Sanitary Holding Tank database listing is related to the December 2014
discovery of an underground holding tank at the Site. According to documents reviewed by
Ransom, the City of Keene (City) Sewer Department conducting maintenance of the sewer
system when a presumed sewer manhole accessway was opened, leading to the discovery of this
apparent holding tank. A letter dated February 2, 2015 from the City of Keene to Brian
Thibeault, the current Site owner, details the holding tank as being filled with oil. According to
this correspondence the Sewer Department personnel determined that the holding tank was not
associated with the sewer system and was filled to near the rim with a thick dark oily substance
with a strong solvent odor. The City requested that contents of the tank be removed by a licensed
hauler due to concerns related to this holdings tank’s proximity to Beaver Brook. Diagrams and
photographs included in this documentation indicate that this holding tank is located on the
westerly side of Beaver Brook in close proximity to the portion of the Site building observed by
Ransom during the May 2, 2018 reconnaissance Visit to contain a hazardous materials storage
room. NH DES correspondence to Mr. Thibeault, dated February 17, 2015, requested the
registration and decommissioning of the holding tank. As of the date of this report, the NH DES
has received no response from the Site owner.

The Hazardous Waste Project database listing is related to the discovery of PCB-contaminated
soils adjacent to the northeast side of the Site building, in the vicinity of the original portion of
the Site building near the boiler house and brick chimney/stack. The PCB-contaminated soil was
discovered during a Phase 1l ESA conducted in 1997; subsequent to which additional soil borings
were advanced to delineate the PCB-impacted soils. In 1998, PCB-contaminated soils (ten drums
targeted on specific borings) with concentrations greater than a site-specific clean-up criteria of
20 mg/kg (above the 1998 SRS of 1.0 mg/kg) were excavated from areas in the vicinity of the
chimney and the nearby 12,000-gallon No. 2 heating oil UST. The excavation areas were
backfilled and paved, and an AUR and Health and Safety Plan was prepared and filed at the
Registry of Deeds (Book 1687, Page 0048) pertaining to the area of PCB-impacted soils. On
March 3, 1999 the NH DES issued a “certificate of no further action” in relation to the PCB-
impacted soils. A copy of the AUR document is included in Appendix C.

In May 2008, Ms. Iris Mitropoulis, of Kingsbury Manufacturing Corporation, notified the

NH DES of potential soil contamination at the Site; reactivating the Site’s status with the NH
DES as a Hazardous Waste Project. In correspondence dated May 14, 1998, Ms. Mitropoulis
noted that she had been informed by a prospective buyer of a portion of the Site that their
environmental due diligence documented that until the late 1950s or early 1960s, waste materials
were disposed of on the northwest portion of the Site. Waste materials were detailed as metal
shavings/byproducts and solvents used in the manufacturing processes conducted at the Site,
including TCE. The area of disposal is detailed as being beneath an asphalt paved parking lot off
Myrtle Street. Based on Ransom’s review of Certified Sanborn® Maps depicting the Site, this is
the former location of Myrtle Lake. According to Ms. Mitropoulis, the City of Keene reportedly
paved this area in the mid-1980s. Upon receiving this notification, the NH DES requested
further investigation of the potential disposal area. In 2008 and 2009, Kingsbury requested
extensions from the NH DES for conducting this additional work.

A Phase | ESA Report completed in 2012 by StoneHill Environmental, Inc., on behalf of TD
Bank, led to the completion of a Phase Il ESA. Based on the results of the 2012 Phase Il ESA
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(CVOCs exceedances, more fully described in Section 3.8), the NH DES requested a Site
Investigation be completed in correspondence to the current Site owner dated October 14, 2013.
The NH DES has made an additional request (correspondence dated April 3, 2014) for a SI. As
of the date of this report, the NH DES has received no response and no additional subsurface
investigations have been conducted.

Previous environmental reports detailing the Site are summarized in Section 3.8, and select
reports are included in Appendix D.

Ransom reviewed information pertaining to the Site and the EDR-identified properties, a
discussion of which is included in Section 4.1.1 and 4.1.2 above, and throughout additional
pertinent sections of this report.

The NH DES online database did not identify additional properties (other than those identified by
EDR) with known and/or suspected environmental contamination that are likely to adversely
impact the Site.

On May 23, 2018, Ransom conducted an in-person file review at the NH DES offices in Concord,
New Hampshire. Ransom was provided with a file pertaining to the current 12,000-gallon No. 2
heating oil UST currently located at the Site and the two 15,000-gallon No. 6 oil USTS formerly
located in the same area as the current UST. In addition, Ransom was provided with the
hazardous waste file for the Site. The hazardous waste file included documentation associated
with historic disposal of wastes requiring appropriate offsite disposal under manifest
documentation. A large portion of this file was associated with the 2013 removal and offsite
disposal of residual wastes remaining at the Site after operations by Kingsbury Manufacturing
ceased. The disposal company on record for this 2013 hazardous waste disposal, was
subsequently charged with improper storage and/or disposal of hazardous wastes; including
wastes removed from the Site. Although the disposal company was charged and convicted of
improper waste disposal, all improper/illegal activities were noted as occurring elsewhere (off-
site), with no adverse impacts to the Site identified.

Remaining documents on file with the NH DES for the Site had been scanned to the OneStop
database and were no longer available as physical files.

Physical documents reviewed by Ransom were consistent with additional information provided in
the EDR Report and/or on the NH DES OneStop database; no additional conditions of
environmental concern were identified relative to the Site and/or abutting/closely neighboring
properties were identified in Ransom’s file review at the NH DES.

4.2.2  Local Regulatory Agency File Review

Assessor’s Office

Ransom visited the City of Keene’s Assessor’s Office to review documents on file pertaining to
the Site. Information provided by the City of Keene Tax Assessor’s Office included current and
historical property cards as well as the current tax map depicting the Site and adjoining
properties. According to the current assessor’s cards, the approximately 21.58-acre Site is
identified as Tax Map 30, Block 2, Lot 20; the current owner is identified as Kingsbury
Acquisition LLC, with a purchase dated of May 17, 2013 (Cheshire County Registry of Deeds
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4.3

Book 2823, Page 144). Tax records also document that the Kingsbury Corporation acquired the
property in 1900 (Book 1325, Page 267). Reportedly, Kingsbury Acquisition LLC purchased the
property at auction shortly after the Kingsbury Corporation filed for Chapter 11 bankruptcy
protection in 2011.

Additional information provided by the Assessor’s Office included multiple site plans and
building construction, renovation, and/or demolition documents; as well as documentation
pertaining to Site uses/processes within the Site building.

Information obtained from the assessor’s records is included throughout the pertinent sections of
this report. A copy of the current assessor’s cards and tax map are included in Appendix E.

Building and Planning Department

Ransom visited the City of Keene Building and Planning Department to review information on
file pertaining to the Site. The file included various building permits and Site plans related to the
Site.

Information provided by the Building and Planning Departments was consistent with
documentation reviewed in assessor’s files for the Site and is included throughout the pertinent
sections of this report.

Fire Department

Ransom contacted the City of Keene Fire Department to request information in connection with
the Site, including records of underground or aboveground storage tanks, hazardous waste
storage, and/or petroleum or hazardous materials spills.

Information obtained from the City of Keene Fire Department is consistent with the
documentation provided during the course the 2012 Phase | ESA. No additional information of
environmental concern post-dating the 2012 Phase | ESA was included in Site files kept by the
department. Information pertaining to storage tank records on file at the City of Keene Fire
Department is incorporated into Section 5.3.2 of this report.

Physical Setting Sources

4.3.1 Topography

The topography of the Site and abutting properties is generally level. Regional topography gently
grades to the south-southwest as noted in the direction of flow for Beaver Brook and the
documented groundwater flow directions reviewed by Ransom during the course of this Phase |
ESA.

According to a review of Google Earth, the elevation of the majority of the Site is approximately
475 feet above sea level.
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4.3.2 Soils/Geology

According to the U.S. Department of Agriculture (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS), soils
at and in the immediate vicinity of the Site are classified as Pootatuck soils; with soils on the
easterly portion of the Site identified as Rippowarm soils. Pootatuck soils are detailed as fine
sandy loam, with a moderate infiltration rate that are moderately well drained; Rippowarm soils
are detailed as fine sandy loam with slow infiltration rates and are poorly drained.

Site soils documented in reports reviewed by Ransom during the course of this Phase | ESA are
described as stratified layers of grey coarse sand, grey fine sands and silts, overlying a grey silty
clay layer encountered at varying depths across the Site, from 6 to 15 feet below grade. One
boring advanced to 16 feet below grade exhibited silt and fine sand underlying the silty clay layer
and exhibiting artesian conditions. Investigation reports on file at the NH DES for the Site and
neighboring properties suggest that the silty clay unit is a confining layer separating the shallow
from an underlying overburden groundwater aquifer.

Based on information provided on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) Bedrock
Geologic Map of New Hampshire, bedrock in the vicinity of the Site is identified as the Granite,
granodiorite, and tonalite (Late Ordovician); detailed as pink, weakly to moderately foliated,
locally porphyritic biotite granitoids found in mantled gneiss domes.

Ransom did not observe bedrock outcrops on the Site during the reconnaissance.
4.3.3 Surface Water Bodies/Floodplains

As previously discussed, Beaver Brook transects the northwesterly portion of the Site. Beaver
Brook flows in a generally southerly direction in close proximity to the southwesterly Site
boundary. A portion of Beaver Brook was re-routed further to the west of a portion of the
manufacturing building between 1950 and 1958 to its current location, based on a review of
historical topographic maps and Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps (see Figure 3). Depending on what
was used to fill the brook, this feature has the potential to be a preferred migration pathway for
groundwater flow, and/or a source of possible groundwater impacts due to past industrial
discharges to the brook and the nature of the fill (currently unknown). Mr. Nelson, a longtime
former Kingsbury employee, noted in his interview with Ransom that during excavation activities
for one of the deeper concrete pits within the Site building (to accommodate large machinery)
evidence of the former location of Beaver Brook was noted in the soils of the excavation

sidewall. Mr. Nelson did not observe obvious indications of OHM, rather he noted a distinct
change in soil color and composition which he inferred to be consistent with the base of a former
stream. Mr. Nelson noted that it was his understanding that Beaver Brook historically flowed in a
more direct fashion than the current re-directed meandering flow pattern which accommodates
Site building additions.

A second unnamed stream enters the northeastern portions of the Site, runs in a subgrade drainage
swale beneath the paved parking lot and Laurel Street, draining to Beaver Brook south of the Site
building. Beaver Brook transects several upgradient industrial/commercial properties before
running beneath the railroad corridor and onto the Site.

Based on the Cheshire County, New Hampshire National Flood Insurance Program Map
(Community Panel Number 33005C0267E), the majority of the Site is located within the 100-
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year flood plain; the exceptions being the far northwest extent of the Site and easterly portion of
the Property, both locations of asphalt paved parking lots. During Ransom’s review of municipal
files pertaining to the Site, documentation of flooding occurring in 2007 was detailed, at which
time interior sections of the Site building were impacted by floodwater. Flooding is noted as
originating from Beaver Brook, most notably when it backs up where the Site building
encroaches on either side of the brook and spans that drainage.

4.3.4 Hydrogeology

Groundwater flow direction cannot be determined without a formal groundwater flow survey,
which was not included in the scope of this Phase | ESA. However, groundwater flow surveys
have been conducted on the central and westerly sections of the Site by others. With groundwater
flow direction documented in a southwesterly direction, toward Beaver Brook, on the portion of
the Site east of the brook; and localized flow on the west side of the brook flowing in an east-
southeasterly toward Beaver Brook. It should be noted that groundwater flow direction is only
documented on portions of the Site which have had groundwater monitoring wells installed.

Documentation reviewed by Ransom pertaining to several abutting and/or neighboring properties
indicate a general southwesterly regional groundwater flow direction, consistent with the general
flow direction of Beaver Brook.

The depth to groundwater is documented in the 2012 Phase |1 ESA Report, detailed in Section
3.8, as being between five and six feet below grade.

As noted above, a silty clay unit is a confining layer separating the shallow from an underlying
overburden groundwater aquifer; previous investigations have documented an upward hydraulic
gradient from the underlying sand unit to the overlying sand unit.

4.4 Historical Use Information for the Site

Reasonably ascertainable historical information sources researched in this assessment allowed uses of the
Site to be traced from the present back to 1898, at which time the Site appears to be partially developed
with residences along Myrtle Street and Foster Street. Although the Site building is not depicted on the
1898 topographic map, several historical documents identify 1894 as the first date of construction for the
original portion of the Site building.

The original Site Building was constructed for use by the Wilkins Toy Company, a manufacturer of metal
toys. Kingsbury Manufacturing purchased the Site in 1900 and had occupied the Site from the 1920s to
2011, at which time manufacturing operations ceased. Kingsbury Manufacturing produced toys from the
1920s until circa 1942 at which time toy manufacturing was discontinued and Kingsbury produced rifle
bolts for the World War Il (WWII) effort; post WWII Kingsbury Manufacturing primarily produced
industrial machinery.

The following standard historical sources were reviewed by Ransom:

1. Aerial photographs provided by EDR dated 1956, 1960, 1972, 1977, 1985, 1987, 1993,
1998, 2006, 2009 and 2012 (Appendix G);

2. Records reviewed at the City of Keene Municipal Offices;
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Historical topographic maps provided by EDR dated 1898, 1932, 1935/36, 1940, 1958,
1984, 1998 and 2012 (Appendix G);

Certified Sanborn® Map Report provided by EDR, including maps dated 1902, 1908,
1913, 1924, 1950 and 1971 (Appendix H);

The EDR-City Directory Image Report provided by EDR and including directory listings
dated 1961, 1966, 1972, 1977, 1982, 1987, 1992, 1995, 2000, 2005, 2010 and 2014
(Appendix H); several additional city directories reviewed by Ransom at the Keene
Public Library dated at approximately five-year intervals from 1913 through 1987;

Interviews conducted with persons familiar with the Site, including Mr. Brian Thibeault,
the current Site owner, and Mr. Lee Gray, a long-time (circa 1973 to 2011) former
employee of Kingsbury Corporation; and

An ESA User Questionnaire was completed by Mr. Rhett Lamb, on behalf of the City of
Keene; and a Transaction Screen Questionnaire was completed by the current Site owner,
Mr. Brian Thibeault (Appendix B).

The following table is presented as a summary of the historical use of the Site over time.

Year(s) Property Use and Observed Details Reference Source
Circa 2011 - Similar to current conditions, Kingsbury Manufacturing | Site visit, interviews, aerial
Present Company is no longer in business and the Site building | photographs, topographic maps,
is primarily vacant. city directories, municipal
records, NH DES records
Circa 1923 - The Site is occupied by Kingsbury Corporation; Interviews, aerial photographs,
circa 2011 manufacturing toys until 1943, when production was topographic maps, city
shifted to WWII riffle bolts, subsequent to which directories, municipal records,
industrial machinery was manufactured at the Site. Sanborn Maps, NH DES records
Historic documentation details multiple additions to the
Site building and property acquisition of abutting
parcels. Several residential buildings were demolished
along Laurel Street, Myrtle Street, and Foster Street to
facilitate the growth of Site operations. Myrtle Lake
historically located on the northwest portion of the Site
is gradually filled (reportedly with waste materials
generated by Kingsbury, noted to consist of metal
shavings and solvents). The pond is filled entirely and
paved for use as a parking lot in the early 1980s.
Kingsbury Corporation discontinues manufacturing
operations at the Site in 2011.
Circa 1894 - The original section of the Site building is constructed | Topographic maps, previous
circa 1923 circa 1894, with additions in 1918 and early 1920s. environmental reports, Sanborn
The Site building is occupied by the Wilkins Toy Maps
Company.
Ransom Project 181.05004 Page 29

A:\2018\181.05004\Phase | ESA\text.docx September 27, 2018



4.5 Historical Use Information for Adjoining Properties

Historical uses of the adjoining properties are presented in the table below and were identified in the
standard historical sources listed above during the course of researching the Site.

Year(s) | Property Use and Observed Details | Reference Source

North

Circa 2005 - Similar to current conditions: the former railroad Aerial photographs, historic
present corridor, beyond which are properties along Water topographic maps, municipal

Street, including an industrial property with no
identified tenants at 163 Water Street, and a senior
housing complex at 197 Water Street.

records, site visit

Circa 1958 - circa
2005

The railroad corridor, beyond which two industrial
properties.

Aerial photographs, historic
topographic maps, Sanborn maps

Circa 1896 -
circa 1958

The B&M Railroad corridor, beyond which is a bulk
petroleum storage facility with multiple large ASTs
at 163 Water Street and an industrial property at 197
Water Street with various uses including a pail
factory and a saw mill.

Sanborn maps, topographic
maps, aerial photographs,
previous environmental reports

Prior to circa

The railroad corridor, beyond which are residential

Topographic maps

1896 and undeveloped property.

Northeast

Circa 1981 - Similar to current conditions: the former railroad Aerial photographs, historic
present corridor, beyond which are commercial properties topographic maps, municipal

along Victoria Street which have housed various
businesses, including a furniture maker; an auto
repair business, G&R Auto Works and Welding; and
a waste hauler, ABC Disposal.

records, previous environmental
reports, site visit

Circa 1981 - circa
1958

The B&M Railroad corridor, beyond which is
Perkins Lumber at 47 Victoria Street.

Historical topographic maps,
Sanborn maps, aerial
photographs, previous
environmental reports

Circa 1958 - The B&M Railroad corridor, beyond which is the Historical topographic maps,
circa 1937 Carey Chair Company at 47 Victoria Street. Sanborn maps, aerial
photographs, previous
environmental reports/NH DES
records
Circa 1940 - The B&M Railroad corridor, beyond which are Historical topographic maps,
circa 1958 structures along Victoria Street including an Sanborn maps
apparent lumber yard, and a building utilized for the
storage of hides and pelts, owned by F.L. Carey.
Circa 1920 - The B&M Railroad corridor, beyond which is an Historical topographic maps,
circa 1940 industrial property identified in a 1924 Sanborn Map | Sanborn maps.

as the Victoria White Granit Company.

Prior to circa

The B&M Railroad corridor, beyond which is vacant

Historical topographic maps

1920 land, Victoria Street has yet to be constructed.

Southeast

Circa 1995 - Commercial properties along Marlboro Street, Site visit, municipal records,
present including a used auto sales business, offices, an auto | historical topographic maps,

parts store, and a sports equipment business.

aerial photographs, NH DES
records
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Year(s)

Property Use and Observed Details

Reference Source

Circa 1975 - Commercial properties along Marlboro Street, Aerial photographs, historical

circa 1995 including a used auto sales business, and a topographic maps, municipal
commercial/industrial building at 310 Marlboro records, historic city directories
Street occupied by Kingsbury Manufacturing.

Circa 1940 - Commercial/industrial properties along Marlboro Aerial photographs, historical

circa 1975 Street, including an auto sales business and the topographic maps, historic city
Pittsburg Plate Glass Company at 310 Marlboro directories, Sanborn maps
Street

Circa 1920 - Commercial/industrial and residential properties Historical topographic maps,

circa 1940 along Marlboro Street, including the W.H. historic city directories, Sanborn

McElwain Shoe Factory at 310 Marlboro Street

maps

Prior to circa
1920

Apparent residential properties along Marlboro
Street

Historical topographic maps,
historic city directories

South

Present - Circa
1980

Commercial properties along Marlboro Street;
currently including a second-hand shop on the
opposite side of Beaver Brook and two commercial
properties on the opposite side of Marlboro Street, a
U-Haul business and a martial arts studio.

Aerial photographs, topographic
maps, municipal records, Site
visit

Circa 1945 -
circa 1980

Commercial and residential properties along
Marlboro Street; including a filling station on the
opposite side of Beaver Brook and commercial
properties on the opposite side of Marlboro Street,
including a filling station and/or auto sales business.

Aerial photographs, historical
topographic maps, historic city
directories, Sanborn maps

Prior to circa
1945

Residential properties along Marlboro Street.

Topographic maps, Sanborn
maps, historic city directories

Southwest and West
Pre-1898 - Multiple residential properties along Gardner Street | Aerial photographs, topographic
Present and Foster Street. maps, Sanborn maps, municipal
records, historic city directories,
Site visit
Northwest
Circa 1990 - Residential properties along Myrtle Street and a Aerial photographs, historic
Present commercial property at 131 Water Street which topographic maps, municipal
currently houses the ABC Supply Company and records, site visit
Brodco Supply Company.
Circa 1960 - An industrial property associated with the operations | Aerial photographs, historic
circa 1990 of Kingsbury Manufacturing. topographic maps, municipal
records
Circa 1903 - An industrial property along Water Street; Aerial photographs, historic
circa 1960 referenced in previous environmental reports as topographic maps, previous

being the location of the C.L. Russell & Sons Chair
Factory in the 1920s

environmental reports

Prior to circa
1903

An undeveloped property along Water Street.

Historic topographic maps
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5.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE
51 Methodology and Limiting Conditions

On May 11, 2017, Ransom conducted reconnaissance of the Site. Mr. Lee Gray (a former long-time
employee of Kingsbury Corporation), provided access to the Site building and accompanied Ransom
during portions of the reconnaissance. The Site reconnaissance consisted of visual and physical
observations of the Site. Visual observations of adjoining and neighboring properties were conducted
from the Site and/or public ways. Weather conditions at the time of the Site reconnaissance were sunny
skies, with a temperature of approximately 75 degrees Fahrenheit.

5.2 General Site Setting

The approximately 21.58-acre Site is located in a mixed commercial and residential portion of the City of
Keene. The Site is located off the north and northwest extent of Laurel Street, a dead-end street off the
northerly side of Marlboro Street. Nearly seven acres of the 21.58-acre Site are occupied by the foot-print
of the approximately 295,300-square-foot Site building, which is located in the central portion of the Site.
The Site is an irregularly-shaped parcel, with Beaver Brook traversing the northwest extent of the Site and
Site building. Beaver Brook flows in a general north to south direction through a highly developed
portion of the City of Keene, flowing through several former and/or current industrial/commercial
properties before entering the Site beneath the abutting former railroad corridor. The brook flows
between the Site building areas, and along the general southwesterly and southerly boundary of the Site,
before leaving the Site and flowing beneath Marlboro Street.

The Site is located in a mixed-use commercial, industrial and residential portion of the City of Keene.
The main entrance to the Site is off Laurel Street, which leads to the southeast side of the Site building,
including the most recent main entrance to the Site building. Additional Site accessways are gated and
located off Foster Street and Myrtle Street; providing access to the west and northwest portion of the Site,
respectively.

The Site is currently abutted to the southeast and south by commercial properties along Marlboro Street;
to the southwest and west by residential properties along Gardner Street, Foster Street, and Myrtle Street;
to the northwest by commercial/industrial properties along Water Street; and to the north and northeast by
the former railroad corridor, currently a walking and bike path, beyond which is an assisted living facility
along Water Street and commercial/industrial properties along Victoria Street.

The Site and abutting/neighboring properties are serviced by the City of Keen municipal water and
sanitary sewer systems.

Currently, some utility services have been interrupted/discontinued to the Site building, which has
remained largely vacant for approximately six years. The only current Site building occupant is the
McMillin Company, a local general contraction company which rents a small portion of the Site building
as warehouse/storage space, and Liberty Landscaping and Construction use a portion of the Site off of
Myrtle Street, a paved parking area where Myrtle Lake was once located, for light construction equipment
and bulk granular materials (sand, crushed stone, etc.) storage.

The most recent prior tenant of the Site building was a recycling operation; which upon departure left
multiple pallets of computer parts and monitors, other electronic equipment, and paper products behind in
the Site building.
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5.3 Interior and Exterior Observations

The approximately 295,300 square-foot Site building occupies the central portion of the Site and is
abutted to the northwest, northeast, and southeast by asphalt paved parking lots and accessways. Beaver
Brook and limited vegetated areas occupy the remaining portions of the Site.

The irregularly-shaped Site building is comprised of various additions to the original circa 1894 brick
structure which is located on the northeast side of the current Site building. The additions date from 1918
to circa 1980 and are currently contiguous. Two enclosed accessways connect portions of the Site
building located on opposite sides of Beaver Brook.

As detailed in Section 2.0, the majority of the Site building is comprised of one-story manufacturing
and/or warehouse related areas. The exception being two separate second-story office areas: one over the
original portion of the Site building; and the second being over the southeasterly facing current main
entrance area of the building.

Machinery and additional building contents associated with the former manufacturing operations of
Kingsbury Corporation have largely been removed from the Site building; leaving various large empty
rooms that were associated with the industrial operations conducted onsite.

5.3.1 Hazardous Substances and Petroleum Products

Ransom observed current and historic storage areas of hazardous substances and petroleum
products related to the past operations conducted at the Site and/or current and former Site
building tenants.

Ransom observed multiple small containers (generally five-gallon or less) of OHM stored by the
McMillin Company in a two-bay former assembly area in the southern extent of the Site building.
McMillin Company’s utilization of the Site is limited to interior storage areas in this section of
the Site building. OHM containers stored by McMillin were observed to be in good condition
with no staining or indications of a release or pending releases; items observed included motor
oils, 20-pound propane tanks, denatured alcohol, and mineral oil.

Ransom also observed multiple pallets of used computer parts, computer monitors, and other
electronics stored in large cardboard boxes and/or on pallets in several areas within the central
section of the Site building. These stored items are related to a past tenant that operated a
recycling company. This tenant is no longer active at the Site. Some of the storage areas were
observed to be impacted by leaking roofing systems. Many of these stored items likely contain
OHM components.

Ransom observed a designated room for the storage of hazardous materials and hazardous wastes.
This room was observed to be empty, the exception being a 330-gallon AST, which was observed
to be empty. No signage indicating the past contents of this AST was observed during the
reconnaissance visit. ASTs are further discussed below in Sections 5.3.2. Hazardous wastes
apparently left behind by the Kingsbury Corporation and requiring appropriate disposal under
manifest documentation were mostly removed from the Site in 2013.
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OHM currently stored at the Site in association with the past operations of the Kingsbury
Corporation were limited to boiler maintenance products, discussed further in Section 5.3.5, and
heating oil which is discussed further in Section 5.3.2.

Other than corrosion of stored electronics/computer parts and components due to roof leaks;
Ransom did not observe obvious current or pending releases of OHM at the Site during the
reconnaissance.

Stored OHM is discussed in the sections below and throughout additional pertinent sections of
this report.

5.3.2 Storage Tanks

Underground Storage Tanks

Ransom observed the fill port and vent pipes associated with the 12,000-gallon No. 2 heating oil
UST currently located at the Site, in the courtyard northwest of the boiler house.

Ransom also observed one vent pipe located in the general area of two former 1,000-gallon
gasoline USTs historically located on the Site. This vent pipe was observed on the easterly side
of Beaver Brook, in relatively close proximity to the concrete bridge over the brook on the
northwest portion of the Site.

Ransom did not observe additional fill and vent pipes indicative of USTs at the time of the
reconnaissance visit; however, additional USTs are known to have been historically located at the
Site.

As detailed in the table below eleven USTs are known to have been historically associated with
the Site; three of which have formal closure documentation as discussed further in Section 4.2.1.

The table below details the USTs known to have been historically and/or currently located on the

Site:
UST
Capacity Date of

UST ID | (gallons) Contents Date of Removal | Installation Notes

UST-1 15,000 No. 6 Heating August 1986 1953 Release noted
Qil

UST-2 15,000 No. 6 Heating August 1986 1953 Release noted
Qil

UST-3 1,000 Gasoline November 1988 1961 No closure

documentation

UST-4 1,000 Gasoline November 1992 1977 Release noted

UST-5 1,000 No. 2 Heating October 1994 1978 No indications of
QOil a release

UST-6 12,000 No. 2 Heating UST remains in 1986 UST currently
Qil place non-compliant

UST-7 1,000 No. 2 Heating October 1994 Unknown Documented in
Qil previous ESAs
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UST
Capacity Date of
UST ID | (gallons) Contents Date of Removal | Installation Notes
UST-A 8,820 Fuel Qil No documentation 1967 Fire Noted on 1970
of removal Dept. permit plan; possibly
moved to new
location
UST-B Unknown Gasoline No documentation Unknown Noted on 1978
of removal plan
UST-C 4,000 No. 2 Heating Removed for 1952 Documented in
Qil Construction of previous ESAs.
Bld. Area 20 (circa Release
1981) referenced.
UST-D Unknown Unknown — Remains onsite Unknown — Holding tank
noted to be full | (near west side of discovered discovered by
Beaver Brook) in 2014 City Sewer Dept.

In addition to the USTs known to be associated with the Site, several abutting properties have
documentation of historical USTs. USTs associated with abutting properties, and leaking USTs
associated with abutting and neighboring properties, are discussed further in Section 4.1.2 of this

report.

Aboveground Storage Tanks

Ransom observed two empty ASTs at the Site during the reconnaissance visit; a 275-gallon AST
located in the boiler room (boiler house) of the Site building and a 330-gallon AST located in the
hazardous waste storage room in the Site building. Five registered ASTs are documented on the
NH DES OneStop database to have been located at the Site (labeled AST-1 through AST-5).

The table below details the ASTs documented to have been historically located at the Site.

AST Capacity Date of
AST ID (gallons) Contents Date of Removal Installation
AST-1 1,000 Used Qil Unknown 1993
AST-2 750 Used Qil Unknown 1993
AST-3 275 Diesel Unknown 1996
AST-4 330 No. 2 Heating Oil Unknown 1980
AST-5 330 No. 2 Heating Oil Unknown 1980
AST-A 275 Unknown, presumed | Remains onsite within Unknown

No. 2 heating oil the boiler house
AST-B 330 Unknown Remains onsite within Unknown
the hazardous waste
storage room

Ransom did not identify additional ASTs at the Site during the reconnaissance.

ASTs associated with abutting properties include multiple bulk storage ASTs formerly located on

the north abutting property at 163 Water Street are discussed in Section 4.1.2.
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5.3.3 Odors

No strong, pungent, or noxious odors, indicative of a release of OHM, were noted at the Site
during the reconnaissance.

5.3.4 Pools of Liquid

Ransom noted several areas of standing water within concrete sub-grade structures within the Site
building. However, no pools of liquid indicative of the current treatment or storage of OHM were
noted at the Site during the reconnaissance. Most areas of standing water did not exhibit obvious

of signs of OHM, and most appeared to be related to roof leaks; however, others contained liquids
exhibiting staining and/or floating contents of unknown origin.

5.3.5 Drums

Drums observed during the Site reconnaissance included one 55-gallon polyethylene drum
located on the exterior of the Site building area identified as the “paint storage” room. The drum
was observed to be connected to piping coming from the building and was observed to % full of
an oily water.

Ransom observed three polyethylene drums within the interior portion of the Site; two 55-gallon
and one 30-gallon, containing boiler treatment chemicals.

No additional drums were observed at the Site during the reconnaissance.

No indications of a significant release of OHM was observed in association with the drums.
5.3.6  Unidentified Substance Containers

No unidentified substance containers were noted during the reconnaissance.

Note that the contents of an underground holding tank viewed by City representatives may
contain OHM; the contents are unidentified.

5.3.7 Polychlorinated Biphenyls

As previously discussed in Section 3.8, PCB-contaminated soils have been identified in an
exterior area adjacent to the boiler house along the northeast side of the Site building. In August
1998, PCB-contaminated soils detected with concentration greater than 20 mg/kg (above the 1998
SRS of 1.0 mg/kg) were excavated from areas adjacent to the boiler house and in the vicinity of
the chimney (and the nearby 12,000-gallon No. 2 heating oil UST). The excavation areas were
backfilled and paved, and an AUR and Health and Safety Plan was prepared and filed at the
Registry of Deeds (Book 1687, Page 0048) pertaining to the area of PCB-impacted soils that
remain in place above the soil remediation standard (1 mg/kg).

The source of the identified area of PCB-impacted soils is unclear.
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Transformers

Transformers typically contain mineral oil dielectric fluid (MODF), which depending on the age
of manufacture could contain PCBs.

Ransom observed eight large pad-mounted transformers within three areas of the Site building;
these transformers were either labeled PCB-containing or PCB-contaminated; indicating that test
results confirmed that the MODF associated with these transforms is known to contain PCBs.

Ransom observed three additional smaller pad-mounted transformers with the 1970s additions
identified as assembly areas; these transformers lacked labeling identifying the presence or
absence of PCBs.

Ransom did not note indications of a release of MODF in the vicinity of the transformers
observed at the Site during the reconnaissance; however, visual evidence is not conclusive.
Several of the transformers observed appeared to be operational, and electrical service was
available in portions of the Site building during the reconnaissance.

Ransom also noted pole mounted transformers on-site along Laurel Street (two) and an array of
pole-mounted transformers on a single utility pole adjacent to Beaver Brook between the brook
and the building on the south portion of the property.

Other

Ransom observed a freight elevator and a dumbwaiter located in the Site building during the
reconnaissance. However, both appeared to be chain-operated, with no hydraulic fluid reservoirs
identified. No additional hydraulic operated equipment was observed by Ransom; however, the
historic presence of equipment known to contain, or likely to contain, PCBs is unknown.

5.4 Exterior Observations
5.4.1 Pits, Ponds or Lagoons

Ransom did not observe pits, ponds, or lagoons utilized for the treatment and/or storage of OHM,;
however, historic OHM disposal has been identified as occurring in a former pond area
historically located on the northwest extent of the Site, beneath a currently asphalt paved parking
lot between Myrtle Street and Foster Street. Historic Sanborn® Maps identify Myrtle Lake in
this area. Waste materials reportedly discarded in this area included metal shavings and solvents.
Previous environmental reports (Section 3.8) included the installation of groundwater monitoring
wells in inferred downgradient locations relative to this former pond; however, this waste
disposal area has not been fully delineated or assessed. Note that an apparent drainage swale in
the woodland to the south of the filled pond and current parking lot, may influence the direction
of groundwater flow in a southerly direction away from the wells installed to assess this
environmental concern.

Ransom inquired as to the disposal of OHM to this former pond during an interview with

Mr. Nelson, an employee of Kingsbury Manufacturing from 1969 to 1970 and 1974 through
2001. Mr. Nelson did not recollect the pond or any active disposal to the former pond area during
his time of employment. Mr. Nelson did note that he remembered the location of the former pond
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was a slightly lower wet area during the late 1960s, and when he returned to the Keene area and
was again employed at the Site in 1974 the former pond area was dry and at its current elevation.
Mr. Nelson was aware of rumors that this area had previously been filled with metals shavings
and similar wastes.

Ransom observed Beaver Brook, which transects the northwest portion of the Site then runs in a
southeasterly to southerly direction in close proximity to the Site building, forming portions of
the southwesterly Site boundary. Although no documentation of OHM disposal in association
with this Brook was identified, given the age of the Site building (circa 1894), date of connection
to the municipal sewer (circa 1928), and historical industrial uses, the historic disposal of OHM
to the brook from Site operations cannot be ruled out. During Ransom’s review of additional
properties of concern identified in the EDR Report (Section 4.1.2), Ransom identified
documentation of historic OHM disposal to the brook (by way of an outfall pipe) on an
upgradient property. In addition, based on records reviewed, a portion of the brook was relocated
to its current location and the building expanded to cover the original brook footprint; presumably
the brook was filled to accommodate this relocation.

During Ransom’s interview, Mr. Nelson noted that he was unaware of any active discharge point
to Beaver Brook by Kingsbury Manufacturing during his time of employment; however, he did
note that discharges to Beaver Brook from upgradient industrial properties occurred, as was
evidenced by occasional changes in the color of water flowing in the brook where it entered and
crossed the Site. As noted in Section 5.4.5, City records document that Kingsbury Manufacturing
was first connected to the municipal sewer service in 1928; wastewater discharges from the Site
prior to 1928 are anticipated to have been directed to Beaver Brook.

No other pits, ponds or lagoons associated with the disposal or treatment of OHM were observed
on the Site during the site reconnaissance or identified during the course of this Phase | ESA.

Details pertaining to the historic generation, treatment, and/or disposal of wastewater at the Site
are discussed further in Section 5.4.5 and throughout additional pertinent sections of this report.

5.4.2  Stained Soil or Pavement

Ransom did not note significant areas of stained soil or pavement, indicative of a release of
OHM, during the reconnaissance visit.

5.4.3 Stressed Vegetation

No obvious stressed vegetation, indicative of a release of OHM, was observed on the Site during
the reconnaissance.

5.4.4 Solid Waste

Dumpsters

Ransom did not observe dumpsters at the Site during the reconnaissance.
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Fill Material

According to previous environmental reports reviewed by Ransom, the asphalt paved parking lot
on the northwest extent of the Site is the location of fill materials including waste metal shavings
and solvents from the operations of the Kingsbury Corporation. The waste materials were
reported to be disposed of in a pond historically located on this portion of the Site. Once filled,
this former pond and abutting area was paved in the early 1980s. This historic pond is depicted
on Sanborn Maps reviewed by Ransom dated 1913 and earlier, identified as Myrtle Lake;
Sanborn Maps dated 1924, 1950 and 1971 no longer identified a pond in this area. Previous
environmental reports included the advancement of soil borings in the vicinity of this former
pond; however, no borings were advanced in the area of reported waste disposal.

In addition, documentation of subsurface conditions detailed in the 1998 Phase Il ESA Report
(detailed further in Section 3.8) documented the presence of 2 to 8 feet of fill materials containing
coal, coal cinders, concrete, and wood. The 1998 report discussed exterior boring advanced in
the vicinity of the boiler house and chimney; including laboratory analysis documenting the
presence of PCB-impacted soils in excess of state standards, leading to the definition of an AUR
area on the Site.

Ransom’s review of historic topographic maps and historic Sanborn Maps also indicated that
Beaver Brook and an unnamed brook had been historically relocated across portion of the Site;
indicating that fill materials were also placed in the areas historically occupied by the brook and
currently occupied by the footprints of various Site building additions. Beaver Brook and the
unnamed water way appear to have been redirected to the current location circa 1955. Additional
areas of fill materials associated with portions of the Site historically developed with residential
structures are also anticipated. The contents and origins of these fill materials is not documented.

5.45 \Wastewater

Currently, there is no wastewater being generated at the Site. Wastewater generation at the Site
related to the most recent occupied uses appear to have been limited to sanitary facilities that
discharged to the municipal sewer system. According to the City of Keene Sewer Department,
the Site has been connected to the municipal sewer system since 1928. Sewer department
personnel anticipated that prior to 1928 wastewater discharge was likely to have been directed to
Beaver Brook.

Wastewater historically generated onsite by the industrial operations of Kingsbury Corporation is
documented on the NH DES OneStop database as being pretreated on-site prior to being directed
to the municipal sewer system operated by the City of Keene. This treatment and disposal of
wastewater was conducted under a National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
Permit; Permit ID #NHG250147. Permit data available on the OneStop database documents
treatment and disposal of industrial wastewater from 1988 through 2013.

During the interview with Ransom, Mr. Nelson noted that during his time of employment and
prior to the installation and use of the wastewater pretreatment system (circa late 1970s),
wastewater generated by Kingsbury Manufacturing was removed from the Site by tanker truck
for appropriate off-site disposal.
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5.5

Although not officially documented, given the date of the earliest industrial use of the Site (circa
1894), date on record of municipal sewer connection (1928), and the proximity to Beaver Brook,
historical discharge of untreated industrial wastewater to surface waters is likely.

Ransom did not observe indications of onsite sewer disposal systems at the Site during the
reconnaissance.

546 Wells

Ransom did not observe water supply wells on the Site during the reconnaissance. Potable water
is available, and was historically supplied, to the Site via the municipal water supply system
operated by the City of Keene.

Ransom did observe road boxes associated with groundwater monitoring wells across the Site.
These groundwater monitoring wells were installed in association with previous environmental
investigations conducted at the Site, as detailed previously in Section 3.8, Section 4.0, and
throughout additional pertinent sections of this report.

A dry well was noted in SHA reports in the area of the AUR. The purpose of the well may have
been to manage storm water in this area as it was installed with a grate at ground surface.

As detailed previously in Sections 3.8, 4.1.2, and throughout additional pertinent sections,
contaminants have been detected in select on-site wells in excess of applicable AGQS and/or
GW-2 standards. Contaminant sources have been attributed to both on-site and upgradient off
site sources.

5.4.7 Septic Systems

Ransom did not observe evidence of a septic system at the Site during the reconnaissance. The
Site is connected to the municipal sewer system provided by the City of Keene. The Site
Building has been serviced by the municipal sewer system dating back to 1928. Sewer
department personnel anticipated that prior to 1928 wastewater discharge was likely to have been
directed to Beaver Brook.

According to Ransom’s review of historical documentation regarding the Site, wastewater
generated by the industrial processes conducted onsite from 1988 through 2013 was directed to
and on-site wastewater treatment facility/system prior to disposal to the municipal system.
Wastewater generation and treatment was previously discussed further in Section 5.4.5 above and
throughout the additional pertinent sections of this report.

Interior Observations

Ransom was provided access to and viewed the interior of the Site building during the reconnaissance

visit.

As previously discussed, the former manufacturing facility was first constructed circa 1894 with
subsequent additions constructed in 1918, and during the 1920s, 1950s, 1960s, 1970 and in 1981. The
original portion of the Site building is of brick construction, subsequent additions are of concrete block
and/or steel-framed construction. Roofing systems are primarily flat; with multiple interior areas
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exhibiting moisture associated with roof system failures. The majority of the 295,300 square foot Site
building is one-story; the exception being two second-story office areas. The Site building is constructed
on concrete slab foundations; with subgrade areas limited to utility runs and concrete machine/operation
specific foundations. No basement areas are identified.

The majority of the Site building is located on the easterly side of Beaver Brook; with additions
constructed in the 1960s and 1970s on the west side of Beaver Brook. The Site building is contiguous,
with areas on opposite sides of Beaver Brook connected via two rooms/accessways that extend over the
brook. Adjacent to the original (circa 1894) section of the Site building, the northerly portion of the
structure, is a boiler house which historically serviced the Site building with steam heat.

The first-floor area is primarily comprised of former industrial manufacturing, assembly, and warehouse
spaces; with the exception of a reception area, former human resource offices, and a former on-site credit
union. The southeasterly section of the Site building is comprised of a 1970s addition with multiple
overhead truck bays/doors. The McMillin Company currently occupies the two southernmost of these
bays. With the exception of the limited area leased to McMillin, the Site building is currently vacant.

Historic operations conducted within the Site building were identified on Site plans reviewed by Ransom
at the City of Keene Municipal Offices, and included the following; multiple area identified as
“manufacturing”, assembly areas, a machine shop on the southwest corner of the portion of the Site
building east of Beaver Brook, a heat treatment room located on the western portion of the Site building
(immediately east of the brook), a surface grinding area in the central portion of the building, a shipping
and receiving area on the northeast corner of the Site building, storage and stockrooms appear to occupy
the majority of the original portion of the Site building. Portions of the Site building west of Beaver
Brook are identified as a steel room, welding shop, paint shop, paint storage and hazardous materials
storage room, and a receiving area. There are also several electrical rooms, bathroom facilities, former
lunch rooms, and small offices within the production areas of the Site building.

Kingsbury Corporation ceased industrial operations at the Site circa 2011. The machinery associated with
the operations conducted by Kingsbury has been removed. Several concrete sub-grade structures were
observed within former production areas of the Site building which were reportedly associated with
former large machines and/or processes conducted at the Site.

Subsequent to Kingsbury’s departure from the Site building, portions were utilized by a recycling
company. This use appears to be no longer active; however, multiple pallets of materials remain;
including computer monitors, computer towers/components, television sets, and paper products.

5.5.1 Heating/Cooling

At the time of Ransom’s reconnaissance, the Site building was not heated or cooled. Most
recently, heat was provided to the Site building via oil-fired boiler systems located in the boiler
house on the northeast side of the Site building. Fuel for the furnace (No. 2 heating oil) was
stored in a 12,000-gallon UST located adjacent to the northwest side of the boiler house. Historic
fuel systems included No. 6 oil-fired boilers with two 15,000-gallon No. 6 oil USTs located in the
current No. 2 oil UST location. According to historic Sanborn Maps, a combination of coal and
oil was utilized to heat the Site building in the 1950s; with coal only noted on maps detailing the
Site in 1924 and earlier. Cooling of the second-floor offices areas was provided via roof mounted
heating, ventilation and cooling (HVAC) units.
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Current and historic USTs are further discussed in Section 5.3.2, and throughout additional
pertinent sections of this report.

5.5.2 Stains or Corrosion

Staining and corrosion of the flooring within the Site buildings was evident in several areas; most
recently as a result of rainwater entering from the leaking roof systems. Ransom did observe
some limited staining of the concrete floors within the Site building likely associated with the
former industrial processes associated with these areas. Staining of the flooring in some areas of
the Site building could not be property assessed due to the presence of standing water; and it
unclear whether some areas of staining of the concrete floor resulted from water damage or
historic releases of OHM. Although mold was not evaluated as part of this Phase | ESA, obvious
evidence of mold was noted in many areas of the building, likely as a result of rainwater leakage
into the building.

No significant releases of OHM were observed; however, a threat of a release of OHM from
stored/abandoned computer and electrical components, and a limited number of OHM containers,
cannot be ruled out.

Mr. Nelson noted in his interview with Ransom that he did not recall any areas of significant
staining indicative of a release of OHM during his time of employment at the Site.

5.5.3 Drains and Sumps

Several floor drains are documented within the older sections of the Site building; including a
large trench drain within the boiler house. In additional several manhole covers and apparent
pipe chases were noted within the Site building. Additionally, several apparent sumps equipped
with electrical motors were observed in sections of the Site building. Evidence of past man hole
covers and possible trench drains that had been closed with concrete were also noted within the
Site building.

Within the former assembly areas in the southeasterly portion of the Site building several long,
covered trench drain-like structures run the length of each of the eight bays located in this section
of the Site building; each draining to a rectangular covered concrete basin/vault located in close
proximity to each of the bay doors. These trench and bay systems were identified as coolant
runs/returns. At the time of Ransom’s reconnaissance, approximately two feet of standing water
was observed in many of the concrete basins.

Additional sub-grade concrete structures were observed within additional former manufacturing
areas of the Site building. These were noted as formerly containing large machines and/or other
manufacturing processes. Drains were not observed in association with these structures; and most
were noted to contain fluids likely related to leaks from roofing system failures.

It has been reported that all drains/sumps are believed to be connected to the municipal sewer
system operated by the City of Keene; however, formal documentation of all drains/sumps was
not obtained during the course of this Phase | ESA. Information contained in previous
investigations support that current trenches and drains discharge to sewer, but references to closed
(cemented) drains do not specify discharge locations for these former drains. In addition,
according to records on file with the City of Keene Sewer Department, the Site was first

Ransom Project 181.05004 Page 42
A:\2018\181.05004\Phase | ESA\text.docx September 27, 2018



connected to the municipal sewer system in 1928; which postdates the construction of the original
portion of the Site building (circa 1894).

When interviewed, Mr. Nelson noted that during his time of employment several grate-covered
catch basin-like structures were located in the Site building and would be covered with sandbags
during times of heavy rain to prevent storm water from backing up in the drain lines and entering
the building.
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6.0 INTERVIEWS
6.1 Past and Present Site Owners

Ransom interviewed Mr. Brian Thibeault, the current owner of the Site. Information provided by
Mr. Thibeault is included throughout the pertinent sections of this report.

No past Site owners were interviewed by Ransom as part of this Phase | ESA; however, Mr. Lee Gray, a
former long-time employee of Kingsbury Corporation, was interviewed by Ransom. Information
provided by Mr. Gray is included throughout the pertinent sections of this report.

6.2 Site Manager

Mr. Thibeault also serves as the Site manager. Information provided by Mr. Thibeault is included
throughout the pertinent sections of this report.

6.3 Site Occupants
No current occupants were interviewed during the course of this report. However, Ransom did interview
Mr. Wayne Nelson, a longtime former employee of Kingsbury Manufacturing. Mr. Nelson was employed
with Kingsbury Manufacturing from 1969 to 1970 and 1974 to 2001. Information provided by
Mr. Nelson is included throughout the pertinent sections of this report.
6.4 Local Government Officials
6.4.1 Fire Department
On May 29, 2018, Ransom interviewed Lieutenant John Bates of the City of Keene Fire
Department for information pertaining to the Site. Refer to Section 4.2.2 for a summary of this
conversation.
6.4.2 Municipal Offices
Other than the municipal office personnel contacted during the review of available files for the

Site, and a Fire Department representative, Ransom did not interview municipal personnel as part
of this Phase | ESA.
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7.0 EVALUATION
7.1 Findings

The approximately 21.58-acre Site is accessed via Laurel Street, a dead-end street originating off the
northeasterly side of Marlboro Street, and a Site parking lot located northwest of the fenced
manufacturing facility, is accessed via Myrtle Street. Additional streets abut the northwesterly portion of
the Site, including Foster Street and Gardner Street. The Site is currently developed with a primarily
vacant, approximately 295,300 square-foot industrial building, historically utilized by the Kingsbury
Manufacturing Company. According to documents reviewed during the course of this Phase | ESA, the
original portion of the Site building was constructed circa 1894; with multiple additions constructed in
1918, and during the 1920s, 1950s, 1960s, 1970s and in 1981.

The original Site building was constructed in the late 1800s for use by the Wilkins Toy Company, a
manufacturer of metal toys; Kingsbury Manufacturing purchased the Site in 1900 and had occupied the
Site from the 1920s to 2011, at which time manufacturing operations at the Site ceased. Kingsbury
Manufacturing produced toys from the 1920s until circa 1942 at which time toy manufacturing was
discontinued and Kingsbury produced rifle bolts for the World War 11 effort; post World War 11,
Kingsbury Manufacturing primarily produced industrial machinery. Kingsbury Corporation filed for
bankruptcy protection in 2011; and the Site was sold via a foreclosure auction in 2013. Machinery
associated with the former operations conducted by Kingsbury Corporation has been removed from the
Site building. Waste OHM associated with Kingsbury Corporation requiring proper disposal under
manifest documentation was removed from the Site building in 2013. An underground holding tank
located off of a former paint storage room was reportedly filled with unidentified OHM was identified at
the Site in December 2014 by the City of Keene Sewer Department staff conducting maintenance of the
municipal sewer system. According to the Sewer Department, the holding tank was not associated with
the sewer system and was filled to near the rim with a thick dark oily substance with a strong solvent
odor.

According to assessor’s records, the current Site owner is Kingsbury Acquisition, LLC, with a purchase
date of May 17, 2013 (Book 2823, Page 0144). Reportedly, Kingsbury Acquisition LLC, owned by Brian
Thibeault purchased the property at auction shortly after the Kingsbury Corporation filed for Chapter 11
bankruptcy protection in 2011. Currently, there is one tenant that utilizes a small portion of the Site
building as warehouse/storage space and a second lessee that utilizes the westernmost paved parking area
portion of the Site off of Myrtle Street for the storage of equipment and raw materials (sand, crushed
stone, bark chips, etc.) associated with a landscaping/light construction business. Other than these two
lessees, there are no active business operations at the Site. Previously, a recycling company occupied a
portion of the Site building; although this use is no longer active, multiple pallets of used computer
monitors, computer parts, other electronics, and paper products remain within the Site building.

The Site is currently abutted to the southeast and south by commercial properties along Marlboro Street;
to the southwest and west by residential properties along Gardner Street, Foster Street and Myrtle Street;
to the northwest by commercial/industrial properties along Water Street; and to the north and northeast by
the former railroad corridor that has been re-purposed as a walking and bike path, beyond which is an
assisted living facility along Water Street and commercial/industrial properties along Victoria Street.

Nearly seven acres of the 21.58-acre Site are occupied by the foot-print of the approximately 295,300-
square-foot Site building, which is located in the central portion of the Site. The Site is an irregular
shaped parcel, with Beaver Brook traversing the northwest extent of the Site and flowing beneath a
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portion of the Site building. Beaver Brook flows in a general north to south direction through a highly
developed portion of the City of Keene, flowing through several former and/or current
industrial/commercial properties before entering the Site beneath the abutting former railroad corridor,
flowing between Site building areas, and along the general southwesterly and southerly boundary of the
Site, before leaving the Site and flowing beneath Marlboro Street.

The Site and abutting/neighboring properties are serviced by the City of Keene municipal water and
sanitary sewer systems. According to the City of Keene’s Public Works Department, the Site building
was first connected to the municipal sewer system in 1928; prior to which disposal is expected to have
been directed to Beaver Brook.

Ransom contracted EDR to conduct a search of federal and state databases containing known and
suspected sites of environmental contamination. The EDR Report identified the Site on the following
databases searched; NH SHWS, NH LUST, NH UST, NH AST, NH INST, US Brownfields, State
ALLSITES, RCRA NonGen/NLR, ICIS, FTTS, pPCB Transformer, HIST FTTS, US AIRS, FINDS,
ECHO, RI Manifest, and NY Manifest.

Ransom reviewed the NH DES OneStop online database for additional information pertaining to the Site,
EDR listed properties, and to search for additional properties not identified by EDR. The NH DES
OneStop online database identified the Site (NH DES #199102028) as being listed on the following
databases: Air Stationary Source, Hazardous Waste Generator, Registered Water User, AST Program,
UST Program, Non-Hazardous Non-Sanitary Holding Tank, Hazardous Waste Project, and LUST.
Ransom also conducted a review of physical files available at the NH DES offices located in Concord.

The database listings for the Site are either related to: (1) the historical operation of the Site as a
manufacturing facility; (2) investigation and/or remediation of soils and/or groundwater; (3) the
placement of an AUR on a portion of the Site related to PCB contaminated soils; (4) the historic and
current presence of USTs; (5) the historic presence of ASTs; and/or (6) the disposal of hazardous wastes
requiring manifest documentation.

The database review also identified several abutting and/or neighboring properties with OHM spills or
storage. Several of these listings are located in inferred upgradient positions and have the potential to
have adversely impacted groundwater quality at the Site; as indicated by the analytical results of previous
groundwater monitoring efforts conducted onsite and/or offsite. Historic activities conducted at the Site
also are known to, or are suspected to, have had adverse impacts to the environmental conditions at the
Site, including: (1) storage and dispensing of petroleum in UST systems historically and/or currently
located at the Site (including one out of compliance heating oil UST and approximately ten previous
petroleum storage tanks, all of which have not been specifically assessed); (2) reported industrial waste
disposal directed to a former pond located beneath what is now an asphalt paved parking lot; and (3)
historic waste disposal to Beaver Brook and/or Site soils/groundwater prior to the Site’s connection to the
municipal sewer system.

Ransom reviewed several previous environmental reports pertaining to the Site, including the following; a
1995 Site Investigation Report, prepared by Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc; a 1997 Environmental
Assessment Report and subsequent 1998 Phase Il Environmental Assessment, both prepared by SHA; and
most recently, a 2012 Phase | ESA Report and subsequent 2012 Phase 1l ESA Report, both prepared by
StoneHill.
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The 1995 Site Investigation was conducted at the request of the NH DES to investigate a release of
petroleum identified during the 1992 removal of a gasoline UST from the Site. Laboratory analysis of
groundwater water samples identified gasoline related contaminants, as well as CVOCs, that were
inferred to have likely originated from upgradient properties with known CVVOC contaminated
groundwater. The 1997 Phase | ESA report identified several RECs (VOC-contaminated Site
groundwater, current and former fuel oil USTs, an unpaved lay down area where unused equipment was
stored, and a salt shed with no containment structure for run-off) in association with the Site, leading to
the 1998 completion of a Phase Il ESA. Consistent with the 1995 findings, CVOCs were detected in
groundwater in excess of AGQS and were attributed to the upgradient properties with know CVOC
contamination, and VOCs consistent with gasoline contamination (with only one AGQS exceedance)
which were attributed to onsite releases related to the gasoline USTs formerly located at the Site. In
addition, a soil sample was analyzed from a boring advanced in an area of noted staining adjacent to the
boiler house which identified PCBs above the applicable soil standard. This finding initiated the
preparation of a work plan to address PCB-impacted soils and led to a 1998 limited excavation and offsite
disposal of PCB contaminated soils, and the placement of an AUR on the portion of the Site with
identified PCB impacted soils remaining above the applicable standard. The 2012 Phase Il ESA was
conducted to address RECs and/or environmental concerns (including reference to oil-saturated floors)
identified in the 2012 Phase | ESA; with additional soil borings advanced and monitoring wells installed
across the Site, including within the Site building, to further address potential off-site impacts, impacts
originating from onsite industrials processes, and to assess groundwater quality in an inferred
downgradient location relative to the reported industrial waste disposal area on the northwest extent of the
Site. Based on groundwater analytical results, the 2012 Phase Il ESA concluded that although upgradient
properties continued to have adverse impacts to groundwater quality at the Site, the documented
exceedances detected from groundwater samples collected from monitoring wells installed within the Site
building, and to a lesser degree in a sample between the Site building and Beaver Brook, indicated that
historic operations conducted at the Site by Kingsbury also contributed to the CVOC contamination
plume.

A copy of the 2012 Phase Il ESA Report was submitted to the NH DES. In correspondence dated
October 14, 2013, the NH DES required that the current Site owner complete a Site Investigation to
address the identified groundwater contaminants in excess of AGQSs. As of the date of this report, the
NH DES has not received the required Site Investigation.

On May 11, 2018, Ransom conducted reconnaissance of the Site. Mr. Lee Gray (a former long-time
employee of Kingsbury Corporation and current property manager), provided access to the Site building
and accompanied Ransom during portions of the reconnaissance. Concurrent with the Site
reconnaissance, Ransom conducted a review of Site files available at the City of Keene Municipal
Offices.

No testing for contaminants of concern (COC) vapors have been documented for the Site subsurface.
However, impacts to Site groundwater for the CVOC vinyl chloride have been documented in several
monitoring wells at concentrations exceeding NH DES GW-2 standards. The GW-2 groundwater
standards are intended to be used where CVOCs are detected in groundwater within 100 feet of an
occupied building. Therefore, it is Ransom’s opinion that a vapor encroachment condition at the Site
cannot be ruled out.
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7.2 Conclusions

We have performed this Phase | ESA in conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM E 1527-13
for the property identified as Tax Map 30, Block 2, Lot 20, which corresponds to the street address of

80 Laurel Street in Keene, New Hampshire, the Site. Any exceptions to, or deletions from, this practice
are described in Section 1.4 of this report. This assessment has revealed no evidence of RECs in
connection with the Site, except for the following:

1.

The reported area of industrial waste disposal, reportedly including metal shavings and
solvents, located beneath a paved parking lot (historically the location of a pond) on the
far northwest extent of the Site, and potential suspect nature of other fill materials that
may be present on Site;

The documented presence of CVOC and VOC-contaminated groundwater at
concentrations in excess of applicable NH DES standards, possibly associated with past
Site operations;

An underground holding tank reportedly filled with unidentified OHM (a thick dark oily
substance with a strong solvent odor), located adjacent to the former hazardous waste
room and in close proximity to Beaver Brook;

The presence of an inactive 12,000-gallon heating oil UST which is currently out of
compliance with applicable NH DES standards;

Multiple USTSs historically removed from the Site without formal UST closure
documentation and/or additional USTs potentially retired-in-place at the Site; and

Upgradient, off-site properties, two of which are currently out of compliance with

NH DES groundwater monitoring requirements, with known CVVOC groundwater
contamination plumes. Of the two non-compliant properties one abuts the Site and has a
contaminant plume which appears to extend onto the Site.

Although not considered RECs, Ransom identified the following potential environmental AOCs in
connection with the Site:

1. Prior to 1928, the Site reportedly was not connected to the municipal sewer system;
wastes generated on-site (industrial or otherwise) are presumed to have been discharged
to Beaver Brook, which traverses the Site;

2. Upgradient historic industrial properties are known to have directed industrial wastewater
to Beaver Brook, upstream from where the brook crosses the Site;

3. In addition to the known potential CVOC plume sources cited above, the Site is
abutted/neighbored by several properties with land uses that are of potential
environmental concerns;

4. The presence of transformers labelled as PCB containing;
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5. Based on the age of the building and Ransom’s observations during our Site
reconnaissance, there is the potential for the presence of hazardous building materials in
the buildings on the Site, including asbestos-containing materials, LBP, PCB-containing
fluorescent light ballasts and paint, mercury-containing fluorescent lamps, and other
universal wastes. These materials will require proper abatement and disposal if the Site
building is renovated or demolished in the future.

6. The reported presence of oil-stained concrete floors within the building, the
undocumented characteristics of those oils, and the history of PCB release(s) to portions
of the Site which, historically, can be present in various oils.

Included as identified RECs, this assessment has revealed the following CREC in connection with the
Site:

1. The presence of PCB-impacted soils in the vicinity of the boiler house, and the associated
AUR covering a courtyard apparently used for shipping and receiving.

7.3 Opinions

Based on the information obtained during this assessment, Ransom concludes that additional
investigations to address the above identified RECs and potential environmental concerns are warranted.
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8.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the information obtained during this assessment, Ransom concludes that additional
investigations are warranted. Ransom recommends the following to address the identified RECs and
areas of potential environmental concern for the Site:

1. The completion of a Phase Il ESA at the Site, including the advancement of soil borings,
installation of groundwater monitoring wells, and laboratory analyses of Site soils and
groundwater to assess and evaluate the identified RECs and areas of environmental
concern;

2. The identification/characterization of suspect OHM within the identified holding tank and
the subsequent pumping and appropriate off-site disposal of the contents; prior to the
subgrade tank being cleaned, assessed for discharges, and closed in compliance with
current NH DES requirements;

3. A screening-level assessment of concrete floors in areas potentially impacted by oils to
assess for the presence of PCBs at regulated concentrations; and

4, The inactive 12,000-gallon No. 2 oil UST should be excavated, pumped, cleaned,
assessed for discharges, and removed from the Site; in compliance with current NH DES
UST closure requirements. Because the tank is located within the AUR area, assessment
of soils to be disturbed during tank removal should be conducted prior to tank removal,
and a monitoring well should be installed adjacent to the tank to assess for potential
releases that may have impacted groundwater quality.

Ransom also provides the following non-scope recommendations:

1. A Hazardous Building Materials Inventory (HBMI) should be conducted at the Site, prior
to any planned renovation or demolition of the Site building; and
2. Ransom recommends removal and appropriate disposal of the remaining OHM containers
at the Site.
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9.0 ADDITIONAL SERVICES AND NON-SCOPE CONSIDERATIONS
9.1 Additional Services

No additional services beyond the standard scope of services prescribed by ASTM E 1527-13 were
requested by SWRPC and the City of Keene.

9.2 Non-Scope Considerations
The following environmental issues are outside the scope (non-scope considerations) of the standard

practice defined by ASTM E 1527-13. This Phase | ESA does not identify or evaluate these non-scope
considerations:

1. Asbestos-containing building materials;
2. PCBs in building materials;

3. Radon;

4. Lead-based paint;

5. Lead in drinking water;

6. Wetlands;

7. Regulatory compliance;

8. Cultural and historic resources;

9. Industrial hygiene;

10. Health and safety;

11. Ecological resources;
12. Endangered species;
13. Indoor air quality;
14. High-voltage power lines;
15. Biological agents; and
16. Mold.
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11.0 SIGNATURE(S) OF ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL(S)

We declare that, to the best of our professional knowledge and belief, we meet the definition of an

Environmental Professional as defined in 8312.10 of 40 CFR 312.

We have the specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a property of
the nature, history, and setting of the Site. We have developed and performed the all appropriate inquiries

in conformance with the standards and practices set forth in 40 CFR Part 312.

Environmental Professionals:

Bonnie A. Best
Project Scientist |1

- R

Stephen Dyer, P.E.
Senior Technical Reviewer

-~ Steven F. Rickerich, P.G.
- 2018.10.09 12:39:05 -04'00'
Steven F. Rickerich, P.G.
Program Manager, Principal-in-Charge
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APPENDIX A
Photograph Log

ASTM Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company Property
NH DES Site #199102028
80 Laurel Street
Keene, New Hampshire
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Photograph Log

Phoo 1 (5-2-18): The Siteuilding ' seen from Lurel Street.

Photo 2 (5-2-18): Front main entrance to the Site building.
Beaver Brook out of photo left. Second story contains office spaces. Drive on right accesses

northeast side of building, abu

tting former railroad corridor.
i

Photo 3 (5-2-18): Access to northeast side of Site building. The  Photo 4 (-2-18: Boiler house on left and associated chlmne,

boiler house and chimney located in background. Former boiler blow-down pit between. Portion of AUR area of Site.
railroad corridor on far right.

Photo 5 (5-2-18): AUR rea of Site and location of 12,000- Photo 6 (5—1): Foe ain S/iIIlng stto rea o

gallon No. 2 oil UST. Fill and vent beneath hatch. Former northern portion of Site building. Associated monitoring well in
railroad corridor on far right. foreground. Bridge over Beaver Brook in background.
Ransom Project 181.05004 Page 1 of 4
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Photograph Lo
e grap g

Phoo 7 (5-2-18): Vent remaining near former gasoline UST
area. Concrete bridge over Beaver Brook on left and portion of
Site building west of brook.

Photo 9 (—2—8): The Site s seen from northerly extent of
paved parking lot. Portion of Site building west of brook in
center background. Foster Street access way, background right.

i

Photo 11 (5-2-18): Beaver Brook running along southwest Site
boundary, Site building beyond. Lawn associated with abutting
residence, house out of photo right.

i

Photo 8 (5-2-18): Exterior of hazardous materials storage room.
Manhole at location of reported holding tank containing OHM.
Drum piped to condensation tank associated with compressor.

| hoto 10 (5——18) Myrtle Street access to Site Parking lot
beyond fence is former location of pond and area of identified
waste disposal, now used by landscaper for storage/staging.

Photo 12 (-18: Propane Ss in fenced area off souherl
extent of Site building on west side of brook. Foster Street and
abutting residences in background.

Ransom Project 181.05004
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Photograph Log

Pho 13 (5-2-18): Former assembly areas with trench drains
and concrete holding tanks associated with coolants.

Photo 15 (5-2-18): One of several areas of 'maining computer
monitors and other electronic wastes associated with recycling
company’s historic use of a portion of the Site building.

‘Photo 17 (5—2—18): One of three groundwater r'noniutorina wells
located within Site building. Installed during 2012 Phase 11
ESA.

Photo 14 (5-2-18): Contents associated with tenant (McMillin
Company) occupying small portion of southerly extent of Site
~ building.

o

containing three of the
multiple transforms within the Site building, signage indicating
PCB containing/contaminated dielectric fluid.

Photo 18 (5-2-18): Heat treatment area of Site building.
Several subgrade concrete structures, many containing liquid.

Ransom Project 181.05004
A:\2018\181.05004\Phase | ESA\Photo Log.docx
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Photograph Log

Photo 19 (5-2-18): Room off main boiler room inSite building.
Drums containing boiler treatments.

Photo 21 (5-2-18): Door leading to hazardous materials storage
room located in portion of Site building west of brook. Exterior
of room in photo 8.

Photo 23 (5-2-18): Portion of second floor office area.

Ransom Project 181.05004
A:\2018\181.05004\Phase | ESA\Photo Log.docx

Photo 20 (5-2-18): Interior of boiler room within 1955 portion
of Site building. 275-gallon AST on left associated with winter
boiler blow down effluent.

Photo 22 (5-2-18): Interior of hazardous materials storage
room. 330-gallon AST utilized to contain oily condensate
generated from operation of compressor.

Photo 24 (5:2—18): Large concrete subgrade structure
containing liquid.
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APPENDIX B
User Questionnaire and Owner Transaction Screen Questionnaire
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SANSOM

Consulting
En ineers
Scientists

User Questionnaire
ASTM E 1527-13 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

In order to qualify for one of Landowner Liability Protections (LLP) offered by the Small Business
Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001 (the “Brownfields Amendments”), the user
of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment must provide the following information (if available) to
the environmental professional. Failure to provide this information could result in a determination that
“all appropriate inquiry” is not complete.

Site Name: _Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company. 80 Laurel Street. Keene, NH
Ransom Project No. _181.05004.

Ransom Environmental Professional: Bonnie A. Best / John M. Ouellette

1. Environmental cleanup liens that are filed or recorded against the site (40 CFR 312.25)
Are you aware of any environmental cleanup liens against the property that are filed or recorded
under federal, tribal, state or local law?

Yes No X (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

2. Activity and land use limitations that are in place on the site or that have been filed or
recorded in a registry (40 CFR 312.26)
Are you aware of any AULs, such as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional
controls that are in place at the property and/or have been filed or recorded in a registry under
federal, tribal, state or local law?

Yes No_ 7~ (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment) 'DES* mlow}g‘

3. Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40 CFR
312.28)
As the user of this ESA do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the property
or nearby properties? For example, are you involved in the same line of business as the current or
former occupants of the property or an adjoining property so that you would have specialized
knowledge of the chemicals and processes used by this type of business?

Yes No % (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

4. Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the property if it were not
contaminated (40 CFR 312.29)
Does the purchase price being paid for this property reasonably reflect the fair market value of the
property? If you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower purchase
price is because contamination is known or believed to be present at the property?

Yes No (if No, provide additional information on attachment)

P:\2018\181.05004\Phase | ESA\Phase | ESA User Questionnaire.doc 1
5/10/2018



5. Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property (40 CFR
312.30)
Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property that
would help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative of releases or threatened
releases? For example, as a user,

a) Do you know the past uses of the property? Yes_)(_ No

b) Do you know of specific chemicals that are present or once were present at the property?
Yes No_’L_

¢) Do you know of spills or other chemical releases that have taken place at the property?
Yes No_)(

d) Do you know of any environmental cleanups that have taken place at the property?
v X No_ PESH (qd|02028

(If Yes for any of these questions, provide additional information on attachment)
6. The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the property,
and the ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 CFR 312.31)

As the user of this ESA, based on your knowledge and experience related to the property are there
any obvious indicators that point to the presence or likely presence of contamination at the property?

Yes No A (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

User:

The following user was interviewed to complete this questionnaire:

Name: .‘Z*ﬂ‘- LAMES
Title: kowm | ?Iam*;n? Vicector
Firm: Cyol [Leene

Relationship to Site:

Interviewer:
The following Ransom staff completed the interview:

Name: Date:

Signature:

P:\2018\181.05004\Phase | ESA\Phase | ESA User Questionnaire.doc 2
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Supplemental Comment Page
User Questionnaire
ASTM E 1527-13 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

Question No. Additional Comments
7 AUR.  Cecorded 1M \A99 . Somboen Head 2 A*ssocia"{fﬁ
letlee  atiuehed

5(&) L(.ZCM—U(J associated Wit AR noTed
aloove .
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Sanborn, .Hea.d & Associates
e RECEIVED

REC~- ey APR 12 108

April 9, 1999 | "~ DEPARTMENT OF

File No. 1521 APR ¥NVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
DEr.

Mr. Ralph Wickson ENV’ROM..;,

Waste Management Division
New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services

6 Hazen Drive
P.O. Box 95
Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095

Re: Activity and Use Restriction
Kingsbury Corporation Site (DES # 199102028)

Keene, New Hampshire

Dear Mr. Wickson:

Enclosed please find a full copy of the Activity and Use Restriction (AUR) for the subject project
as recorded in the Cheshire County Registry of Deeds. As indicated previously, the second page of
this document was missing from our original submittal of February 22, 1999.

Should you have any questions please do note hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,
SANBORN, 2 OZATES, INC.

Patl M. Sa
Principal

JO/PMS:jo

cc:  John Cookson, Kingsbury Corporation

Thomas Doyle, Esq., Pierce Atwood
S:\Data\1 521\99files\0409NHDES tr.wpd

Paul M. Sanborn v Charles L. Head v R, Scott Shillaber
Charles A. Crocetti a Mathew A. DiPilato o Daniel B. Carr v Duncan W. Wood

Sanborn, Head & Assogiates, inc.
6 Garvins Falls Road m Concard, New Hampshire 03301
fFax (603) 229-1919 m Phone (603) 229-1900
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ACTIVITY AND USE RESTRICTIONS

The following activity and use restrictions are hereby placed upon a portion of the property
belonging to KINGSBURY CORPORATION, a New Hampshire Corporation (“Owner/Grantor™),
located at 80 Laurel Street in Keene, New Hampshire. The 80 Laurel Street property appears on the
plan entitled “Kingsbury Corporation 80 Laurel Street Property, Keene, New Hampshire, Site Plan,
prepared by Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc., September 1998, attached as Exhibit A, said
property being the premises conveyed by warranty deed at Book ,Page ____,recorded in the
County Registry of Deeds. This property has been assigned site number 199102028 by the New

Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (“NHDES™).

The area subject to the activity and use restrictions consists of a portion of the 80 Laurel Street
property as shown on the plan entitled “Kingsbury Corporation Keene, New Hampshire, Activity and
Use Restriction, PCB-Containing Soil Area, prepared by Sanbom, Head & Associates, Inc..
September 1998" (Exhibit B) being a parcel of land in Keene, Cheshire County, New Hampshire (the

“Site™), and is described as follows:

Commencing at a stone bound on the southerly sideline of Water Street, said point being the
northeasterly comer of land now or formerly of Kingsbury Machine Tool Corp. and the
northwesterly corner of the property of the City of Keene (formerly Boston and Maine

Corporation); thence

S 49°10' 30" E, a distance of 655.34 feet by said land of the City of Keene to a point of
beginning; thence

S 49°10' 30" E, a distance of 127.08 feet by said land of the City of Keene to a point at the
extension northeasterly of the westerly exterior wall of the existing brick boiler house; thence

S 40° 24' 54" W, a distance of 50.27 feet by said extension and said wall to a wall corner;
thence

S 49°35' 06" E, a distance of 8.64 feet by an exterior building wall to a wall corner; thence
S 39° 50" 55" W, a distance of 18.04 feet by said wall to a wall corner: thence
N 49°03' 57" W, adistance of 34.76 feet by said wall 10 a wall corner: thence
N 40° 33" 42" E, a distance of 31.89 feet by said wall 10 a wall corner: thence

N 48° 58 08" W. adistance of §1.46 [ect by said wall 1o a wall corner; thence

]
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N 40°47' 40" E, a distance of 35.96 feet by said wall and the extension of said wall to the point
of beginning.

Said area contains 6,222 square feet.

The Site consists of a portion of the 80 Laurel Street property which was previously unpaved.
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were detected in surficial soil samples collected from this area.
Soil was excavated from soil sampling areas where PCBs were detected at concentrations greater
than 20 mg/kg, and then properly disposed off-site. The excavations were backfilled with imporied
granular soil material and the area was paved with asphalt providing a cap over the entire Site.

The purpose of these Activity and Use Restrictions is to limit direct human exposures to PCBs
which were detecied in soii ai the Site. These restrictions shall continue and run with the land until
expressly modified or terminated by or on behalf of NHDES and notice of such modification or
termination shall be recorded in the Registry of Deeds within 30 days of Owner’s receipt of NHDES
approval. These Activity and Use Restrictions shall be incorporated either in full or by reference into
all subsequent deeds, easements, mortgages, leases, licenses, occupancy agreements, or any other
instruments conveying an interest in or a right to use that portion of the 80 Laurel Street property

containing the Site.

Restricted Uses and Activities: Excavation or intrusive work which disturbs or otherwise
impacts the integrity of the asphalt cap at the Site shall not be undertaken unless the following
activities occur:

a) Development of a site-specific Health and Safety Plan by a qualified health and

safety professional prior to excavation or intrusive work in the Site area. The plan
shall meet all applicable requirements of health and safety regulations in force at

that time.

b) Engineering controls will be employed. as necessary, to limit the potential for
releases of contaminants to soil, groundwater or air. and the work shall be
monitored by a firm or individual having appropriate environmental expertise.

c)  Afier excavation or intrusive work activities are completed, the Owner or its agent
shall promptly restore the asphalt-cap. or equivalent barrier.

d)  Soil and waste management practices for excavated materials, if any, shall comply
with all applicable regulations and standards.

Obligations and Conditions: Owner shall maintain the asphait cap. or an cquivalent barricr.
in good repair.

2
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KINGSBURY CORPORATION
a New Hampshire Corporauon

7-/(7 i/ L ?\[\’M/‘n

Name( James L. Koslira
Its: Presidewt ¢ C.£.0, v

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

State of New Hampshire

County of _ cheshire

On this _4thday of _ January , 1999, before me, Dianne M. Tisdale , the
undersigned officers, James L. Koontz & John S. Cookson , personally appeared
and acknowledged themselves to be the pregj and Secre of Kingsbury
Corporation, a New Hampshire Corporation, and that they as such being authorized to do so,
executed the foregoing instrument for the purposes therein contained, by signing their names on
behalf of the Corporation.

In witness whereof | hereunder set my hand and official seal. r\

@\C\Jm\\« &\\ \er\

Notary Public/Justiee-of the Peace

My commission expires A\G\R \ DCT I

Sadatat 1521198 131es\0916AUR
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User Questionnaire
ASTM E 1527-13 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment

In order to qualify for one of Landowner Liability Protections (LLP) offered by the Small Business
Liability Relief and Brownfields Revitalization Act of 2001 (the “Brownfields Amendments”), the user
of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment must provide the following information (if available) to
the environmental professional. Failure to provide this information could result in a determination that
“all appropriate inquiry” is not complete.

Site Name: Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company. 80 Laurel Street, Keene. NH
Ransom Project No. 181.05004.012
Ransom Environmental Professional: Bonnie A. Best/ John M. Quellette

1. Environmental cleanup liens that are filed or recorded against the site (40 CFR 312.25)
Are you aware of any environmental cleanup liens against the property that are filed or recorded

under federal, tribal, state gt local law?
Yes No ;‘Z (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

2. Activity and land use limitations that are in place on the site or that have been filed or

recorded in a registry (40 CFR 312.26)
Are you aware of any AULs, such as engineering controls, land use restrictions or institutional

controls that are in pl;ea?t the property and/or have been filed or recorded in a registry under

federal, tribal, state or logal law?

Yes No (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

3. Specialized knowledge or experience of the person seeking to qualify for the LLP (40 CFR
312.28)
As the user of this ESA do you have any specialized knowledge or experience related to the property
or nearby properties? For example, are you involved in the same line of business as the current or
former occupants of the property or an adjoining property so that you would have specialized
knowledge of the chemicals and processes used by this type of business?

Yes No (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

4. Relationship of the purchase price to the fair market value of the property if it were not
contaminated (40 CFR 312.29)
Does the purchase price being paid for this property reasonably reflect the fair market value of the
property? If you conclude that there is a difference, have you considered whether the lower purchase
price is because contamingfion is known or believed to be present at the property?

Yes No (if No, provide additional information on attachment)

C\Users\JEC\Downloads\Phase 1 ESA User Questionnaire.doc 1
8/3/2018



5. Commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property (40 CFR
312.30)
Are you aware of commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information about the property that

would help the environmental professional to identify conditions indicative f releases or threatened
releases? For example, as a user, /

a) Do you know the past uses of the property? Yes No

b) Do you know of specific ci€micals that are present or once were present at the property?
Yes No
¢) Do you know of spills ordther chemical releases that have taken place at the property?

Yes No
d) Do you know of any enyigénmental cleanups that have taken place at the property?
S 0 é

Ye N

(If Yes for any of these questions, provide additional information on attachment)

6. The degree of obviousness of the presence or likely presence of contamination at the property,
and the ability to detect the contamination by appropriate investigation (40 CFR 312.31)
As the user of this ESA, baséd on your knowledge and experience related to the property are there
any obvious indicators point to the presence or likely presence of contamination at the property?

Yes No (if Yes, provide additional information on attachment)

User:
The following user was interviewed to complete this questionnaire:
Name: ,@\ LAY \s -7;\ t\o C_CLA-L\‘\"

Tile:  Owner| manc gen

Firm: J{J,&Foblg/ar Aga dsiboa 1 o

Relationship to Site: Q) NLA

Interviewer:

The following Ransom staff completed the interview: A ML £y s CONeR
-
Name: <2VFS’VaL) ~ - QWC&“R@#‘ Date: X [2eif

L 2~
Signature: =1

v
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Supplemental Comment Page
User Questionnaire
ASTM E 1527-13 Phase I Environmental Site Assessment
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Description of Site: Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company

Address: 80 Laurel Street, Keene, New Hampshire

Date:

Question Owner’

Occupants
(if applicable)

Observed
During Site

Visit

la. Is the property used for an industrial use? Yes

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

1b. Is any adjoining property used for an industrial Yes
use?

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

2a. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes
prior knowledge that the property has been used
for an industrial use in the past?

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

2b. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes
prior knowledge that any adjoining property has
been used for an industrial use in the past?

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

D) B B 6P

3a. Is the property used as a gasoline station, motor Yes
repair facility, commercial printing facility, dry
cleaners, photo developing laboratory, junkyard
or landfill, or as a waste treatment, storage,
disposal, processing, or recycling facility (if
applicable, identify which)?

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

3b. Is any adjoining property used as a gasoline vés_
station, motor repair facility, commercial printing
facility, dry cleaners, photo developing
laboratory, junkyard or landfill, or as a waste
treatment, storage, disposal, processing, or
recycling facility (if applicable, identify which)?

&

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

4a. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes 0
prior knowledge that the property has been used
as a gasoline station, motor repair facility,
commercial printing facility, dry cleaners, photo
developing laboratory, junkyard or landfill, or as
a waste treatment, storage, disposal, processing, or
recycling facility (if applicable, identify which)?

N

Unk

Yes No Unk

Yes

Ransom Environmental Consultants Unk = "unknown" or "no response"
P\2018\181.05004\PHASE T ESA\TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE.DOC
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Question Owner’

Occupants
(if applicable)

Observed
During Site
Visit

4b. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes Unk
prior knowledge that any adjoining property has

been used as a gasoline station, motor repair
facility, commercial printing facility, dry cleaners,
photo developing laboratory, junkyard or landfill,
or as a waste treatment, storage, disposal,
processing, or recycling facility (if applicable,
identify which)?

Yes

No Unk

Yes No

Sa. Are there currently any damaged or discarded Yes @ Unk
automotive or industrial batteries, pesticides,
paints, or other chemicals in individual containers
of>5 gal (19 L) in volume or 50 gal (190 L) in the
aggregate, stored on or used at the property or at
the facility?

Yes

No Unk

Yes No

5b. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes Unk
prior knowledge that there have been previously (
any damaged or discarded automotive or
industrial batteries, pesticides, paints, or other
chemicals in individual containers of >5 gal (19 L)
in volume or 50 gal (190 L) in the aggregate,

stored on or used at the property or at the facility?

Yes

Yes No

6a. Are there currently any industrial drums (typically | Yes (Q Unk
55 gal (208 L)) or sacks of chemicals located on
the property or at the facility?

Yes

Yes No

6b. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes No /U;k\
prior knowledge that there have been previously
any industrial drums (typically 55 gal (208 L)) or
sacks of chemicals located on the property or at
the facility?

Yes

Yes No

Ta. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes No @
prior knowledge that fill dirt has been brought
onto the property that originated from a
contaminated site?

Yes

Yes No

7b. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes No Unk
prior knowledge that fill dirt has been brought
onto the property that is of an unknown origin?

Yes

Yes No

8a. Are there currently any pits, ponds, or lagoons Yes @ Unk
located on the property in connection with waste
treatment or waste disposal?

Yes

Yes No

Ransom Environmental Consultants Unk = "unknown" or "no response”
P:\2018\181.05004\PHASE I ESA\TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE.DOC
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Question

Owner’

Occupants
(if applicable)

Observed
During Site

Visit

8b.

Did you observe evidence or do you have any
prior knowledge that there have been previously,
any pits, ponds, or lagoons located on the
property in connection with waste treatment or
waste disposal?

Yes

'

Yes

No Unk

Yes

No

9a.

Is there currently any stained soil on the property?

Yes

o )

Yes

Yes

9b.

Did you observe evidence or do you have any
prior knowledge that there has been previously,
any stained soil on the property?

Yes

Yes

No Unk

Yes

10a.

Are there currently any registered or unregistered
storage tanks (above or underground) located on
the property?

Yes

No

]

Yes

Yes

10b.

Did you observe evidence or do you have any
prior knowledge that there have been previously,
any registered or unregistered storage tanks
(above or underground) located on the property?

Yes

&

Yes

Yes

11a.

Are there currently any vent pipes, fill pipes, or
access ways indicating a fill pipe protruding from
the ground on the property or adjacent to any
structure located on the property?

Yes

U

$)

Yes

Yes

No

11b.

Did you observe evidence or do you have any
prior knowledge that there have been previously,
any vent pipes, fill pipes, or access ways
indicating a fill pipe protruding from the ground
on the property or adjacent to any structure
located on the property?

Yes

&

Yes

Yes

No

12a.

Is there currently evidence of leaks, spills or
staining by substances other than water, or foul
odors, associated with any flooring, drains, walls,
ceilings, or exposed grounds on the property?

Yes

Unk

Yes

No Unk

Yes

12b.

Did you observe evidence or do you have any
prior knowledge that there have been previously
any leaks, spills, or staining by substances other
than water, or foul odors, associated with any
flooring drains, walls, ceilings or exposed grounds
on the property?

Yes

Unk

Yes

Yes

13a.

If the property is served by a private well or
non-public water system, is there evidence or do
you have prior knowledge that contaminants have
been identified in the well or system that exceed
guidelines applicable to the water system?

Yes

&

Yes

Yes

Ransom Environmental Consultants
P2018\181.05004\PHASE I ESA\TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE.DOC
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Question

Owner’

Occupants
(if applicable)

Observed
During Site
Visit

13b.

If the property is served by a private well or
non-public water system, is there evidence or do
you have prior knowledge that the well has been
designated as contaminated by any government
environmental/health agency?

Yes

Yes

No Unk

Yes No

14.

Does the owner or occupant of the property have
any knowledge of environmental liens or
governmental notification relating to past or
recurrent violations of environmental laws with
respect to the property or any facility located on
the property?

Yes

Yes

No Unk

15a.

Has the owner or occupant of the property been
informed of the past existence of hazardous
substances or petroleum products with respect to
the property or any facility located on the

property?

Yes

Yes

15b.

Has the owner or occupant of the property been
informed of the current existence of hazardous
substances or petroleum products with respect to
the property or any facility located on the

property?

Yes

G ¢ O ®

Yes

15c.

Has the owner or occupant of the property been
informed of the past existence of environmental
violations with respect to the property or any
facility located on the property?

Yes

Yes

15d.

Has the owner or occupant of the property been
informed of the current existence of
environmental violations with respect to the
property or any facility located on the property?

Yes

) &

Yes

16.

Does the owner or occupant of the property have
any knowledge of any environmental site
assessment of the property or facility that
indicated the presence of hazardous substances or
petroleum products on, or contamination of, the
property or recommended further assessment of
the property?

Yes

=

U

%

Yes

17.

Does the owner or occupant of the property know
of any past, threatened, or pending lawsuits or
administrative proceedings concerning a release
or threatened release of any hazardous substance
or petroleum products involving the property by
any owner or occupant of the property?

Yes

Unk

Yes

Ransom Environmental Consultants
P\2018\181.05004\PHASE I ESA\TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE.DOC
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Question Owner’ Occupants Observed
(if applicable) During Site
Visit
18a.  Does the property discharge waste water (not Yes @ Unk Yes No Unk Yes No
including sanitary waste or storm water) onto or
adjacent to the property and/or into a storm water
sewer system?
18b.  Does the property discharge waste water (not Yes @ Unk Yes No Unk Yes No
including sanitary waste or storm water) onto or
adjacent to the property and/or into a sanitary
sewer system?
7N\
19. Did you observe evidence or do you have any Yes No @ Yes No Unk Yes No
prior knowledge that any hazardous substances or
petroleum products, unidentified waste materials,
tires, automotive or industrial batteries or any
other waste materials have been dumped above
grade, buried and/or burned on the properiy? g
20. Is there a transformer, capacitor, or any hydraulic | Yes No Unk Yes No Unk Yes No
equipment for which there are any records
indicating the presence of PCBs?
Government Records/Historical Sources Inquiry
(See guide, Section 10)
21. Do any of the following Federal government record systems list the property or any property within the circumference of the
area noted below:
Approximate Minimum Search Distance,
miles (kilometers)
Federal NPL site list 1.0 (1.6) Yes No
Federal CERCLIS list 0.5(0.8) Yes No
Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site list property and adjoining properties Yes No
Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list 1.0 (1.6) Yes No
Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list 0.5 (0.8) Yes No
Federal RCRA generators list property and adjoining properties Yes No
Federal ERNS list property only Yes No
Ransom Environmental Consultants Unk = "unknown" or "no response" Page S of 8
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

22. Do any of the following state record systems list the property or any property within the circumference of the area noted
below:

Approximate Minimum Search Distance,
miles (kilometers)

State lists of hazardous waste sites identified for investigation

or remediation:
State-Equivalent NPL 1.0 (1.6) Yes No
State-Equivalent CERCLIS 0.5(0.8) Yes No
State landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists 0.5(0.8) Yes No
State leaking UST lists 0.5 (0.8) Yes No
State registered UST lists property and adjoining properties Yes Neo
23, Based upon a review of fire insurance maps 10.3.1.3 or consultation with the local fire department serving the property, all

as specified in the guide, are any buildings or other improvements on the property or on an adjoining property identified as
having been used for an industrial use or uses likely to lead to contamination of the property?

Yes No

The preparer of the transaction screen questionnaire must complete and sign the following. (For definition o "preparer" and
"user," see 5.3 or 3.3.28.) ‘

The Owner questionnaire was completed by:

Name B (Mt

Title: ON{\O\/I/ Fim: 4 AQOIU -~ ACG Uil wh o L
sweet: (200 (gang S o @G

City: M UMY )‘,M U State: /\) \r'\' Zip: 2| OD

Telephone Number: LQ 2)? —(a A\~ Yoo Date:  ( , \ (< \\‘| <

Preparet’s relationship to site: o Lun\@IN—

Preparer’s relationship to user (for example, principal, employee, agent, consultant): SN Zou

The Occupant questionnaire was completed by:

Name:

Title: Firm:

Street:

City: State: Zip:
Telephone Number: Date:

Preparer’s relationship to site:

Preparer’s relationship to user (for example, principal, employee, agent, consultant):

Ransom Environmental Consultants Unk = "unknown" or "no response” Page 6 of 8
P:\2018\181.05004\PHASE 1 ESA\TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE.DOC August 23, 2000




TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

The Site Visit questionnaire was completed by:

Name:

Title: Firm: Ransom Consulting, Inc.

Street: 112 Corporate Drive

City: Portsmouth State: New Hampsire Zip: 03801

Telephone Number: 603-436-1490 Date:

Preparer’s relationship to site:

Preparer’s relationship to user (for example, principal, employee, agent, consultant): consultant

The Government Records and Historical Sources Inquiry questionnaire was completed by:

Name:

Title: Firm: Ransom Consulting, Inc.

Street: 112 Corporate Drive

City: Portsmouth State: New Hampshire Zip: 03801

Telephone Number: 603-436-1490 Date:

Preparer’s relationship to site:

Preparer’s relationship to user (for example, principal, employee, agent, consultant): consultant

User’s relationship to the site (for example, owner, prospective purchaser, lender, etc.):

If the preparer(s) is different from the user, complete the following:

Name of User:

User's Street:

User's City: User's State: User's Zip:

User's Telephone Number:

Copies of the completed questionnaire have been filed at:

Ransom Consulting, Inc.
112 Corporate Drive
Portsmouth, NH 03801

Copies of the completed questionnaire have been mailed or delivered to:

Ransom Environmental Consultants Unk = "unknown" or "no response” Page 7 of 8
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TRANSACTION SCREEN QUESTIONNAIRE

Preparer represents that to the best of the preparer's knowledge the above statements and facts are true and correct and to
the best of the preparer's actual knowledge no material facts have been suppressed or misstated.

Date: @//8// %

Signature: Date:
Signature: Date:
Ransom Environmental Consultants Unk = "unknown" or "no response” Page 8 of 8
August 23, 2000
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ASTM Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company Property
NH DES Site #199102028
80 Laurel Street
Keene, New Hampshire

Ransom Consulting, Inc.
Project 181.05004



The State of New Hampshire
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Thomas S. Burack, Commissioner

October 14, 2013

Brian J. Thibeault
Kingsbury Acquisition LLC
300 Gay Street
Manchester, NH 03103

Subject: Keene - Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company, 80 Laurel Street,
DES Site #199102028, Project #8071

Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment, prepared by StoneHill Environmental, Inc.
and dated September 28, 2012

Dear Mr. Thibeault:

The New Hampshire Department of Environmental Setvices (Department) has reviewed the document
titled “Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (Site Assessment)”, prepared on behalf of TD Bank, N.A.
prior to the foreclosure auction for the former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company. Kingsbury Acquisitions,
LLC took title to the property located at 80 Laurel Street, Keene, NH on May 17, 2013. As the current
owner of the property, the Department requests the following actions based on the review of the Site
Assessment.

The Department notes that Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards (AGQS) have been exceeded at
seven of the on-site groundwater monitoring wells. Three of the newly installed monitoring wells (SHE-5,
SHE-6 and SHE-7) are located inside the building in the presumed downgradient location of various former
manufacturing and waste treatment operations. This indicates that a release of hazardous materials has
occurred at the site.

Based on groundwater exceeding AGQS, the Department requires that a site investigation (Sl) be
conducted in accordance with Env-Or 606.01, Site Investigation. In addition, the Department requests the
following actions:

Collect one additional round of groundwater samples from the on-site groundwater monitoring well
network. Analyze the samples for NHDES full list of analytes for volatile organics and 1,4-dioxane utilizing
a method that has a detection limit less than the AGQS for this compound.

The Department requests that the SI along with the supplemental groundwater monitoring be submitted to
the Department within 120 days in accordance with Env-Or 606.03(a).

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at the Waste Management Division.

Sincerely,

DMA—-)C o -

David C. Bowen, P.G.

Hazardous Waste Remediation Bureau
Tel:  (603) 271-2800

Fax: (603)271-2181

Email: david.bowen@des.nh.gov

ec: John Regan, DES
Keith DuBois, DES
Eric Teale, HTE
City of Keene Health Officer

DES Web Site: www.des.nh.gov
P.O. Box 95, 29 Hazen Drive, Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095
Telephone: (603) 271-2908 Fax: (603)271-2181 TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964




The State of New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services

Robert R. Scott, Commissioner

12/15/2017

BRIAN THIBEAULT
KINGSBURY ACQUISITION LLC
300 GAY ST

MANCHESTER, NH 03103-

Subject Site: KEENE, KINGSBURY ACQUISITION LLC, 80 LAUREL ST
DES Site # 199102028, UST Facility # 0110849

Reference: Underground Storage Tank Facility Inspection Report

On December 15, 2017 the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services, Waste Management
Division (DES) conducted an inspection of the underground storage tank (UST) system(s) at the subject
site. The inspection was conducted to determine the level of compliance with key elements of the New
Hampshire Code of Administrative Rules Env-Or 400 Underground Storage Facilities (UST Rules) and
Env-Or 500, Recovery of Gasoline Vapors. These rules were established for the purpose of reducing the
number of product releases to the environment from UST systems and to establish a leak detection
system which would alert a facility owner or operator before significant environmental damage and
economic loss occurs. The inspection conducted at this facility is part of the DES release prevention

effort.

Deficiencies noted during this inspection warrant your facility to be considered in substantial
non-compliance with applicable rules. This means they pose a threat of a release to the
environment and may result in a release going undetected. The following deficiency(ies) requires
your immediate attention:

GENERAL

Env-Or 404.05-07 requires a permit to operate and that the permit is permanently affixed on the facility
premises and visible to a DES inspector.

The field inspection revealed that the permit is not posted. If you are unable to locate your permit, a
replacement permit can be submitted to you upon request.

Please post the permit on the facility premises and submit in writing that the permit has been
posted.

Env-Or 405.01(g) requires that a UST certificate be permanently affixed and visible to the DES inspector
at the facility premises and RSA 146-C requires specific UST operator training postings and reporting,
and requires significant operational compliance with the release prevention and release detection
measures of the statute and Env-Or 400.

The DES inspector could not document that a certificate was posted.

Please post the UST certificate on the facility premises and submit in writing that the certificate

has been posted.

RSA 146-C:19 requires that monthly visual inspections be conducted by or under the direction of the
Class A or B operator at all underground storage tank facilities.

DES Web Site: www.des.nh.gov
P.O. Box 95, 29 Hazen Drive, Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095
Telephone: (603) 271-3899 Fax: (603)271-2181 TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964




KINGSBURY ACQUISITION LLC

DES Site # 199102028, UST Facility # 0110849
12/15/2017

Page 2 of 5

The DES inspector has determined that monthly inspections have not been consistently or
comprehensively conducted pursuant to statutory requirement.

Please conduct monthly visual inspections pursuant to the requirements of RSA 146-C:19 and
provide DES with a copy of the next inspection report.

RSA 146-C:17-21 requires that all regulated facilities in New Hampshire have designated Class A, B and
C operators who have been trained and certified in accordance with an approved training program.

The DES inspector has determined that the facility is not in significant operational compliance with
release prevention and release detection requirements, other requirements of RSA 146-C, or the
implementing rules.

The current Class B Operator shall be retrained and recertified In accordance with RSA 146-C:21
or a replacement Class B Operator shall be designated, and the owner shall report to DES in
accordance the requirements of RSA 146-C:17,V.

RSA 146-C:17-21 requires that all regulated facilities in New Hampshire have designated Class A, B and
C operators who have been trained and certified in accordance with an approved training program.

The DES inspector has determined that the facility is not in significant operational compliance with
release prevention and release detection requirements, other requirements of RSA 146-C, or the
implementing rules.

The current Class A Operator shall be retrained and recertified In accordance with RSA 146-C:21
or a replacement Class A Operator shall be designated, and the owner shall report to DES in
accordance the requirements of RSA 146-C:17,V.

RSA 146-C:17-21 requires that all regulated facilities in New Hampshire have designated Class A, B and
C operators who have been trained and certified in accordance with an approved training program.

The DES inspector could not document that a Class B operator Statement of Training meeting the
requirements of RSA 146-C:17 1l was submitted to DES.

Please provide a Statement of Training listing the Class B operator for the facility pursuant to the
requirements of RSA 146-C:17,ll to DES.

RSA 146-C:17-21 requires that all regulated facilities in New Hampshire have designated Class A, B and
C operators who have been trained and certified in accordance with an approved training program.

The DES inspector could not document that a Class A operator Statement of Training meeting the
requirements of RSA 146-C:17,1l was submitted to DES.

Please provide a Statement of Training listing the Class A operator for the facility pursuant to the
requirements of RSA 146-C:17,ll to DES.

RSA 146-C:17-21 requires that all regulated facilities in New Hampshire have designated Class A, B and
C operators who have been trained and certified in accordance with an approved training program.

The DES inspector could not document that Facility Response Guidelines meeting the requirements of
RSA 146-C:17 lll was posted.

Please post the Facility Operator Response Guidelines pursuant to the requirements of RSA 146-
C:17,lll and notify DES in writing when complete.

RSA 146-C:17-21 requires that all regulated facilities in New Hampshire have designated Class A, B and
C operators who have been trained and certified in accordance with an approved training program.

The DES inspector could not document that a listing of Class C operator(s) meeting the requirements of
RSA 146-C:17,IV was posted.



KINGSBURY ACQUISITION LLC

DES Site # 199102028, UST Facility # 0110849
12/15/2017
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Please post the listing of Class C operators assigned to the facility pursuant to the requirements
of RSA 146-C:17,1V and notify the DES in writing when complete.

TANK #6 (Containing #2 HEATING OIL with Capacity of 12000 gallons)

Env-Or 503.01 requires that the owner or operator of a gasoline storage tank with a capacity equal to or
greater than 250 gallons shall equip the tank with a submerged fill tube, install the submerged fill tube
with a clearance of 4 to 6 inches between the bottom of the tank and the highest opening of the
submerged fill tube and utilize a submerged fill tube to fill the tank.

The DES inspector could not document that the highest exit point of the drop tube is within 4 to 6 inches
from the bottom of the tank.

Please provide drop tube replacement records for this tank system.

Env-Or 406.17 requires corrosion protection systems be tested within six (6) months of installation and
every three (3) years thereafter. Also, monitors for impressed current systems shall be inspected every
60 days to ensure equipment is running properly.

The DES inspector has determined that the tank corrosion protection system test report was not
submitted.

Please provide a corrosion protection system test report to DES or permanently close the UST

system.

Env-Or 406.17 requires corrosion protection systems be tested within six (6) months of installation and
every three (3) years thereafter. Also, monitors for impressed current systems shall be inspected every
60 days to ensure equipment is running properly.

The tank corrosion protection system test report did not contain all the information required by DES.
Please provide a corrosion protection system test report containing all the information required
by Env-Or 406.17.

Env-Or 405.06 requires overfill protection devices be installed and maintained in good working order on

all UST systems.

Could not verify that the overfill protection device was installed at the required 90% alert or 95% shut off
level.

Please provide overfill protection installation (including measurements and pictures) at the 90%

alert and 95% shut off level.

Env-Or 405.08 requires continuous leak monitoring of double wall tank systems and Env-Or 406.20
requires annual leak monitoring system testing for proper operation.

The leak monitor was not tested annually.

Please provide monitor annual test results.

Env-Or 405.08 requires continuous leak monitoring of double wall tank systems and Env-Or 406.20
requires annual leak monitoring system testing for proper operation.

The DES inspector could not verify that the leak monitor for the tank system listed was continuously
performing. Any malfunction must be repaired within 15 working days or the affected systems shall be
temporary closed (all product removed to less than 1-inch) until satisfactory repairs are made.

Please provide monitor replacement or maintenance results, and/or indication that the system is

temporarily closed.
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Env-Or 405.08 requires continuous leak monitoring of double wall tank systems and Env-Or 406.20
requires annual leak monitoring system testing for proper operation.

The DES inspector has determined that the visual/audible alarm was not working or working properly on
the leak monitor console.

Please provide monitor replacement or maintenance results.

Env-Or 406.08 requires leak monitoring equipment and devices to be maintained in good working order
to continuously perform their original design function and Env-Or 406.20 requires annual testing proper
operation.

The DES inspector has determined that the annual monitor test documentation was not available for the
tank leak monitoring equipment and devices.

Please provide release detection test results records or close this system.

Env-Or 405.09 and 406.08 require leak monitoring for piping be properly installed and continuously
operate. The low point sump and leak monitoring system must be maintained pursuant to the
requirements of Env-Or 406.08. Additionally, Env-Or 407.05(d) and Saf-C 6000 requires that UST
system components be installed in accordance with fire code requirements.

The leak monitor sensor for piping was not accessible.

The leak monitor sensor for piping was not accessible. Please access sump and verify sensor
operation and location on bottom or notify DES that tank system is temporarily closed.

Env-Or 406.20 requires annual leak monitoring system testing and reporting.
The annual test documentation was not available for the piping leak monitoring equipment and devices.
Please provide leak monitoring test results.

Env-Or 405.11 and 406.12 requires owners of pressurized piping without secondary containment and
leak monitoring to conduct tightness testing. Pipe pressure tightness tests shall have a detection limit
equivalent to 0.1 gallon per hour at 1.5 times operating pressure.

The DES inspector has determined that the annual tightness testing was not conducted or submitted.
Please provide tightness test documentation to DES or close this piping system.

Env-Or 405.11 and 406.12 requires owners of pressurized piping without secondary containment and
leak monitoring to conduct tightness testing. Pipe pressure tightness tests shall have a detection limit
equivalent to 0.1 gallon per hour at 1.5 times operating pressure.

The DES inspector has determined that the 3 year tightness testing was not conducted or submitted.
Please provide tightness test documentation to DES or close this piping system.

The above noted deficiencies must be corrected within 30 days of the date of this inspection. To
verify that the proper corrective measures were taken, documentation, in the form of a report from the
certified technician that effected the repair, testing results, invoices, inventory records, photographs, etc.,
indicating the date and description of the corrective measures taken must be submitted to DES within
45 days of the date of this inspection. Please be advised that failure to correct the deficiencies in a
proper and timely manner will result in DES proceeding under the DES Compliance Assurance
Response Policy to determine an appropriate enforcement response. Please note that New Hampshire
RSA 125-C and 146-C authorize permit revocation, administrative fines not to exceed $2,000 per
violation, administrative orders, delivery prohibition, injunctive relief, and civil penalties not to exceed
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$10,000 per violation per day of continuing violation, and $25,000 for each continued day of a repeat
violation.

Your signature below acknowledges that you were briefed by DES staff concerning the noted
deficiencies. Should you have any questions concerning the content of this letter, please contact me in
the Waste Management Division of DES at (603) 271-3899. DES appreciates your willingness to comply

with the UST program in an effort to preserve New Hampshire’s environment.

Sincerely,

12/15/2017
STEVE SCOTTON, Inspector Date
12/15/2017
BRIAN THIBEAULT, Facility Manager Date
Important Dates
Requirement Tanks Next Date Due Frequency
Tank Leak Monitor Test 6 Past Due Annual
LLD Function Check N/A N/A Annual
Tank Corrosion Protection Test 6 Past Due Every 3 years
Piping Corrosion Protection Test N/A N/A Every 3 years
Fittings Corrosion Protection Test N/A N/A Every 3 years
Spill Bucket Tightness Testing 6 12/22/2017 Every 3 years
Overfill Testing 6 12/22/2017 Every 3 years
Primary Containment System Tightness N/A N/A Every 3 years
Test
Operator Monthly Checklist Monthly
LEE GRAY - A Operator Training Past Due Every 2 years
LEE GRAY - B Operator Training Past Due Every 2 years




January 341993
Mr. Tom Beaulieu % R
NH Department of Environmental Services % : %08 1933
Waste Management Division ™ Dicnsi 502HT OF
6 Hazen Drive \ng" s 2
Concord, NH 03301 EMMIBONMENTAL SERVICES

0
Dear Mr. Beaulieu: Cé

On November 22, 1992 Total Waste Management Corp. cleaned and removed one 1000 gallon
gasoline tank, and performed an assessment for an underground storage tank closure as required
by Env-Ws 411.18 at Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St., Keene, NH.

Conclusions

It is our conclusion based on the data following that there is evidence of contamination in excess
of the remediation goals of the New Hampshire Interim Policy for the Management of Soils
Contaminated by Spills/Releases of Virgin Petroleum Products. Groundwater taken from the
excavation showed BTEX constituents although observed levels were below MCL levels. In
accordance with the requirements of Env-Ws 412, Total Waste Management Corp. recommends
further investigation to determine the extent of contamination and appropriate remedial action.

Total Waste Management Corp. requests to receive a copy of correspondence relative to this
report.

Sincerely,

NE (4 s

Jean E. Holbrook,
Compliance Manager,
Asst. General Manager
cc:  Ralph Worden
Kingsbury Machine Tool
80 Laurel St.
Keene, NH 03431

ENSITEXKINGSBUR.DOC

Total Waste Management Corp, 142 River Rd,, Newington, NH 03801
e« BOO-932-5200 (NH) s B03-431-2420 o e 800-345-4525 (NE) »



Total Waste Management Corp.
Assessment for UST Closure

On November 22, 1992 Total Waste Management Corp. cleaned and removed one 1000 gallon
gasoline tank, and performed an assessment for an underground storage tank closure as required
by Env-Ws 411.18 at Kingsbury Cotp., 80 Laurel St., Keene, NH. Attached is a site diagram
showing the location of the tank, field readings, and analysis. All test methods are in accordance
with the attached methods description sheet.

The 1000 gallon gasoline tank was in fair condition with no apparent holes. This tank will not
be replaced. The excavation was 20' long, 15' wide, and 11' deep with a strong odor of gasoline
and water at the bottom. Headspace tests were high and as the soil was removed the readings
became higher and the odor stronger. A headspace reading observed 11' below grade was 572
ppm. Composite headspace tests on the sidewalls showed readings from 8 ppm to 30 ppm.

Two discrete soil and one water sample were taken from the excavation. The excavation was
lined with poly sheet as a marker and was backfilled with contaminated soil. The placement of
the contaminated soil back into the excavation was approved by Tom Beaulieu of the NHDES.
No further excavation was attempted due to the high readings and limited space, and the
contaminated soil was backfilled pending a final disposition due to limited space for stockpiling
and a concern for access room for emergency equipment. Results of laboratory analysis were:

Excavation Bottom Under Vent Line Ex i ttom Under Fill Lin
BTEX BTEX

Benzene 2496 pglkg  MTBE 149 ug/kg

Ethylbenzene 4154 pg/kg

Xylenes 13519 pg/kg

(Detect Limit 50 pg/kg) (Detect Limit 50 ug/kg)
TPH 133721 pg/kg TPH

(Detect Limit 500 pg/kg)

Excavation Bottom Water
BTEX

Toluene 551 pg/L

Ethylbenzene <250 pg/L

m-Xylene 3459 ng/L

o&p-Xylene 3130 ug/L
TPH 397167 pg/L.

Steve Pruett, Technician

dEYle—

Jean E. Holbrook
Assistant General Manager

EASITEKKINGSBUR DOC
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ALL READINGS ARE HEQDSPACE TESTS ®

|
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195 Commerce Way
Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03801

603-436-5111

%%5;:&_5%%3 environmental
%4 , ] J\/ laboratory inc.
Ms. Jean Holbrook December 3, 1992
Total Waste Management
142 River Road
Newington, NH 03801
Re: Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St., 574 3185
Keene, NH
Enclosed are the results of the analyses on your sample(s). Please see individual reports for specific
methodologies and references.
If you have any further questions on the analytical methods or these results, do not hesitate to call.
11/18092 6 Under Vent SUC Line EPA 8020 & Modified EPA 8015 ~—
7 Under Fill EPA 8020 & Modified EPA 8015 -
8 Bottom of Hole EPA 602 & Modified EPA 8015

30310-01
30310-02 11/18/92
30310-03  11/18/92
Analytics Environmental Laboratory is certified by the states of New Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts,
New Jersey, and Florida. A list of actual certified tests is available upon request.
Kenneth W. Teague, Pmn%g

Authorized signature !
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%':‘":_—:.—.—;E}:é_.?: &:-_E-_-—;ij-f_f environmental
_“ N N / laboratory Inc.
Ms. Jean Holbrook
Total Waste Management
142 River Road

Newington, NH 03801

CLIENT SAMPLE ID

Client Project: Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St., Keene,
NH

Project Number: 574 3185

195 Commerce Way
Portsmouth. New Hampshire 03801

603-436-5111

December 3, 1992

—— SAMPLE DATA

Lab #:

30310-01

Matrix: Soil
Percent Solid: 57

Dilution Factor: 100
Collection Date: 11/18/92

Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Analysis Date: 11/30/92

Station ID: 6 Under Vent SUC Line
ANALYTICAL RESULTS PURGEABLE AROMATICS
Detection Limit: Result:
COMPOUND ng/kg pg/kg
Benzene 500 2496 —
Toluene 500 ND
Ethylbenzene 500 4254
m-Xylene 500 8535
oép-Xylene 500 4984
Methyl t-butyl ether 500 ND

Surrogate Standard Recovery

d4-1,2-Dichloroethane
d8-Toluene
Bromofluorobenzene

*%
*%
*%

ND=None Detected  <=Less than  >=Greater than PR=Present but not calibrated for

METHODOLOGY: Water sample analysis was conducted according to "40 CFR Part 136,
Modified EPA Method 624" and other matrices were analyzed according to
"Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Modified SW-846 Method 8240."

COMMENTS: Detection limits increased due to dilution factor., Results are

expressed on a dry weight basis.

out.

Authorized signature

* The surrogates were diluted



=f= ===== . 195 Commerce Way
BES === S T es e environmental Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03801
B Sl It , 1INV laboratory inc. 6034365111

Ms. Jean Holbrook December 2,.1992
Total Waste Management
142 River Road
Newington, NH 03801
Lab #: 30310-01
. <l . Matrix: Soil
Client Project: I%negsel?uNr% Corp., 80 Laurel St., Pgrcgnt Solid: 57
Proiect Number: Dilution Factor: 50
roject Number: 574 3185 Collection Date: 11/18/92
Station ID: 6 Under Vent SUC Line Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Extraction Date: 11/20/92
Analysis Date: 11/21/92
GASOLINE ANALYSIS
Sample Result Units Detection Limit
30310-01 133721 ug/kg 2500 —

Methodology: Water samples prepared by Purge & Trap, EPA Method 5030; other matrices ,——
prepared by Methanol Extraction followed by Purge & Trap, EPA Method
5030. All matrices were analyzed according to "Test Methods for Evaluating
Solid Waste, Mod. SW-846 Method 8015."

Comments:

Detection limits increased due to dilution factor. Results are expressed on a
dry weight basis.

Authorized signature Ym\m\k‘r\m WY Tsagoe

Kenneth W. Teague, Prestdent. @2



environmental

Ms. Jean Holbrook
Total Waste Management
142 River Road

Newington, NH 03801

loboratory Inc.

CLIENT SAMPLE ID

Client Project:

Project Number: 574 3185
Station ID:

Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St., Keene,
NH

7 Under Fill

195 Commerce Woy

Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03801
603-436-5111
December 3, 1992
SAMPLE DATA
Lab #: 30310-02
Matrix: Soil
Percent Solid: 77
Dilution Factor: 10
Collection Date: 11/18/92
Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Analysis Date: 11/30/92

ANALYTICAL RESULTS PURGEABLE AROMATICS

Detection Limit: Result:
COMPOUND pg/kg ng/’kg
Benzene 50 ND
Toluene 50 ND
Ethylbenzene 50 ND
m-Xylene 50 ND
o&p-Xylene 50 ND
Methyl t-butyl ether 50 149
Surrogate Standard Recovery
d4-1,2-Dichloroethane 77%
d8-Toluene 84%
Bromofluorobenzene 75%
ND=None Detected  <=Lessthan  >=Greater than = PR=Present but not calibrated for

METHODOLOGY: Water sample analysis was conducted according to "40 CFR Part 136,
Modified EPA Method 624" and other matrices were analyzed according to
"Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Modified SW-846 Method 8240."
Results are

COMMENTS: Detection limits increased due to dilution factor.
expressed on a dry weight basis.

Authorized signature

Kenneth W. Teague, Presi



195 Commerce Way

== .—.E'_‘_é,_é’_ﬁ.?;——'::é_ environmental B
FINALY IINow | oaovne S et
Ms. Jean Holbrook December 2, 1992
Total Waste Managernent
142 River Road
Newington, NH 03801
Lab #: 30310-02
Client Project: Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St., ’l!\;[atnx: .eq. Soil
Keene. NH ercent Solid: 77
Proiect N . ’ Dilution Factor: 10
roject Number: 574 3185 Collection Date: 11/18/92
Station ID: 7 Under Fill Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92

Extraction Date: 11/20/92
Analysis Date: 11/21/92

GASOLINE ANALYSIS

Sample Result Units Detection Limit
30310-02 ND ug/kg 500
ND denotes none detected.

Methodology: Water samples prepared by Purge & Trap, EPA Method 5030; other matrices
prepared by Methanol Extraction followed by Purge & Trap, EPA Method
5030. All matrices were analyzed according to "Test Methods for Evaluating
Solid Waste, Mod. SW-846 Method 8015."

Comments:

Detection limits increased due to dilution factor. Results are expressed on a
dry weight basis.

Authorized signature

Kenneth W. Teague, Presiden



environmental
ioboratory inc.

Ms. Jean Holbrook
Total Waste Management
142 River Road

Newington,

NH 03801

CLIENT SAMPLE ID

Client Project:

Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laure] St., Keene,
NH

195 Commaerce Way
Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03801
603-436-511
December 3, 1992
SAMPLE DATA.
Lab #: 30310-03
Matrix: Water
Percent Solid: N/A
Dilution Factor: 50
Collection Date: 11/18/92

Project Number: 574 3185 Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Station ID: 8 Bottom of Hole Analysis Date: 1172592
ANALYTICAL RESULTS PURGEABLE AROMATICS
Detection Limit: Result:
COMPOUND pg/L pg/L
Benzene 250 ND
Toluene 250 551
Ethylbenzene 250 <250
m-Xylene 250 3459
o&p-Xylene 250 3130
Methyl t-butyl ether 250 ND
Surrogate Standard Recovery
d4-1,2-Dichloroethane 93%
d8-Toluene 104 %
Bromofluorobenzene 102%
ND=None Detected  <=Lessthan  >=Greater than PR=Present but not calibrated for

METHODOLOGY: Water sample analysis was conducted according to "40 CFR Part 136,
Modified EPA Method 624" and other matrices were analyzed according to
"Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Modified SW-846 Method 8240."

COMMENTS: Detection limits increased due to dilution factor.

Authorized signature



= == == ===5 ==& —== environmental

“i INAL T2 laboratory inc.

Ms. Jean Holbrook

Total Waste Management

142 River Road

Newington, NH 03801

Client Project: Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St.,

Keene, NH
Project Number: 574 3185
Station ID: 8 Bottom of Hole

GASOLINE ANALYSIS

Sample Result Units
30310-03 397167 png/L

195 Commerce Way
Portsmouth, New Hampshire 03801
603-436-5111

December 2, 1992

Lab #: 30310-03
Matrix: Water
Percent Solid: N/A
Dilution Factor: 100
Collection Date: 11/18/92
Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Extraction Date: 11/20/92
Analysis Date: 11/20/92

Detection Limit /
5000

Methodology: Water samples prepared by Purge & Trap, EPA Method 5030; other matrices
prepared by Methanol Extraction followed by Purge & Trap, EPA Method
5030. All matrices were analyzed according to "Test Methods for Evaluating /

Solid Waste, Mod. SW-846 Method 8015."

Comments:

Detection limit increased due to dilution factor.

Kenneth W. Teague, Presi
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Total Waste Management Corp.

Field Evaluation and Laboratory Analysis Technigues
for Assessment of Contamination by Petroleum QOil and Gasoline

Field Evaluation

Screening in the field is done using a portable Photoionization Detector (PID). For petroleum
based products, the PID meter is equipped with a 10.2 eV lamp and calibrated daily, or more
often if required, to an isobutylene standard.

Two types of field observations are reported: “Field Screening", which are ambient meter
readings taken at a freshly exposed surface of soil, and Jar Headspace readings.

Field Screening readings are used to quickly identify likely areas of contamination, to guide soil
removal activities and as a check on soil being returned to an excavation which has already been
evaluated as "clean".

Jar headspace readings are used to confirm an initial evaluation by field screening and to make a
field determination as to whether contamination is present at the completion of field work. In
most cases, jar headspace readings are also taken on a duplicate sample of each sample selected
gor laboratory analysis. Jar headspace readings are taken according to the process described
ollowing:

Half fill a clean glass jar with the sample.

Cover with aluminum foil and apply screw cap.

Allow headspace to develop for approximately 10 minutes in an area heated to
approximately 70 °F.

Shake jar vigorously at the beginning and end of headspace development.

Remove the screw cap and puncture the foil seal with the PID probe.

Observe for approximately 10 seconds and record maximum reading from "max hold"
indicator.

Laboratory Analyses

For releases or potential releases of virgin petroleum products, laboratory samples are analyzed
By Analytics Laboratory for BTEX by method 8020 for soils and method 602 for water. For
releases or potential releases of waste oil, method 8240 is used for soils and method 624 for
water. Soils are analyzed for TPH by method 8100 (modified) against a fuel oil standard for oils
and by method 8015 (modified) for gasoline.

BASITR\METHODS.DOC October 18, 1992
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK (UST) CLOSURE
SAMPLING & REPORTING GUIDELINES

CHECK LIST FOR UST CLOSURE

1
s

Town: ((e;ud-& . . Site Name: X }r_\rgj Iwry Conp

Facility ID: Date;: | I/zz /_‘?'L.

This UST Closure Investigation Report Check List was prepared by the Department of Environmental
Services (DES) and is In accordance with State of New Hampshire Env-Ws 411.18. The purpose of the
check list is to establish uniformity amoung submittals, increase confidence in data quality and improve
review or response time. The following items listed below shall be completed and submitted to the DES
within 30 days of system closure.  Submittals which fail to address the items listed below will result in the

request for further site investigation.

TANK CLOSURE REPORT FORM

Name of contl:actors employed to close tank system.

Brief description of soil conditions, odors or relative depth of groundWatgr encountered.

Fleld screening results utilizing an Organic Vapor Meter (OVM) or portable gas chromatograph.
Copies of analytical laboratory results indicating laboratory methods.

:  Conclusions regarding site. '

Sketch indicating tank and sample locations with measurements to existing structures.

Photographs of the excavation and of the site and photographs indicating condition of tank(s)
and line(s). Include date and a description of each photograph.



New Ha&ire Department of Environmental S.ces

Initial

TANK CLOSURE REPORT+ORM

. Telephone Message
Name _L(p- 3.5 Sy

Lo,

Street 8;°JL°‘“C“ j'\L’

RECEIVED-

J’.A” nf‘B m .{ "/a’{J’_Z?I

DEFaw,; a4k Telgphone:

ity _Ueenuw  ~H ENVIRONMENAL SERMISES Initial 87 _
. Facility Registration Number: ’
Street
Name City
. Owner Name
Nams Street
City : Sfata_____ Telephona
. Tank Removal Information *** Indicate suspected leakers. ***
Tank#__1 Tank # Tank 4 . |Tank# _|Tank #
Size IS Size __ Size 7 |size Size
Product _(G+48 Product __—_ Produck___ Product Product .~
will tank be will be v9'll’lank be will 1afik be wilktank be
Replaced Yes @'L Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No
. Consultant

. Local Fire Dept. Notified

. Inspector Da.. e Byt

. Field Screening Methods (tank and piping): (/}svs\

. Sample Information

o Ror

Date 11/ze/ 2
7 T

PL D Atefo~

tank # 1 tank il//" : wm*_’_,_,_r - |tank L//» " [tank # .
Solt~" Water— |Soil Water Sol Water Soll Water Soil Water

Taken By: Dawn  Oe il
0 Tank Condition:
tank # & tank # tank # e |tank # .. |tank # .
00 d - e J— —

1 Indicate tank and sample locations by sketching on back of this report.

2. include photographs of the excavation and tank(s) condition if avaliable.

3, Verification

| have Inspecled the site of the removed tank(s). including the entire excaval

lon area. | am knowledgable in field observation

techniques to determine regulaled substance contamination in solls and groundwater. There Is no evidence of soll or
groundwater contamination at the site. | have also inspecled the excavated tank(s) and found no evidence of leakage.

ame.

Signature:

Date:

15~Jul-9]




CLOSURE REPORT REVIEW

UST # O - //0 879
Town: E ECNE

Closure Date Asa T §f2

Date report received: Tt 2 Q:—?

Reviewer: 77/

Field Screening: E/ @
Analytical Results: v
Release Indicated: E/IE

Release Action:
Compliance Report: Date:

Referred to E.R. @/ [N] Z /C.r8 LENAA
/
Non-Release Letter: E

Date: Z /"/?Z

GPBi#

NOTES:

19-Oct-92
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK RECTIVED
CLOSURE INVESTIGATION REPORT A S 0Ny

Kingsbury Machine Tool Co. M]v 1 6_ 1334
Laurel St. DEPARTMENT OF
ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES

Keene, NH 03431
(Facility # 0-110849 Tank #5)

Introduction

On Oct. 26, 1994 Tank #5 (1000 gallon #2 fuel oil) of Facility # 0-110849 was removed from
the Kingsbury Machine Tool Co. site, Laurel St., Keene, NH 03431. The removal and
disposal was performed by Steven Walsh of Davis Oil of Keene, NH. Steven Brackett of
Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc. performed the site investigation.

Visual Inspection Results

A visual inspection was conducted of the excavation, the soils removed from the excavation
as well as the tank and associated piping. Groundwater was not encountered. There was no
visual evidence of spillage or leakage of petroleum. The tank and piping were in good
condition. No photographs are available for this site due to processing problems.

Field Screening Results

Field screening was performed using a Gastech 1314 OVM calibrated to 400 ppm hexane. All
samples were prepared in the same way prior to screening. A 500 ml glass jar was filled
approximately half way with soil. The mouth of the jar was then sealed with a piece of
aluminum foil. Samples were held for approximately ten minutes or until they reached 70° F.
Once the samples were warm the headspace in each jar was analyzed for total volatile organic
vapors with the OVM. Below are the results of field screening for this project.

Sample # Result (ppm)
1 0
2 0
3 0
4 0
5 0

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BELLOWS FaLLs, VT 05101
Puone: (802) 463-0733 Fax: (802) 463-0723
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Laboratory Analysis Results

Samples were collected for laboratory analysis according to the NH DES sampling protocol
effective 6/21/94. One composite soil sample was collected from the base of the excavation
and was analyzed for Volatile Organic Compounds by EPA Method 8260 and for Total
Petroleum Hydrocarbons by EPA Method 8100. Samples were bottled and preserved
according to EPA protocols and were sent to Eastern Analytical of Concord, NH for analysis.
The results of these analyses are attached.

Conclusions Regarding Site

There was no evidence of petroleum contamination during either the visual inspection or the
field screening. Laboratory analysis indicates that the results of the TPH analysis exceeded
remediation goals. However, the individual contaminants indentified in the results of the 8260
analysis are all insoluble in water.

Since groundwater was not encountered and no significant contamination was discovered
during any phase of this work it is recommended that Tank #5 of Facility # 0-110849 be
considered closed and that no further action be taken.

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BeELLOws FaLts, VT 05101
PHONE: {802) 463-0733 Fax: (802) 463-0723



ampshire Department of Environment

Services

TAN CLOSURE REPOR

FORM

. Telephone Message

Name Steven L. Brackett Date: Oct. 12, 1994
Street 39 Square Centennial building Telephone: -
Clty Bellows Falls, VT Initial
2. Facility Registration Number:  0-110849
Street _ 80 Laurel St.
Name Kingsbury Machine Tool City _ Keene, NH
3. Owner Name
Name _ Kingsbury Machine Tool street 80 Taurel St.
City ___Keene State. NH Telephone_(603) 352-5212
4. Tank Removal Information *** Indicate suspectled leakers. ***
Tank # S Tank # Tank # Tank # Tank #
Size 1000 gal (gize Size Size Size
Product __ #2 fuel |product Product Product Product
wiil tank be will tank be will tank be will tank be will tank be
Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No Replaced Yes No
5. Consultant ___ StrategicAnalytical Systems, Inc.
6. Local Fire Dept. Notified Yes
7. Inspector _Steven L. Brackett Date _Oct. 26, 1994
8. Field Screening Methods (tank and plpmg)
Field screening was performed by headspace analysis using a Gastech 1314 OVM
calibrated to 400ppm hexane.
9. Sample Information - .
tank # 5 tank # tank # tank # tank #
Sot lwater O |Soil Water Soll Water Soll Water Soll Water
Taken By: Steven L. Brackett
10 Tank Condition:
tank # 5 tank # tank # tank # tank #
good

11 Indicate tank and sample locations by sketching on back of this report.

12. Include photographs of the excavation and tank(s) condition if avaliable.

13. Verification
1 have Inspected the site of the removed tank(s), Including the entire excavation area. | am knowladgable in fleld observation

technigues to determine regulated ﬁubslance contamination in solls and groundwater. There is no evidence of soll or

groundwater conlamination at the

thave F\s%q%ecled the excavated tank(s) and found no evidence of leakage.

Name:
Steven L. Brackett

s IV

Date: \‘7\ c)"‘l

- . e S S S S-S . S S S S S S S S S S .

1 13-Tul-9]
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UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK (UST) CLOSURE
SAMPLING & REPORTING GUIDELINES

CHECK LIST FOR UST CLOSURE

Town: Kee;pe, Site Name: \/\\ %%\DNZ\)MG QX\\ f\{’TOo\

Faciity : _ §1AQ Date: 1\ \l"? }f" H

This UST Closure Investigation Report Check List was prepared by the Department of Environmenta!
Services (DES) and is in accordance with State of New Hampshire Env-Ws 411.18. The purpose of the
check list is to establish uniformity amoung submittals, increase confldence In data quality and improve
review or response time. The following items listed below shall be completed and submitted to the DES
within 30 days of system closure.  Submittals which fall to address the items listed below will result in the
request for further sile investigation.
TANK CLOSURE REPORT FORM
Name of contractors employed to close tank system.
\/ Brief description of soil conditions, odors or relative depth of groundwater encountered.
; Fleld screening results utilizing an Organic Vapor Meter (OVM) or portable gas chromatograph.
Copies of analytical laboratory results indicating laboratory methods.
Conclusions regarding site.

\/ Sketch indicating tank and sample locations with measurements to existing structures.

\/ Photographs of the excavation and of the site and photographs indicating condition of tank(s)
and line(s). Include date and a description of each photograph.

’
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®  FILECOPY

LABORATORY REPORT

Eastern Analylical, inc. (D#! 1078 SAS

Client: Strategic Analytical Systems Sample Qly/Typa: 1 éoil
I Client Designation: KIN-CM-001/Kingsbury Tank Pull Date Receivad: October 27, 1994
Volatile Organic Compotnds

I Sample 1D: 00#4.1 001.1
Metrix: Solil Soil- :

Date of Extractlon: 10/28/94 10/28/94

I Date of Analysls: 10/31/94 10/31/04.

Units: na/kg ng/kg '
Analyat: TDS DS

I Mothod: EPA 8260 EPA 8260
Bonzene <10 Isopropylbenzens o’

I Bromobenzene <10 p-lsopropylitoluene 220
Bromochloromethane <10 Methylene chloride <10
Bromodichloromethane <10 Naphthalene 30

I Brornofarm <10 n-Propylbenzene i 20‘
Bromomethans < 100 Styrena <10
n-Butylbenzene <10 1,1,1.2-Tetrachlorosthane < {0
sec-Butylbenzene 100 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <10

I tent-Butylbenzene ¢ =10 Yelrachlorosthens <10
Carbon tetrachloride <10 Toluene i0

I Chlorobenzena <10 1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene <10
Chlorosthane < 100 1,2.4-Trichlorobenzene <10
Chlarolorm <10 1.1.1-Trichloroethane <10
Chloromethane < 100 t.1,2-Trichlorosethane <10

I 2-Chlorotoluene <10 Trichioroethene < 10
4-Chlorotoluene <10 Trichlorofiuoromethane < 100
Dibromochloromathane <10 1,2,3-Trichloropropane < 10

I 1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane <10 1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 760
1,2-Dibromoethane <10 1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 240 ,
Dibromomethane <10 Vinyl chloride < 100 '

I 1,2-Dichiorobenzens <10 o-Xylene 60
1,3-Dichlorobenzene <10 m,p-Xylene 50
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <10

I Dichlorodilluoromethane < 100 MTBE < 200
1.1-Dichloroethane . <10
1,2-Dichloroethane <10

I 1,1-Dichlorostheone <10
cls-1,2-Dichloroathens <10
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <10

I 1.2-Dichloropropane <10
1,3-Dichloropropans <10
2,2-Dichloropropane =10

l 1,1-Dichloroproperie <10 ,
Ethylbenzene 3 N
Hexachlorobutadiene <10

L=

I Approved By: Timothy Schaper, Organics Supervisor /A"



LABORATORY REPORT

Eastern Analytical, Inc. 1D#:

Client: Strategic Analytical 8yslems

Client Designation: KIN-CM-001/Kingabury Tank Pull

1078 SAS

Sample Qly/Type: 1 soil-
Date Received: Oclober 27, 1994

Petroleum Hydroocarbons

Samnple 1D:

Matrix:

Date of Extractlon:
Date of Analysis:

Unlts:

Anntyst:

Method:

ldentitiention Carbon flange
Weatharad Fuel Ot Cciv-C28

001.2

Soil
10/27/94
10/28/94
mg/kg
TOS
£8100(mod)

200

Appraved By: Timathy Sehaper, Ohiganies Supervisor / /’m‘g-‘&ﬂ(_; ). ‘?/u/‘%rl !
7 VA e

---------‘
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Relinguisned by: {Signature) [ ' DatefTime Received by: {Signature! Reunauishea by: {Signature) i Date/Time i Received pby: (Signature)
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Soil around fill pipe

West wall of Excavation Loading Dock

4'deep

South Wall of the Excavation
4'deep

Base of excavation:north

Base of excavation;center

Base of
excavation;south

O O b NN =

73'

Kingsbury Machine Tool
Facility 110849

Tank #5

Keene, NH




CLOSURE REPORT REVIEW

M

A,/ //6’/7 v Date report received

MKeeve

UST#_ O-11 0?WW ;Z::; PO iy

Date Tank(s) Closed: /6 /2w/ [

Compliance Reviewer: 7 ¢ pate: '/ 8/7%

Compliance with Env-Ws 411: [ ]
Non Compliance with Env-Ws 411 [}

Fee Required per RSA 146:C D / Inactive
Circle One}

B.

¢ ?// 8/7/ - Date submitted to Emergency Response

Closure Reviewer: Date: J&li M 4

Field Screening:

Analytical Results: m

Release Indicated: @/

Contaminated Soils
Stockpiled: @/ cu. yds.

Action Taken: Soil / SIR / SCR //NE

DES No.: ?’ 7 /022

C.

| A}LRQJ( Date Returned to UST

Clean / Compliance Letter (NFA)

File...(Soil / SIR / SCR)




The State of New Hampshire

— DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES ¢4
NHDES bytd

Thomas S. Burack, Commissioner

April 3, 2014

Brian J. Thibeault
Kingsbury Acquisition LLC
300 Gay Street
Manchester, NH 03103

Subject: Keene - Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company, 80 Laurel Street,
DES Site #199102028, Project #8071

2nd Request for a Site Investigation

Dear Mr. Thibeault:

The New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (Department) had reviewed the
document titled “Phase |l Environmental Site Assessment (Site Assessment)”, prepared on
behalf of TD Bank, N.A. prior to the foreclosure auction for the former Kingsbury Manufacturing
Company. Kingsbury Acquisitions, LLC took title to the property located at 80 Laurel Street,
Keene, NH on May 17, 2013. Based on our review of the Phase Il Site Assessment, as the
current owner of the property, the Department requested of you in an October 14, 2013 letter,
that a site investigation (SI) be conducted in accordance with Env-Or 606.01, Site Investigation.
In addition, the Department requested one additional round of groundwater samples from the
on-site groundwater monitoring well network.

To date, the Department has not received a response to the required actions. The Department
requests that a status report be submitted with a timeline for the completion of the Site
Investigation. The status report shall be submitted by May 1, 2014.

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at the Waste Management Division.

Sincerely,

D.,.,—-)c ol
David C. Bowen, P.G.

Hazardous Waste Remediation Bureau
Tel: (603) 271-2800

Fax: (603)271-2181

Email: david.bowen@des.nh.gov

ec: John Regan, DES
H. Keith DuBois, DES
City of Keene Health Officer

DES Web Site: www.des.nh.gov
P.O. Box 95, 29 Hazen Drive, Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095
Telephone: (603) 271-2908 Fax: (603)271-2181 TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964




The State of New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services

S Thomas S. Burack, Commissioner G0N, == € =)

February 17, 2015

MR. BRIAN THIBEAULT
JOSEPH'S EQUIPMENT

300 GAY STREET
MANCHESTER, NH 03103-4008

CORRESPONDENCE

SUBJECT: KEENE - Joseph’s Equipment (formerly Kingsbury Corp) 80
Laurel Street, Holding Tank Requirements
Site# 199102028 / RSN# 34595 / Activity# 216033

Dear Mr. Thibeault:

The Department of Environmental Services’ (Department) Groundwater
Recharge Program was notified that the subject site has a holding tank on site.
Under The Groundwater Discharge Permit & Registration Rules (Env-Wq
402.35) all holding tanks that collect nondomestic nonhazardous wastewater
shall be registered with the Department. This letter is formal notification that by
April 15, 2015 the subject tank shall either be registered under Env-Wq 402 or
decommissioned.

In either case, the tank shall be emptied. The liquids and solids in the tank shall
be characterized, then removed and disposed of at an appropriate facility
depending upon the contents.

To register this holding tank:
1. Verify the tank is structurally sound and is not leaking by visual
inspection when empty.
2. Complete and forward the Holding Tank Registration Form (attached)
to my attention.
3. Submit a schedule to install audio and visual alarms for this tank to
alert the facility when tank is approaching full.

To decommission this holding tank:
1. Complete the Pre-closure notification form (attached) for the facility
connection to this tank

P.O. Box 95, 29 Hazen Drive, Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095
Telephone: (603) 271-3139 » Fax: (603) 271-5171 ¢ TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964
DES Web site: www.des.nh.gov



KEENE - Site# 199102028
Joseph’s Equipment (Formerly Kingsbury Corp)
Page 2

2. Permanently seal the exit from the building that is connected to the
tank
3. Inspect the tank for leakage and holes.

a. If no leaks are identified permanently seal the exit from the
building and (1) leave the empty tank in place, or (2) remove the
tank, or (3) crush and fill in place

i. (the Municipality may have additional requirements that
should also be observed).

b. If the tank shows evidence of leakage the immediate tank area
shall be investigated (Env-Or 600) to determine if there has been
impact to soils and/or groundwater.

i. If impact is discovered please contact the Department for
additional guidance and/or requirements’

If this tank is part of an on-going remedial action or should you have any
questions regarding this letter or the law relative to holding tanks or
nondomestic wastewater discharges please contact me at the Water Division at
(603) 271-2858 or by e-mail at mitchell.locker@des.nh.gov.

Sincerely,

Mitchell D. Locker, P.G.
Drinking Water & Groundwater Bureau
Groundwater Recharge Program

S:\WD-DrinkingWaterGroundwater\Hydrology\Programs\UIC\2015mdI\NOV enforcement\199102028 5K nov notice
e-copy: Stephen Roy, DWGB

Eric Swope, City of Keene

Genevieve Al-Egaily, WMD

File

Protram and Document links:
Env-Wq 402, Groundwater Discharge Permit & Registration Rules
http://des.nh.qov/oraanization/commissioner/legal/rules/documents/env-wg402.pdf

--- Discharge Well & Floor Drain Pre-Closure Notification Form -
http://des.nh.qov/oraanization/divisions/water/dwab/dwspp/aw discharge/documents/template pre-
close formO1.pdf

--- Holding Tank Fact Sheet —
http://des.nh.aov/organization/commissioner/pip/factsheets/dwab/documents/dwab-22-8.pdf
Holding Tank Registration Form -
http://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/dwab/dwspp/aw discharge/documents/holdreg.pdf

Groundwater Recharge Program Web Page
http://des.nh.gov/oraanization/divisions/water/dwab/d ischarae/index.htm




The State of New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services

February 17, 2015

MR. BRIAN THIBEAULT
JOSEPH'S EQUIPMENT

300 GAY STREET
MANCHESTER, NH 03103-4008

CORRESPONDENCE

SUBJECT: KEENE - Joseph’s Equipment (formerly Kingsbury Corp) 80
Laurel! Street, Holding Tank Requirements
Site# 199102028 / RSN# 34595 / Activity# 216033

Dear Mr. Thibeault:

The Department of Environmental Services’ (Depariment) Groundwater
Recharge Program was notified that the subject site has a holding tank on site.
Under The Groundwater Discharge Permit & Registration Rules (Env-Wq
402.35) all holding tanks that collect nondomestic nonhazardous wastewater
shall be registered with the Department. This letter is formal notification that by
April 15, 2015 the subject tank shall either be registered under Env-Wq 402 or
decommissioned.

In either case, the tank shall be emptied. The liquids and solids in the tank shall
be characterized, then removed and disposed of at an appropriate facility
depending upon the contents.

To register this holding tank:
1. Verify the tank is structurally sound and is not leaking by visual
inspection when empty.
2. Complete and forward the Holding Tank Registration Form (attached)
to my attention.
3. Submit a schedule to install audio and visual alarms for this tank to
alert the facility when tank is approaching full.

To decommission this holding tank:
1.  Complete the Pre-closure notification form (attached) for the facility
connection to this tank

P.O. Box 95, 29 Hazen Drive, Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095
Telephone: (603) 271-3139 ¢ Fax: (603) 271-5171 » TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964
DES Web site: www.des.nh.gov

—y < 5 ! "- o
S Thomas S. Burack, Commissioner 3 ks |



KEENE - Site# 199102028
Joseph's Equipment (Formerly Kingsbury Corp)
Page 2

2. Permanently seal the exit from the building that is connected to the
tank
3. Inspect the tank for leakage and holes.

a. If no leaks are identified permanently seal the exit from the
building and (1) leave the empty tank in place, or (2) remove the
tank, or (3) crush and fill in place

i. (the Municipality may have additional requirements that
should also be observed).

b. If the tank shows evidence of leakage the immediate tank area
shall be investigated (Env-Or 600) to determine if there has been
impact to soils and/or groundwater.

i. If impact is discovered please contact the Department for
additional guidance and/or requirements’

If this tank is part of an on-going remedial action or should you have any
questions regarding this letter or the law relative to holding tanks or
nondomestic wastewater discharges please contact me at the Water Division at
(603) 271-2858 or by e-mail at mitchell.locker@des.nh.gov.

Sincerely,

Mitchell D. Locker, P.G.
Drinking Water & Groundwater Bureau
Groundwater Recharge Program

S:AWD-DrinkingWaterGroundwater\Hydrology\Programs\UIC\2015mdN\NOV enforcement\199102028 5K nov notice
e-copy: Stephen Roy, DWGB

Eric Swope, City of Keene

Genevieve Al-Egaily, WMD

File

Proiuram and Document links:
Env-Wq 402, Groundwater Discharge Permit & Registration Rules
http://des.nh.gov/organization/commissioner/legal/rules/documents/env-wq402.pdf

--- Discharge Well & Floor Drain Pre-Closure Notification Form -
http://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/dwgb/dwspp/aw_discharge/documents/template pre-
close form01.pdf

--- Holding Tank Fact Sheet —
http://des.nh.aov/organization/commissioner/pip/factsheets/dwab/documents/dwab-22-8.odf

Holding Tank Registration Form --
htip://des.nh.gov/organization/divisions/water/dwgb/dwspp/aw discharge/documents/holdrea.pdf

Groundwater Recharge Program Web Page —
http://des.nh.gov/oraanization/divisions/water/dwgb/dwspp/aw discharge/index.htm




BRACKETT GEOSCIENCES

Type of Submitta} Petroleum Reimbursement Fund Phase
V(W orkscope/Budget ___Initial Response Action
V' Technical Report ___ Free Product
___Reimbursement Request ____Initia} Site Characterization
‘onitoring Result (pre-permit) ___Site Investigation
_¥ Monitoring Resuit (post-permit) __Remedial Action Plan

____Annual Report

___Remedial Design Plan
_ ﬁedialImplementation/Operationsﬂ\donitoﬁng

Groundwater Management Permit

2010 Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report

47 Victoria St. Site

Keene, NH (NHDES Site # 1995-04029)

Prepared For:
Ellis Robertson Corp.
P.O. Box 188
Chesterfield, NH 03443

Prepared By:
Brackett Geosciences
163 Water St, Unit 1
Keene, NH 03431
Contact: Steven L. Brackett

May 14, 2010

Recommended Risk Category

__ 1. Immediate Human Health Risk
(Impacted Water Well, etc.)

___ 2. Potential Human Health Risk
(Residential well within 1000” or site
within wellhead area)

___ 3 Free Product or Source Hazard

___ 4. Surface Water Impact (Actual
Impact to Class B or potential Impact to
Class B)

5. No Alternate Water Available/No
Existing Wells in Area

___ 6. Alternate Water Available/High
Level Groundwater Contamination
(>1000 x AGQS)

\/ 7. Alternate Water Available/Low
level Groundwater Contamination (<1000

x AGQS)

___ 8 No AGQS Violation/No Source
Remaining

163 Water Street, Unit 1
Keene, NH 03431

Phone (603) 355-3924




May 14, 2010

Groundwater Permit Coordinator

New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services
29 Hazen Dr.

Concord, NH 03301

Sirs,

Pursuant to paragraph 7 of Groundwater Management Permit GWP-199504029-K-003
Brackett Geosciences has prepared this Annual Report.

INTRODUCTION

In 1995 a Phase II Environmental Site Assessment was conducted on the 47 Victoria St.
site. At that time chlorinated solvent contamination of the site groundwater was
discovered. This contamination was monitored according to a Groundwater Management
Permit until 2001 when the owner decided to expand the Site Investigation in anticipation
of the sale of the property. During 2001 and 2002 an additional 8 monitoring wells were
installed on the site. Data from these wells showed that a plume of chlorinated volatile
organic compound (“cVOC”) contaminated groundwater extended from the northeast
corner of the site building to the southwest corner of the property.

ASSESSMENT OF TRENDS IN GROUNDWATER MONITORING DATA

Historically cVOC’s have been detected above their respective GW-1 Ambient
Groundwater Quality Standards (“AGQS”) in groundwater samples from MW-3, MW-4
and MW-8. A graph of historical groundwater analytical results for MW-3, MW-4 and
MW-8 are contained in this report. It is the opinion of BG that these graphs show a flat to
declining trend in overall cVOC concentrations in the groundwater samples from MW-3
and MW-8 and a flat or declining trend of overall cVOC concentration in the
groundwater from MW-4 but with a greater variation in cVOC concentrations as a
function of time.

Between 1995 and 2001 exceedances of the GIASL for vinyl chloride were noted in
MW-3. Vinyl chloride concentrations appear to have decreased in MW-3 since 2001 and
there have been no exceedances of the GIASL for vinyl chloride in the groundwater
samples from this well since that time. There was an exceedance of the GIASL for TCE
in the groundwater sample collected from MW-3 on Oct. 24, 2007. Prior to that the
GIASL for TCE had not been exceeded in groundwater samples collected from MW-3
for 5 consecutive rounds. Since Oct. 24, 2007 the GIASL for TCE has not been exceeded
in groundwater samples collected from MW-3 for two consecutive rounds (both rounds
collected in 2008).

The GIASL for vinyl chloride was exceeded in groundwater samples collected from
MW-4 on 11/29/04 and 10/3/06. No GIASL exceedances for vinyl chloride have been
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noted in any other groundwater samples collected from MW-4 since 10/3/06. The GIASL
for TCE was exceeded in groundwater samples collected from MW-4 on 5/17/01, 6/3/02,
11/29/04, 4/30/08, 12/16/08, and 4/7/10.

The GIASL for vinyl chloride was equaled in the groundwater samples collected from
MW-8 during the April 7, 2010 round of groundwater monitoring. This is the first time
that the GIASL for vinyl chloride has been equaled or exceeded in groundwater samples
from MW-8 since 10/31/2005.

EVALUATION OF THE REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN

A Remedial Action Plan has never been requested by the NH DES, nor has one been
prepared by Brackett Geosciences for this site. Natural attenuation was recommended as
the most feasible remedial alternative in the Site Investigations prepared by Brackett
Geosciences for this site.

Given the flat to decreasing trend of overall cVOC concentrations in the groundwater of
this site as a function of time, as well as the apparent dechlorination process, it is the
opinion of BG that, when all cVOC’s are viewed as a group it is clear that natural
attenuation is occurring. Progress is slow but given that there is no evidence that potential
receptors are being adversely impacted it is the opinion of BG that the monitored natural
attenuation as a remedial alternative for this site is adequate.

HISTORICAL AND CURRENT USE OF THE SITE

The 47 Victoria St. site building is a two story masonry building that was built in 1937. It
housed the manufacturing operations for the Carey Chair Company from 1937 until 1957.
From 1958 until 1981 it housed Perkins Lumber (a lumber yard). From 1981 until the
present it has had various uses including a welding shop, offices and garage for a trash
hauler, car repair and furniture maker. Currently the site is in use as dry storage and
houses a furniture maker, car repair business, and offices and garage for a trash hauler.
That portion of the site building which is upgradient to MW-4 is in use by a furniture
maker (Spykman Designs) and a car repair facility (European Auto). BG has inspected
the interior of both of these businesses. Spykman Designs uses a catalyzed vinyl resin as
a finish and an associated lacquer thinner. European Auto has, in the past, used a parts
washer that contained petroleum naphta. They also use and store various petroleum based
lubricants and solvents in very small quantities. According to the business owners neither
business has ever used chlorinated solvents.

FINDINGS
+ Groundwater monitoring has been conducted on MW-1, MW-2 and MW-3 since 1996.

+ Groundwater samples from MW-1 have never been found to contain cVOC in
concentrations in exceedance of AGQS’s
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+ Groundwater samples from MW-2 have periodically been found to contain
chloroethane in concentrations in exceedance of it’s AGQS.

+ Groundwater samples from MW-3 have regularly been found to contain vinyl chloride
and trichloroethene in exceedance of their respective AGQS’s..

+ Groundwater sampling has been conducted on MW-4, MW-8 and MW-11 since 2001.
The current GMP does not call for the monitoring of MW-11 or SW-1.

+ Groundwater samples from MW-4 have regularly been found to contain 1,1
dichloroethene, 1,1 — dichloroethane, Cis- 1,2, dichloroethene, 1,1,1-trichloroethane,
trichloroethene, and tetrachloroethene in exceedance of their respective AGQS’s.

+ Groundwater samples from MW-8 have periodically been found to contain vinyl
chloride in concentrations in exceedance of it AGQS.

+ MW-1 and MW-4 were also tested for 1,4-Dioxane as per the GMP this round. There
were no detections of 1,4-Dioxane in either groundwater sample.

CONCLUSIONS

Brackett Geosciences has the following Conclusions:

+ dechlorination of cVOC’s appears to be occurring in the groundwater from monitoring
wells on the edges of the plume of contamination;

+ the concentration of cVOC’s in the groundwater from MW-3, MW-4, and MW-8 are
flat to declining;

+ natural attenuation appears to be a slow but effective remedial alternative for the 47
Victoria St., Keene NH site.

RECOMMENDATIONS

+ BG recommends that groundwater monitoring be continued as required under the
current GMP.

+ BG recommends that a GMP Renewal Application be submitted to the NH DES for
their review in the later summer of 2010.

Sincerely

Steven L. Brackett, P.G.
Senior Geologist

163 Water Street, Unit 1 Phone (603) 355-3924
Keene, NH 03431



FIGURE 1 - SITE PLAN
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TABLES - Historical Groundwater Analytical Tables
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Historical GW Analytical Results for MW-1 (in ppb)

47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)

[} ® Q ol © Q Q o ) g o
samotesr | Seple | EZ | 21§ | € |2E 8 EE|=8| LB~ 8| 8| L8| B |8
P Location < o & 8 |EE=8| 8% |~ &E| 5|28 =8| |38 i) A
A % Bl e |2 |EE =58 2| TE2|I0E "2 |F|FE| & |4
» | &35 |0 |58 g2 s| 3|78 €@ 5 N
oS || E|l = kS 5 S E| &
GW-1 2 30 | 70 | 100 | 5 | 2000 7 81 70 200 5 5 1000
GW-2 10 100 500 1000 | 10000 20000 | 90 80 50000
MW-1 2/15/95 |ND [ ND | ND [ ND | ND | ND | ND 78.1 |ND | 422 | ND| ND ND
MW-1 12/7/95 | NS | NS | NS | NS | NS | NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
MW-1 8/7/96 | ND |ND |ND |ND | ND | ND | ND ND | ND 20 ND | ND ND
MW-1 12/9/96 | NS | NS [ NS | NS | NS | NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
MW-1 8/20/97 | ND |ND [ND |ND | ND | ND | ND 5 ND 7 ND | ND ND
MW-1 4/15/98 | NS | NS | NS [ NS | NS | NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
MW-1 9/10/99 | NS | NS | NS [ NS | NS | NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
MW-1 11/16/00 | NS [ NS | NS | NS | NS | NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
VIC471.3 MW-1 5/17/01 | <2 | 7 | <2 | <2 |<2| <5 <1 22 <2 14 <2 <32 <1
47VIC 2.3 MW-1 12/19/01 | <2 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <1 <1 <1 <2 <2 <1
47 VIC 1.1 MW-1 6/03/02 | <2 | <5 |<2|[<2|<2]| <5 | «1 <1l |<1] <1 |<2]| <2 <1
VIC 1.1 MW-1 11/22/02 | <2 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <1 <1 <1 <2 <2 <1
47VIC 1.1 MW-1 6/12/03 | <2 [ <5 | <2 | <2 |<2]| <5 <1 6 <1 <1 <2 <2 5
47VIC 2.1 MW-1 11/25/03 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 NS
VIC 1.1 MW-1 5/28/04 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 NS
47 VIC2.1 MW-1 11/29/04 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 NS
47 VIC 1.2 MW-1 4/21/05 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS <1 <2 | <2| <2 <2 | <2 NS
47 VIC 2.1 MW-1 10/31/05 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 | NS <1 3 <2 <2 <2 <2 280
47VIC 1.1 MW-1 5/30/06 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 | NS <1 3 <2 <2 <2 <2 480
Vic 2.1 MW-1 10/3/06 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 ]| NS <1 3 <2 <2 <2 <2 40
vOoC2.1 MW-1 4/8/07 <2 | <5 | <5|<2|<2]| NS <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 21
VIC MW-1 MW-1 10/24/07 | <2 8 NS | <2 | <2 ]| <5 <1 3 <2 <2 <2 <2 35
47VICMW-1 MW-1 4/30/08 | <2 | <5 | <2 | <2 |<2| <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 15
47 VIC MW1 MW-1 12/16/08 | <2 [ <5 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
47VIC 1.1 MW-1 4/7/09 | <2 | <5 | <2 [ <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
VIC1.1 MW -1 4/7/10 | <2 | <5 | <2 | <2 |<2]| <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 44 <1

NA = not analyzed, NS = not sampled, ND = not detected




47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)
Historical GW Analytical Results for MW-2 (in ppb)

[} [0} ol © [ O O [ o
a | 2| 8 ~ 8| 5| 3 5 g|.5 §| 8 z
spie | B2 | S| 2| & (255 Se] 8| 2 |ud 2|5 2| ¢
Sample # | & < C| 2| §E|8gE|lnElgg|=¢E| =8 |s8 —8| 5| 88| =
ocation Q% Bl 2 |E2"S5E 2| "2(82 2| 5|78 | &
) = = S| e -= = S 3
w .y ) Q 2 - = 2 2 2 .9 s
> 8| Bl & B 3 3 E| & ©
GW-1 2 |30 ] 7 [100] 5 [2000] 7 81 [ 70| 200 | 5 5 1000
GW-2 10 100 500 1000 | 10000 20000 | 90 | 80 | 50000
MW-2 [ 2/15/95 [ND |ND [ND [ND [ND| ND | ND | 111 [ND| 8 |[ND| ND | ND
MW-2 | 12/7/95 |[ND [ND [ND [ND|[ND| ND [ ND | ND [ND| 10 | 19 | ND | ND
MW-2 | 87/9¢ |[ND|ND|ND|[ND|ND| ND | ND 6 |[ND| 11 |[ND| ND | ND
MW-2 | 129/96 [ND [ND [ND [ND|[ND| ND [ ND | 28 |[ND| 34 | <2 | ND | ND
MW-2 | 82097 [ND|ND|ND |[ND|ND| ND | ND 5 |[ND| 8 [<2] ND | ND
MW-2 | 4/15/98 |[ND |ND|[ND|[ND|[ND| ND [ ND | 21 [ND| 45 [ND| ND | ND
MW-2 [ 9/10/99 |[ND |ND|ND [ND | ND | ND | ND 3 |ND| <2 [<2| ND | ND
MW-2 [11/16/00 | <1 [ND|ND|ND|ND| ND [ ND | 27 | 11| 65 |<1| ND | ND
VIC4712 | MW-2 | 517/01 [ <2 [ <2 [ <2 <2 <2 <5 [ <1 | 24 | 2 24 | <2 <2 | <1
47VIC22 | MW-2 [12/1901 ] 2 [<2[<2[<2f<2| <5 <1 | 69 |51 | 120 |<2]| 3 5
47vic1.2 | MW-2 [ 6/03/02 | 2 |15 [ <2 <2 <2 <5 [ <1 | 54 | 3 38 [<2] <2 | <1
VIC 1.1 MW-2 [11/22/02 ]| 3 |43 [ <2 |<2|<2| <5 | <1 | 713 |<1]| <1 |[<2| <2 | <1
47VIC12 | MW-2 | 6/9/03 |<2| 8 |[<2|<2|<2| <5 | <1 | 26 |<1]| 19 [<2]| <2 | <1
47VIC2.2 | MW-2 [ 1172503 | 2 [ 50 [<5|<2|[<2| NS | <1 | 20 |<2]| <2 |<2] <2 | w~s
VIC 1.2 MW-2 | 5/28/04 <2 |24 [<5|<5|<2| NS | <1 | 29 |[<2]| 26 |<2]| <2 | N~s
47VIC22 | Mw-2 [11/29/04 [<2 [ 15 [<5| <5 <2 | NS | <1 3 [<2| <2 |[<2] <2 | NS
47VIC1.1 | MW-2 | 4/21/05 | 3 [ 42 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS | 47 | <2 | 29| <2 |<2]| <2 | NS
47VIC22 | MW-2 |10831/05 | <2 [ <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <5 | <1 2 |<2] <2 |<2]| <2 | <1
47VIC12 | MW-2 | 530/06 | <2 | 22 | <5|<2|<2]| <5 | <1 8 |<2| <2 [<2]| <2 | <1
Vic 2.2 MW-2 | 10/3/06 | <2 | <5 |<5]|<2[<2| <5 | <1 | <2 |[<2]| <2 |<2] <2 6
VIC 2.2 MW-2 | 4/8/07 |<2 |12 [<5|<2|<2]| <5 | «1 7 |<2| <2 |<2| <2 | <1
VICMW-2 | MW-2 | 10/24/07 | <2 [ 30 [ NS | <2 | <2 | <5 | <1 2 | <2| <2 |<2| <2 | 160
47VICMW-2 | MW-2 | 4/30/08 | <2 | <5 | <2 |<2|<2| <5 | <1 | <2 |<2]| <2 |<2]| <2 1
47VICMW2 | MW-2 | 12/16/08 | <2 [ <5 | <2 | <2 |<2| <5 | <1 | <2 |<2| <2 |<2| <2 | <1
47VICMW2 | MW-=2 | 4/7/09 | 2 |39 |<2|<2|<2| <5 | <1 | 34 |<2| 7 |<2| <2 | <1
VIC 1.2 MW-2 | 4710 [<2| 65 |<2|<2|<2| <5 | <1 | <2 |[<2| <2 |<2]| <2 | <1

NS = not sampled, NA = not analyzed, ND = no detection




Historical GW Analytical Results for MW-3 (in ppb)

47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)

Q ) o| e Q o) [ ] g
a | 2|2 el|a8 EE 5| E|.E E| 5| @ o
Sample EE = | <= | £ ~ g~ B %% - RS ~ 3 3 & £ g §
Sample # . < S|l 8|l glggl~glEsl=gl~elL8 —8) 5| B8] =2 £
Location a — = o g O|l— C| =2 © c| —©6 |[B S 28 =] = = °© o
2| 2| = &3 =88] = = |05 T2 | F 2| B |
2 i 5 | © 2 B E 2 2 -2 2 gs 5 —
> © G| E|l e = g 3 5| =
GwW-1 2 30 | 70 [100| 5 [2000]| 7 81 70 | 200 5 S 1000 | 3
GW-2 10 100 500 1000 | 10000 20000 | 90 80 | 50000
MW-3 | 2/15/95 | 387 | ND [ ND [ ND | ND | ND | ND 185 [ND | 73 174 | ND ND
MW-3 12/7/95 | ND | ND | ND | ND | ND | ND | ND 91 ND 58 ND | ND ND
MW-3 8/7/96 30 |[ND |ND |ND [ ND | ND | ND 120 [ ND | 160 57 ND ND
MW-3 12/9/96 | <2 | ND [ ND | ND | ND | ND | ND 64 | ND 63 160 | ND ND
MW-3 | 820/97 | 11 | ND [ND | ND | ND | ND [ ND 99 |ND | 110 | 160 | ND ND
MW-3 | 4/15/98 | NS [ ND [ND | ND | ND | ND [ ND NS | ND | NS NS [ ND ND
MW-3 | 9/10/99 [ <2 |ND [ND | ND | ND | ND | ND ) ND 5 <2 | ND ND
MW-3 |11/16/00 | 13 | 31 [ 32 |15 | <1 | 17 | <1 158 | 33 47 60 <2 <1
VIC471.1 MW-3 [ 5/17/01 10 | 11 2 | <2 | <2]| <5 i 60 35 49 80 <2 <1
47VIC2.1 MW-3 | 12/19/01 | 30 |[120 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <3 1 260 [ 190 | 450 | <10 10 10
47VIC1.3 MW-3 | 6/03/02 | 10 [ 16 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <5 1 84 33 88 63 <2 <1
MW-3 |[11/22/02 | NS | NS [ NS | NS | NS | NS | NS NS | NS | NS NS NS NS
MW-3 6/9/03 17 | 30 [ <2 | 2 | <2 6 1 110 | 58 64 70 <2 <1
MW-3 [11/25/03 | 11 | 34 | NS [ <2 | <2 | NS | <1 110 | 39 39 93 <2 NS
VIC13 MW-3 | 5/28/04 | <2 | <5 |<5[<2 | <2 | NS | <1 5 6 <2 9 <2 NS
47 VIC2.3 MW-3 [11/29/04 | 3 8 [NS[<2]|<2| NS | <1 67 57 53 130 | <2 NS
47VIC1.3 MW-3 | 4/21/05 4 42 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS | <1 53 45 28 82 <2 NS
47VIC23 MW-3 [ 10/31/05| 2 | <5 | 2 | <3 |<2| <5 | <1 46 41 19 58 <2 <1
47VIC1.3 MW-3 | 5/30/06 6 22 2 | <3| <2| <5 | <1 38 24 15 44 <2 <1
VIC23 MW-3 |10/03/06 | 4 | <5 | 3 | <2 |<2| <5 | <1 57 48 33 79 <2 <1
VIC23 MW-3 4/8/07 6 11 | <2 | <2 |<2]| <5 | <1 63 50 22 85 <2 <2
VIC MW-3 MW-3 | 10/24/07 | 3 13 4 2 | <2 | <5 <1 54 61 43 120 | <2 <1
47VICMW-3 | MW-3 | 4/30/08 | <2 | <5 | 3 | <2 |<2| <5 | <1 44 37 28 83 <2 <1
47VICMW3 | MW-3 [ 12/16/08 | <2 [ <5 [ <2 | <2 |<2| <5 [ <1 15 20 9 59 <2 <1
47VIC13 MW-3 4/7/09 12 <2 |<2| <5 | <1 66 48 37 81 <2 <1
VIC13 MW-3 4/7/10 12 | 2 | <2 |<2| <5 | <1 45 31 30 82 <2 <1 [NA

NS = not sampled, NA = not analyzed, ND = no detection
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47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)
Historical GW Analytical Results for MW-4 (in ppb)

(>} Q o| ¢ o Q Q ] 1
o | 2| 3 ~5| BlE.| B| &| B B|E| >
e | 23 | 2| 2| & (28|05 28|30 (90208 ed| 3 |2
Sample # | ' & < O S g g & el g2 |2g|l =8| L8| ~8| 8| 828 2 A
ocation Q% = g L E 3 - S TE2|52 —~S |l 3| =38 & v
S| &£ 3% |S|F8| g2 Z S|TE| E|R| % )
> B B & 3 g = E| & ©
GW-1 2 30 70 | 100 5 (2000 7 81 70 200 | 5 5 1000 | 3
GW-2 10 100 500 1000 | 10000 20000 | 90 80 | 50000
VIC471.4 | MW-4 | 517/01 | <20 | <50 | <10 <10 [<10| 120 | 40 530 | 150 | 770 | 500 | 10 20
47VIC14 | MW-4 | 6/3/02 3 <5 8 3 4 82 25 210 81 820 | 320| 18 <1
47VIC24 | MW-4 | 11/25/03 | <2 <5 NS [ <2 | <2 | NS | <1 | <2 | <2 | <2 |<2]| <2 NS
VIC 1.4 MW-4 | 5/28/04 | <2 <5 <5 | <2 | <2 | NS 3 28 78 740 | 35 3 NS
47VIC24 | MW-4 |11/29/04 | 60 <30 [ NS | <2 | <2 | NS 18 | 350 | 110 11 [ I150| <5 NS
47VIC1.4 MW-4 | 4/21/05 | <10 | <30 | NS <35 <5 NS <5 180 30 500 14 <35 NS
47VIC24 MW-4 [10/31/05 | <10 | <30 | NS <35 <5 80 12 150 200 | 1300 | 83 7 <35
47VIC14 | MW-4 | 5/30/06 4 <5 <2 | <5 | <5 | 8 3 16 7 28 51 3 <5
VIC24 MW-4 | 10/03/06 | 33 <35 <2 <3 <35 6 10 180 69 45 64 4 4
VIC 24 MW-4 4/8/07 <2 11 3 <2 3 <5 1 130 16 310 14 <2 <1
VICMW-4 | MW-4 | 10/24/07 | <4 20 4 2 5 | <10 [ <2 | 230 30 230 | 15 | <2 <2
A7VICMW-4 | MW-4 | 4/30/08 | <100 | <300 | <50 | <50 [ <50 | 500 [ 50 | 1300 | 1700 [ 9500 | 340 | <50 | 100 |<1
47 VICMW4 | MW-4 | 12/16/08 | <100 | <300 | <50 [ <50 | <50 | <300 | <50 | 590 | 780 | 4300 | 130 | <50 | <50 [<1
47VIC14 | MW-4 | 4/709 | <2 <5 <2 [ <5 | <2 | <5 | <1 32 3 50 7 <2 <2 [<1
VIC14 MW-4 | 4/7/10 | <40 | <100 [ <40 | <100 | <40 | 300 | S0 590 | 780 | 5200 | 360 | 30 40 | <1

NS = not sampled, NA = not analyzed, ND = no detection
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47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)

Historical GW Analytical Results for MW-8 (in ppb)

[ 5 u| @ Y o O [} g
o) o | B 2 B |~ 8 §| g 5 g| .8 5| @ 2
Sample E‘]E § = £ & |=%|a% =§§ _El 8 (2E -3 "ﬂ?g & & g
Sample # . <& .S O 2 g |8g|—ElgE| 28| 8|8 =8 = 28 2
Location | = > = 5 S |se|l—-8|=2% sl 28 |lasdl =8| =2 |25 o
< A 2| = = | &= =|5 & = = 0= = | = = =
175) — = O 2 217 2 2 2 .8 = 5
> © S El & g 3 3 E| &
GW-1 3 2 30 70 100 5 2000 7 81 70 200 5 5 1000
GW-2 10 100 500 1000 | 10000 20000 | 90 80 50000
VIC 47 1.8 MW-8 8/6/01 <20 <50 |<10|<10|<10 50 30 180 250 830 50 20 <10
VIC48 | Mwes | 6/17/02 37 | 65 | <2 | <2|<2| 14| o | 180 [ 98| 210 | 16 | 20 | 4
47 VIC 2.8 MW-8 | 11/25/03 15 53 NS <2 | <2 NS 10 140 63 130 16 9 NS
VIC1.8 MW-8 5/28/04 36 15 <5 <2 | <2 NS 23 390 | 200 1200 58 41 NS
47 VIC2.8 MW-8 11/29/04 40 70 NS [<10]| <10 NS | <10 320 180 | 360 | <10 10 NS
47 VIC 1.8 MW-8 4/21/05 8 14 NS <3 <2 NS 20 89 84 180 20 19 NS
47 VIC 2.7 MW-8 10/31/05 26 6 <5 <2 | <2 10 15 120 73 73 13 12 2
47 VIC 1.8 MW-8 5/30/06 5 140 | <5 <2 <2 14 11 56 29 77 20 15 2
VIC2.8 MW-8 10/03/06 7 43 <5 <2 <2 29 18 77 61 170 21 18 1
VIC2.8 MW-8 4/8/07 7 48 <5 <2 <2 <5 3 43 16 28 5 4 4
VIC MW-8 MW-8 10/24/07 6 41 <2 | <2 | <2 <5 <1 22 5 5 <2 <2 2
47TVICMW-8 | MW-8 4/30/08 6 8 120 | <2 3 <2 120 <1 28 3 <2 <2 <2 11
47 VICMWE8 | MW-8 12/16/08 | 4 8 58 | <10 2 <2 <5 <1 33 3 <2 <2 <2 9
47 VIC 1.8 MW-8 4/7/09 <]l | <2 11 <2 | <2 | <2 <5 <1 5 <2 <2 <2 <2 1
VIC1.8 MW-8 4/7/10 | NA | 10 18 <2 | <2 | <2 <5 <1 23 7 19 <2 <2 1

NA = not analyzed, NS = not sampled, ND = no detection
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47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)
Historical GW Analytical Results for MW-11 (in ppb)

3| e of 2 g of 2| gl 3 & p
2 |E|B|E v 2 8e| & 2|<d| 52| ,5]| ¢
Sample # Sample =} =8| € |2 823 85":8.—'8”8'18 S £ 3
ample Location g% Ol c| E|EE|=58 85| 8 =8|xEZE|8|3¢g| £
< |B|l2| 8|55 58| 3 =E|°F " 3|8| £|°F
S| 0 g El & g 8| 8 E| & S
GW-1 2 |30] 70 | 100 | S | 2000 7 81 70 | 200 5 5 1000
GW-2 2 100 1 | 9000 4000 | 300 | 3000 | 6000
VIC11.1 MW- 11 3/10/03 | <2 |<5] 3 <2 | 3 <5 | <1| 280 8 90 11 <2 <1
47VIC 2.6 MW-11 11/25/03 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS |<1| <2 | <2 | <2 | <2 <2 NS
VIC1.11 MW-11 5/28/04 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 |<2| NS |[<1| <2 |<2]| <2 |<2 <2 NS
47VIC2.11 MW-11 | 11729/04 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS |<1| <2 | <2| <2 | <2 <2 NS
47 VIC MW-11 4/21/05 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 |<2| NS |<1]| <2 |<2| <2 | <2 <2 NS
47VIC2.9 MW-11 | 10/31/05 | 32 | 10 | <5 | <2 | <2 12 18 190 | 120 | 120 15 14 3
47 VIC 1.11 MW-11 530006 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 |<2| <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
VIC 2.11 MW-11 | 10/03/06 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 |<2| <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
VIC 2.11 MW-11 4/8/07 Q<5 |<5|<2|<2| <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
VIC MW-11 MW-11 | 1024/07 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
47VICMW-11 MW-11 4/30/08 | <2 | <5 [ <5 | <2 |<2]| <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
47 VICMW-11 | MW-11 | 12/16/08 | <2 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <5 | <1 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <2 <2 <1
47VIC 1.11 MW-11 47/09 [<2 | <5 | <2 | <2 |<2]| <5 |<1| <2 |<2]| <2 |x2 <2 <1
NS

NA = not analyzed, NS = not sampled, ND = no detection




47 Victoria St. site (DES # 199504029)
Historical GW Analytical Results for SW-1 (in ppb)

0 o o o g o ) ) o a o
HH R R R RN
Sample = = % S |, el e £ 8| -8 l's |28 — 2 8 ‘“ﬁ 5
Sample # Location < % © g g g g = g g g — g = g @ g = g 8 5 2 3
e A BIS|EESTS5E8] 2| 2104 “2|5|7&| €
TS| T | S| BlE | 8| £| 8 E|E|

GW-1 2 |30]| 70 {100 | 5 | 2000 7 81 70 | 200 5 5 1000

GW-2 10 100 500 1000 | 10000 20000 | 90 80 50000

47VIC 2.10 SW-1 1172503 [ <2 | <5 [ NS | <2 | <2 | NS <1 <2 [<2| <2 |<2]| <2 NS

5/28/03

47 VIIC §§8-1 SW-1 11/29/04 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 | <2 | NS <1 <2 |<2| <2 5 <2 NS
47 VIC S§-1 SW-1 4/25/05 | <2 | <5 | NS | <2 |<2| NS <1 <2 |<2| <2 [<2]| <2 NS
47 VIC SS-1 SW-1 10/31/05 | <2 | <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <2 |<2| <2 [<2]| <2 <1
47 VICSW 1.1 SW-1 5/30/06 | <2 | <5|<5|<2|<2]| <5 <1 <2 |<2| <2 [<2]| <2 <1
Seep SW-1 10/03/06 | <2 [ <5 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <2 <2 <2 <2 <2 <1
VIC 2.8W SW-1 4/8/07 | <2 |<5[<5[<2|<2]| <5 <1 <2 |<2| <2 |<2]| <2 <1
47VICSW-1 SW-1 4/30/08 | <2 | <5 <5 |<2|<2]| <5 | <1 <2 | <2| <2 [<2]| <2 <1
47 VIC SW1 SW-1 12/16/08 | <2 | <5 | <2 | <2 | <2 | <5 <1 <2 |<2| <2 [<2]| <2 <1
47 VIC SW1 SW-1 4709 | <2 | <5 <2 |<2|<2]| <5 <1 <2 |<2| <2 |<2]| <2 <1

NS

NA = not analyzed, NS = not sampled , ND = no detection




Summary of Groundwater Elevations and Gauging Results

Well Elevation

(arade) (feet) 4/7/09 4/7/10
MW-1 93.39° 90.49° 91.21
MW-2 92.55° 90.55° 91.35’
MW-3 92.96° 90.46° 91.66°
MW-4 92.79° 89.79° 90.57°
MW-8 93.00° 89.80° 90.48°
MW-11 96.14° 89.84° NS
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Qi ')IL 1 .‘\':"l dife: A’! l/.' ! "v’:" ’7‘{’:""',’ ;’“‘..' _\'(,’:"r"! [
Steve Brackett
Brackett Geo Sciences
163 Water St., Ste 1

Keene, NH 03431

Subject: Laboratory Report

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID: 87966
Client Identification: 47 Victoria Street
Date Received: 4/7/2010

Dear Mr. Brackett:

Enclosed please find the laboratory report for the above identified project. All analyses were performed in
accordance with our QA/QC Program. Unless otherwise stated, holding times, preservation techniques,
container types, and sample conditions adhered to EPA Protocol. Samples which were collected by Eastern
Analytical, Inc. (EAI) were collected in accordance with approved EPA procedures. Eastern Analytical, Inc.
certifies that the enclosed test results rmeet all requirements of NELAP and other applicable state
certifications. Please refer to our website at www.eailabs.com for a copy of our NELAP certificate and
accredited parameters.

The following standard abbreviations and conventions apply to all EAI reports:
Solid samples are reported on a dry weight basis, unless otherwise noted
< : ‘“less than” followed by the reporting limit
> : “greater than” followed by the reporting limit
%R : % Recovery

Eastern Analytical Inc. maintains certification in the following states: Connecticut (PH-0492), Maine (NH005),
Massachusetts (M-NH005), New Hampshire/NELAP (1012), Rhode Island {(269) and Vermont (VT1012).

The following information is contained within this report: Sample Conditions summary, Analytical
Results/Data, Quality Control data (if requested) and copies of the Chain of Custody. This report may not be
reproduced except in full, without the the written approval of the laboratory.

If you have any questions regarding the results contained within, please feel free to directly contact me or the
chemist(s) who performed the testing in question. Unless otherwise requested, we will dispose of the
sample(s) 30 days from the sample receipt date.

We appreciate this opportunity to be of service and look forward to your continued patronage.

Sincerely,
- z/
Y.zz-10 =
Lorraine Olashaw, Lab Director Date # of pages (excluding cover letter)

voaeaboveai T, T o e SR R S N \\’WW.CHHHbS.CO]l’I L O S T P AR AL THE T RS PR BRSO KR



SAMPLE CONDITIONS PAGE

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID#: 87966

Client: Brackett Geo Sciences Client Designation: 47 Victoria Street
Temperature upon receipt (°C): 5 Received on ice or cold packs (Yes/No): Y
Date Date Sample % Dry

Lab ID Sample ID Received Sampled Matrix Weight Exceptions/Comments (other than thermal preservation)
87966.01 VIC1.1 477110 4/6110 aqueous Adheres to Sample Acceptance Policy

87966.02 VIC1.2 4710 4/6/10 aqueous Adheres tc Sample Acceptance Policy

87966.03 VIC1.3 47110 4/6110 aqueous Adheres fo Sample Acceptance Policy

87966.04 VIC14 477110 4/6/10 aqueous Adheres to Sample Acceptance Policy

87966.05 VIC1.8 477110 4/6/110 aqueous Adheres to Sample Acceptance Policy

87966.06  Trip Blank 47110 3/23M10 aqueous Adheres to Sample Acceptance Policy

Samples were properly preserved and the pH measured when applicable unless otherwise noted. Analysis of solids for pH, Flashpoint,
Ignitibility, Paint Filter, Corrosivily, Conductivity and Specific Gravity are reported on an “as received” basis.

All results contained in this report relate only to the above listed samples.

References include:

1) EPA 600/4-79-020, 1983

2) Standard Methods for Examination of Water and Wastewafer : Inorganics, 19th Edition, 1995; Microbiology, 20th Edition, 1998
3) Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste SW 846 3rd Edition including updates IVA and IVB

4) Hach Water Analysis Handbook, 2nd edition, 1992

eastern analytical, inc. www.eailabs.com Phone: (603) 228-0525 1
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LABORATORY REPORT

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID#:
Client: Brackett Geo Sciences

87966

Client Designation: 47 Victoria Street

Sample ID:

L.ab Sample ID:
Matrix:

Date Sampled:
Date Received:

Units:

Date of Analysis:
Analyst:
Method:

Dilution Factor:

Dichlorodifluoromethane
Chioromethane

Vinyl chloride
Bromomethane
Chloroethane
Trichlorofluoromethane
Diethyl Ether

Acetone
1,1-Dichloroethene
tert-Butyt Alcohol (TBA)
Methylene chloride
Carbon disulfide
Methyl-t-butyl ether(MTBE)
Ethyl-t-butyl ether(ETBE)
Isopropyl ether(DIPE)
tert-amyl methyl ether(TAME)
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
1,1-Dichloroethane
2,2-Dichloropraopane
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene
2-Butanone(MEK)
Bromochloromethane
Tetrahydrofuran(THF)
Chloroform
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Carbon tetrachloride
1,1-Dichloropropene
Benzene
1,2-Dichloroethane
Trichloroethene
1,2-Dichloropropane
Dibromomethane
Bromodichloromethane
4-Methyl-2-pentanone(MIBK)
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene
Toluene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene
1,1,2-Trichloroethane
2-Hexanone
Tetrachloroethene
1,3-Dichloropropane
Dibromochloromethane
1,2-Dibromoethane(EDB)
Chiorobenzene
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane
Ethvibenzene

VIC 1.1

87966.01
aqueous

4/6/10
477110

ug/l
4/10/110
BAM
8260B
1

<5
<2
<2
<2
<5
<5
<5
<10
<1
<30
<5
<5
<5
<5
<§
<5
<2
<2
<2
<2
<10
<2
<10
<2
<2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<2
<0.5
<10
<2
44
<2
<2
<10
<2
<2
<2
<2
<2
<2
<1

eastern analytical, inc.

viCc 1.2

87966.02
aqueous

4/6/10
477110

ugh
4/10/10
BAM
82608
1

<5
<2
<2
<2
65
<5
<5
<10
<1
<30
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5h
<5
<2
13
<2
<2
<10
<2
<10
<2
2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<2
<05
<10
<2
<1
<2
<2
<10
<2
<2
<2
<2
<2
<2
<1

www.eailabs.com

VIC 1.3

87966.03
aqueous

4/6/10
4/710

ug/l
4/10/10
BAM
8260B
1

<5
<2
6
<2
12
<5
<5
<10
<1
<30
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<5
<2

VIC 1.4

87966.04
aqueous

4/6/10
477110

ug/l
4/12/10
BAM
8260B
20

<100
<40
<40
<40
<100
300
<100
<200
50
<600
<100
<40
<20
<100
<100
<100
<20
590
<20
780
<200
<20
<200
<20
5200
<20
<20
<20
<20
360
<20
<20
<10
<200
<20
40
<20
<20
<200
30
<20
<20
<40
<20
<20
<20

VIC 1.8  Trip Blank
87966.05 87966.06
aqueous aqueous
4/6/10 3/23/10
417710 4/7/110
ugfi ug/l
4/12/10 4/9/10
BAM BAM
8260B 8260B
1 1

<5 <5
<2 <2
10 <2
<2 <2
18 <5
<5 <5
<5 <5
<10 <10
<1 <1
<30 <30
<5 <5
<5 <5
<5 <5
<5 <5
<5 <5
<5 <5
<2 <2
23 <2
<2 <2

7 <2
<10 <10
<2 <2
<10 <10
<2 <2
19 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<1 <1
<2 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<0.5 <0.5
<10 <10
<2 <2

1 <1

<2 <2
<2 <2
<10 <10
<2 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<2 <2
<1 <1

Phone: (603) 228-0525

2
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LABORATORY REPORT

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID#:
Client: Brackett Geo Sciences

87966

Client Designation: 47 Victoria Street

Sample ID:

Lab Sample ID:
Matrix:

Date Sampled:
Date Received:

Units:

Date of Analysis:
Analyst:
Method:

Dilution Factor:

mp-Xylene

o-Xylene

Styrene

Bromoform.
IsoPropylbenzene
Bromobenzene
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,2,3-Trichloropropane
n-Propylbenzene
2-Chlorotoluene
4-Chlorotoluene
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene
tert-Butylbenzene
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene
sec-Butylbenzene
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
p-lsopropyltoluene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene
1,2-Dichlorobenzene
n-Butylbenzene
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane
1,3,5-Trichlorobenzene

1,2 4-Trichlorobenzene
Hexachlorobutadiene
Naphthalene
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene
4-Bromofluorobenzene (surr)
1,2-Dichlorobenzene-d4 (surr)
Toluene-d8 (surr)

VIC 1.1

§7966.01
aqueous

4/6/10
4/7110

ug/l
4/10/10
BAM
8260B
1

<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<1
<0.5
<5
<1
98 %R
103 %R
97 %R

eastern analytical, inc.

VIC 1.2

87966.02
aqueous

4/6/10
4/7M0

ug/l
4/10/10
BAM
82608
3

<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<1
<0.5
<5
<1
98 %R
103 %R
99 %R

www.eailabs.com

VIC 1.3

87966.03
aqueous

4/6/10
477110

ug/l
4/10/10
BAM
82608
1

<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<1
<0.5
<5
<1t
98 %R
103 %R
98 %R

VIC 1.4

87966.04
aqueous

4/6/10
4710

ugfl
4712110
BAM
8260B
20

<20
<20
<20
<40
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<20
<40
<20
<20
<10
<100
<20
95 %R
104 %R
98 %R

VIC 1.8

87966.05
aqueous

4/6/10
477110

ug/l
4/12/10
BAM
82608
1

<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<1
<05
<5
<1
96 %R
104 %R
97 %R

Phone: (603) 228-0525

Trip Blank

8§7966.06
aqueous

3/23/10
47110

ug/l
4/9/10
BAM
82608
1

<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<2
<2
<2
<1
<2
<2
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<1
<2
<1
<1
<05
<5
<1
98 %R
102 %R
98 %R

3
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LABORATORY REPORT

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID#:

Client: Brackett Geo Sciences

Sample ID:

Lab Sample ID:
Matrix:

Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Units:

Date of Analysis:
Analyst:

Method:

Dilution Factor:

1,4-Dioxane
4-Bromofluorobenzene (surr)
Toluene-d8 (surr)

VIC 1.1

87966.01
agqueous
4/6/10
4/7/110

ugh

4/9/10

VG

8260B SIM
1

<1
93 %R
95 %R

eastern analytical, inc.

VIC 1.4

87966.04
agueous
4/6/10
4/7/110

ug/l

4/9/10

VG

8260B SIM
1

<1

84 %R
92 %R

www.eailabs.com

87966
Client Designation: 47 Victoria Street

Phone: (603) 228-0525

4
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Sanbom, _Heqd & Associates
e e S RECEIVED

REC~- iy APR 12 108

April 9, 1999 | ~ DEPARTMENT OF
File No. 1521 APR ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
DEF
Mr. Ralph Wickson ENVIROI\,‘,.LN AL SERY,
' ICES

Waste Management Division
New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services

6 Hazen Drive
P.0.Box 95
Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095

Re: Activity and Use Restriction
Kingsbury Corporation Site (DES # 199102028)

Keene, New Hampshire

Dear Mr. Wickson:

Enclosed please find a full copy of the Activity and Use Restriction (AUR) for the subject project
as recorded in the Cheshire County Registry of Deeds. As indicated previously, the second page of
this document was missing from our original submittal of February 22, 1999.

Should you have any questions please do note hesitate to call.

Very truly yours,

SANBORN, | OZIATES, INC.

Patl M. S
Principal

JO/PMS:jo

cc. John Cookson, Kingsbury Corporation

Thomas Doyle, Esq., Pierce Atwood
S:\Data\1 52 1\99files\D409NRDES. Itr. wpd

Paul M. Sanborn v Charles L. Head n R. Scott Shillaber
Charles A. Crocetti u Mathew A. DiPilato 6 Daniel B. Carr v Duncan W, Wood

Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc,
6 Garvins Falls Road m Concord, New Hampshire 03301
Fox (603) 229-1919 m Phona (603 229-1an0
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ACTIVITY AND USE RESTRICTIONS

The following activity and use restrictions are hereby placed upon a portion of the property
belonging to KINGSBURY CORPORATION, a New Hampshire Corporation (“*Owner/Grantor ™),
located at 80 Laurel Street in Keene, New Hampshire. The 80 Laure! Street property appears on the
plan entitled “Kingsbury Corporation 80 Laure! Street Property, Keene, New Hampshire, Site Plan,
prepared by Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc., September 1998, attached as Exhibit A, said

property being the premises conveyed by warranty deed at Book , Page , recorded in the
County Registry of Deeds. This property has been assigned site number 199102028 by the New

Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (“NHDES™).

The area subject to the activity and use restrictions consists of a portion of the 80 Laurel Street
property as shown on the plan entitled “Kingsbury Corporation Keene, New Hampshire, Activity and
Use Restriction, PCB-Containing Soil Area, prepared by Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc..
September 1998" (Exhibit B) being a parcel of land in Keene, Cheshire County, New Hampshire (the

“Site™), and is described as follows:

Commencing at a stone bound on the southerly sideline of Water Street, said point being the
northeasterly corner of land now or formerly of Kingsbury Machine Tool Corp. and the
northwesterly comer of the property of the City of Keene (formerly Boston and Maine

Corporation); thence

S 49°10" 30" E, a distance of 655.34 feet by said land of the City of Keene to a point of
beginning; thence

S 49°10' 30" E, a distance of 127.08 feet by said land of the City of Keene to a point at the
extension northeasterly of the westerly exterior wall of the existing brick boiler house; thence

S 40° 24' 54" W, a distance of 50.27 feet by said extension and said wall to a wall corner;
thence

S 49°35' 06" E, a distance of 8.64 feet by an exterior building wall to a wall corner; thence
S 39° 50" 55" W, a distance of 18.04 feet by said wall to a wall corner: thence
N 49°03° 57" W, a distance of 34.76 feet by said wall to a wall corner; thence
N 40° 33" 42" E, a distance of 31.89 teet by said wall 1o a wall corner: thence

N 48° 58' 08" W. a distance of $1.46 feet by said wall 10 a wall corner; thence
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N 40°47' 40" E, a distance of 35.96 feet by said wall and the extension of said wall to the point
of beginning.

Said area contains 6,222 square feet.

The Site consists of a portion of the 80 Laurel Street property which was previously unpaved.
Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs) were detected in surficial soil samples collected from this area.
Soil was excavated from soil sampling areas where PCBs were detected at concentrations greater
than 20 mg/kg, and then properly disposed off-site. The excavations were backfilled with imported
granular soil material and the area was paved with asphalt providing a cap over the entire Site.

The purpose of these Activity and Use Restrictions is to limit direct human exposures to PCBs
which were detecied in soii at the Site. These restrictions shall continue and run with the land until
expressly modified or terminated by or on behalf of NHDES and notice of such modification or
termination shall be recorded in the Registry of Deeds within 30 days of Owner’s receipt of NHDES
approval. These Activity and Use Restrictions shall be incorporated either in full or by reference into
all subsequent deeds, easements, mortgages, leases, licenses, occupancy agreements, or any other
instruments conveying an interest in or a right to use that portion of the 80 Laurel Street property

containing the Site.

Restricted Uses and Activities: Excavation or intrusive work which disturbs or otherwise
impacts the integrity of the asphalt cap at the Site shall not be undertaken unless the following
activities occur:

Development of a site-specific Health and Safety Plan by a qualified health and

safety professional prior to excavation or intrusive work in the Site area. The plan
shall meet all applicable requirements of health and safety regulations in force at

that time.

a)

b) Engineering controls will be employed, as necessary, to limit the potential for
releases of contaminants to soil, groundwater or air. and the work shall be

monitored by a firm or individual having appropriate environmental expertise..

c) Afterexcavation or intrusive work activities are completed, the Owner or its agent
shall promptly restore the asphalt-cap. or equivalent barrier.

d)  Soil and waste management practices for excavated materials, if any, shall comply
with all applicable regulations and standards.

Oblipations and Conditions: Owner shall mainiain the asphait cap. or an equivalent barricr.
in good repair.

(RS ]
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KINGSBURY CORPORATION
a New Hampshire Corporatnon _

By, ~4j [ ?{\“’M/’V.\

Name'_ Jawmes L. Koshsre
Its: President ¢ C.£.0. v

ACKNOWLEDGEMENT

State of New Hampshire

County of _ Cheshire

On this _4thday of __ January , 1999, before me, Dianne M. Tisdale , the
undersigned officers, James L. Koontz & John S. Cookson , personally appeared
and acknowledged themselves to be the presj and Secre of Kingsbury
Corporation, a New Hampshire Corporation, and that they as such being authorized to do so,
executed the foregoing instrument for the purposes therein contained, by signing their names on
behalf of the Corporation.

In witness whereof [ hereunder set my hand and official seal. '\

Q\&J\U\M \{\ \fv\r S

Notary Public/Justtee-ef the Peaee

My commission expires \(0\ R \ ACT O
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Kingsbury Corporation 80 Laurel Street sales@kingsburycorp.com
Keene, New Hampshire www.kingsburycorp.com
03431-4207 U.S.A. Tel: 603-352-5212
Fax: 603-357-7419

Kingsbury

May 14, 2008

Mr. John M. Regan, P.G.

Supervisor, Hazardous Waste Remediation Bureau
NH Department of Environmental Services

29 Hazen Drive, PO Box 95

Concord, NH 03302-0095

Dear Mr. Regan:
Re: Notification of Potential Soil Contamination at Kingsbury Corporation

I am President of Kingsbury Corporation (“Kingsbury”), a New Hampshire corporation founded in

1894 and located at 80 Laurel Street in Keene, NH. Kingsbury started as a manufacturer of cast iron
toys but evolved into a manufacturer of special purpose machine tools. Kingsbury is one of the few
remaining custom builders of mid to high production metal cutting and assembly systems in the U.S. 1
acquired Kingsbury in 1998 through the merger of a company that I controlled (VI Acquisition Corp.) +
into Kingsbury.

Since Kingsbury was acquired as a stock purchase, a substantial amount of due diligence was
conducted prior to the closing. As part of the environmental due diligence, the selling shareholders
gave me and my bankers satisfactory Phase I and Phase II Environmental reports from Sanborn, Head
& Associates, a highly regarded environmental services firm. In addition, the selling shareholders
provided me with various environmental representations and warranties, including, but not limited to

(emphasis added):

e To the knowledge of Kingsbury, no substance which is.. .toxic, hazardous or otherwise
a danger to the environment or health is present...in, on or under any property
that any of the Kingsbury Companies has at any time owned, operated, occupied or
leased;

e To the knowledge of Kingsbury, none of the Kingsbury Companies has transported, stored,
used, manufactured, released or exposed its employees or any other person to any hazardous
material in violation of any past or present applicable statute, rule, regulation, order or law; and

o None of the Kingsbury Companies ...is aware of any past or present violations of
Environmental Laws or any event, condition, circumstance, tncident, activity, or practice
of its businesses. . .which would give rise to any common law or statutory liability, or otherwise
Jorms or could form the basis of any claim, action, suit, proceeding, hearing or
investigation against any of the Kingsbury Companies based on or arising out of
the manufacture, processing, distribution, use, treatment, storage, spill, disposal, transport,
or handling, o7 the emission, discharge, release or threatened release in the environment,
of any Hazardous Material.



Mr. John Regan
May 14, 2008
Page 2

In spite of my due diligence and inquiries, a consultant engaged by a potential purchaser of surplus
Kingsbury property recently informed me that up until the late 1950°s or early 1960’s, Kingsbury
disposed of metal shavings and solvents used in the manufacturing process on a portion of the
company’s property. He believes the City of Keene or the company paved over the area (the “Paved
Area”) in the mid 1980’s and he told me that soil under portions of the pavement is contaminated.

The following information is being provided as part of this notification:

A) Name and Contact Information:
Ms. Iris A Mitropoulis, President
Kingsbury Corporation
80 Laurel Street
Keene, NH 03431
603-352-5212 x1287

Email: iamitropoulis@kingsburycorp.com

B) Location of discharge: Kingsbury’s property is shown in yellow on the attached PDF. The
Paved Area is the hashed square that fronts onto Myrtle Street. The portion of the Paved Area
that has soil contamination is marked as “A.”

C) Type and amount of substances discharged: Substances most likely include metal
byproducts and solvents used in the manufacturing process at the time, including TCE.

D) Potential receptors: The purchaser’s consultant performed a preliminary potential receptor
survey and did not identify any potentially sensitive receptors. The two drinking wells for the
City of Keene are situated miles away from Kingsbury’s site. Most of the land abutting the
Paved Area is vacant land owned by Kingsbury.

E) Federal, State or Local government notified: No other agencies have been notified to
date.

By virtue of the due diligence that VI Acquisition conducted before acquiring and merging into
Kingsbury, VI Acquisition/Kingsbury claim an innocent landowner defense in this matter. We had no
reason to believe that there was any contamination on any of Kingsbury’s property. The former
owners of Kingsbury are the “responsible parties” for the discharge. I have informed the former
owners of the possible contamination and of this notification to the DES. I will supplement this filing
with additional information as it becomes available.

Your name was given to me as the appropriate person within the DES to contact. As this is unfamiliar
territory for me, I would appreciate the opportunity to discuss this matter, and our options, with you.

Sincerely,

Iris A. Mitropoulis
President

kingsbury/regan/051408






The State of New Hampshire

B DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES | |
i NHDES

A\
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Thomas S. Burack, Commissioner

October 14, 2013

Brian J. Thibeault
Kingsbury Acquisition LLC
300 Gay Street
Manchester, NH 03103

Subject: Keene - Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company, 80 Laurel Street,
DES Site #199102028, Project #8071

Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment, prepared by StoneHill Environmental, Inc.
and dated September 28, 2012

Dear Mr. Thibeault:

The New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (Department) has reviewed the document
titled “Phase Il Environmental Site Assessment (Site Assessment)”, prepared on behalf of TD Bank, N.A.
prior to the foreclosure auction for the former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company. Kingsbury Acquisitions,
LLC took title to the property located at 80 Laurel Street, Keene, NH on May 17, 2013. As the current
owner of the property, the Department requests the following actions based on the review of the Site
Assessment.

The Department notes that Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards (AGQS) have been exceeded at
seven of the on-site groundwater monitoring wells. Three of the newly installed monitoring wells (SHE-5,
SHE-6 and SHE-7) are located inside the building in the presumed downgradient location of various former
manufacturing and waste treatment operations. This indicates that a release of hazardous materials has
occurred at the site.

Based on groundwater exceeding AGQS, the Department requires that a site investigation (SI) be
conducted in accordance with Env-Or 606.01, Site Investigation. In addition, the Department requests the
following actions:

Collect one additional round of groundwater samples from the on-site groundwater monitoring well
network. Analyze the samples for NHDES full list of analytes for volatile organics and 1,4-dioxane utilizing
a method that has a detection limit less than the AGQS for this compound.

The Department requests that the S| along with the supplemental groundwater monitoring be submitted to
the Department within 120 days in accordance with Env-Or 606.03(a).

If you have any questions, please feel free to contact me at the Waste Management Division.

Sincerely,

David C. Bowen, P.G.

Hazardous Waste Remediation Bureau
Tel: (603) 271-2800

Fax: (603)271-2181

Email: david.bowen@des.nh.qov

ec: John Regan, DES
Keith DuBois, DES
Eric Teale, HTE
City of Keene Health Officer

DES Web Site: www.des.nh.gov
P.O. Box 95, 29 Hazen Drive, Concord, New Hampshire 03302-0095
Telephone: (603) 271-2908 Fax: (603)271-2181 TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964




APPENDIX D
Selected Previous Site Reports

ASTM Phase | Environmental Site Assessment
Former Kingsbury Manufacturing Company Property
NH DES Site #199102028
80 Laurel Street
Keene, New Hampshire

Ransom Consulting, Inc.

Project 181.05004
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May 19, 1995 MAY 30 \995

R
PO R

New Hampshire DES, Groundwater Protection Bureau
6 Hazen Dr., Box 95
Concord, NH 03301

RE: Site Investigation Report L//‘/
Kingsbury Corporation Site (DES # 91-0228)

Keene, NH g 0

ﬂ(/\.,

Lena,

Enclosed please find a Site Investigation Report for the above referenced site. This report has been prepared in
accordance with the Site Investigation protocol prescribed in both ENV-Ws 410 and ENV-Ws 412.

This report was originally intended to meet the requirements for site investigation reports prepared under ENV-WS
412.11. However, sampling and analysis during our groundwater investigation revealed the presence of several
chlorinated VOC's in concentrations exceeding New Hampshire Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards ("AGQS's").
Consequently the scope of this project was expanded to meet the requirements of ENV-WS 410.22.

Within 60 days of 1nitially discovering that AGQS's were exceeded, Kingsbury Corporation notified the New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services in accordance with ENV-WS 410.06 (see letter from S. Brackett to J. Muzzey

dated May 11, 1995).

The Kingsbury Corporation is the likely source of the benzene contamination. However, a second round of sampling
indicated that benzene concentrations in all three monitoring wells are below AGQS's. While the chlorinated VOC's
were present in concentrations exceeding in the second round of sampling it appears highly likely that these
contaminants are coming from an offsite source. Specifically the adjacent and upgradient site, 197 Water St. (DES #84-
0281), is listed as a non-petroleum site under the management of the New Hampshire Waste Group. Previous site
investigations of 197 Water St. revealed contamination of groundwater with chlorinated VOC's identical to those found
on the Kingsbury Site. In the opinion of Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc. it is very likely that the 197 Water St. site is
the source of the chlorinated VOC's found on the Kingsbury site.

Please feel free to contact me with any questions.

Best Regards,

STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

\

Stéven L. Brackett
Geologist

39 SQUARE ~ CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BELLOWS FaLrs, VT 05101
PHONE: (802) 463-0733 Fax: (802) 463-0723

Wt OF
Ms. Lena Karnauk mwﬂﬂ‘é@%ﬁﬁw SE{%GES
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Kingsbury Machine Tool Co.

80 Laurel St.
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STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

Bellows Falls, VT 05101
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STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

SITE INVESTIGATION REPORT
for a portion of the
Kingsbury Machine Tool site at
80 Laurel St. Keene, NH 03431
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STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

SITE INVESTIGATION REPORT
for a portion of the
Kingsbury Machine Tool site at
80 Laurel St. Keene, NH 03431

1.0 SITE DATA

Site Name: Kingsbury Machine Tool

Site Address: 80 Laurel St., Keene, NH 03431
Site Owner: Kingsbury Corp.

Site Phone #: (603) 352-5212

Site Contact: Gary Langley

Deed Reference: Keene, NH Registry of Deeds Volume 923, pg. 972
Tax Map Reference: Map 30, Lot 20

2.0 BACKGROUND

80 Laurel St. (hereinafter referred to as the "site") is located in the eastern portion of
downtown Keene, NH along the Marlborough St. corridor, approximately 3/8 mile east of the
intersection of Marlborough St. and Main St. and approximately 5/8 mile southeast of Central
Square. The site is bordered to the west and north by a residential neighborhood and to the east
and south by an area with a long history of commercial/industrial usage. The City of Keen is
served by municipal water and the closest supply is 2.3 miles away.

The site's abutters include one upgradient site, 197 Water St., which is listed on the New
Hampshire All Sites List (the New Hampshire hazardous waste sites list). According to the files
reviewed for this report, prior to 1980 the 197 Water St. site was used by Dalbolt Co. to
manufacture printed cloth. As the result of poor hazardous waste handling and disposal practices
the soil and groundwater of the 197 Water St. site were contaminated with xylene,
trichloroethene, 1,1,1-trichloroethane, 1,1 dichloroethane, 1,2, dichloroethane, and vinyl chloride.
The 80 Laurel St. site has been used by the Kingsbury Corporation for their manufacturing

operations for just over 100 years.

On Nov. 22, 1992 TWM, Inc. cleaned and removed one 1000 gallon gasoline UST. The UST
was not replaced. A Site Assessment was performed by TWM, Inc as a portion of the UST
closure process. Soil and groundwater samples were collected and analyzed as part of this
assessment and gasoline constituents were detected in all samples. (A copy of TWM's report is

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BELLOWS FaLLs, VT 05101
PHONE: (802) 463-0733 Fax: (802) 463-0723




STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

included in the Appendices of this report). One UST remains active at this facility (tank #6
Facility # 0110849) which is a 12,000 gallon #2 fuel oil tank. This tank was installed on 5/8/85
and is a double walled tank with interstitial monitoring. It is cathodically protected (sacrificial
anode was tested during the fourth quarter of 1994).

This is the only known discharge of oil, waste or other contaminants associated with this facility
and with this portion of the Kingsbury site.

In a letter dated Jan. 21, 1994 Walter Carlson of the NH DES concluded that " based upon
information presented in the TWM report , the DES has reason to believe that a discharge of oil,
as defined in New Hampshire Code of Administrative Rules, Env-Ws 412.02 and Env-Ws 412.03,
may have occurred at the subject site." In this same letter Mr. Carlson requested that a site
investigation (as defined in Env-Ws 412.11) be conducted to further investigate this issue.

Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc. ("SAS") was retained by Kingsbury Corporation on June
27, 1994 to perform the requested Site Investigation. Subsequently a Work Plan was prepared
by Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc. (dated July 8, 1994) and approved by the NH DES
(approval was dated 2/3/95). Pursuant to the approved Work Plan, SAS initiated work on the
project by installing monitoring wells on 2/21/95.

3.0 SCOPE

This investigation involved four tasks as defined below:

Task 1.0 - Site Visit, Collection of Background Information, Work Scope Preparation
Task 2.0 - File Review, Receptor Survey

Task 3.0 - Survey, Observation of Installation of Monitoring Wells, Groundwater
Sampling

Task 3.1 - Groundwater Monitoring Well Installation

Task 3.2 - Soil Analyses

Task 3.3 - Groundwater Analyses

Task 4.0 - Report Preparation, Project Management

TI F T

On Feb. 21, 1995 T+K Dirilling of Troy, NH, under the supervision of SAS, installed three
monitoring wells at the site. A 6.0" hollow stem auger was used to install the wells and soil
samples were collected using a 24" split spoon sampler. The wells were drilled to 13' and
were completed using 2" Sch. 40 PVC screen and riser. The annulus was filled with coarse
sorted sand to 18" below grade and a bentonite seal was placed between 8" and 18" below
grade. 8" diameter flush mounted road boxes were grouted in-place on each well. Complete
well logs for each of the three monitoring wells installed are included in the Appendices of this

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BELLOWS FaLLs, VT 05101
PHONE: (802) 463-0733 Fax: (802) 463-0723




STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

report.

5.0 COLLECTION AND ANALYSIS OF SOIL SAMPLES

Three soil samples were collected from each of the three monitoring wells installed. In each
well a sample was collected from 1) above the water table, 2) from as close to the water table
as possible and 3) from below the water table. All of the soil samples were screened in the
field for the presence of volatile organic compounds ("VOC's") according to SAS's Standard
Operating Procedure. Screening was conducted with a Gastech OVM calibrated to 400 ppm
hexane. The soil samples with the highest VOC reading from each well were selected for
laboratory analysis. Once selected each of the three samples were bottled (zero headspace
bottling of 500 ml glass jars) and forwarded by overnight courier to Geolabs of Accord, MA

for analysis.

All of the soil samples collected and analyzed contained detectable levels of gasoline
constituents and two soil samples contained detectable levels of chlorinated VOC's. However,
none of the NH DES Proposed Petroleum Contaminated Soils Generic Cleanup Guidelines
were exceeded in any of the soil samples collected and analyzed.

The initial round of groundwater samples were collected on Feb. 23, 1995. Prior to collection
of samples each well was purged to assure that the groundwater being sampled was
representative of ambient conditions. This was accomplished by removing three well volumes
of groundwater from the well. Once collected samples were immediately placed in 40 ml VO
vials (with zero headspace), chilled and forwarded to Geolab of Accord. MA. All samples
were collected, bottled and preserved according to SAS's Standard Operating Procedures and
were analyzed for the presence of VOC's (EPA Method 8260) and Total Petroleum
Hydrocarbons (EPA Method 8015).

On March 15, 1995, SAS received data showing that all three samples which were collected
and analyzed contained detectable levels of VOC's. The VOC's detected included gasoline
constituents such as benzene, ethylbenzene, toluene and xylene ("BTEX") as well as the
following chlorinated VOC's vinyl chloride, 1,1-dichloroethane("DCA"), 1,1,1-
trichloroethane("TCA") and trichloroethene ("TCE"). Ambient Groundwater Quality
Standards ("AGQS") were exceeded for DCA, vinyl chloride, TCE in each of the monitoring
wells installed for this study and the AGQS for benzene was exceeded in two wells. The
complete report of analytical results is included in the Appendices of this report.

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BELLOWS FaLLs, VT 05101
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STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

6.2 Second Round of Groundwater Samples

The second round of groundwater samples were collected on March 29, 1995. Prior to
collection of samples each well was purged to assure that the groundwater being sampled was
representative of ambient conditions. This was accomplished by removing three well volumes
of groundwater from the well. Once collected samples were immediately placed in 40 ml VO
vials (with zero headspace), chilled and forwarded to Endyne Labs of Williston, VT. All
samples were collected, bottled and preserved according to SAS's Standard Operating
Procedures and were analyzed for the presence of VOC's (EPA Method 8010/8020).

All three samples which were collected and analyzed contained detectable levels of VOC's.
Gasoline constituents were either not detected ("ND") or were in trace concentrations below
quantitation levels ("TBQ") in MW-1 and MW-2. Detectable levels of BTEX were found in
MW-3 but all of the concentrations were below AGQS's. Detectable levels of chlorinated
VOC's were found in MW-1, MW-2 and MW-3. These included, but were not limited to viny!
chloride, DCA, DCE, TCA and TCE.

The complete report of analytical results is included in the Appendices of this report. Although
the results of the second round of groundwater analysis varied from the initial rounds results
they were consistent in that concentrations of vinyl chloride, DCA and TCE exceeded AGQS's
in each well in both rounds of sampling. A summary of the analytical results, comparing the
two rounds, is contained in the Appendices of this report.

Throughout the balance of this report it will be assumed that the suite of chlorinated VOC's
found in the groundwater of MW-1 through MW-3 are related to the leakage or spillage of
TCE. Generally, compounds such as TCA, DCA, DCE and vinyl chloride exist in the
environment as the result of degradation of TCE through natural processes. These processes
are especially common when a TCE plume contacts an environment containing BTEX. We
understand that the NH DES has encountered this phenomenon at other sites in New

Hampshire.

On May 11, 1995 SAS, on behalf of Kingsbury reported the AGQS exceedance in accordance
with ENV-410.06. A copy of this letter is contained at the end of this report.

7 ISTORY E E ST

Employees from the Kingsbury Corporation were interviewed concerning historical use and
handling of TCE and other chlorinated VOC's at the 80 Laurel St. facility. According to
facility personnel with personal knowledge of Kingsbury's process for the last 40 years the
only known point within the facility at which TCE had been used was in a parts washer located
in the northwestern portion of the building. The parts washer room was constructed with
engineering controls such as berms so that spillage or leakage would be captured before a
release occurred. According to Kingsbury personnel and records, there has never been a floor

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BELLOWS Fairis, VT 05101
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drain or other type of pathway from this room to the environment. The approximate location
of the parts washer room is shown on the facility map enclosed in the Appendices. The usage
of TCE ceased in 1979. Based on the location of the machine relative to the area of
contamination it is SAS's opinion that even if TCE had leaked or spilled from this machine,
given the proven direction of groundwater flow at the site, it would be impossible for it to be
the source of the contamination, There is no other record or recollection of TCE use, storage
or handling at the 80 Laurel St. site. Moreover, according to facility records and personal
knowledge, Kingsbury has never used vinyl chloride, DCA or TCA.

8.0 GEOLOGIC AND HYDROGEOLOGIC SETTING OF THE SITE

The site is located in the Ashuelot River Valley of southwestern New Hampshire. The soils
in the site area are of the Windsor-Agawam-Hoosic group which are glacio-fluvial deposits
characteristic of the soils found in the Connecticut River Valley and the valleys of its
tributaries. Soils generally consist of silty sand, gravels or clays. These soils are variable both
horizontally and vertically on a regional scale as the result of changes in facies. Groundwater
flow through the high hydraulic conductivity sands and gravels should be unrestricted but the
clay layers will act as barriers to groundwater flow due to low permeability. Multiple separate
aquifers at different depths are common throughout the valley. There is no record of natural
structural barriers to flow in the Ashuelot River Valley. The general direction of groundwater
flow in the valley is subparellel to the Ashuelot River and the gradient is generally low
resulting is low to moderate rates of groundwater movement. The depth to groundwater
observed during the installation of the soil borings was approximately 8.0'. Data from this
report, as well as from the studies of adjacent sites referred to in section 11.0, indicate that the
direction of groundwater flow in the area is generally to the southwest and that the
groundwater gradient is 1.6%.

The area is underlain by bedrock of the Oliverian Magma Series which is estimated to be early
Silurian in age. Depth to bedrock is estimated to be 85' based on U.S. Geological Survey,
Water Resources Report #92-4013.

Groundwater Elevations Information

Elevation (TOC) Water Depth 2/23/95 | Water Depth 3/29/95
MW-1 100.23 7.65' q7.6 7.3' 92,9
MW-2 100.0 (benchmark) | 7.9' qar.' | 7.84 92T
MW-3 98.65 7.9' 90.¢ |7.86 209

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BUILDING, BeLLows FaiLis, VT 05101
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Of the three monitoring wells installed during this investigation the soil section encountered in
MW-1 was different than that encountered in MW-2 and MW-3. In the latter two wells the
section from the surface to approximately 11' consisted of clean, brown, medium grained sand
which appeared to be fill (a Kingsbury representative reported that the area had been
extensively excavated during construction work in 1982 and had been filled with clean sand).
In MW-1 the interval from surface to 6.5' consisted of loamy sand with roots; the interval
below 6.5' consisted of grey, coarse to medium sand. In all three wells, though, a layer of
grey-blue clay was encountered at approximately 11. 5 feet and it was found to persist to the
total depth of the well.- Besides this clay layer there was no other evidence found, during any
of the subsurface investigation conducted, which indicated any structural or stratigraphic
impediment to groundwater flow. No effort was made to investigate aquifers which may exist

below the clay aquitard.

Y OF T IEWED

For the purposes of this report SAS conducted reviews of various Federal, State and local
files. The Federal and State files reviewed included the CERCLIS list, the New Hampshire
Hazardous Waste Sites list (inclusive of New Hampshire National Priorities sites), the New
Hampshire DES Spills Database for Keene, the List of Hazardous Waste Generators (RCRA
Generators), NH DES Solid Waste Files for Keene and the Keene Town File. The local files
included the Keene building records, planning records, public health files and fire department

records.

Pursuant to this review it was determined that five specific petroleum and/or hazardous
materials sites exist within a .5 mile radius of the 80 Laurel St. site. The files for each of these
sites were reviewed in detail to determine there relationship, if any, to the contamination found
at the 80 Laurel St. site. The results of these reviews are discussed in the section below.

10.0 ADJACENT LISTED SITES

The five sites identified within a .5 mile radius of the 80 laurel St. site are:

197 Water St (DES # 84-0281) - This site is listed as a non-petroleum site under the
management of the Hazardous Waste group. The Groundwater Management Bureau and
Hazardous Waste group files for this site were reviewed in detail for this study. During 1989
Groundwater Technology, Inc. performed the Site Investigation for the owner of 197 Water
St., Mr. William Walker. Their report concluded that the soil and groundwater of that portion
of the 197 Water St. site, immediately adjacent to the Kingsbury property, were contaminated
with TCE and associated compounds such as TCA, DCE and DCA. It was also concluded that
the direction of groundwater flow was to the southwest. These two conclusions unquestionably
place the 197 Water St. site in a position immediately upgradient of the Kingsbury site and

8
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identify 197 Water St. as a probable source of the contamination found at the Kingsbury site
during this current investigation

Perkins Machine (DES # 91-0614) - Chlorinated VOC's were found in one monitoring well at
this site. This site is .25 miles to the west and down gradient to 80 Laurel St.. Due to this,
SAS does not believe that it is possible for this site to impact the Kingsbury site.

Cumberland Farms (DES # 88-0812) - This site is 3/8 mile west of 80 Laurel St. The extent of
the BTEX contamination has be determined at this site and does not involve the Kingsbury

site.

Former Mobil Station (DES # 87-0910) - This site is .6 miles west of the 80 Laurel St. site.
The extent of BTEX contamination at this site has been determined and does not involve the

Kingsbury site.

Kingtool Site (DES # 91-0228) - This site is approximately 1/8 mile west of the 80 Laurel St.
site. The extent of contamination has been determined at this site and does not involve the

current Kingsbury site.

11.0 POTENTIAL RECEPTORS

Potential receptors of the contamination identified during this investigation consist of site
buildings, the soil and groundwater of the site, the soil and groundwater of adjacent sites and

surface water.

- There are no municipal water supplies or private drinking water supplies, of record, within a
1.0 mile radius of the site. In the opinion of SAS this site does not represent a threat to any of

the City of Keene's municipal water supplies.

- As discussed above, laboratory analysis of soil and groundwater samples shows that the
groundwater below a portion of the site is impacted with VOC's.

- Beaver Brook is immediately adjacent to MW-1 and MW-2. SAS believes that it is unlikely
that the contamination found in MW-1 through MW-3 of this project would cause AGQS's to
be exceeded in the adjacent stream. There are no other surface water bodies in the immediate

area.

- In the opinion of SAS it is unlikely that the air inside the Kingsbury buildings has been
impacted, to the degree that it represents a human health risk. This conclusion is based on the
moderate to low VOC concentrations found in the soil samples from MW-1 through MW-3
and the 2' thick basement walls below the adjacent buildings. It is the opinion of SAS that
these walls should act, in effect, as dams limiting the flow of groundwater and vapor below the

adjacent building.

9
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Releases of gasoline and chlorinated VOC's have resulted in groundwater contamination below
a portion of the Kingsbury Machine Tool site (80 Laurel St., Keene, NH). Based on the
history of site use and the isopleth maps generated in this report (see Appendices) it is clear
that the 1000 gallon gasoline UST removed by TWM, Inc. on Nov. 22, 1992 was the source
of the gasoline release.

The initial round of groundwater sampling and analysis indicated that of the four BTEX
constituents (benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and xylenes) the only exceedance of the New
Hampshire Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards was for benzene in MW-1 and MW-2.
The second round of groundwater sampling and analysis did not indicate any AGQS
exceedances for BTEX constituents.

Both the first and second round of groundwater sampling and analysis indicated exceedances of
numerous chlorinated VOC's (as discussed in the "Analytical Results" section above). It is the
opinion of SAS that the source of these chlorinated VOC’s is 197 Water St. and that these
contaminants have migrated through groundwater flow to the portion of the Kingsbury site
discussed in this report. This opinion was formed based on the following points.

- There was no record in the Kingsbury company files or recollection among the Kingsbury
employees interviewed of storage, use or handling of TCE in the immediate vicinity of the
area which is the subject of this study. Given the hydrogeology of the site it would have been
impossible for any other point on the Kingsbury facility to have been a source for
contamination in the area of the three monitoring wells installed during this study.

- For contaminants to get from a surface spill to the groundwater table they must, obviously,
move through the unsaturated soil layer or vadose zone. The low level, or total lack, of
chlorinated VOC's in the soil samples from MW-1 through MW-3 indicates strongly that the
source of groundwater contamination present in these wells is not located in the area in which
they are now installed but that the source of the contaminated ground water is located

upgradient.

- It is well documented in the files of the New Hampshire DES that the soil and groundwater
of the 197 Water St. site have in the past been (and may currently be) contaminated with the
same suite of chlorinated VOC's found on the Kingsbury site. ,

2 Ri ial

Of the potential receptors identified, only the soil and groundwater of the site appear to have

10
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been significantly impacted. As discussed above there are no public or private water supplies
threatened by the groundwater contamination present in MW-1 through MW-3. Risk associated
with incidental ingestion-inhalation of, or direct dermal contact with, contaminated soil and/or
groundwater from the Kingsbury Machine Tool site is essentially non-existent since both are

below pavement.

13.0 RECOMMENDATIONS

An additional round of groundwater sampling and analysis should be conducted to confirm that
BTEX concentrations do not exceed AGQS's at the Kingsbury site and to continue to document
the conclusions presented above.

4 TAT RVI AINT

The findings set forth in this report are strictly limited in time and scope to the date of
evaluation. The conclusions presented are based solely on the services described herein.

Some of the information provided in this report is based upon personal interviews and research
of available documents, records, and maps held by appropriate government and private
agencies. Such information is subject to the limitations of historical documentation,
availability, and accuracy of pertinent records and the personal recollection of those persons

contacted.

15.0 Sources of Information

New Hampshire Hazardous Waste Generators List (RCRA Generators)
New Hampshire State Hazardous Waste Sites List

Various Hazardous Waste Site Files, Keene

Keene Town Files

CERCLIS Files

Keene Solid Waste Files

New Hampshire DES Spills Data Base, Keene

New Hampshire List of Closed Hazardous Waste Sites

New Hampshire Registered Underground Storage Tank Files

Standard Handbook of Environmental Engineering

Soil Survey of Chesire County, New Hampshire

40 CFR Part 261, " Identification and Listing of Hazardous Waste"
New Hampshire State Hazardous Waste Rules

WP51\document\KINGS .02r
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Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc.

\\g
’% ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING AND ANALYSIS
/ “From Field to Laboratory”

May 11, 1995

Joyce Muzzey

New Hampshire DES
Groundwater Protection Bureau
6 Hazen Dr., Box 95

Concord, NH 03301

RE: AGQS Exceedances at the Kingsbury Machine Tool Site (DES# 91-0228)
Keene, NH

Joyce,

Please accept this letter on behalf of our client, Kingsbury Corporation, as formal notice of the
exceedance of AGQS's at the above referenced site. AGQS's were exceeded for the VOC's
benzene, TCE, TCA, DCA, tetrachloroethene and vinyl chloride. Strategic Analytical Systems,
Inc. has been conducting a Site Investigation for Kingsbury Corporation and discovered the
exceedances when the results of groundwater analyses were received on March 15, 1995. The
complete Site Investigation Report is not yet complete and so this notice is being made to satisfy
the reporting requirements of ENV-4Ws 410.06.

The complete Site Investigation Report will be forthcoming by the end of this month.

Best Regards,

STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

Steven L. Brackett
Geologist

39 SQUARE - CENTENNIAL BuiLnDiING, BeLLows FaLLs, VT 05101
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STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.
39 Square-Centennial Building
Bellows Falls, VT 05101
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I STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

BORING LOG

i
Roadbox

{rex
Pavement

Gravel Filt

Bentonite Seal

Coarse, Sorted

Sand

Dark Brown, Loamy

Silt,| Roots, Strong Gas

Odor

As Above

Grey, coarse sand

Grey medium grain

well sorted sand

Blue- Grey Clay

Total well depth 13’




STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

BORING LOG

(¢ !
Pavement

Gravel Fill

Bentonite Seal Naptha smell from surface

soil

oarse, Sorted

and

Brown, Medium grained, well

sorted sand, no smell

Silty loam w/building

esistance on rubble [rubble, strong gasoline smell

Very silty, medium grained

sand

Blue- Grey Clay

Total well depth 13'




STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC. [

BORING LOG I

Jrraxture. Color,
Pavement
Gravel Fili

Bentonite Seal

30 ppm Dark brown (stained) loamy
' silt w/ tar smeil

Coarse, Sorted

Brown, Medium grained, well
sorted sand, no smell

Brown, medium grained
sand, strong gasoline smell

Grey, Coarse Sand, pebbles
Varved Clay

Total well depth 13’
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BENZENE ISOPLETH MAP

benezene concentrations in groundwater (ppb)

Kingsbury Machine Tool Site
I"=20 SLB 3/30/H
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Second Round Result




STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEAS, INC.
29 Square-Centennial Buitding
Beflews Falks, VT 05161

VINYL CHLORIDE ISOPLETH MAP

Round One Results
vinyl chloride concentrations in groundwater (ppb)
Kingsbury Machine Tool Site
I"=2 SLB 3/30/94
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STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.
39 Square-Centenmial Building
Bellows Falls, VT 05101
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1,1-DICHLOROETHANE ISOPLETH MAP

1.1-dichloroethane concentrations in groundwater (ppb)

Kingsbury Machine Tool Site

Isopleth based on Second Rougd
Results
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Kingsbury Groundwater Analytical Results
Round 1 was collected on 2/21/95
Round 2 was collected on 3/29/95

MW-1 MW-1 MW-2 MW-2 MW-3 MW-3

2/21/95 3/29/95 2/21/95 3/29/95 2/21/95 3/29/95
TCE 76.5 96.6 14.8 88.0 209 151
1,1 DCA 603 479 306 402 336 654
1,2 DCE 818 ND 90.2 ND 359 ND
1,1,1 TCA 148 1350 6.16 1350 93.4 2570
Vinyl Chloride 73.8 16.7 51.2 25.2 38.5 385
Benzene 30.8 ND 241 ND 2.39 11.6
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FINAL REPORT

PREPARED FOR: Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc.
39 Square-Centennial Building
Bellows Falls, VT 05101

Att: Steven Brackett

BROJECT 1ID: KIN-CM-002
Kingsbury
GEOLABS PROJECT #: 1199-95
SAMPLE NUMBER: 31758-31763 |
DATE PREPARED! March 14, 1995
Philip Gexp#nsderfer
Laboratot¥ Directot .
Geolabs, Inc. ‘
P.O. Box 327

Accord, MA 02018
Tel. (617) 878-1346

METHOD RRFRRENCE;
Hoditiad g100 (1)

1§ U.8, EPA, 1986. SW-846 Test Methods for Evaluating Solid WAstA.; OEELds &f
80iid waste and Emergency Response, wWashington, b.C.

RECEIVED FROM 6178717062 - 8%.15.199% 13te9 By i
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GROLARS, INC,
P.0. BOX 327
ACCORrD, MA 02018
(617) 878-134¢

CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER: KIN-CM-002
SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL REPORT DATE: - 03/13/95
SAMPLE DATE: 02/21/95 EXTRACTION DATE: 02/27/98§
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/95 COLLECTED BY: CLIENT

PETROLEUM HYDROCARBON SCAN

SAMPLE NUMBER 31758 31759 MDL
'SANPLE LOCATION MW-1 MW-2 (mg/kg)
MINERAL SPIRITS ND ND 100
FUEL OIL #2 ND ND 100
FUEL OIL #4 ND ND 100
FUEL OIL #6 ND ND 100
MOTOR OIXIL ND ND 100
MINERAL OIL ND ND 100
KEROSENE 456 ND 100
DIESEL FUERL ND 622 100
GASOLINE (WEATHERED) ND ND 100
UNKNOWN HYDROCARBON i

QUANTITATED AS MINERAL OIL 1340 2710 500

ND = NOT DETECTED

ANALYSIS DATE; 03/02/95

METHOD REFERENCE:

Modified 8100 (1)

1)  U.S. EPA, 1986. Sw-846 Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Wasta,, bftice of
Solid Waste and Emergency Response, Washington, D.C.
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GEOLABS, INC.
P.0, BOX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018
(617) 878-1346

CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER:  KIN-~CM-002
SAMPLE TYPH: SOIL REPORT DATE: - 03/13/35
SAMPLE DATE: 02/21/95% EXTRACTION DATE: 02/2%/9%
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/95 COLLECTED BY: CLIENT

PETROLEUM HYDROCARBON SCAN

e

SAMPLE NUMBER 31760 : MD1,
SAMPLE LOCKTION MW- 3 tmg/kq)
MINERAL SPIRITS ND io
rUEL O1L #2 ND io
FUEL OIL #4 ND io
FUEL OIL #6 ND 1o
MOTOR OIL ND 10
MINERAL OIL ND 10
KEROSENE ND 10
DIESEL FUEL ND 10
GASOLINE (WEATHERED) 14.4 io
UNKNOWN HYDROCARBOM iy

QUANTITATED AS MNINERAL OIL 50.3

ND =~ NOT DETECTED

ANALYSIS DATE: 03/02/95

METHOD REFERENCE:

Modified 8100 (1)
A
.3
1) U.S. EPA, 1986, SW-646 Test Methods for Evaluating Solid wastd&:.; offieé of

Solid Waste and Emergency Response, Washingkton, D.C, *
f
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GREOLABS, INC.
P.O. BOX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018
(€17) 876-1346 -

VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS
EPA METHOD 8260

CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL FROJECT NUMBRER: KIN-C“-OOZ
SAMPLE TYPE: WATER REPORT DATE: 03/13/95
SAMPLE DATE: 02/23/95 ANALYSIS DATE: 03/08/95
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/95 COLLECTED BY: CLIENT
SAMPLE NUMBER: 31761 31762 31763 MDY,
SAMPLE LOCATION:  Mw-1 MW-2 MW-23 titg/ L)

RESULTS

(ng/L)
Bénsédne 306.8 241 2.39 1.0
Bromobenzene MD ND ND i.0
Bromochloromethane ND ND ND 1.0
Bromoform ND ND ND 1.0
Bromomethane ND ND ND 1.0
n-butylbenzenae 6€.22 ND 4.29 1.0
Carbon tetrachloride ND ND ND 1.0
Chlorobenzene ND ND ND 1.0
Chloroathana 310 133 77.6 1.0
Chloroform ND ND ND 1.0
Chloromethane ND ND ND 1.0
2-Chlorotolusena ND ND ND i.0
4-Chlorotoluene ND ND , ND i.0
pPibromomethane ND ND ND 1.0
pibromochloromethane MD ND D i.0
pichiorobromomethane MD ND ND 1.0
Dichiorodifluoromethane ND ND . ND f:6
1,i-plchloroethane 603 306 . 33¢ 1.0
1;1-piechiorcathane 33.8 2.44 17.3 i.o0
1,1-pichloropropene ND ND ND i.o
1,2-Dibromoethana ND ND ND i.o
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane ND ND | ] 1.0
1,2-dbichlorobenzana 1.21 1.12 1.08 i.0
1, 2-bichlorcethane N0 ND WD t.0
1,2-pDichloropropane ND ND ND 1.0
1,3-pichlorobenzena ND ND ND 1.0
1,3-Dichloropropane ND ND U 1.0
1, 4-pDichlorobenzene ND ND Yo 1:0
2,2-Dichloropropane ND ND . hp 1.0
e-1,2-pichloroathena 818 00.2 , 3189 1.8
c-1,3-pichloropropene ND ND ND 1.0
t-1,2-pichlorcathane 8.00 1.86 6.03 1.0
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GEOLARS, INC.
P.O. BOX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018
(617) B878-1346 -
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS
EPA METHOD 8260
CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER:  KIN-CM-002
SAMPLE TYPE: WATER REPORT DATE: 03/13/95
SAMPLE DATE: 02/23/95 ANALYSIS DATE: 03/08/95
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/95 COLLECTED BY: CLIENT
SAMPLE NUMBER! 31761 31762 31763 MDL,
SAMPLE LOCATION: MW~ 1 MW-2 MW-3 {Hg/L)
o RESULTS
) (ng/vL)
t-1i,3-pDichloropropene ND ND ND 1.0
Ethylbenzana 31.6 382 i2.7 1.0
Hexachlorobutadiene ND ND ND 1.0
1sopropylbenzene 2.96 16.1 1.04 1.0
p-isaopropyltoluene 7.53 37.3 1.39 1.0
Methylene Chloride ND ND ND i.o
Niphthalene 8.78 78.1 3.23 1.0
n-propylbenzaene 3.97 19 .4 1.31 1.0
Sec-butylbanrens: 3.88 11.7 2.46 1.0
Styrene ND ND ND 1.0
tert-butylbenzene ND HO ND 1.0
Tetrichlorohthene 43.8 13.3 §50.7 i.0
Toluané | 15.9 911 19.4 1.0
Trichlorcéthene 76.5 14.8 209 1.0
Trichlorofluoromethane ND WD Nb .0
i,1,1-frichlorocathane i48 6.16 $3.4 i.0
1,1,2-triéhloroethane 7.71 2.83 ND 140
1,1,2,2-Tatrachloroethane ND . hD ND i.0
1,1,1,2-Tetrdchloroethane ND ND ND i.0
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND ND ND 1.0
1,2,3-Trichlorobanzena ND ND ND 1.0
i,2,4-Trichliorobenzana ND ND 1,32 i.o
1,2,4-Teimethylbanzena 58.5 383 19.9 i.0
1,3,5—Tzimdthy1bbnzana 13.6 122 5,017 1.0
Vinyl Chloxide 73.8 51.2 5.8 i.0
‘Xylénes 47.4 843 46,1 1.0

Méthod Reference:
EPA Method 8260 ')

{

1) US EPA Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Physical/Chemlcal Methods;

SW-046. »
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GROLABS, INC.
p.0. BROX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018
(617) 878-134¢

VOLATILE ORGANICE ANALYBIS
EPA METHOD 8260

l CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER! KIN-CM-002
SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL REPORT DATE: 03/13/9s
I SAMPLE DATE! 02/21/95 ANALYS1S DATE: 03/08/95
DATE RECEIVED: 02//24/95 COLLECTED BY1 CLIENT
I SAMPLE NUMBER' 31758 31760 . MDL
SAMPLE LOCATION: MW-1 Mw-3 (Hg/kg)
I RESULTS
(ng/kg)
Benzene ND ND 5.0
l Bromobenzene ND ND 5.0
Bromochloromethane ND ND 5.0
‘ Bromoform ND ND 6.0
I Bromomethane ‘ ND ND 5.0
n-butylbanzene 543 26.7 5,0
Carbon tetrachloride ND ND 5.0
chiorobanieéne 12. 4 ND 5.0
I Chloroathane ND ND 5.0
Chloroform ND ND 8,0
Chloromethane ND ND E.0
l 2-Chlorotoluena ‘ ND ND 5.0
‘ 4-Chlorotoluene ND wp éo
i l pDibromomathane ‘ ND ND 5.0
‘ pibromochloromethane ND ND 5,0
| Dichlorobromomethane ND ND 5.0
' pichlorodifiveromethans ND ND 5,0
1,1-bDichloroathane ND ’ ND 3.0
1,1-Dichloroathene ND ND §:0
‘ I 1,1-Dichloropropene ND ND 5.0
: 1, 2-Dibromoaethana ND ND 5.0
1,2-pibromo-3-chloropropane ND ND 5.0
l 1,2-pichlorobenzene ND ND §.0
' 1,2-bichlorcethane ND ND §.0
| 1,2-pichlioropropane ND ND 8.6
' 1, 3-pichlotobenzene ND ND 5.0
1,3-bichloropropane ND ND §.0
1,4-Dichlarobenzane ND : ND : 5.0
l 2,2-pichloropropane ND ND 8.9
c-1,2-bichloroethene ND ND 8.0
e¢-1,3-Dichloropropene ND ¢ ND 5.0
l t-1,2-Dichloroethene ND ND §.0
S
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GEOLABS, INC.
P.0. BOX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018
(617) B78-1346
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSBIS
EPA METHOD 8260
CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER: KIN-CM-002
SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL REPORT DATE: 03/13/95
SAMPLE DATE: 02/21/95 ANALYSIS DATE: 03/08/98
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/95 COLLECTED BY: CLIENT
SAMPLE NUMBER: 31758 31760 “'MDL
SAMPLE LOCATION: MW~ 1 MK-3 {Hg/kg)
RRSULTS (Hg/kg)

t-1, 3-bichloropropana ND ND 5.0
Ethylbénzenas 351 ND 5.0
Hexdclilorobitadiane ND 9.93 5.0
Tsopropylbanzane 364 ND 5.0
p-isopropyltoluene 2250 21.3 5.0
Mathylene Chloride ND ND 5.0
Naphthalens 2470 121 5.0
n-propylbanzene 684 ND 5.0
Sec-butylbanzane 655 7.33 5.0
Styrane ND ND 5.0
tert-butylbenzene ND ND 5.0
Tétrachloroathana ND s4.1 5.0
Toluene 28.9 ND .0
Trichloroethene ND ND 5.0
Trichlorofluoromethane ND ND 5,0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane MD ND §.0
1,1,2-Trichlorocethane ND ND 6.0
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND ' ND 5.0
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND ND 5.0
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND ND 5:0
1,2,3~-Trichlorobenzana ND ND §.0
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzana ND - ND 8.0
1,2, 4-Trimethylbenzane *1870 149 5.0
1,3,8-rrimethylbenzena *7000 i6.8 5.0
Vinyl Chloride ND ND 5.0
Xylenes 2490 7.60 5.0
ND = NOT DETECTED .
*MDL = 10.0 y o

Mathod Referance:
EPA Method 8260 !

1)US EPA Test Methods for Evaluating Solid waste, Physical/Chemicdl Méthodd; 8&w-

846.
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GEOLABS, INC.
P.0. BOX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018
(617) 878-1346
VOLATILE ORGANICS ANALYSIS
EPA METHOD 8260

CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER: KIN-CM-002
SAMPLE TYPE: SOIL REPORT DATE! 03/13/95
SAMPLE DATE: 02/21/98 ANMALYSIS DATE: 03/08/95
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/9% COLLECTED BY! CLIENT
SAMPLE NUMBER: 31759 MDL
SAMPLE LOCATION: MW-2 (g /kg)

RESULTS (ug/kg)
Benzenae . 150 25.0
Bromobenzane ND 25.0
Bromochloromethane ND 25.0
Bromoform ND 25.0
Bromomethane ND 25.0
n-butylbanrene 1380 25.0
Carbon tetrachlorids ND 25.0
Chlorobenzene ND 25.0
Chloroethane ND 25.0
Chloroform ND 25.0
Chloromethane ND 25,0
2-Chlorotoluene ND 25.0
4-Chlozotoluane ND 25,0
Dibromomethane ND 25.0
Dibromochloromethane ND 25.0
pichlorobromomethane ND 25.0
pichlorodifluoromethane ND 250
1,1-pDichletoethane ND 58.0
1, 1-pichloroethene ND ' 35.0
1,1-Dichlorepropene ND 26.0
1,2-Dibromoethane ND 25;6
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane ND 25.0
1,2-pichlorobenzene ND 25.0
1,2-pichloroethane ND 28.0
1, 2-Dichloropropane ND 25.0
1, 3-Dichlorobenzene ND 25,0
1,3-bichloropropane ND 28.0
1, 4-piechlotobenzene - ND " 28.0
2,2-pilchloropropane ND b 26.0
c-1, 2-Dichloroathene ND 38,0
¢-1.3-Dichloropropena N - 5% .4
t-1,2-bichloroethens ND f 25.0
t-1,3-Dichloropropene ND 25.0
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GREOLARS, INC,
P.0. BOX 327
ACCORD, MA 02018

{617) 878-1346 .
VOLATILRE ORGANICS ANALYSIS
CLIENT NAME: STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL PROJECT NUMBER: KIN-CH-002
SAMPLE TYFE: SOIL REPORT DATE! . 03/13/95
SAMPLE DATE: 02/21/95 ANALYSIS DATE: 03/08/95
DATE RECEIVED: 02/24/95 COLLECTED BY: CLIENT
SAMPLE NUMBER: 31759 MDL
SAMPLE LOCATION: MW-2 tng /gy
RESULTS
) . {ng/kg)
t-1,2~pichlotoethene ND 25.0
t-1, 3-pichloropropene ND 25.0
Ethyibancene 1850 25.0
Hexachlorobutadiene ND 25.0
Jsoptopylbanzane 281 25.0
p-lIsoptopyltoluvens 1120 25.0
Methylene Chloride ND 25.0
Naphthilane 1330 25.0
652 25.0

n-propylbénzene

Sec-butylbenzana 554 25,0
Styrene ND 25.0
tert-butylbenzane ND 25.0
Tetrachleroathene 54.1 2%.0
Toluane 2180 25.0
Trichloroethene ND 35.0
Trichlorofluoromethane ND 25,0
1,1,1-Trichloroethane ND 25.0
1,1,2-Trichlorocethane ND 25.0
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane ND . 28.0
1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane ND 25.0
1,2,3-Trichloropropane ND 25,0
1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene ND 25.0
1,2,4-Trichlorobanzene ND 25.0
1,2, 4-Tzximathylbanzena T 9260 25.0
1,3;8-Trimethylbanzena 2570 28,0
vinyl chloride ND 28.:0
Xylenda 5200 25.0
ND = NOT DETECTED

. . by
Method Reférance: Y
EPA Method 8260 1) .

1) US BEPA Test Methods for Evaluating Solid waate, Pﬂysical/Chemlcai Methodd,
SW-846.
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GROLABS
P.0. BOX 327

RCCORD, MA 020148

LIMITATIONS & BXCLUSIONS

All ‘the profassional opinions presented in this report are based solely on
‘the scope .of work conducted and sources referred to in our repott. The
data presented by GeoLabs in this report was collectad and analyzed uding
generally accepted industry methods and practices at the time the raport
was generated. This report represents the conditions, locatlons #nd
materialsa that were observad at the time the work was conducted. No
inferences regarding other conditions, locations or materials, at a latéy
or aarlier time may be made based on the contents of tha report. No other

This report was prepared for the sole usa of our client. Tha use of this
report by anyone other than our client or GeoLabs is strictly prohibited
without the express prior written consent of GeoLabs, Portions of the
report may not be used independent of ths entire report,

All analyses were performed within required holding timed, i &écoidance
with EPA protocols and using accepted QA/QC procedures: Tha lhfotmdtlon
contained in this report is, to the best of iny knowledgs, aséurdté and
complate, ‘

I warranty, express or implied is made.
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Laboratory Services

L

32 James Brown Drive
Witliston, Vermont 05495

—ENDYNE, inc

LABORATORY REPORT

(802) 879-4333
FAX 879-7103

EPA METHOD 8010/8020 COMPOUNDS BY EPA METHOD 8240

CLIENT: Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc.
PROJECT NAME: Kingsbury Site, Inv.
REPORT DATE: April 4, 1995

DATE SAMPLED: March 29, 1995
DATE RECEIVED: March 30, 1995
ANALYSIS DATE: April 4, 1995

REVISED REPORT: April 13, 1995

Parameter Detection Limit (ug/L)! Concentration (ug/L)
Dichlorodifluoromethane 100 ND2
Chloromethane 100 ND
Vinyl Chloride 10 16.7
Bromomethane 50 ND
Chloroethane 50 TBQ3
Trichlorofluoromethane 20 39.7
Acetone 500 ND
1,1-Dichloroethene 20 ND
Methylene Chloride 200 ND
Carbon Disulfide 70 ND
MTBE 30 ND
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 20 ND
1,1-Dichloroethane 20 479.
2-Butanone 200 ND
Chloroform 10 TBQ
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 10 1,350.
Carbon Tetrachloride 10 ND
1,2-Dichloroethane 10 ND
Benzene 10 ND
Trichloroethene 10 96.6
1,2-Dichloropropane 10 ND
Bromodichloromethane 10 ND
Page 1 of 2

PROJECT CODE: STAS1515

REF.#: 72,511
STATION: MW-1
TIME SAMPLED: 4:00

SAMPLER: Steve Brackett




g.h. L

REF.#: 72,511

Parameter

4-Methyl-2-Pentanone
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene
Toluene
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene
1,1,2-Trichloroethane
2-Hexanone
Tetrachloroethene
Dibromochloromethane
Chlorobenzene

Ethyl Benzene

Total Xylenes

Styrene

Bromoform
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane
1,3 Dichlorobenzene

1,4 Dichlorobenzene

1,2 Dichlorobenzene

| —ENDYNE, inc

Detection Limit (ug/L)

100
10
20
10
20

100
20
20
20
10
30
10
50
10
20
20
20

Laboratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05495
(802) 879-4333

FAX 879-7103

Concentration (ug/L})

ND
ND
TBQ
ND
ND
ND
TBQ
ND
ND
ND
TBQ
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND

NUMBER OF UNIDENTIFIED PEAKS FOUND: 3

ANALYTICAL SURROGATE RECOVERY:
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 :93.%
Toluene-d8 : 96.%
4-Bromofluorobenzene : 101.%

NOTES:

1 Detection limit raised due to high levels of contaminants. Sample run at a 10% dilition.

2 None detected

3 Trace below quantitation limit

Page 2 of 2
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—ENDYNE, inc

LABORATORY REPORT

Laboratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05495
(802) 879-4333
FAX879-7103

EPA METHOD 8010/8020 COMPOUNDS BY EPA METHOD 8240

CLIENT: Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc.
PROJECT NAME: Kingsbury Site, Inv.
REPORT DATE: April 4, 1995

DATE SAMPLED: March 29, 1995
DATE RECEIVED: March 30, 1995
ANALYSIS DATE: April 4, 1995

REVISED REPORT: April 13, 1995

Parameter

Dichlorodifluoromethane
Chloromethane

Vinyl Chloride
Bromomethane
Chloroethane
Trichlorofluoromethane
Acetone
1,1-Dichloroethene
Methylene Chloride
Carbon Disulfide
MTBE
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
1,1-Dichloroethane
2-Butanone

Chloroform
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Carbon Tetrachloride
1,2-Dichloroethane
Benzene
Trichloroethene
1,2-Dichloropropane
Bromodichloromethane

Detection Limit (ug/1.)!

100
100
10
50
50
20
500
20
200
70
30
20
20
200
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

Page 1 0f 2

PROJECT CODE: STAS1515
REF.#: 72,512

STATION: MW-2

TIME SAMPLED: 4:15
SAMPLER: Steve Brackett

Concentration (ug/L)

ND?
ND
25.2
ND
TBQ?
55.3
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
ND
402.
ND
TBQ
1,350.
ND
ND
ND
88.0
ND
ND
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:E N l) YN E, INC. Laboratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05495

. 802) 879-4333
REF.#: 72,512 (O e toe

Parameter Detection Limit (ug/L) Concentration (ug/L)

4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 100 ND
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 10 ND
Toluene 20 ND
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 10 ND
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 20 ND
2-Hexanone 100 ND
Tetrachloroethene 20 TBQ
Dibromochloromethane 20 ND
Chlorobenzene 20 ND
Ethyl Benzene 10 ND
Total Xylenes 30 TBQ
Styrene 10 ND
Bromoform 50 ND

I 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 10 ND

1,3 Dichlorobenzene 20 ND
1,4 Dichlorobenzene 20 ND
1,2 Dichlorobenzene 20 ND

NUMBER OF UNIDENTIFIED PEAKS FOUND: 3

ANALYTICAL SURROGATE RECOVERY:
" 1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 : 90.%
Toluene-d8 :97.%
4-Bromofluorobenzene : 101.%

NOTES:
1 Detection limit raised due to high levels of contaminants. Sample run at a 10% dihition.

2 None detected
3 Trace below quantitation limit

Page 2 of 2
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—ENDYNE, inc

LABORATORY REPORT

Laboratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05495
(802)879-4333

FAX 879-7103

EPA METHOD 8010/8020 COMPOUNDS BY EPA METHOD 8240

CLIENT: Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc.
PROJECT NAME: Kingsbury Site, Inv.
REPORT DATE: April 4, 1995

DATE SAMPLED: March 29, 1995
DATE RECEIVED: March 30, 1995
ANALYSIS DATE: April 4, 1995

REVISED REPORT: April 13, 1995

Parameter

Dichlorodifluoromethane
Chloromethane

Vinyl Chloride
Bromomethane
Chloroethane
Trichlorofluoromethane
Acetone
1,1-Dichloroethene
Methylene Chloride
Carbon Disulfide
MTBE
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
1,1-Dichloroethane
2-Butanone

Chloroform
1,1,1-Trichloroethane
Carbon Tetrachloride
1,2-Dichloroethane
Benzene
Trichloroethene
1,2-Dichloropropane
Bromodichloromethane

Detection Limit (ug/L)!

100
100
10
50
50
20
500
20
200
70
30
20
20
200
10
10
10
10
10
10
10
10

Page 1 0of 2

PROJECT CODE: STAS1515
REF.#: 72,513

STATION: MW-3

TIME SAMPLED: 5:00
SAMPLER: Steve Brackett

Concentration (ug/L)

ND?
ND
38.5
ND
79.8
157.
ND
342
ND
ND
ND
ND
654.
ND
TBQ?
2,570.
ND
ND
-11.6
151.
ND
ND



L E E N D YN E, INC. Laboratory Services

32 James Brown Drive
Williston, Vermont 05495
(802) 879-4333

REF.#: 72,513 FAX 879-7103
Parameter Detection Limit (ug/L) Concentration (ug/L)
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 100 ND
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 10 ND
Toluene 20 -104.
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 10 ND

. 1,1,2-Trichloroethane 20 ND
2-Hexanone 100 ND
Tetrachloroethene 20 393
Dibromochloromethane 20 ND
Chlorobenzene 20 ND
Ethyl Benzene 10 49.6
Total Xylenes 30 476. ..
Styrene 10 ND
Bromoform 50 ND
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane 10 ND
1,3 Dichlorobenzene 20 ND
1,4 Dichlorobenzene 20 ND
1,2 Dichlorobenzene 20 ND

NUMBER OF UNIDENTIFIED PEAKS FOUND: >10

ANALYTICAL SURROGATE RECOVERY:
1,2-Dichloroethane-d4 :87.%
Toluene-d8 : 98.%
4-Bromofluorobenzene : 102.%

NOTES:
1 Detection limit raised due to high levels of contaminants. Sample un at a 10% dilution.

2 None detected
3 Trace below quantitation limit

Page 2 of 2
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Mr.
NH Depanment of Environmental Scrvices
Waste Management Division

6 Hazen Drive

Concord, NH 03301

(33‘{ 17,1934 16:19  TOTAL WASTE MANAGEMENT 683 431 3806 P.a2

Vi

January 3, 1993

Tom Beaulieu

Dear Mt. Beaulieu:

On November 22, 1992 Total Waste Management Corp. cleaned and removed one 1000 gollon
gasoling tank, and performed an assessment for an underground storage tank closure as required
by Env-Ws 411.18 at Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St., Keene, NH.

It is our conclusion based on the data following that there is evidence of contamination in excess
of the remediation goals of the New Hampshire Interim Policy for the Management of Soils
Contaminated by Spills/Releases of Virgin Petroleum Products. Groundwater taken from the
excavation showed BTEX constituents although observed levels were below MCL levels. In
accordance with the requirements of Env-Ws 412, Total Waste Management Corp. recommends
further investigation 1o determine the extent of contamination and appropriate remedial action.

Total Wastc Management Corp. requests 1o receive a copy of correspondence relative to this

report.
Sincerely,
(- ‘
D Ll ng.._
Jean E. Holbrook,
Compliance Managet,
Asst. General Manager
cc: Ralph Worden
~ Kingsbury Machine Tool
80 Laurel St.
Keene, NH 03431

TASITRKINCGSAUR DOC

A me— A cmamamant Corn., 142 River Rd.,, Nawington, NH D3801
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. B3-17,1334 16919  TOTAL WASTE MANRGEMENT 603 431 3896 P.a3

Totul Waste Management Corp.
: Assessment for UST Closure
On November 22, 1992 Total Waste Management Corp. cleaned and removed one 1000 gallon
gasoline 1ank, and performed an asscssment for an underground storage tank closure as required
by Env-Ws 411.18 at Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St, Keene, NH. Attached is a site diagram
showing the location of the tank, field readings, and analysis. All test methods are in accordance

with theattached methods description sheet.
]

The 1000 gallon gasoline tank was in fair condition with no apparent holes. This tank will not
be replaced. The excavation was 20' long, 15" wide, and 11' deep with a strong odor of gasoline
and water at the bottom. Headspace tests were high and as the soil was removed the readings
became. higher and the odor stronger. A headspace reading observed 11' below grade was 572
ppm. C:omposite headspace tests on the sidewalls showed readings from 8 ppm to 30 ppm.

Two discrete soil and one water sample were taken from the cxcavation. The excavation was
lined with poly sheet as a marker and was backfilled with contaminated soil. The placement of
the contaminated soil back into the excavation was approved by Tom Bcaulieu of the NHDES,
No further excavation was attempted due to the high readings and limited space, and the
contaminated soil was backfilled pending a final disposition due to limited space for stockpiling
and a anccrn for access room for emergency equipment. Results of laboratory analysis were:

Excavation Bottom Under Vent Line Excavation Bottom Under Fill Line
BTEX

BTEX:

Benzgne 2496 pg/kg MTBE 149 pg/kg

Ethylpenzene 4154 ng/kg

Xylenes 13519 pg/kg

(Detect Limit SO pg/kg) (Detect Limit 50 pg/kg)
TPH 133721 pg/kg TPH

‘ (Detect Limit 500 pg/kg)

BTE%

Tolugne 551 ug/L

Ethylbenzene <250 pg/L

m-Xylene 3459 pg/LL

o&piXylene 3130 pg/L.
TPH 397167 pg/L

Ao Dt
‘Steve Pruett, Technician
A€ o

;. v
: Jean E. Holbrook
Assistant General Manager
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195 Commarco Way
Portsrnouth, New Hampshire casol

M:s. Jean Holbrook December 3, 1992

Totl Wajte Management
142 Rive? Road
Newingtbn, NH 03801

i
Re: Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St.,
Ke¢ne, NH
Enclosed are the results of the analyses on your sample(s). Please sec individual reports for specific

methodofogies and references.
If you have any further questions on the analytical methods or these results, do not hesitate to call

574 3185

30310.01 11/18/92 6 Under Vent SUC Line EPA 8020 & Modified EPA 8015
i EPA 8020 & Modified EPA 8015

30310-02  11/18/92 7 Under Fill
3031003  11/18/92 8 Bottom of Hole EPA 602 & Modified EPA 8015

Analytics Environmental Laboratory is certified by the states of New Hampshire, Maine, Massachusetts
New Jersey, and Florida. A list of actual certified tests is available upon request.

|

Authorized signatre \«{gmm \&l—@\\o

Kenneth W. Teague, Presi éﬁt\\fg
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Ms. Jean Holbrook

Tota] Waste Manngoment

142 River Road

Newington, NH 03801

CLIENT SAMPLE ID

Client Project:  Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St1., Keene,

‘NH
Troject Number: 574 3185

603 431 3806 P.11

198 Commerce Waoy )
Portmouth. New Hampshira Q3801

A03-434-5111
December 3, 1992
SAMPLE DATA
Lab #: 3031001
Motrix: Soil
Percent Solid: 57

Dilution Factor: 100

Collection Date: 11/18/92
Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Anolysis Dnte: 11/30/92

_Station ID: 6 Under Vent SUC Line
ANALYTICAL RESULTS PURGEABLE AROMATICS
Detection Limit: Result:
COMPOUND nel/kg pe/keg
Benzene 500 2496
Toluene 500 ND
Pthylbenzene 500 4254 :
m-Xylene 500 8538 |
o&p-Xylene 500 4984
Mcthyl} t-bury! ether 500 ND

Surrogate Stondard Recovery

d4-12.Dichlorcethane

d8-Tolucne
Bromofluorobenzene

"%
“g,
o

ND»=None Detected <=Lcss than

>=Creater than

PR=Present but not calibrated for

METHODOLOGY: Watcr sample analysis was conducted according to "40 CFR Pant 136,

Modified EPA Method 624" and other matrices were analyzed aceording to
“Test Methods for Evaiuating Solid Waste, Modified SW-846 Mcthod 8240.”

COMMENTS: Detection limits increased due to dilution facter.
expressed on a dry welght basis.

Authorized signaturc_yg_mm:blm%fm_
Krmnnth W. Teamua. Presi o

out.

Results are
* The surropates were diluted
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Ms, Jean Holbrook
Total Waste Management
142 River Road
Newington, NH 03801

Client Project:
Keene, NH

Project Number: 574 3185
Station ID: 6 Under Vent SUC Line

Sample

30310-01 133721

Mothodology: Water samples prepar
prepared by Methanol
5030. All matrices were analyz

Solid Waste, M

Comments:

Detection limits increascd d
dry welght basiA.

Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St.,

Result Units

ed by Purge & Trap. EPA
Extraction followed by Pu
ed according to
od. SW-846 Mcthod 8015."

ue to dilution factor.

Authorized signature

603 431 3BU6

195 Cormmerce Woy

Portsmouth, New Hompsh

803-436-5111
Dccember 2,.1992
Lab 30310-01
Matrix: Soil
Percent Solid: s7
Dilution Factor: 50
Collection Datc: 11/18/92
Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Extraction Date: 11720/92
11/21/92

Analysis Date:

GASOLINE ANALYSIS

Detection Limit

2500

"

A

Test Methods for

Method 5030; other matrices

rge & Trap, EPA Method
Evaluating

Results are expressed on n

BN

Kenncth W. Teague, Presidedt &
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/ laboratory Inc.

Ms, Jean Holbrook
Total Waste Management
142 River Road

Netwingron, NH 03801

CLIENT SAMPLE ID
Cllent Project: Kingsbury Corp.. 80 Laurel St., Keene,

683 431 3806 P.13

198 Commarceo Woy
Portimoyth, New Hompihlre Q1801

603-436-5111

December 3, 1992

SAMPLE _DATA__

Laob #: 30310-02
Matrix: Soil
Percent Solid: 77

Dilution Factor: 10
Collection Date: 11/18/92

Project Number: ?‘;:3185 Lab Recelpt Date: 11/19/52 .
Station 1D: 7 Under Fill Analysis Date: 11/30/92 .'
ANALYTICAL RESULTS PURGEABLE AROMATICS :
Detection Limit: Result:
COMPOUND pg/kg pgelke
Benzene 50 ND
Toluene 50 ND
Ethylbenzene 50 ND
m-Xylene 50 ND
0&p-Xylene 50 ND
Methy! t-butyl cther 50 149

Surrogate Standard Recovery

d8-Tolueno
Bromofluorobcnzene

d4-1,2-Dichlorocthane

1%
84%
15%

ND=None Detected e=lessthan >=Greater than

PR=Present but not calibrated lor

METHODOLOGY: Water samplc analysis was conducted according to "40 CFR Part 136,

Modified EPA Method 624" and other matrices were analyzed according to
"Test Mcthods for Evaluating Solid Waste, Modificd SW-846 Mcthod 8240."

COMMENTS: Detection limits increased due to dilution factor.
expressed on a dry weight basis.

Results are

Authorized signature @En\f}fgﬁ &3 ) g.i\;% Koz
Yrnnath W Teanmita. Presideht o>
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Ms. Jean Holbrook December 2, 1992
Total Waste Management
142 River Road
Newington, NH. 03801
Lab #: 30310-02
Cliont Project:  Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurel St,, I;:ln::lz:t Sorid: §/;nl
Keene, NH erce 1a: ‘
. . Dilution Factor: 10
Project Number: 5743185 Collection Date: 11/18/92
Station 1D: 7 Under Fill Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Extraction Date: 11/20/92
Analysis Date: 11/21/92
GASOLINE ANALYSIS
Sample Result Units Detection Limit
30310-02 ND ngfkg S00

ND denotes none detected.

Methodology: Water samples prepared by Purge & Trap, EPA Method 5030; other matrices
prepared by Methanol Extraction followed by Purge & Trap, EPA Method
5030, All matrices were analyzed according to "Test Methods for Evaluating

Solid Waste, Mod. SW-846 Method 8015."

Comments:
Detection limifs Increased due to dilution factor. Resuits are expressed on a

dry welght basis.

Authorized signarure XQ‘D\VK_’X\ZR'\ \LB Los Sane

Kenneth W. Teague. Presi%
N
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15

19§ Commorces Way
Portsmouth, New Hampshira Q31801

4034355111

December 3, 1992

Total Waste Management
142 River Road SAMPLE DATA
Nc'wingmn. NH 03801 Lab #: 30310-03
Matrix: Water
CLIENT SAMPLE ID Percent Solid: N/A
Client Project:  Kingsbury Corp., 80 Laurcl St,, Keene, Dilution Factor: 50
' NH Collection Date: 11/18/92
Project Number: 574 3185 Lab Recelpt Date: 11/19/92
Annlysis Date: 11/725/92

_Statlon ID:

ANALYTICAL RESULTS PURGEABLE AROMATICS

8 Bottom of Hole

Methyl t-butyl ether

Detection Limit: Result:
COMPOUND ng/L pe/L
Benzenc 250 ND
Toluene 250 581
Ethylbenzene 250 <250
m-Xylene 250 3459
o&p-Xylene 250 3130
250 ND

Surrogate Standard Recovery

d4-1.2-Dichlorocthane 93%
d8-Toluene 104 %
Bromoflucrobenrenc 102%
ND=None Detected <=Less than  >=Grcater than PR=Prescrnic but not calibrated for

METHODOLOGY: Water sample analysis was conducted according 1o “40 CFR Part 136,

Modified EPA Method 624" and other matrices were analyzed oaccording 1o

"Test Methods for Evaluating Solid Waste,

Modificd SW-846 Method 8240."

COMMENTS: Detection limits increascd due to dilution factor.

Authorized signature w

Kenneth W. Teaguc, Prosideht
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195 Comrnarce Way
environmental Porlsmoumh. New Hompthire 03801
&03-436-5111 '

loborotory inc,

BN

Ms. Jean Holbrook December 2, 1992

Totd_l Waste Management
142 River Rond
Newington, NH 03801
!
Lab #: 30310-03
Client Project:  Kingsbury Corp., 80 Lauret St,, ;’Intrix: . wia
' Keene, NH ercent Solid: N/
' Dilution Factor: 100

Collection Date: 11/18/92
Lab Receipt Date: 11/19/92
Extraction Date: 11/20/92
Analysis Date: 11/20/92

Prdject Number: 574 3185
Station 1ID: 8 Bottom of Hole

Sample Result Units Dctection Limit

30310-03 397167 pgl 5000

Methodology: Warer samples prepared by Purge & Trap, EPA Method 5030; other matrices
prepared by Methanol Extraction followed by Purge & Trap, EPA Method

5030. All matrices were analyzed according to "Test Mcthods for Evaluating
Solid Waste, Mod. SW-846 Method 8015."

Co_inments:

Detection limit incrcased due to dilution Factor.

Authorized signature ‘(Y).NQM;\ \3:) E;&QM

Kenneth W. Teague, msid@)?/
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Total Waste Management Corp.

Field Evaluation and Laboratory Analysis Techniques
for Assessment of Contamination by Petroleum OQil and Gasoline

Screening in the field is done using a portable Photoionization Detector (PID). For petroleum
based products, the PID ‘meter is equipped with a 10.2 eV lamp and calibrated daily, or more
often {f required, to an isobutylene standard.

Two types of field observations are reported: "Field Screening”, which are ambient meter
readings taken at a freshly exposed surface of soil, and Jar Headspace readings.

Field Screening readings are used to quickly identify likely areas of contamination, to guide soil
removal activities and as a check on soil being returned 1o an excavation which has already been

evaluired as “clean”.

Jar headspace readings are used to confirm an initial evaluation by field screening and to make a
field determination as to whether contamination is present at the completion of field work. In’
most cases, jar headspace readings are also taken on a duplicate sample of each sample selected
for laboratory analysis. Jar hcadspace readings are taken according to the process described

following:

Half fill a clean glass jar with the sample.

Cover with aluminum foil and apply screw cap.

Allow headspace to develop for approximately 10 minutes in an area heated to
approximately 70 °F.

Shake jar vigorously at the beginning and end of headspace development.

Remove the screw cap and puncture the foil seal with the PID probe.

Observe for approximately 10 seconds and record maximum reading from "max hold"

indicator.

For relenses or potential releases of virgin petroleum products, laboratory samples are analyzed
By Analytics Laboratory for BTEX by method 8020 for soils and method 602 for water. For
releases or potential releases of waste oil, method 8240 is used for soils and method 624 for
water. Soils are analyzed for TPH by method 8100 (modified) ggainst a fuel oil standard for oils

and by method 8015 (modified) for gasoline.

BASITENUGTHODS BOC Ociober 18, 1992
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' ! Initial /
New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services

TANK CLOSURE REPORT FORM

e

Namo _laas S vy Corl

Date:__[ 17/44/.7 S

' Telephone Message

ol [
Streof Eo (v J{—‘ Telephone:
I ciy U 2tnw ~ Initial_S3n
2. Facliiity Reglstratioh Number:
I Strest
Nama Clty
. Owner Name
Nams Streot :
Clty Stats Tolaphone
l Tank Removal Inwrmatlon *** Indicate suspocted loakers. *"*
Tanka __ 1 Tank # Tank # Tank # L framkr
Stza _ NS Slzo ‘ Slze N ' Slze " lsize
I Product Gt Product - Produc Product : : Product .
will tank be \ivl(lllanﬁ bs \n;i“ ank be w]!l}aﬁk be wiitHank be
! Replaced Yes @o) eplaced Yes No Roplaced Yes No Reoplaced Yes No Replaced Yas No
Consultant
IE Local Fire Dept. Notllied

7. inspector Nan . De fvHf

le. Field Screening Mathods (tank and plping): (/s cat

9. Sample Inlormation

Date _/ l/ f;/ AR

oler P o rae L~

9!);({

tank # ! tank # tank # - lank # tank # -
) -
Solt—" Watgr— Soll Waler Solm;:;/ Soll — Walor Soli _ "water
Takon By: Dau_ o fluitl
10 Tank Condition:
tank # ¢ tank # tank # o - Jlank # e |tank #

11 Indicate tank and sample locations by sketching on back ol this report.

. Include photographs of the excavation and tank(s) condition If avaliable.

13. Verllication

I have inspected the site of the removed tank(s), Including the enliro oxcavation area. f am knowlodgéble In tleld observation
1echniques to detarmine ragqulated substance conlaminalion In sofls and groundwater. Thera s no gvidence of soll or
groundwater contamination at the slte. | have also Inspected the axcavaled (ank(s) and found no avidenca ol leakage.

Nama:

:

Signature:

Date:

15-Juf-97
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

In accordance with our Contract dated April 24, 1997, Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc. (SHA) has
performed an environmental assessment of the Kingsbury Corporation (Kingsbury) property located
at 80 Laurel Street, in Keene, New Hampshire (the "Site"). The assessment was completed pursuant -
to ASTM Standard E-1527-94. The objective of this assessment was to render an opinion as to the
presence of hazardous substances as defined in CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§9601-9675, petroleum
products or hazardous materials in the site soil and groundwater within the intent and meaning of
New Hampshire RSA 147:A and 147:B. The scope of services for this study included:

. A review of site history and site use history;
. A local, state and federal regulatory agency database and/or file review;
. A site reconnaissance and an interview with a Kingsbury representative regarding present and

historical site use;

. Groundwater sampling from three existing monitoring wells with chemical laboratory
analysis for volatile organic compounds (VOCs); and

. Preparation of this report summarizing the conditions observed and information gathered.

Our findings are not scientific certainties, but rather are our professional opinions concerning the
data gathered during our work. Our services did not include an internal building survey for hazardous
construction materials or an evaluation for the presence of asbestos, lead-based paint,
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), or radon or other naturally-occurring materials. This report is
subject to the limitations in Appendix A.

2.0 SITE DESCRIPTION

As shown on the Locus Plan (Figure 1), the Kingsbury property is located northeast of Marlborough
Street in the southeastern portion of Keene, New Hampshire. The Site is within an area zoned for
industrial use, and is adjacent to areas which are zoned for high density residential use. The facility
is used for the manufacture of machine tools and machining systems; Kingsbury currently employs
about 450 people and the facility operates 20 hours per day, five days per week.
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The parcel of land which is the subject of this assessment is shown on Figure 2, and is identified by
the City of Keene Tax Assessor’s Map as Map 30, Section 2, Parcel 20 (80 Laurel Street; 26.5 acres).
According to the City of Keene Assessors Office, this parcel, which is occupied by the existing
Kingsbury manufacturing facility, is owned by Kingsbury Corporation.

The Kingsbury manufacturing facility consists of a complex of connected buildings which occupy
a footprint of approximately 250,000 square feet. A copy of an insurance map of the facility is
included in Appendix B.2 and identifies most of the buildings and building additions included in the
complex. According to information provided by Mr. Gary Langley, Facilities Manager for
Kingsbury, the insurance map was developed around 1979, and except for a few small additions, it
is representative of existing Site buildings. A building layout plan is included as Figure 3. Portions
of the Site exterior are enclosed by a chain link fence with electronically operated gates. The Site
is served by public water and sewer.

There are two paved parking lots identified as Areas A and B on Figure 4, the Site Features Plan.
The largest parking lot (Parking Area A) is located outside the main plant entrance to the southeast
of the building, and a smaller lot (Parking Area B) is located northwest of the building. The paved
parking and drive areas occupy approximately 288,000 square feet; the remaining exterior areas are
generally landscaped with trees, shrubs and grass. A portion of Parking Area B is occupied by an
equipment “lay down” area, and a storage shed for road salt.

The Site is bounded to the northwest by an industrial property formerly owned by Kingsbury, now
owned by Segal Associates of N.J., L.P.; to the north and northeast by a former railroad right-of-way
(ROW), now owned by the City of Keene; to the east and southeast by commercial properties
including an automobile dealership, a parcel formerly owned by Kingsbury (310 Marlborough Road)
now owned by Brehm Realty, LLC, and a U-haul rental business; and to the south and west by
residential properties. Additional commercial and former industrial properties are located nearby
to the northwest, north, and northeast of the Site including documented hazardous wastes sites at 197
Water Street and 47 Victoria Street.

The Site is located in the Ashuelot River Valley of southwestern New Hampshire. Beaver Brook
flows in a generally southerly direction through the Site below a portion of the building complex,
and eventually to the Ashuelot River. Portions of Beaver Brook have been channelized and
redirected through the Site. Anunnamed drainage swale, which is a tributary of Beaver Brook, flows
through the eastern portion of the Site and in some areas is conveyed through underground pipes.
According to Mr. Langley, both Beaver Brook and the unnamed drainage swale receive significant
stormwater runoff from areas upgradient of the Site. Mr. Langley also indicated that the entire Site
is located within the 100-year flood plain of Beaver Brook. Stormwater runoff at the Site is diverted
to roof drains and catch basins which reportedly discharge to Beaver Brook through several outfalls.
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The soils in the region of the Site are reported to consist of glacio-fluvial silty sands, gravels, and
clays. Soil boring logs prepared by Strategic Analytical Systems (SAS) for the three monitoring wells
shown on Figure 4 indicate soils in that area consist of fine to medium grained sand (possibly fill)
to a depth of about 11 feet with a layer of clayey soil below. The SAS soil descriptions are generally
consistent with those reported for the 197 Water Street site' located northeast of the subject site. The
horizontal and vertical distribution of these soils varies across the river valley. Bedrock beneath the
region is reported to consist of weakly to moderately foliated granite, granodiorite, and tonalite of
the Siluro-Ordovician-aged Oliverian Plutonic Series.> Based on a review of the USGS topographic
quadrangles, the inferred direction of regional groundwater flow is to the south, consistent with the
flow of Beaver Brook. However, the direction of groundwater flow in the vicinity of Beaver Brook
likely varies depending on the stream “stage” (elevation of water surface).

As discussed further below, an assessment completed in May 1995 in association with the removal
of a leaking gasoline underground storage tank’® identified several chlorinated volatile organic
compounds (CVOCs) in the Site groundwater. In a September 19, 1996 letter to Kingsbury, New
Hampshire Department of Environmental Services indicated that they believed that the source of the
CVOCs was from an upgradient off-site source.*

3.0 SITE AND SURROUNDING AREA HISTORY

The development history of the Site and surrounding area relevant to our assessment of
environmental conditions at the Site is summarized below. The information presented is based upon
site ownership information provided in an article from New Hampshire Profiles’ which was reprinted
by Kingsbury as an informational brochure. Additional information was supplemented by a
discussion with Mr. Langley, review of historical Factory Insurance Maps provided by Kingsbury,
and a review of available Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps for the period of 1902 to 1971. The Sanborn
Maps were obtained from Environmental Risk Information & Imaging Services (ERIIS), a
commercial environmental data retrieval and mapping service. Copies of the Sanborn Maps and
Factory Insurance Maps are contained in Appendix B.

! Jason M. Cortell and Associates, Inc. “Annual Compliance Submittal for Groundwater Management Permit, Permit No.
GWP-840281-K-002, MacMillan Company Property, 197 Water Street, Keene, New Hampshire,” dated October 24, 1995.

2 Lyons, J.B., Bothner, W.A., Moench, R.H., and Thompson, J.B., Jr., Interim Geologic Map of New Hampshire, Office
of State Geologist, Open File Map OF-86-1.

3 Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc., Site Investigation Report, Kingsbury Machine Tool Co., 80 Laurel] Street, Keene, New
Hampshire 03431 (DES #91-0228) prepared for Kingsbury Corporation, dated May 17, 1995.

4 September 19, 1996 letter from Walter Carlson of New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services to John
Cookson of Kingsbury Corporation (Attached in Appendix C).

5 Riley, David, His Work Was Child’s Play, New Hampshire Profiles, Jan./Feb. 1981.
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According to the New Hampshire Profiles article, the Site was occupied by Triumph Wringer
Company circa 1890 which made sewing machines, clothes wringers and, as a promotional item, toy
clothes wringers. From 1890 to 1894, the Site was reportedly occupied by the Wilkins Toy
Company which was purchased by Harry Thayer Kingsbury in 1894. Kingsbury continued to
manufacture toys and some machine tools until 1942 when toy manufacturing was discontinued in
favor of manufacturing rifle bolts to support the war effort. From World War II to the present time,
the facility has manufactured industrial machines and machine tools.

1902 Sanborn Map: This map shows that the Site was occupied by the Wilkins Toy Company. All
buildings appear to have been located on the eastern side of Beaver Brook between Myrtle Street and
the B&M Railroad, Nashua & Keene Branch. Myrtle Street is shown to extend across Beaver Brook
and end just beyond the Site. Property to the north of the Site and railroad right-of-way is shown to
have been occupied by a “dilapidated partially destroyed by fire” building which was the former site
of the Indurated Paper Company. Property to the northeast is shown to have been occupied by the
J.P. Rust facility. Property located to the east of the Wilkins Toy Company between Beaver Brook
and Foster Street appears to have been occupied by residential dwellings including a building labeled
“Tenements.” Standard Oil Company is shown on the western side of Beaver Brook between the
railroad right-of-way and Water Street.

1908 Sanborn Map: The Site shown on this map is similar to that which was shown on the 1902
Sanborn Map. The facility is labeled as the Wilkins Toy Factory although it was reportedly owned
by Harry Thayer Kingsbury at the date of this map. The J.P. Rust Pail Factory appears to have
expanded significantly. This map also shows the C.L. Russell & Sons Chair Factory located
northwest of the Site near the corner of Grove and Water Streets.

1913 Sanborn Map: This map indicates that several small buildings and a relatively large storage
building were added to the Wilkins Toy Company facility. The J.P. Rust Pail Factory appears to
have expanded to the east with a “sawing” facility. The Standard Oil Company facility appears to
have expanded to include additional tankage.

1924 Sanborn Map: This map indicates the Site was occupied by the Kingsbury Manufacturing
Company and the Site structures appear to have expanded by about twice the area shown on the 1913
Sanborn Map. The former J.P. Rust Pail Factory is identified as the Keene Woodenware Company
~ Pail Factory; building footprints associated with this facility appear similar to those shown on the
1913 Sanborn Map. This map also shows several additional structures at the C.L. Russell & Sons
Chair Factory. The Standard Oil Company facility appears to have expanded again to include
additional tankage and a storage building.

1940 Factory Insurance Association Map: This map identifies the Site as the Kingsbury Machine
Tool Corp.; it does not show areas surrounding the facility. The building footprint appears to have
expanded significantly from what is shown on the 1924 Sanborn Map. This map shows a tributary
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to Beaver Brook which appears to flow below the building complex in the southeastern portion of
the Site. This map also shows a 250-gallon benzene AST located at the western portion of the site
adjacent to Beaver Brook, and a 600-gallon “buried” naphtha tank. Mr. Langley indicated that there
are no formal tank removal records, as these tanks were removed more than 30 years ago.

1950 Sanborn Map: This map shows the footprint of the Kingsbury Machine Tool Corporation
facility to be similar to that shown on the 1940 Factory Insurance Association Map. The former C.L.
Russell & Sons Chair Factory appears to have been replaced by a contracting business (Arthur
Whitcomb); one of the former chair storage buildings is identified as Kingsbury Machine Tool
Corporation “STGE”. The Standard Oil Company facility appears to have expanded to include
additional tankage.

1971 Sanborn Map: This map identifies the Site as the “Kingsbury Machine Corporation,
manufacturers of automatic drilling machinery.” The site footprint appears to have expanded from
that shown on the 1950 Sanborn Map. Beaver Brook appears to have been diverted to the south
where it appears to be located at present.

40 RECORDS REVIEW

Files and lists regarding possible environmental concerns at or in the vicinity of the Site, including
available information maintained by the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services
(NHDES) and the United States Environmental Protection Agency (US EPA), were reviewed. A
database information retrieval service provided by New England DataMap Technology Corporation
known as Environmental FirstSearch™ (FirstSearch) was used to search federal and state databases
for documented sites within the vicinity of the subject Site.

SHA reviewed additional information contained in environmental files at NHDES in Concord, New
Hampshire on June 4, 1997. Files were reviewed to gather information regarding known sources of
soil or groundwater contamination at or near the Site and to review documentation as to whether
hazardous materials have been disposed of at or near the Site. Representatives of local agencies
including the City of Keene Fire Department, Fire Protection Bureau; the City of Keene Assessing
Department; and the City of Keene Health and Code Enforcement Department were interviewed with
respect to their specific knowledge of the Site and any pertinent information contained in their files.
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4.1 USEPA and State Database/File Review

The FirstSearch database commonly contains records with longitude and latitude coordinates for a
given site. When available, the coordinates are used to determine if a site lies within a given search
radius of the study Site; these sites are referred to as “geocoded.” The ASTM Standard E 1527-94
identifies approximate minimum search distances from the Site ranging up to 1.0 mile, depending
on the particular database. Since the radius used by FirstSearch originates from a single point on the
Site, an additional 1/4-mile was added to the respective search radii to account for the relatively large
area occupied by the Site. To identify additional non-geocoded sites, the databases were searched
for site listings with the same zip code as the study Site. The databases searched are listed below
with their respective search radii:

. Federal National Priorities Site List (NPL), 1.25 miles;

. Federal Comprehensive Environmental Response Compensation and Liability Information
System (CERCLIS) List, 0.75 miles;

. Federal Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) Treatment Storage and Disposal
facilities list (RCRATSD), 1.25 miles;

. Federal RCRA generators list (RCRAGN), 1.25 miles (only the subject property and
adjoining properties require identification by the ASTM Standard);

. Federal RCRA No Longer Regulated list (RCRANLR), 1.25 miles (not specified by the
ASTM Standard);

. Federal Emergency Response Notification System (ERNS) list, 0.5 mile (only the subject
property requires identification by the ASTM Standard);

. Federal Toxic Release Inventory System (TRIS), 0.5 mile (not specified by ASTM Standard);

. National Pollution Discharge Elimination System (NPDES), 0.25 mile (not required by
ASTM standard);

. New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (NHDES) database listing of all
hazardous waste inventory sites as maintained by both the Groundwater Protection Bureau

and the Waste Management Division (STATE), 1.25 miles;

. NHDES database of emergency response actions and spill releases (SPILLS), 0.5 mile;
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. NHDES database listing of Landfills Operating that Receive Municipal Solid Waste
maintained by the Waste Management Division (ACTIVE SWL), 0.5 mile;

. NHDES database of registered underground storage tanks maintained by the Groundwater
Protection Bureau (UST), 0.5 mile (only the subject property and adjoining properties require
identification by the ASTM Standard);

. NHDES database of leaking underground storage tanks maintained by the Groundwater
Protection Bureau (LEAKING UST), 0.75 mile; and

. NHDES database of public water supply locations maintained by the GIS Program (PWS),
0.75 mile.

The FirstSearch report is contained in Appendix D.

The FirstSearch report identified a total of 104 geocoded sites within the various search radii, and
30 non-geocoded sites with the same zip code as the subject Site. The listed sites included one
CERCLIS, 29 RCRAGN, three RCRANLR, 12 ERNS, five TRIS, 15 STATE, one SWL, 44 UST,
and 24 LUST sites. Results of the FirstSearch database search, as well as the review of applicable
NHDES Groundwater Protection Bureau and Division of Waste Management files are discussed

below.

No NPL, NPDES, SPILL, or PWS sites were identified by the FirstSearch database review or during

the NHDES file review. The five TRIS sites were non-geocoded (identified by zip code) sites

~ located greater than 0.5 miles from the subject Site. The only SWL site consists of a City of Keene
Landfill, located more than 0.5 mile to the southwest and downgradient of the subject Site.

4.1.1 RCRA Database Search Results

RCRA facilities are those that generate, treat, store, or dispose of hazardous materials. According
to the FirstSearch report, no RCRATSD facilities are located within one mile of the Site. As
indicated on the table below, three RCRAGN facilities are located at or adjacent to the Site and two
are located in the near vicinity.

Quantity
Facility Name = Generated Address v
(Kg/Month)
Kingsbury Machine Tool Co. 100 to 1,000 80 Laurel Street Site
David Ford Lincoln Mercury <100 250 Marlborough St. SE/Adjacent
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Quantity
- of Waste Location
Facility Name Generated Address Relative to Site
(Kg/Month) ,
Schleicher & Schuell (2 listings) N/Across Former
(former Standard Oil site) 1000 1,000 163 Water Street RR Tracks
Steiners Auto Repair 100 to 1,000 47 Victoria Street NE/Adjacent "
Precitech, Inc. <100 312 Marlborough St. 0.1 mile/SW _|

It is noted that inclusion of a facility in the RCRA database is not necessarily indicative of a release
of hazardous materials to the environment, only that hazardous material is stored, used, treated,
generated, transported, or disposed at the facility.

4.1.2 ERNS Database Search Results

The database included an ERNS listing for an “unknown” site located “behind Kingsbury Machine”.
According to the FirstSearch report, the incident consisted of a report of a small amount of a
petroleum-based product which was observed on Beaver Brook in June 1992. The source of the
product was unknown. The Fire Department placed absorbent booms in Beaver Brook to contain the
product. No additional file information was available for the incident.

4.1.3 STATE Database Search/File Review Results

Of the 15 STATE sites identified, four are located at, or in potentially upgradient locations to, the
Site. These sites include: Kingsbury Corporation, listed at 310 Marlborough Road and located
southeast of the Site (according to the Keene Tax Map, this property is now owned by Brehm Realty,
LLC); 197 Water Street (MacMillan Company), located on the south side of Water Street, north and
across the former railroad tracks from the Site; M.S. Perkins Machine Company, located on the north
side of Water Street, northwest of the Site; and “Lot 1” located at 47 Victoria Street, east of the Site
and across the former railroad right-of-way.

Former Kingsbury Corporation Site, 310 Marlborough Road (125-960831): This site is located
to the southeast of the subject Site and was formerly owned by Kingsbury; it is now owned by Brehm
Realty, LLC. Files for this site were requested from NHDES for review. No information was
provided which matched the identification number shown on the FirstSearch report. However, Mr.
Langley indicated that the property became a State site when TCE was detected in groundwater
during a Phase II environmental investigation conducted during negotiation for a real estate
transaction. TCE was not detected during two rounds of follow-up sampling and analysis. As a
result, NHDES issued a letter to Kingsbury indicating that no further investigation or remediation
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was required. This site is considered to be located hydraulically downgradient or sidegradient from
the subject Site.

197 Water Street Site - Site investigation activities conducted at this facility in 1986 identified the
presence of petroleum hydrocarbons (PHCs) and CVOCs in groundwater beneath the facility.
Contaminants encountered consisted of benzene, toluene, ethyl benzene and xylenes, several
acid/base/neutral extractable organic compounds and numerous chlorinated solvents. Additional
investigations were conducted at the site in 1989. According to a report by Jason M. Cortell and
Associates, Inc.b, pertinent results of these investigations included: :

. “Discrete upper and lower aquifers are believed to exist at the site. The aquifers are separated
by a clayey-silt layer.”

. “The groundwater flow in the upper layer is in a southwesterly direction” towards Beaver
Brook. “The vertical gradient between the two aquifers is from the lower to the upper
aquifer.”

. “Two major types of contaminants were identified at the site: petroleum-based aromatic

solvents found in groundwater samples taken near the loading dock and dry well areas, and
chlorinated solvents found in soil and groundwater samples taken along the southwestern
property line.”

Following these investigations, the MacMillan Company (site owner) applied for and was issued a
NHDES Groundwater Management Permit in January 1990. The permit was renewed in August
1995. Conditions of the current permit include “a groundwater and surface water monitoring
program whereby monitoring of groundwater wells is required at four locations on the property and
results are required to be submitted to the NHDES on an annual basis.”

The most recent semiannual groundwater sampling and analysis report’ contained in the NHDES
files indicated that the “Results generally showed lower contaminant concentrations than in prior
years.” Data tables attached to the report indicated that the CVOCs vinyl chloride, 1,1-
dichloroethene (1,1-DCE), 1,2-DCE, trans-1,2-DCE, 1,1-DCA, 1,1,1-trichloroethane (1,1,1-TCA),
trichloroethene (TCE) and tetrachlororoethylene (PCE) were all detected in a sample from
monitoring well MW-16.

¢ Jason M. Cortell and Associates, Inc., Annual Compliance Submittal for Groundwater Management Permit. Permit No.
GWP-840281-K-002. MacMillan Company Property, 197 Water Street, Keene, New Hampshire, dated October 24, 1995.

7 Cortell Associates, “Macmillan Company Groundwater Permit No. 840281-K, Semi-annual Groundwater Sampling and
Analysis”, prepared for Macmillan Company, dated November 4, 1996.
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Groundwater flow maps generated for this site in the past indicated that groundwater flows toward
Beaver Brook. This site is considered to be hydraulically upgradient of the Kingsbury Site and is
considered to be impacting downgradient groundwater quality. In fact, NHDES has acknowledged
in a letter® that they believe CVOC contamination detected at the Kingsbury Site originates from the
197 Water Street site.

M.S. Perkins Machine Company Site - Site characterization activities conducted at this site in
1991 identified the presence of CVOCs in one of two groundwater monitoring wells at this facility.
An area of petroleum contaminated soil was also identified in the area of a boiler room at this
facility. The M.S. Perkins Machine Company is located northwest of the site in an area potentially
hydraulically upgradient or sidegradient to the Site.

The most recent information for this site reviewed in the NHDES file included a “Record of
Telephone Conversation” from Gary S. Lynn of NHDES, dated January 8 and 9, 1997, documenting
a conversation with the owner of the Perkins Machine Company site, Mr. Michael Lynch. The
memo indicated that Mr. Lynch believes the contamination detected at his property is caused by an
off-site source. Mr. Lynn reportedly advised Mr. Lynch to survey the elevations of the existing
monitoring wells and to develop a groundwater flow map. Mr. Lynn indicated that “knowing the
flow direction and updating the groundwater quality results is a critical first step in defining this
site’s problems.” No follow-up information was contained in the file.

Lot 1, 47 Victoria Street: This site is located to the northeast and across the former railroad ROW
from the subject Site. Environmental assessment activities were conducted at the 47 Victoria Street
property in early 1995° which lead to issuance of a Groundwater Management Permit (GMP) from
NHDES. Reportedly, CVOCs including 1,1,1-TCA, 1,1-DCA, and TCE, have been detected in
samples of soil and groundwater at this site. Historical groundwater quality data reported in a letter
report transmitting the results of the November 1996 round of compliance monitoring for the GMP',
indicate that TCE,1,1-DCA and vinyl chloride have been detected at concentrations which exceed
NHDES Ambient Groundwater Quality Standard (AGQS). Furthermore, the report indicated that
“It is not clear that VOC concentrations are decreasing. NH DES AGQS’s are still being exceeded
in the area of MW-3 but it does not appear that AGQS exceedances are all within the Groundwater
Management Zone.” The 47 Victoria Street site is considered to be located hydraulically upgradient
of the Kingsbury Site, and may potentially be impacting downgradient groundwater quality.

8 September 19, 1996 letter from Walter Carlson of NHDES to John Cookson of Kingsbury (attached in Appendix C).

® Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc. “Phase II Environmental Site Assessment of Lot 1, 47 Victoria Street, Keene, New
Hampshire 034017, prepared for L. William Slanetz, Cheshire Realty, Inc., dated February 22, 1995.

19 Stevens & Associates, “Nov. 1996 Round of Groundwater Monitoring, 47 Victoria St. - Keene, NH (DES # 95-0429)”,
prepared for Cheshire Realty, Inc., dated December 17, 1996.
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4.1.4 SPILLS Database Search/File Review Results

Although the report for the FirstSearch database search did not contain any listings of Spills within
0.5 miles of the subject property, previous investigations completed by SHA for the adjacent
Kingtool facility (located northwest of the Site'") identified two geocoded SPILL sites and one non-
geocoded SPILL site within 0.5 miles of the Kingtool site. The two geocoded SPILL sites are located
along Main Street at locations roughly 0.3 miles southwest and downgradient of the subject Site.
Neither of these spill incidents are expected to impact the Site.

The non-geocoded SPILL incident consists of a spill which happened at the Kingtool site on
November 16, 1994 when the facility was leased by North American Panel Systems. According to
NHDES files the spill consisted of a release of about 25 gallons of dilute “polymeric MDI Type
Disocyanate” to the area of a storm sewer along Myrtle Street. The City of Keene Fire Department
contained the spill in the storm sewer system and the “material” was pumped from the storm drain
to the “local P.O.T.W.” A NHDES report of the incident indicated “some [of the spilled material]
did escape into the brook, but the area was cleaned up.”

According to NHDES files there have been several limited spills reported at the Site, including the
following:

. On March 13, 1990 Kingsbury reported to NHDES that about 20 gallons of “Triple A”
quench oil was discharged to a culvert which flowed to Beaver Brook. Containment booms
and sorbent pads were deployed by Kingsbury personnel.

. On April 16, 1992, Kingsbury reported to NHDES that approximately 100 gallons of water
soluble coolant had been released through a leak in the coolant sumps. According to
Kingsbury, sump contents were pumped out into a tanker storage truck and the sumps were
repaired.

. On February 16, 1993, a complainant alleged that he observed approximately 150 dead fish
in Beaver Brook just outside the Kingsbury facility. The anonymous complainant indicated

that there was a strong sewage type odor present at the time the dead fish were observed. No - -

record of follow-up investigations was contained in the NHDES files.

. On March 6, 1997, approximately 200 gallons of No. 4 fuel oil was released while filling the
12,000-gallon UST. The spill was reported to have been contained in a 40-foot by 40-foot
area and was mostly on pavement. A cleanup ensued immediately, with the use of sorbent

I Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc., “Environmental Site Assessment Update, Kingsbury Corporation, King Tool Facility
Site, Keene, New Hampshire,” prepared for Kingsbury Corporation, dated September 1996.
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pads, booms, and sand. Contaminated media were containerized and manifested off-site for
disposal. A NHDES Petroleum Discharge Incident Report was reviewed in the State files
which indicated that notification of the spill was received on March 6, 1997 at 1120 hours.
According to the report, NHDES personnel were not dispatched to the site.

4.1.5 UST Database Search Results

Of the 44 UST sites identified by FirstSearch to be within about a quarter-mile radius of the Site,
only five are located on the Site or adjacent properties, as summarized in the following table.

. # of Size ¢ Date Direction
Site Name Address USTs (Gal)) Product Installed Date Removed From Site
2 | 15000 | #6 fuel oil 1/1/53 8/14/86
' 80 Laurel St 2 | 1000 gasoline &iﬁg;w 1/88 &11/92
Kingsbury Corp. ' 1 1,000 #2 fuel oil SITE
(SITE) U o | e 1178 11/8/88
1 1,000 #2 fuel oil 6/1/86 Current
’ unknown 10/26/94
. 1| 2000 “cmpty” 8/1/72 6/27/86
Kingsbury Corp. 131 Water St. 1 8,000 #2 fuel ol 8/1/72 6/27/86 NW
Kingsbury Corp. 233 Mg;‘gfmugh 1| 15000 | #6 fuel oil 1/78 Current SE
1| 2500 Gasoline 01/01/56 6/17/86
. . 1| 25500 Empty 01/01/56 6/17/86
Dav'dh/‘;:r’:u"‘“°°'“ 250 Mag't""m“gh 1 6,000 #2 fuel oil 01/01/56 6/17/86 SE
ry - 1 500 | Used/Waste Oil 9 477192
1| 6280 #2 fuel oil 06/06/86 Current
1| 1,000 Gasoline 1/1/69 4/18/88
Ellis Robertson Corp. | 21° Ma;'tbm“gh 1| 2000 #2 fuel oil 1/1/69 4/18/88 SW
. - : 1| 2000 #2 fuel oil 1/1/69 4/18/38

Notes: 1. According to Mr. Langley, the 1,000-gallon gasoline UST listed as installed in January
1987 was actually installed in January 1977.

2. According to Mr. Langley, the State UST listing for 238 Marlborough Street was an
incorrect listing for the former Kingsbury property located at 310 Marlborough Street.

4.1.6 LUST Database Search/File Review Results

Twenty two of the 24 LUST sites, identified by FirstSearch to be within about a half-mile radius of
the subject Site were geocoded and are shown on the FirstSearch Radius Map (Appendix D). The
subject Site and the former Kingtool site were identified as a single LUST site. The remaining
geocoded LUST sites are located in what are inferred as hydraulically sidegradient and downgradient
locations and are not anticipated to impact the subject Site. One of the two non-geocoded sites is
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Senecal Beverage Company on Victoria Street (Street Number not indicated) which is located
northeast of the Site and potentially upgradient. Additional information was obtained from the
NHDES files and is summarized below.

Kingsbury Corporation (Subject) Site, 80 Laurel Street: “Heavy dark oil contaminated sand” was
discovered in a test pit excavation completed adjacent to two 15,000-gallon No. 6 fuel oil USTs on
July 7, 1986. The excavation was discontinued until additional precautions could be taken and the
USTs could be safely excavated and removed. According to the FirstSearch report, these USTs were
closed by removal on August 14, 1986. Mr. Langley indicated that petroleum-contaminated soils
(PCS) were excavated from the tank graves until there was no visual evidence of petroleum
contamination as determined by representatives of NHDES. The PCS were reportedly manifested
off-site for disposal.

On November 22, 1992 a 1,000-gallon gasoline UST was closed by removal. During the closure
assessment completed by Total Waste Management Corp. (TWM) evidence of soil contamination
was detected in exceedance of the remediation goals of the New Hampshire Interim Policy for
Management of Soils Contaminated by Spills/Releases of Virgin Petroleum Products. Detectable
concentrations of VOCs (including benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, xylenes, and PHCs) were
discovered in groundwater samples in the UST excavation, however, the observed concentrations
were below the applicable Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) for drinking water. In response
to notification by TWM, NHDES issued a letter dated January 21, 1994 acknowledging the release
of petroleum from the UST and outlining Kingsbury’s responsibility with respect to additional
assessment.

Additional studies of the 1,000-gallon gasoline UST area were completed in May 1995 by SAS™,
Three groundwater monitoring wells were installed at locations around the former UST site. Soil
and groundwater were sampled from each location. All the soil samples analyzed reportedly
contained detectable concentrations of gasoline-related compounds, and two of the samples
contained CVOCs. According to SAS, “none of the NH DES Proposed Petroleum Contaminated
Soils Generic Cleanup Guidelines were exceeded in any of the soil samples collected and analyzed.”
Groundwater samples were found to contain compounds related to gasoline as well as CVOCs. Due
to the location of the site with respect to the 197 Water Street Site, as well as historical site use, SAS
concluded that CVOCs detected in soil and groundwater at the Site were migrating from the
documented off-site source. As indicated previously, NHDES has acknowledged that the CVOC
contamination detected at the Kingsbury Site is considered to be migrating from the 197 Water Street
Site.

12 Gtrategic Analytical Systems, Inc., Site Investigation Report, Kingsbury Machine Tool Co.. 80 Laurel Street, Keene,
New Hampshire 03431 (DES#91-0228) prepared for Kingsbury Corporation, dated May 17, 1995.
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Former Kingtool Site, 131 Water Street: This facility is located northwest of, and adjacent to, the
subject Site. In 1986 two underground storage tanks (USTs) were removed from this site. Proximate
to the time of their removal, the two tanks were determined to have leaked. One UST had a capacity
of 2,000 gallons and was used to store process water (used for steam cleaning) while the other UST
had a capacity of 8,000 gallons and was used to store No. 2 fuel oil. Subsequent investigations
conducted in the area of the former USTs during the period of 1990 and 1991 indicated the presence
of petroleum hydrocarbons in soil in the form of total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH), and in
groundwater in the form of volatile petroleum hydrocarbons. Results of this work did not suggest
a significant impact to groundwater. The horizontal and vertical limits of petroleum hydrocarbon-
impacted soil were not determined.

NHDES reevaluated the status of the site in light of current regulatory requirements. In their
September 19, 1996 letter,” NHDES indicated that the previous soil and water quality results did
not exceed current NHDES soil standards for virgin petroleum contaminated sites or New Hampshire
Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards. The NHDES letter required that additional field
explorations and testing be conducted to determine if there was a need for corrective action measures
at the site or if the project could be closed.

The additional investigations were completed by SHA in October 1996." The results of field work
completed on October 1, 1996 at the site confirmed the presence of petroleum hydrocarbon
constituents in the form of VOCs and TPHs in soil located in the vicinity of the former 8,000-gallon
No. 2 fuel oil UST. The concentrations of these petroleum hydrocarbon constituents were well
below their respective soil cleanup guidelines set forth by the NHDES. In addition to petroleum
hydrocarbon constituents, TCE was detected in soil at this same location. The concentration of TCE
was well below the soil cleanup standard set forth by the NHDES. There was no indication of
impacts to groundwater quality in the three monitoring wells sampled at the site.

The NHDES file for this site contained a March 12, 1997 letter from NHDES to Mr. Ralph G.
Worden of Kingsbury regarding the Kingtool site (DES # 910228)."> The letter indicated the
following:

. “All previous requirements related to the release of petroleum hydrocarbons have been
adequately addressed.

13 September 19, 1996 letter from Walter Carlson of NHDES to John Cookson of Kingsbury Corporation.

4 Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc., Field Exploration, Sampling. and Testing Program. Kingtool Facility. Keene, New
Hampshire, prepared for Kingsbury Corporation, dated October 1996.

15 New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services, letter regarding: KEENE - Kingsbury Machine Tool Corp..
8 Laurel Street: (DES#910228), dated March 12, 1997.
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. Based on this information, no source of groundwater contamination exists and groundwater

meets current Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards. Therefore, DES will not require
additional investigation, remedial measures, or groundwater monitoring regarding the above
referenced storage tank at this time.”

This letter is included in Appendix C.
4.2 Local File Review and Interviews

City of Keene Health/Code Enforcement Department: On May 28, 1997 SHA visited the City
of Keene Code Enforcement Department which is combined with the Health Department. Records
on file in that department were related to various building permits which have been obtained over
the past approximately 30 years. Mr. Michael B. Forrest, Code Enforcement Superintendent
indicated that he was familiar with the Kingsbury Site. Mr. Forrest was not aware of outstanding
or unresolved environmental concerns at the Site.

City of Keene Fire Department: On June 9, 1997 SHA requested a records review at the City of
Keene Fire Department (KFD). On June 17, 1997 SHA received an information package from the
KFD which included records associated with installation and removal of USTs, and hazardous
materials response activities at the Site. Information regarding the installation and removal of USTs
is summarized in the table below.

Summary of UST Installation/Removal Permits

No. of Size (gallons) Product Installation Removal Permit Comment
USTs g - _ Permit Date | Date Reference
2 15,000 Fuel Oil 727/54 7/28/86 1
1 4,000 (no state Fuel Oil 424/52
record)
Fuel Oil
1 8,000 (Foster Street) 11/8/67 ---
Fuel Oil
1 8,000 (Foster Street) 1/3/73 --- 2
No. 6
9 —
1 15,000 (?) 238 Marlborough Road | &2%/77 3
. 1987 11/8/88 or
! 1,000 Gasoline (8129/77) 10/12/92 4
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No. of Size (gallons) Product Installation | Removal Permit | Comment
USTs & Permit Date Date Reference

. 11/8/88 or
1 1,000 Gasoline 1961 10/12/92 4
|
Notes:
1. Permit for removal indicated the USTs were leaking fuel oil at the time of removal.
2 This UST was reportedly the same tank as was permitted on 11/8/67 and was moved to a new location,
permitted on 1/3/73.

3. Former Kingsbury property at 310 Marlborough Road. According to Mr. Langley, the street address is
incorrectly listed as 238.

4. Fire Department records indicated two 1,000-gallon gasoline UST removals were permitted, but it is not clear

under which permit each of the two USTs was removed.

The information package also included an incident report for the previously-described release of No.
4 fuel oil which occurred on March 6, 1997.

5.0 SITE RECONNAISSANCE AND INTERVIEWS
5.1  Interview with Site Representative

To supplement our understanding of site conditions obtained by the regulatory agency file review,
SHA conducted an interview with Mr. Langley on May 28, 1997. Mr. Langley has worked at the
subject facility for the greater part of the past approximately 30 years. The following is a summary
of supplemental information provided by Mr. Langley.

Additional Site Description and Environmental Characteristics: The facility is currently heated
with No. 2 fuel oil; previously the facility was heated with No. 4 and No. 6 fuel oils. LP gas is also
used in a limited fashion for heat and plant processes. The Site is served by public water, which
enters the property from several water mains, and public sewer. There are no water supply wells
at the facility. :

With respect to USTs at the site, Mr. Langley indicated the following:

. Two former 15,000-gallon No. 6 fuel oil USTs were located in an area northeast of Building
1A. An existing 12,000-gallon fuel oil UST was installed in the same location as the 15,000-
gallon UST using the same concrete anchor as was used for the 15,000-gallon USTs. Until
recently, the 12,000 gallon UST was used for No. 4 fuel oil but is now used for No. 2 fuel
oil. One of two former 1,000-gallon fuel oil USTs was located northwest of Building No.
9, and one was located on the northwest side of Building No. 19.
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. Two former 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs were located northwest of Building No. 6A.
. A former 4,000-gallon No. 2 fuel oil UST was located beneath Building No. 4.
The approximate locations of existing and former USTs are shown on Figure 4.

Mr. Langley’s accounting of USTs, in terms of the number and size, was generally consistent with
the NHDES file information, with the exception that one of the 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs was
installed in 1977, not 1987 as indicated in the State database. Mr. Langley indicated that the 4,000-
gallon No. 2 fuel oil UST (permitted by KFD in 1952) was formerly located beneath Building No.
20; however, there was no record of its removal. During excavation for the boring mill foundation
(Building No. 4) in 1980, Mr. Langley indicated that limited quantities of visibly petroleum-
contaminated soils were removed from that area. Mr. Langley indicated he has no knowledge of the
8,000-gallon fuel oil USTs located off Foster Street, as identified by KFD records. He indicated,
however, that he was reasonably confident that no USTs exist in that area at this time because
buildings which required substantial excavation for spread footings have been constructed over that

arca.

Four above-ground storage tanks (ASTs) are used at the facility. Two 275-gallon No. 2 fuel oil ASTs
are located within a concrete sump in Building No. 2. One 2,000-gallon waste oil AST is located
within a bermed area in Building No. 1, and a 275-gallon diesel AST is located in Building No. 6.

There are eight 2,000-gallon coolant pits used for testing machinery located in Bays 4 through 11
on the southeast side of the building complex (Building Nos. 13, 13A, 17, and 18). According to
Mr. Langley, the type of coolant used in the pits varies from mineral oil to petroleum based fluid.
Some of the pits are lined with an epoxy coating while the others are lined with steel. The pits may
have at one time been unlined or exposed concrete. At the time of our interview, the pits were in the
process of being connected by piping to improve coolant capacity. No signs of contamination have
been detected by Kingsbury in the soils excavated between the pits.

There is also a series of pits which were installed in Building No. 20 which are used to control spills.
The Building 20 pits are equipped with pumps which discharge to the POTW. Mr. Langley
indicated that all floor drains within the facility are either tied to the sanitary sewer or have been
permanently sealed with concrete.

Chemical Usage: Chemicals currently used at the facility include approximately 90,000 gallons of
No. 2 fuel oil per year and approximately 4,000 gallons of lubricating oil and “way lube.” Smaller
quantities of paint thinner, mineral spirits, Stoddard solvent, isopropy! alcohol, and methanol are also
used. Chemicals or oil formerly used at the facility include TCE, No. 4 and No. 6 fuel oil and “sonic
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degreaser.” Mr. Langley indicated that sonic degreaser was a freon derivative, and was used in
relatively small quantities. No. 4 and No. 6 fuel oil were stored in USTs as indicated above.

Mr. Langley indicated that TCE was used with a “vapor degreaser” process contained in building
Nos. 5 and 12. TCE use was discontinued approximately 17 years ago. He indicated that TCE was
purchased and used one drum at a time and that there were no other areas where it was used or stored
within the facility.

Existing chemical/drum storage areas consist of an area in Building No. 1 which is equipped with
secondary containment, a “racking” area for unopened drums located in Building No. 6A, and a
flammable liquids storage room located in Building 19. Flammable liquids associated with painting
and paint removal operations were at one time stored in Building No. 6. Small quantities of
gasoline, used for grounds maintenance equipment, are stored in a flammable liquids cabinet located
in the boiler room (Building No. 9). Mr. Langley indicated that, to his knowledge, there were no
other chemical/drum storage areas used historically at the facility.

Facility processes which include the use of hazardous materials include the following:

. Hot caustic tanks located in Building No. 1 contain potassium hydroxide for paint removal
and are emptied approximately every two or more years; they were last emptied in late 1994
or early 1995 and the contents were manifested off-site as hazardous waste for disposal.
There is secondary containment to contain any release from this process.

. The Heat Treat operation located in Building No. 20 which is near to a nickel “Penetrate”
plating operation. The Heat Treat process includes the use of molten lead and cyanide salt.
A release from this area would likely be contained in the spill control pits.

Solid waste such as paper products and wire are processed in a recycling area located in Building
No. 6A.

5.2 Area Reconnaissance

On May 28, 1997, following our interview, Mr. Langley accompanied SHA on a tour of the facility.
The following is a summary of our observations.

Exterior Observations:
. Fill and vent pipes were observed in an area to the northeast of Building No. 1. According

to Mr. Langley this is the existing 12,000-gallon No. 2 (formerly No. 4) fuel oil UST. No
surficial evidence of the March 1997 No. 4 fuel oil spill, was observed in this location.
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. Fill and vent pipes were observed along the northwest wall of Building No. 6. Mr. Langley
indicated that this was the location of the 275-gallon diesel fuel AST.

. Three monitoring well road box covers were observed in the area of the former 1,000-gallon
gasoline UST, which is located northeast of Building No. 1 and adjacent to Beaver Brook.

. An equipment laydown area was observed in the unpaved northwestern portion of Parking
Area B. Several large pieces of equipment, which appeared to have once contained
petroleum products (i.e., lubricating oil), were observed in this area. There is some potential
for a release of petroleum in this area under the current storage conditions. Surficial soil
conditions below the equipment could not be observed with the equipment in place; however,
localized areas of limited soil staining were observed adjacent to the equipment.

. A shed which was constructed to contain road salt was also observed in a paved portion of
Parking Area B. No drainage control structures were observed which would prevent
stormwater runoff from the area surrounding the shed to flow toward and into a nearby catch
basin, which reportedly discharges to Beaver Brook. According to Mr. Langley, this issue
will be addressed as early as mid-July.

. Several outfalls to Beaver Brook were pointed out by Mr. Langley. Two of the outfalls are
for non-contact cooling water and the others are for stormwater collected in roof drains, flood
control sumps, and catch basins.

. Two uncovered roll-off containers containing metal turning waste, were observed in Parking
Area D, northwest of Building No. 15. Although we observed no surficial evidence of a
petroleum release in this area, the mixture of rainwater with cutting oil which coats the
turnings could cause a release.

Interior Observations:

. A horizontal rack containing several unopened drums was observed in Building No. 6A.
Labels on the drums indicated that they contained petroleum products (i.e., cutting and
lubricating oils).

. A horizontal rack containing several opened drums equipped with taps were observed in an
area within Building No. 1. Labels on the drums indicated they contained petroleum
products (i.e., cutting and lubricating oils). A sheet-metal secondary containment tray with
approximately four-inch high sides is located beneath the drum rack.
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. A 2,000-gallon waste oil AST was observed in Building No. 1; a secondary containment
berm surrounds the AST.

. A flammable materials cabinet located in the boiler room (Building No. 9) contained three-
to five-gallon gasoline containers, reportedly used for grounds maintenance equipment.

. The rectangular “Hot Caustic” tanks observed in Building No. 1 were uncovered and
contained a yellow colored liquid; secondary containment is provided for these tanks.

. Exposed soil was observed in a trench excavated between two pits in Building No. 13.
Although access to the pit was limited, no evidence of a release in that area was observed.

. The nickel Penetrate plating equipment was observed in Building No. 4. The pits in this area
were covered by steel grates; a liquid release in this area is designed to flow into the pits.

6.0 GROUNDWATER SAMPLING AND ANALYSIS

As indicated above, during assessment of a leaking UST closure, CVOC and gasoline related VOC
contamination was detected in site groundwater at levels in excess of the NHDES AGQS. Kingsbury
reported this condition to NHDES on May 11, 1995 in a letter from Steven Brackett to Joyce
Muzzey.'® The monitoring wells from which the samples were collected had not been sampled since
1995. An updated round of sampling was completed in part to assess the potential on-site exposure
through vapor migration into subsurface structures downgradient of the contaminant plume.

Groundwater samples were collected from each of the three existing monitoring wells (MW-1, MW-
2, and MW-3) on May 28, 1997 and submitted to Eastern Analytical, Inc. (EAI) of Concord, New
Hampshire for analysis of VOCs by EPA Method 8260. The monitoring well locations are shown
on Figure 4. The samples were collected using new disposable bailers and rope for each well. Prior
to sampling, approximately five gallons of water (greater than three well volumes) was purged from
each well by bailing. Field parameters including pH, temperature, and specific conductivity were
measured during sampling; the measurements are shown on the Field Sampling Summary Form in
Appendix E. Copies of the laboratory report for each sample are contained in Appendix E.

The VOC analytical data are summarized in Table 1. These results are generally consistent with data
obtained by others in 1995 and indicate groundwater quality has been impacted by CVOC
contamination and to a lesser extent by petroleum-related constituents. Concentrations of eight
CVOC:s (seven in all three wells); including 1,1-DCA, 1,1-DCE, cis-1,2-DCE, PCE, TCE, 1,1,1-

16 May 11, 1995 letter from Steven Brackett of Strategic Analytical Systems, Inc. to Joyce Muzzey of New Hampshire
Department of Environmental Services. (Attached in Appendix C)
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TCA, 1,1,2-TCA, and vinyl chloride exceeded their respective AGQSs. The benzene concentration
in monitoring well MW-1 (10 pg/l) was the only occurrence of a gasoline-related VOC which
exceeded its associated AGQS (5 pg/l). The chemical composition of contaminants detected in the
samples is also generally consistent with that which has been historically detected in groundwater
at the upgradient 197 Water Street site, as identified in the most recent Groundwater Management
Permit compliance monitoring report for that site.

A relative elevation survey of the tops of PVC monitoring well casings was completed using
standard rod and level techniques. The depths to groundwater were measured prior to
purging/sampling using an electronic water level meter which measures length in graduations of 0.01
feet. The survey and water level data were used to calculate relative groundwater elevations in each
well. Groundwater elevation contours were generated and the direction of groundwater flow was
estimated to be toward Beaver Brook. Using data generated during past sampling events completed
by others, the direction of groundwater flow was estimated to be away from Beaver Brook. It is our
opinion, that since Beaver Brook receives stormwater drainage from a relatively large area upstream
of the Site, and at times floods its banks, the direction of groundwater flow in the vicinity of the
Brook is dependent on whether it is losing water (during times of flood) or gaining water (during
drier periods).

7.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Based on the work éompleted and presented in this report, it is our opinion that hazardous materials
in the form of VOCs are present in groundwater at the site, as observed in the vicinity of the two
former 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs. The source of hazardous materials is likely related to the

~ migration of CVOCs from an upgradient, off-site source and to a lesser extent from residual

contamination from the USTs which have since been removed.

There are several other locations at the site which were identified during the course of our work as
potential areas where impacts to site soil or groundwater may occur or may have occurred in the past.
These locations include:

. The vicinity of the two former 15,000-gallon No. 6 Fuel Oil USTs where petroleum
contaminated soil was excavated and removed as part of the tank removals.

. The vicinity of the former 4,000-gallon No. 2 Fuel Oil UST which was removed some time
prior to the foundation work for placement of the Boring Mill within Building No. 4.

. The unpaved equipment lay down area located in Parking Area B, where unused equipment
is stored outside exposed to the elements.
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. The vicinity of the road salt shed located in a paved portion of Parking Area B where there
is no containment structure for run-off from the salt shed.

In consideration of the identified CVOC contamination observed in groundwater in the vicinity of
the former 1,000-gallon gasoline USTs, as well as the long history of industrial use at the site, we
believe that Kingsbury should consider additional test borings and monitoring wells at the site to
provide a broader understanding of water quality conditions. To that end, we recommend the
following:

. Installation of up to three groundwater monitoring wells located along the upgradient
property line to characterize water quality conditions influent to the property and confirm
that the CVOC-contaminated groundwater observed in the vicinity of the former 1,000-
gallon gasoline USTs derives from an off-site, upgradient source.

. Installation of up to four groundwater monitoring wells located along the downgradient Site
property boundary to assess water quality conditions leaving the property. In this manner,
the extent of CVOC-contaminated groundwater may be observed, as well as potential
impacts from other possible on-site contaminant source areas, such as those listed above or
otherwise unknown conditions.

We recommend that soil and groundwater samples taken during the course of these additional
explorations be analyzed for both VOCs and metals. We believe this information will provide
baseline data concerning soil and, particularly, groundwater quality conditions at the site.

Additional, source specific work should include the following:

. Removal of the equipment from the lay down area, to eliminate possible releases of machine
oil or other materials from this equipment to soil and groundwater. This equipment could
either be taken off-site or stored on-site within a structure to eliminate exposure to the
elements. Following removal of the equipment, we recommend that surficial and shallow
(above the groundwater table) soil sampling be completed in areas of any visible staining.
Soil samples should be analyzed for VOCs and total petroleum hydrocarbons.

. A drainage control structure, such as an asphalt berm, should be constructed at the salt shed,
to limit the potential for surface runoff from the salt shed entering the storm drain and
discharging to Beaver Brook. We understand that Kingsbury intends to address this item as
early as mid-July.
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Following completion of recommended additional site work and in consideration of observed soil
and groundwater quality conditions, we will make recommendations for further, area specific
assessment, if site conditions warrant additional work.

S:\DATA\1396\REPORT\REPORT.JO
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TABLE 1
VOCs Detected in Groundwater Samples
Kingsbury Corporation Environmental Assessment
Keene, New Hampshire

Well MW-1 MW-2 | MW-3 | NHDES AGQS
EPA Method 8260 8260 8260 (ng/h)
[[Benzene 10 2 1 5
[lsec-Butylbenzene 1 <1 1 NS
[[Chloroethane 80 50 140 NS
IChloroform 6 2 4 NS
1,1-Dichloroethane 900 300 800 81
1,1-Dichloroethene 67 13 39 7
lcis-1,2-Dichloroethene 1,300 240 800 70
[[trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 19 5 12 100
[[Ethylbenzene 8 4 2 .~ 700
[[Isopropylbenzene 1 <1 <1 NS
p-Isopropyltoluene 1 <1 1 NS
Methylene Chloride 3 2 3 NS
[Naphthalene 2 3 3 20
n-Propylbenzene 2 1 <1 NS
Tetrachloroethene 20 14 21 5
Toluene 8 2 5 1,000
1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5,700 1,500 3,400 200
1,1,2-Trichloroethane 5 <2 3 5
Trichloroethene 56 66 74 5
Trichlorofluoromethane 190 70 120 2,000
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene 18 11 6 NS
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene 5 3 3 NS
Vinyl Chloride 26 18 37 2
0-Xylene 2 2 3 10,000
m,p-Xylene 16 4 9 (total)
Acetone 120 <50 80 700

Notes:
1. Concentrations are shown in micrograms per liter (ng/l) or parts per billion (ppb).
2. Groundwater samples were collected by SHA on May 28, 1997.

3. Groundwater samples were analyzed by Eastern Analytical, Inc., of
Concord, New Hampshire, using USEPA Method 8260.

KEY:
NHDES - New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services

AGQS - Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards
NS - No standard for compound.
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APPENDIX A
LIMITATIONS

This report has been prepared for an is intended for the exclusive use of Pierce Atwood and
the Kingsbury Corporation. The contents of this report should not be relied upon by any other
party without the express written consent of SHA.

Our conclusions regarding the Site are based on observations of existing Site conditions, our
interpretation of available Site history and Site usage information. The findings are relevant
to the dates of our Site visit and should not be relied upon to represent conditions at other
dates. The results of this assessment are qualified by the fact that only limited soil or
groundwater sampling or chemical testing have been conducted to date. When a study is
completed without more extensive subsurface explorations and chemical analyses of soil and
groundwater, little data regarding latent conditions from on-Site or off-Site sources can be
developed. Conclusions regarding the condition of the Site do not represent a warranty that
all areas within the Site are of the same quality as may be inferred from observable Site
conditions and readily available Site history.

In performing this assessment, SHA has endeavored to conform with generally accepted
practices of other consultants undertaking similar studies at the same time and in the same
geographical area. SHA has attempted to observe a degree of care and skill generally exercised
by the technical community under similar circumstances and conditions. SHA’s findings and
conclusions must be considered probabilities based on professional judgement concerning the
significance of the limited data to be gathered during the course of the assessment.

The observations described in this report were made under the conditions stated herein. The
conclusions presented in this report were based solely upon the services described herein, and
not on scientific tasks or procedures beyond the scope of described services or the time and
budgetary constraints imposed by the Client.

In preparing this report, SHA has relied on certain information provided by state and local
officials and other parties referenced herein, and on information contained in the files of state
and/or local agencies available to us at the time of the assessment. Although there may have been
some degree of overlap in the information provided by these various sources, we did not attempt
to independently verify the accuracy or completeness of all information reviewed or received
during the course of this assessment.
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6. Should additional information on environmental conditions at the Site which is not contained
in the report be obtained, such information should be brought to SHA’s attention. We will
evaluate such information and, on the basis of our evaluation, may modify the conclusions stated
in this report. '

7. Observations were made of the Site and of structures on the Site as indicated within the report.
Where access to portions of the Site or to structures on the Site was unavailable or limited, SHA
renders no opinion as to the presence of hazardous material or to the presence of indirect
evidence relating to hazardous material in that portion of the Site or structure. In addition, SHA
renders no opinion as to the presence of hazardous material or to the presence of indirect
evidence relating to hazardous material where direct observation of the interior walls, floor, or
ceiling of a structure on the Site was obstructed by objects or coverings on or over these
surfaces.

8. SHA did not perform testing or analyses to determine the presence or concentration of asbestos,
lead paint, polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), or radon at the Site or in the environment at the
Site.

9. The purpose of this report was to assess the physical characteristics of the subject Site with
respect to the presence in the soil or groundwater of a hazardous substance, as defined in
CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. §§ 9601-9675, petroleum, or a hazardous material as defined in New
Hampshire R.S.A. Chapters 147-A and 147-B. No specific attempt was made to check the
compliance of present or past owners or operators of the Site with federal, state, or local laws
and regulations, environmental or otherwise.
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APPENDIX C

COPIES OF NHDES LETTERS CONCERNING
THE SITE AND FORMER KINGSBURY PROPERTY
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State of New Hampshire
DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES
6 Hazen Drive, P.O. Box 95, Concord, NH 03302-0095
603-271-3503 FAX 603-271-2867
TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964

Secptember 19, 1996
Mr. John Cookson
Vice President, Finance
Kingsbury Corporation
80 Laurel Street
Keene, NH 03431-7020
. Subject: Keene - Kingsbury Corporation (DES#910228-LUST-WLP3)

Dear Mr. Cookson:

Pursuant to our telephone conversation of Sept. 10, 1996, this letter scts forth the cumrent regulatory
requirements which the New Hampshire Department of Environmental Services (DES) has regarding subject
site.

As we discussed, our file contains data and information regarding at least two projects on subject site:

80 Laurel Street: ~ This is the corporate headquarters and we have received the, following reports for this
site: 1) a Tank Closure Report, dated Jan. 3, 1993, from Total Waste Management, and
2) a Site Investigation Report, dated May 17, 1995, from Strategic Analytical Systems.
Regarding this project, DES responded to the SAS report, by letter dated August 11,
1995 (copy enclosed).

130 Water Street:  This is the location of UST removals, apparently in 1986, and studied by Provan and
Lorber in December 1990/Jan. 1991 for refinancing purposes. The January 1991 report
was followed in June 1991 by a report by Service Station Maintenance Corporation and
another Provan and Lorber report in December 1991.

Regarding these two separate projects, DES has the following requirements (Note: the third part of the
Kingsbury property, 310 Marlboro Street, will be initiated as a scparate site, different DES tracking number,
and responded to under separate cover):

1. 80 Laurel Street: Qur enclosed letter of August 11, 1995 sets forth the cumrent requirements. Please
notc that in the SAS report, the only petroleum-related exceedance was benzenc at 11.6 ppb in the
second round of samples (March 29, 1995). DES believes, at this time, that the exceedances of
chlorinated compounds are from an upgradient, off-site source. It is DES policy to not enforce against
downgradient recipients from off-site sources. It is quite possible that the petroleum-related
compounds have diminishcd to below NH Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards (NHAGQS), and
the 80 Laurel Street project could be closed. In order to continue the Corrective Action Process for
this project, the August 11, 1995, letter should be complied with as expeditiously as possible. Please
note that to be eligible for cost-reimbursement, a scope-of-work and budget for this work should be
reviewed and approved before the work is undertaken. Please forward the scope-of-work and budget
to Ms. Joyce Muzzey, Workscope Coordinator, at the Division address.

AR RESOURCES DILV. WASTE MANAGEMENT DIV. _ WATER RESOURCRS DIV. WATER SUPPLY & POLLUTION CONTROL DIV.

64 No. Main Stcees 6 Hazes Drive 64 No. Main Stroct PO. Box 95

P.0. Box 1:33 Coacord, N.H. 03301 P.O. Box 2008 Concord, N.H. 03302-0095
Concord. N.K. 03302-203) Tel. 603-271-2900 Concord. N.H. 03302-2008 Tel, 603-271-3303

Tel. 603-271-1370 FAX 603-273-2456 Tel. 603-271-3406 FAX 60)-271-218%

FAX 603-271.1381 FAX 603-271-7894
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Mr. John Cookson
September 17, 1996
(DES#910228)

2. 130 Water Street: The analyses reported for Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons (5,900 ppm of TPH) do
not exceed standards adopted by DES in October 1994 (see “Interim Policy for the Managemeat of
Soils Contaminated by Spills/Release of Virgin Petroleum Products”-Addenda IV). Further, the one
round of groundwater samples reported for this project had no exceedances of NHAGQS. Therefore,
in order to proceed with the Corrective Action Process, DES requires the following (and, as with the
above, in order to be reimbursable, a scope-of-work and budget must be approved by DES before the
work is undertaken); .

a. Two or three soil samples shall be collected from the area where the USTs were
located. The soil shall be from a depth at or below the bottom: of the former USTS.
These soil samples shall be analyzed by EPA method 8260 for volatile organic
compounds and method 8270 for Poly Aromatic Hydrocarbons, as well as method
8100-modified for Total Petrolenm Hydrocarbons. .

b. Each of the monitoring wells shall be located, inspected, and if found to be
serviceable, sampled. Groundwater from these monitoring wells shall be analyzed
by EPA method 8260 for VOCs and 8270 for PAHs.

c. Analytical results from these soil and groundwater samples shall be forwarded to the
undersigned as soon as available. We anticipate that if no exceedances are reported, the
project shall be closed.

Please note that a UST compliance check conducted June 28, 1996, showed the facility to be in compliance
with applicable UST regulations and, therefore, eligible for reimbursement from the Petroleum Reimbursement
Fund. ~

If you have any questions, please write or call me at the Waste Management Division at 603-271-2229.

Sincerely,
Walter Carlson '
Groundwater Protection Bureau
WC/91022815
Enclosure: 8/11/96 letter

cc George Lombardo, P.E/GPB
File
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ENVIRONMENTAL CONSULTING AND ANALYSIS
*From Field to Laboratory”
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May 11, 1995

Joyce Muzzey

New Hampshire DES
Groundwater Protection Bureau
6 Hazen Dr, Box 95

Concord, NH 03301

RE: AGQS Exceedances at the Kingsbury Machine Tool Site (DES# 91-0228)

Keene, NH

Joyce,

Please accept this letter on behalf of our client, Kingsbury Corporation, as formal notice of the
exceedance of AGQS's at the above referenced site. AGQS's were exceeded for the VOC's
benzene, TCE, TCA, DCA, tetrachloroethene and vinyl chloride. Strategic Analytical Systems,
Inc. has been conducting a Site Investigation for Kingsbury Corporation and digcovered the
exceedances when the results of groundwater analyses were received on March 15, 1995, The
complete Site Investigation Report is not yet complete and so this notice is being made to satisfy
the reporting requirements of ENV-4Wsz 410.06.

The complete Site Investigation Report will be forthcoming by the end of this month.

Best Regards,

STRATEGIC ANALYTICAL SYSTEMS, INC.

Steven L. Brackett
Geologist

39 Square - Cenrennial Buntoing, BeLLows Fawes, VT 05101



State of New Hampshire
DEPAKTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL RVICES
6 Hazen Drive, P.O. Box 95, Concord, NH 03302-0095
(603) 271-3644  FAX (603) 271-2181

March 12, 1997

Ralph G. Worden

Kingsbury Machine Tool, Inc.

8 Laurel Street

P.O. Box 586

Keene, New Hampshire 03431-586

SUBJECT: KEENE - Kingsbury Machine Tool Corp., 8 Laurel Steet: (DES#910228)
Dear Mr. Worden:
The New Hampshire Department of Enviromﬁental (DES) has reviewed all of the information

submitted to date concerning the release of petroleum hydrocarbons at the above referenced property
and has concluded that: ‘

1. All previous requirements related to the release of petroleum hydrocarbons have been
adequately addressed.
2. Based on this information, no source of groundwater contamination exists and

groundwater meets current Ambient Groundwater Quality Standards. Therefore, DES
will not require additional "investigation, remedial measures, or 'groundwater
monitoring regarding the aboveground storage tank at this time.

3. During the site investigation/remediation process, state and federal ° ‘monies were
expended. DES has received complete payment in the amount of $1, 600 84 for costs
.associated with regulatory management of the subject Site. '

The DES reserves the right, under N.H. Administrative Rules Env-Ws 410 "Groundwater
Protection Rules" and N.H. Administrative Rules Env-Ws 412 "Rules for Reportmg and
Remediation of Oil Discharges" to require additional investigations, remedial measures, or
groundwater monitoring if further information indicating the need for such work is I'CCCIVCd

If you have questions, please contact me at the Waste Management Division or by dialing 603-
271-3624.

Sincerely, -

' Greg§P Kirby, P.(z3 4
Oil Remediation & Compliance Bureau

GAK/ab:910228.cls
cc: Fred W. McGarry, P.E., OR&CB
File

Route: Walter Carlson, OR&CB

http://www.state.nh.us TDD Access: Relay NH 1-800-735-2964
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NEW ENGLAND
DataMap Technology Corporation

Environmental FirstSearch™ Report

TARGET PROPERTY:

80 LAURAL ST

KEENE NH 03431
Job Number: 1396

PREPARED FOR:

05-27-97

Tel: 617-320-3720 Fax: 617-320-3715

Environmental FirstSearch is a registered trademark of New England DataMap Technology Corporation. All rights reserved.




Environmental FirstSearch
Search Summary Report

Search Parameters

COORD

1396

80 LAURAL ST
KEENE NH 03431

Search Type:
Job Number:
Target Site:

Longitude: -72.269742
Latitude: 42.928137
Target Zip: 03431
Adj. Zips: 0.5 Mi

FirstSearch Summary

Sites Found: 134 Schools: NA Population: NA Sanborn: -
Database Sel Updated Radius 1/4 1/2 3/4 1Mi Zip Flag
NPL Y 03-17-97 1.25 0 0 0 0 0
CERCLIS Y 03-17-97 0.75 0 0 0 - 1 W
RCRIS TSD Y 03-17-97 1.25 0 0 0 0 0
RCRIS COR Y 03-17-97 1.25 0 0 0 0 0
RCRIS GEN Y 03-17-97 0.50 9 7 4 - 9 Y
RCRIS NLR Y 03-17-97 0.50 1 1 - - 1 Y
ERNS Y 04-02-97 0.50 4 1 2 - 5 Y
NPDES N 03-13-97 0.25 - - - - -
FINDS N 03-13-97 0.25 - - - - -

TRIS Y 03-13-97 0.50 0 0 - - 5 W
STATE LIST Y 03-05-97 1.25 1 2 6 4 \
SPILLS 1990s N 09-09-96 0.50 - - - - -
SPILLS Pre 1990 N NA 0.25 - - - - -
ACTIVE SWL Y 10-01-93 0.75 - Y
PERMITS N NA 0.25 - - - - -
PPS N NA 0.25 - - - - -
REGISTERED UST Y 12-01-96 0.50 10 19 12 - 3 Y
LEAKING UST Y 01-13-97 0.75 2 6 13 1 2 Y
PWS Y 11-10-94 0.75 0 0 0 - 0
AQUIFERS N 10-01-96 0.50 - - - - -
ACEC N 10-01-96 0.50 - - - - -

Notice of Disclaimer / Waiver of Liability

Due to the limitations, constraints, inaccuracies and incompleteness of government information and computer mapping data currently available to
New England DataMap Technology, certain conventions have been utilized in preparing the locations of all federal, state and local agency sites
residing in New England DataMap Technology's databases. All EPA NPL and state landfill sites are depicted by a rectangle approximating their
location and size. The boundaries of the rectangles represent the eastern and western most longitudes; the northern and southern most latitudes.
As such, mapped areas may exceed the actual areas and do not represent the actual boundaries of these properties. All other sites are depicted
by a point representing their approximate address location and make no attempt to represent the actual areas of the associated property. Actual
boundaries and locations of individual properties can be found in the files residing at the agency responsible for maintaining the detailed files
for each specific site. Although New England DataMap Technology uses its best efforts to research the actual location of each site, New England
DataMap Technology does not and can not warrant the accuracy of these sites with regard to exact location or size. All authorized users of
New England DataMap Technology's services generating this report did so with an understanding of New England DataMap Technology's search
and mapping conventions, and agreed to waive any and all liability claims associated with search and map results showing incomplete or
inaccurate site locations.



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL ;134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
1 RCRAGN DAVID FORD LINCOLN MERCUR 250 MARLBORO ST 0.23 SE 1
NHD986474021/VGN KEENE NH 03431
49 UsT DAVID FORD LINCOLN MERCUR 250 MARLBORO ST 0.23 SE 1
0112111 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
2 RCRAGN FEDERAL EXPRESS CORP 84 MARLBORO ST 0.41 NW 2
NHD986470102/SGN KEENE NH 03431
72 USsT O K FAIRBANKS HOLDING COM 84 MARLBORO ST >0.41 NW 2
0111166 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
54 UsT FINDINGS INC 160 WATER ST 0.19 NW 3
0110844 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
3 RCRAGN FINDINGS INC 160 WATER ST 0.19 NW 3
NHD001077122/SGN KEENE NH 03431
4 RCRAGN GAROSMITH CORP 170 MARLBORO 0.17 SE 4
NHD981068489/SGN KEENE NH 03431
55 UST FIRST NH BANK 15 MAIN ST 0.61 NW 5
0110558 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
5 RCRAGN KEENE PUBLISHING CORP 60 WEST ST 0.61 NW 5
NHD001090422/VGN KEENE NH 03431
62 UsT KEENE PUBLISHING CORPORAT 60 WEST ST 0.61 NW 5
0330050/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
6 RCRAGN KEENE STATE COLLEGE 229 MAIN ST 0.46 SW 6
NHD986474427/VGN KEENE NH 03431
92 LUST KEENE STATE COLLEGE HEATING PLANT 0.46 SW 6
125-900811/YES KEENE NH 03431
63 UST KEENE STATE COLLEGE 229 MAIN ST 0.46 SW 6
0112339/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
29 ERNS BEHIND KINGSBURY MACHIN 0.05 NW 7
D21077/UNKNOWN KEENE NH 03431
67 UST KINGSBURY CORPORATION 80 LAUREL ST 0.05 NW 7
0110849/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
7 RCRAGN KINGSBURY MACHINE TOOL CO 80 LAUREL ST 0.05 NW 7
NHD001082981/SGN KEENE NH 03431
93 LUST KINGSBURY MACHINE TOOL CO 80 LAUREL ST 0.05 NW 7
125-910228 KEENE NH 03431
8 RCRAGN MINIATURE PRECISION BEARI PLANT 1 PRECISION PK 0.57 SE 8

NHD001082908 /LGN

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL . 134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
26 ERNS MPB CORPORATION PRECISION PARK, OPTICAL 0.57 SE 8
H30253/FIX FAC KEENE NH 03431
71 usT MPB CORPORATION - PLANT T OPTICAL AVENUE 0.57 SE 8
0113375/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
37 STATE MPB PLANT #2 OPTICAL AVE 0.57 SE 8
125-891007/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
9 RCRAGN MINIATURE PRECISION BEARI PLANT 2 PRECISION PK 0.50 SE 9
NHD986471027 /LGN KEENE NH 03431
27 ERNS MPB CORPORATION PRECISION PARK, OPTICAL 0.50 SE 9
D31150/FIX FAC KEENE NH 03431
70 UusT MPB CORPORATION - PLANT O 7 OPTICAL AVE 0.50 SE 9
0110692 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
36 STATE MPB PLANT #1 OPTICAL AVE 0.50 SE 9
125-891006 /HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
10 RCRAGN N K GRAPHICS 32 WASHINGTON ST 0.62 NW 10
NHD982750242/SGN KEENE NH 03431
56 UusT GOODYEAR TIRE & RUBBER CO 124 MAIN STREET 0.46 NW 11
0220173 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
11 RCRAGN NOYES TIRE & AUTO INC 124 MAIN ST 0.46 NW 11
NHD500008487/VGN KEENE NH 03431
12 RCRAGN ONE HOUR FABRICARE 40 WASHINGTON ST 0.63 NW 12
NHD040235079/SGN KEENE NH 03431
13 RCRAGN PC CONNECTION INC 450 MARLBORO ST 0.50 SE 13
NHD986484004 /SGN KEENE NH 03431
80 UsT WETTERAU INC 450 MARLBORO ST 0.50 SE 13
0113888/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
14 RCRAGN PERKINS M S MACHINE CO IN 100 WATER ST 0.31 NW 14
NHD981210032/SGN KEENE NH 03431
39 STATE PERKINS MACHINE 110 WATER ST 0.31 NW 14
125—910614/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
15 RCRAGN PRECITECH INC 312 MARLBORO ST 0.21 SE 15
NHD040240004 /VGN KEENE NH 03431
16 RCRAGN SCHLEICHER & SCHUELL INC 163 WATER ST 0.19 NW 16
NHD000790803/SGN KEENE NH 03431
17 SCHLEICHER & SCHUELL INC 163 WATER ST 0.19 NW 16

RCRAGN

NHD000790808/SGN

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL 134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
18 RCRAGN STEINERS AUTO REPAIR 47 VICTORIA ST 0.13 NE 17
NHD092056340/SGN KEENE NH 03431
47 USsT COURT REALTY COMPANY INC 158 WATER ST 0.19 NW 18
0114579 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
19  RCRAGN WALTHAM SCREW CO INC 158 WATER ST 0.19 NW 18
NHD982755720/SGN KEENE NH 03431
20 RCRAGN WHITNEY BROS CO 73 RAILROAD ST 0.40 NW 19
NHD000885426 /VGN KEENE NH 03431
82 usT WHITNEY BROTHERS COMPANY 73 RAILROAD ST 0.40 NW 19
0112795/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
21 RCRANLR ELECTRO SONICS INC 115 RAILROAD ST 0.44 NW 20
NHD095523213/NLR KEENE NH 03431
22 RCRANLR TOLMAN SHEA LABORATORIES 165 WATER ST 0.19 NW 21
NHD001078187/NLR KEENE NH 03431
28  ERNS 350 MARLBORO ST 0.24 SE 22
434253 /UNKNOWN KING NH 03431
24 ERNS SUPER VALU FOODS 350 MARLBORO ST 0.24 SE 22
453326 /UNKNOWN KEENE NH 03431
23 ERNS SUPER VALU FOODS 350 MARLBORO ST 0.24 SE 22
D51344 /HIGHWAY KEENE NH 03431
25 ERNS SERVICE STATION MAINTENAN MAIN ST 500 FT NORTH OF 0.52 SW 23
D21105/HIGHWAY KEENE NH 03431
30  STATE 197 WATER ST 197 WATER ST 0.16 NW 24
125-840281/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
31 STATE BERGEVINS INC 526 MAIN ST (RTE 12) 0.64 SW 25
125-910410/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
32 STATE CENTRAL SCREW/KEENE MILL 149 EMERALD ST 0.75 NW 26
125-880129/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
85 LUST CENTRAL SCREW/KEENE MILL 149 EMERALD ST 0.75 NW 26
125-880129/YES KEENE NH 03431
33 STATE CORPORATE PARK SITE OPTICAL AVE 0.85 SE 27
125-870431/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
34 STATE KEENE OLD CITY LANDFILL RTE 12 & RTE 101 0.68 SW 28
125-840282/DELETED KEENE NH 03431
35 STATE MARKEM CORP 150 CONGRESS ST 0.62 SE 29

125-900217/HAZWASTE

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

TOTAL : 134

ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID

94  LUST MARKEM CORP 150 CONGRESS ST 0.62 SE 29
125-900217/YES KEENE NH 03431

38 STATE NHDOT RTE 12 & RTE 101 0.68 SW 30
125-911221/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431

40 STATE RIVERSIDE PLAZA WINCHESTER ST @ RTE 9 1.10 SW 31
125-910310/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431

41 SWL KEENE LANDFILL SUMMIT RD 0.64 SW 32
125-840282/A KEENE NH 03431

42 UST BOROFSKY & SONS INC 14 RAILROAD ST 0.55 NW 33
0114235/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

43 UST BPO ELKS #927 88 ROXBURY STREET 0.50 NW 34
0111558 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

44  UST BURK & NICHOLS MACHINE 76 RAILROAD ST 0.40 NW 35
0112711/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

84 LUST BURR & NICHOLS/MOVING CTR 76 RAILROAD ST 0.40 NW 35
125-880608/YES KEENE NH 03431

45 UsT CARRIAGE HOUSE OF KEENE 37 CHURCH ST 0.57 NW 36
0330058 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

46 UsT CITY OF KEENE FIRE DEPART 32 VERNON ST 0.68 NW 37
0113365/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

87  LUST CUMBERLAND FARMS 162 MAIN ST 0.43 NW 38
125-880812 KEENE NH 03431

48 UST CUMBERLAND FARMS #2846 176 MAIN ST 0.43 NW 38
0111914 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

50  UST ELLIS ROBERTSON CORP 216 MARLBORO ST 0.15 SW 39
0112517/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

51 UsT ELLIS ROBERTSON CORPORATI NORTH SIDE EAGLE COURT 0.48 NW 40
0110592/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

52 UST F H HAMBLET INC 29 VICTORIA STREET 0.15 NE 41
0220169 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

53 UsT FARWELL AUTOMOTIVE SERVIC 148 MAIN ST 0.44 NW 42
0110708 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431

91 LUST HARRIS GULF AKA FAREWELL 148 MAIN ST (& DUNBAR) 0.44 NW 42
125-920234 KEENE NH 03431

57 UST J A WRIGHT & COMPANY 60 DUNBAR ST 0.35 NW 43

0110649 /REGISTERED

KEENE NH 03431



(.

Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL 134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
58 UST KEENE CITY HALL 3 WASHINGTON ST 0.61 NW 44
0113162 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
59 UST KEENE FAMILY YMCA 38 ROXBURY ST 0.55 NW 45
0113368 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
60 usT KEENE JUNIOR HIGH SCHOOL 17 WASHINGTON ST 0.59 NW 46
0113085/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
61 UST KEENE M & S 199 MARLBOROUGH ST 0.17 SW 47
0111833 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
64 UST KEENE STATE COLLEGE WHITCOMB GARAGE 0.40 SW 48
0113693 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
65 UST KINGSBURY CORP 238 MARLBORO ST 0.16 SE 49
0110850/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
66 uUsT KINGSBURY CORPORATION 131 WATER ST 0.18 NW 50
0110851 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
68 UST LINCOLN SCHOOL 98 SOUTH LINCOLN ST 0.40 NE 51
0113084 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
90 LUST FMR MOBIL 01-QVL 125 MAIN ST 0.50 NW 52
125-870910 KEENE NH 03431
69 USsT MOBIL #01-OVL 125 MAIN ST 0.50 NW 52
0114566 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
73 UST SEARS BUILDING 41 CENTRAL SQUARE 0.60 NW 53
0114613 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
99 LUST SEARS BUILDING 41 CENTRAL SQ 0.60 NW 53
125-940745/YES KEENE NH 03431
74 uUsT SENECAL BEVERAGE CO INC VICTORIA CT 0.25 SE 54
0110541 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
75 UsT ST BERNARDS PARISH 173 MAIN ST 0.48 NW 55
0110651 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
76 UST SUPERVALU 350 MARLBORO ST 0.29 SE 56
0112248 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
102 LUST SUPERVALUE (FRM WETTERAU 350 MARLBORO ST 0.29 SE 56
125-920130 KEENE NH 03431
77 UST U S POSTAL SERVICE 196 MAIN ST 0.43 NW 57
0113682 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
78 UST UNITED CHURCH OF CHRIST 23 CENTRAL SQUARE 0.68 NW 58

0113150/REGISTERED

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL : 134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
79 UsT W L GOODNOW COMPANY 30 MAIN ST 0.56 NW 59
0112167 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
81  UST WHEELOCK SCHOOL 24 ADAMS ST 0.27 SW 60
0113092 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
83  LUST AGWAY ENERGY PRODUCTS 535 SOUTH MAIN ST 0.64 SW 61
125-921231 KEENE NH 03431
86  LUST CITY OF KEENE-DPW 580 MAIN ST 0.68 SW 62
125-940924/YES KEENE NH 03431
88  LUST DIVERSIFIELD COMPUTER 141 WINCHESTER STREET  0.67 SW 63
125-940814 KEENE NH 03431
89 LUST ELLIS ROBERTSON CORP 120 EMERALD ST 0.70 NW 64
125-931239/YES KEENE NH 03431
95  LUST MONADNOCK FUELS (GULF) 561 MAIN ST 0.72 SW 65
125-890526 KEENE NH 03431
96 LUST SCHEICHER & SCHUELL 543 MAIN STREET 0.68 SW 66
125-840283 KEENE NH 03431
97 LUST SCHLEICHER AND SCHUELL 10 OPTCAL AVE 0.62 SE 67
125-931020/YES KEENE NH 03431
98  LUST SCHOOL ADMIN UNIT 29 34 WEST ST 0.65 NW 68
125-931122 KEENE NH 03431
100 LUST SPEEDWAY PETROLEUM 501 MAIN ST 0.62 SW 69
125-890324 KEENE NH 03431
101 LUST SUNOCO (AR SANDRI) 522 MAIN ST 0.62 SW 70
125-910114 KEENE NH 03431
103 LUST U-HAUL FACILITY 790-65 199 MARLBORO ST 0.18 SW 71
125-950616 KEENE NH 03431
104 LUST WEBBER ENERGY (FORMER AGW 164 MARTEL CT 0.78 SW 72

125-921232

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL : 134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
120 ERNS BEAVER BROOK - ROXBURY NON GC
487837 /UNKNOWN KEENE NH 03431
116  ERNS C.D. DAVENPORT INC NEW HAMPSHIRE AVE AT CH NON GC
440917 /UNKNOWN KEENE NH
117 ERNS C.D. DAVENPORT CHESTERFIELD RD., OFF R NON GC
L50991/HIGHWAY KEENE NH 03431
118  ERNS CHESCHIRE MEDICAL CENTER 580 COURT STREET NON GC
492653 /UNKNOWN KEENE NH 03431
130  UST COCOPLUM HOME APPLIANCE 540 MAIN STREET NON GC
0114858 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
126 STATE EMERALD ST AND MILL CREEK EMERALD ST NON GC
125-950726 /HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
106  RCRAGN HASTINGS E THOMAS DMD 99 D MAIN ST NON GC
NHD500015110/VGN KEENE NH 03431
107 RCRAGN J & L AUTO BODY RTE 2 NON GC
NHD981890890/SGN KEENE NH 03431
131 UST KEENE SAND & GRAVEL RTE 32 NON GC
0110492 /REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
127 STATE KINGSBURY CORPORATION 310 MARLBOROUGH ROAD NON GC
125-960831/HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
108 RCRAGN LAIDLAW TRANSIT INC LOWER MAIN ST ROSE LN NON GC
NHD500003462/VGN KEENE NH 03431
128  STATE LOT 1 47 VICTORIA STREET NON GC
125-950429 /HAZWASTE KEENE NH 03431
121 TRIS MARKEM CORP. 150 CONGRESS ST. NON GC
NHD001085158/OPENED KEENE NH 03431
123 TRIS MINIATURE PRECISION BEARIT PRECISION PARK NON GC
NHD001082908/0PENED KEENE NH 03431
122 TRIS MINIATURE PRECISION BEARI PRECISION PARK NON GC
NHD986471027/0OPENED KEENE NH 03431
132 UST MOBIL STATION #35 RIVERSIDE PLAZA WINCHE NON GC
0111650/REGISTERED KEENE NH 03431
109 RCRAGN PERFECTA CAMERA 455 WEST ST NON GC
NHD500020003 /SGN KEENE NH 03431
105  CERCLIS SCHLUCHER & SCHUELL 543 WASHINGTON STREET  NON GC

NHD001083252/NOT PROPOSED

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch

Sites Summary Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
TOTAL ;134
ID TYPE SITE/ID/STATUS ADDRESS DIS/DIR MAPID
133 LUST SENECAL BEVERAGE COMPANY VICTORIA STREET NON GC
125-961013/YES KEENE NH 03431
124 TRIS SMITHS INDUSTRIES MEDICAL PRODUCTION AVE. NON GC
NHD982745333/0OPENED KEENE NH 03431
125 TRIS SPRAGUE & CARLETON CO. IN AVON ST. NON GC
NHD051114189/0OPENED KEENE NH 03431
110 RCRAGN STAR ENTERPRISE TEXACO SERVICE STATION NON GC
NHD986472892/VGN KEENE NH 03431
129 STATE SURRY MOUNTAIN SHOOTING R NON GC
230-950725/HAZWASTE SURRY NH 03431
134 LUST TANGLEWOOD ESTATES SPARROW AND STARLING ST NON GC
125-961031 KEENE NH 03431
111 RCRAGN TAYLOR RENTAL CENTER 223 WINCHESTER ST NON GC
NHD500014899/VGN KEENE NH 03431
112 RCRAGN TOMS AUTOMOTIVE SERVICE 349C WASHINGTON ST NON GC
NHD500015649/VGN KEENE NH 03431
113 RCRAGN TOWNSEND INDUSTRIES WEED ST NON GC
NHD982193260/SGN KEENE NH 03431
114 RCRAGN TWIN STATE OPTICAL CO INC 91 KRIF RD NON GC
NHD500012943 /VGN KEENE NH 03431
119 ERNS UNKNOWN 350 MARLBORO ST NON GC
D50872/UNKNOWN KING NH 03431
115 RCRANLR WHITCOMB FRANK W CONSTRUC LOWER MAIN ST NON GC

NHD986471308/NLR

KEENE NH 03431



Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

STATE SITE

SEARCH ID: 30 DIST/DIR: 0.16 NW MAP ID : 24

EPA ID :
NAME : 197 WATER ST REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS : 197 WATER ST SITE ID : 125-840281

KEENE NH 03431 REGION

STATUS
LTBI DATE : NPL : GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE : RESP ACTION: PERMITS-MGMT
WAIVER DATE : PRIORITY
CONTENT :
LOCATION:
RESULTS
GROUND WATER

STATE SITE
H SEARCH ID: 31 DIST/DIR: 0.64 SW MAP ID : 25
) EPA ID :
NAME : BERGEVINS INC REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS : 526 MAIN ST (RTE 12) SITE ID : 125-910410
: KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
LTBI DATE : NPL : GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
- CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
. REMED DATE : RESP ACTION: BACKLOG
WAIVER DATE : PRIORITY
CONTENT
. LOCATION:

RESULTS : UIC
. GROUND WATER




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch

80 LAURAL ST
KEENE NH 03431

Site Detail Report

JOB: 1396

=

STATE SITE
SEARCH ID: 32 DIST/DIR: 0.75 NW MAP ID : 26
EPA ID :
NAME : CENTRAL SCREW/KEENE MILL REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS 149 EMERALD ST SITE ID : 125-880129
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
LTBI DATE  : NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE RESP ACTION: BACKLOG
WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
CONTENT
LOCATION: LUST
RESULTS
GROUND WATER
[
STATE SITE
“ SEARCH ID: 33 DIST/DIR: 0.85 SE MAP ID : 27
EPA ID
 NAME : CORPORATE PARK SITE REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS OPTICAL AVE SITE ID : 125-870431
~ KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS : -
LTBI DATE : NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE RESP ACTION: BACKLOG

WAIVER DATE

CONTENT

 LOCATION:

RESULTS

. GROUND WATER

PRIORITY




Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

W:j STATE SITE

“ SEARCH ID: 34 DIST/DIR: 0.68 SW MAP ID : 28
i EPA ID :
NAME : KEENE OLD CITY LANDFILL REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS : RTE 12 & RTE 101 SITE ID : 125-840282
Il : KEENE NH 03431 REGION :
’ STATUS : DEL
LTBI DATE : NPL : GPB LIST STATUS: DELETED
” CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: HWM REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE : RESP ACTION: INVENTORY
WAIVER DATE : PRIORITY
” CONTENT :
LOCATION: LANDFILL/UNLINED
RESULTS

“ GROUND WATER

Wﬁ
STATE SITE
“ SEARCH ID: 35 DIST/DIR: 0.62 SE MAP ID : 29
EPA ID :
NAME : MARKEM CORP REV DATE: 03-05-97
” ADDRESS : 150 CONGRESS ST SITE ID : 125-900217
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
’ LTBI DATE : NPL : GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
- CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE : RESP ACTION: CLOSED
H'WAIVER DATE : PRIORITY
" CONTENT :
LOCATION: LUST

RESULTS :
“.GROUND WATER




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

-

STATE SITE
SEARCH ID: 36 DIST/DIR: 0.50 SE MAP ID 9
: EPA ID :
NAME : MPB PLANT #1 REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS : OPTICAL AVE SITE ID : 125-891006
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
LTBI DATE NPL : GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE RESP ACTION: PERMITS-MGMT
WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
CONTENT
LOCATION:
RESULTS :
H GROUND WATER
=
STATE SITE
“ SEARCH ID: 37 DIST/DIR: 0.57 SE MAP ID : 8
EPA ID :
NAME : MPB PLANT #2 REV DATE: 03-05-97
} ADDRESS : OPTICAL AVE SITE ID : 125-891007
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
y LTBI DATE : NPL . GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
. REMED DATE RESP ACTION: PERMITS-MGMT
' WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
CONTENT :
~ LOCATION:
' RESULTS :
.~ GROUND WATER




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch

80 LAURAL ST

Site Detail Report

JOB: 1396

KEENE NH 03431

r

|

STATE SITE

SEARCH ID: 38 DIST/DIR: 0.68 SW MAP ID 30

EPA ID :
NAME NHDOT REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS RTE 12 & RTE 101 SITE ID 125-911221

KEENE NH 03431 REGION

STATUS
LTBI DATE : NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV PET/HAZ

DELETED DATE:

INIT ACTION:

REMEDIATION: RAC

REMED DATE RESP ACTION: CLOSED

WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
u CONTENT :

LOCATION: SPILL/RLS

RESULTS :
” GROUND WATER
I

STATE SITE
” SEARCH ID: 39 DIST/DIR: 0.31 NW MAP ID 14
EPA ID :

NAME PERKINS MACHINE REV DATE: 03-05-97

‘ ADDRESS 110 WATER ST SITE ID : 125-910614
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS

' LTBI DATE NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
' CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : DET/HAZ :
' DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:

REMED DATE RESP ACTION: BACKLOG
|‘WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
" CONTENT

LOCATION:
- RESULTS

GROUND WATER




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST

KEENE NH 03431

JOB:

1396

STATE SITE

SEARCH ID: 40 DIST/DIR: 1.10 SW MAP ID : 31

EPA ID :
NAME RIVERSIDE PLAZA REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS WINCHESTER ST @ RTE 9 SITE ID 125-910310

KEENE NH 03431 REGION

STATUS
LTBI DATE : NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:

REMED DATE
WAIVER DATE

CONTENT
LOCATION: LUST
RESULTS UIC
GROUND WATER

RESP ACTION:

PRIORITY

SPANOS




Environmental FirstSearch

Site Detail Report
TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431
“: SOLID WASTE LANDFILL
SEARCH ID: 41 DIST/DIR: 0.64 SW MAP ID 32
NAME : KEENE LANDFILL REV DATE: 10-01-93
ADDRESS : SUMMIT RD SITE ID : 125-840282
KEENE NH 03431 STATUS : A
CONTACT : PHONE
ASSIGN TYPE: DATE : LINER
BOH ACRES DEQE ACRES: CLOSE 1 YR
TPY 93 - TPY 94 : TPY 95
ADDRESS 3 WASHINGTON ST
KEENE NH 03431 TYPE
CONTACT DHONE
OPERATOR TYPE
CONTACT PHONE




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 83 DIST/DIR: 0.64 SW MAP ID : 61
FACILITY : AGWAY ENERGY PRODUCTS REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 535 SOUTH MAIN ST ID : 125-921231
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG

MATERIAL :
LOW CAPACITY:
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED:
TANK RELEASE:

REMEDIATION

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:

NUMBER OF TANKS
HIGH CAPACITY

UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
COMPLETE:

REFERRED: REICHARD

WLP: 3
LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 84 DIST/DIR: 0.40 NW MAP ID : 35
FACILITY : BURR & NICHOLS/MOVING CTR DANCE REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 76 RAILROAD ST ID : 125-880608
: KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG

- MATERIAL

LOW CAPACITY:

. PRODUCT

TANK REMOVED:
TANK RELEASE:

- REMEDIATION : YES

~ COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:

WLP: 3

NUMBER OF TANKS
HIGH CAPACITY

UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:

COMPLETE: YES
REFERRED: CLOSED




Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST
KEENE NH 03431

TARGET SITE:

JOB: 1396

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 8

LUST SITE

SEARCH ID 85 DIST/DIR: 0.75 NW MAP ID 26
FACILITY CENTRAL SCREW/KEENE MILL REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 149 EMERALD ST ID 125-880129

KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE : FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION YES COMPLETE: YES

REFERRED: CLOSED

ll WLP: 3
Fi LUST SITE
SEARCH ID 86 DIST/DIR: 0.68 SW MAP ID 62
I FACILITY CITY OF KEENE-DPW REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 580 MAIN ST ID 125-940924
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG
- MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
. PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
. REMEDIATION YES COMPLETE: YES
REFERRED: CLOSED
~ COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 8
WLP: 3

[




Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

’ : LUST SITE
SEARCH ID . 87 DIST/DIR: 0.43 NW MAP ID : 38
| FACILITY : CUMBERLAND FARMS REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 162 MAIN ST ID : 125-880812
: KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
l REPORT DATE : FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT : ‘
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION : COMPLETE :
REFERRED: BACKLOG
COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 6
WLP: 3
LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 88 DIST/DIR: 0.67 SW MAP ID : 63
FACILITY : DIVERSIFIELD COMPUTER REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 141 WINCHESTER STREET ID : 125-940814
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE : FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS

- LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :

- TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION : COMPLETE :

REFERRED: DELETED

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:
WLP:




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch

80 LAURAL ST

Site Detail Report

JOB:

KEENE NH 03431

1396

LUST SITE

SEARCH ID : 89 DIST/DIR: 0.70 NW MAP ID 64
FACILITY : ELLIS ROBERTSON CORP REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 120 EMERALD ST ID 125-931239

KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG :
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION YES COMPLETE: YES

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:

8

REFERRED: CLOSED

TANK RELEASE:

REMEDIATION

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:

WLP: 3

PIPING RELEASE

7

COMPLETE:

WLP: 3
LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 90 DIST/DIR: 0.50 NW MAP ID 52
FACILITY FMR MOBIL 01-QVL REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 125 MAIN ST ID 125-870910
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
-LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
-TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY

OVERFILL RELEASE:

REFERRED: PERMITS




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396

KEENE NH 03431

LUST SITE
SEARCH ID 91 DIST/DIR: 0.44 NW MAP ID 42
FACILITY HARRIS GULF AKA FAREWELL AUTO REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 148 MAIN ST (& DUNBAR) ID 125-920234
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
FED REG

REPORT DATE

MATERIAL :
LOW CAPACITY:
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED:

- TANK RELEASE:

NUMBER OF TANKS
HIGH CAPACITY

EMERGENCY :
OVERFILL RELEASE:

UNCONTROLLED RELEASE:
PIPING RELEASE

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:
WLP: 3

 REMEDIATION COMPLETE:
REFERRED: BACKLOG
" COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 6
: WLP: 3
LUST SITE
SEARCH ID 92 DIST/DIR: 0.46 SW MAP ID 6
FACILITY KEENE STATE COLLEGE REV DATE: 01-13-97
- ADDRESS HEATING PLANT D 125-900811
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG
. MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
° LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
} TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
. TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION YES COMPLETE: YES

REFERRED: CLOSED
8




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST

KEENE NH 03431

JOB:

1396

—

-

LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 99 DIST/DIR: 0.60 NW MAP ID : 53
FACILITY SEARS BUILDING REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 41 CENTRAL SQ ID : 125-940745
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431

REPORT DATE FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION : YES COMPLETE: YES

REFERRED: CLOSED
COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 8

WLP: 3
LUST SITE
SEARCH ID 100 DIST/DIR: 0.62 SW MAP ID : 69
FACILITY SPEEDWAY PETROLEUM REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS 501 MAIN ST 1D : 125-890324
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
EMERGENCY

" TANK REMOVED:
TANK RELEASE:

REMEDIATION

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:

WLP: 3

UNCONTROLLED RELEASE:

PIPING RELEASE

4

OVERFILL RELEASE:

COMPLETE :
REFERRED: BACKLOG




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

=

LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 101 DIST/DIR: 0.62 SW MAP ID : 70
FACILITY : SUNOCO (AR SANDRI) REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 522 MAIN ST iD : 125-910114
: KEENE : NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE FED REG

MATERIAL :
LOW CAPACITY:
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED:
TANK RELEASE:

REMEDIATION : YES

COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:

NUMBER OF TANKS
HIGH CAPACITY

UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
COMPLETE:

REFERRED: BACKLOG
7

MATERIAL :
LOW CAPACITY:
. PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED:
TANK RELEASE:

REMEDIATION : YES

~COMMENT: RISK LEVEL:
WLP: 3

: WLP: 3
LUST SITE
:'SEARCH ID : 102 DIST/DIR: 0.29 SE MAP ID : 656
FACILITY . SUPERVALUE (FRM WETTERAU FOODS) REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 350 MARLBORO ST ID : 125-920130
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
_REPORT DATE FED REG

NUMBER OF TANKS
HIGH CAPACITY

UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
COMPLETE:

REFERRED: BACKLOG




Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

F LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 103 DIST/DIR: 0.18 SW MAP ID : 71
FACILITY : U-HAUL FACILITY 790-65 REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : 199 MARLBORO ST ID : 125-950616

: KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431

REPORT DATE : . FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION : COMPLETE:

REFERRED: CHWASCIAK
COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 7

WLP: 3

I LUST SITE

.SEARCH ID : 104 DIST/DIR: 0.78 SW MAP ID : 72
FACILITY . WEBBER ENERGY (FORMER AGWAY) REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS . 164 MARTEL CT D . 125-921232

KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431

REPORT DATE : FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION : V COMPLETE :

REFERRED: BACKLOG

 COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 7
WLP: 3




Environmental FirstSearch

TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST
KEENE NH 03431

Site Detail Report

JOB: 1396

—

CERCLIS SITE

SEARCH ID: 105 DIST/DIR:

NAME : SCHLUCHER & SCHUELL
ADDRESS : 543 WASHINGTON STREET
: KEENE ' NH

EVENT TYPE
DISCOVERY :
PRELIMINARY ASSESSMENT:
SITE INSPECTION :
FEASIBILITY STUDY :
REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION:
LATEST ADMIN RECORD
LATEST ROD
REMEDIAL DESIGN :
REMOVAL INVESTIGATION : EPA
LATEST TECH ASSIST
LATEST REMOVAL ACTION

NON GC MAP ID
REV DATE : 03-17-97
EPA ID : NHD001083252
03431 STATE ID
NPL STATUS: NOT PROPOSED
START DATE END DATE
01-27-97 01-27-97




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch

80 LAURAL ST

Site Detail Report

JOB: 1396

KEENE NH 03431

—

STATE SITE
SEARCH ID: 126 DIST/DIR: NON GC MAP ID
EPA ID
NAME EMERALD ST AND MILL CREEK REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS EMERALD ST SITE ID : 125-950726
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
LTBI DATE NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : DET/HAZ
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE RESP ACTION: BACKLOG
WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
CONTENT
LOCATION:
RESULTS :
GROUND WATER
r
STATE SITE
SEARCH ID: 127 DIST/DIR: NON GC MAP ID
EPA ID
NAME KINGSBURY CORPORATION REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS 310 MARLBOROUGH ROAD SITE ID : 125-960831
KEENE NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
' LTBI DATE  : NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
' CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION: RAC
REMED DATE RESP ACTION: CLOSED
WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
' CONTENT
 LOCATION:
RESULTS

' GROUND WATER




TARGET SITE:

Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

80 LAURAL ST

KEENE NH 03431

JOB: 1396

STATE SITE

SEARCH ID: 128 DIST/DIR: NON GC MAP ID

EPA ID :
NAME : LOT 1 REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS : 47 VICTORIA STREET SITE ID : 125-950429

: KEENE NH 03431 REGION

STATUS
LTBI DATE NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:

REMED DATE

RESP ACTION:

PERMITS-MGMT

WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
CONTENT
LOCATION:
RESULTS :
GROUND WATER
I
STATE SITE
i SEARCH ID: 129 DIST/DIR: NON GC MAP ID
EPA ID
 NAME : SURRY MOUNTAIN SHOOTING RANGE REV DATE: 03-05-97
ADDRESS SITE ID : 230-950725
SURRY NH 03431 REGION
STATUS
' LTBI DATE NPL GPB LIST STATUS: HAZWASTE
CONFIRM DATE: PUB INV : PET/HAZ :
DELETED DATE: INIT ACTION: REMEDIATION:
REMED DATE RESP ACTION: ZEPPIERI
" WAIVER DATE PRIORITY
CONTENT
LOCATION:
" RESULTS

- GROUND WATER




Environmental FirstSearch
Site Detail Report

TARGET SITE: 80 LAURAL ST JOB: 1396
KEENE NH 03431

]rgi LUST SITE
SEARCH ID : 133 DIST/DIR: NON GC MAP ID
FACILITY : SENECAL BEVERAGE COMPANY REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : VICTORIA STREET ID : 125-961013
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
REPORT DATE : FED REG
MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
REMEDIATION : YES COMPLETE: YES
REFERRED: CLOSED
COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: 8
WLP: 3
[ LUST SITE
. SEARCH ID : 134 DIST/DIR: NON GC MAP ID
FACILITY : TANGLEWOOD ESTATES REV DATE: 01-13-97
ADDRESS : SPARROW AND STARLING STS iD : 125-961031
KEENE NH ZIP CODE: 03431
- REPORT DATE : FED REG
 MATERIAL : NUMBER OF TANKS
LOW CAPACITY: HIGH CAPACITY
. PRODUCT :
TANK REMOVED: UNCONTROLLED RELEASE: EMERGENCY :
_ TANK RELEASE: PIPING RELEASE : OVERFILL RELEASE:
- REMEDIATION : COMPLETE :

REFERRED: BACKLOG

~COMMENT: RISK LEVEL: NDY

WLP: 3




Environmental FirstSearch
1 Mile Radius
ASTM Map: NPL, RCRA TSD, State Sites

80 LAURAL ST, KEENE NH 03431
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Source: 1994 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radii

Target Site: Circle

Reported Sites: Squares and Rectangles
Public Water Supplies: Triangles

Interim WellHead Protection: Circles
Schools: Asterisks




Environmental FirstSearch
.5 Mile Radius
ASTM Map: CERCLIS, Spills, Landfills, LUST

80 LAURAL ST, KEENE NH 03431

—

Source: 1994 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radii

Target Site: Circle

Reported Sites: Squares and Rectangles
Public Water Supplies: Triangles

Interim WellHead Protection: Circles
Schools: Asterisks




Environmental FirstSearch
.25 Mile Radius
ASTM Map: RCRA, ERNS, UST

80 LAURAL ST, KEENE NH 03431

Source: 1994 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radii

Target Site: Circle

Reported Sites: Squares and Rectangles
Public Water Supplies: Triangles

Interim WellHead Protection: Circles
Schools: Asterisks



Environmental FirstSearch
.75 Mile Radius
LUST Sites

80 LAURAL ST, KEENE NH 03431
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Source: 1994 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radii

Target Site: Circle

Reported Sites: Squares and Rectangles
Public Water Supplies: Triangles

Interim WellHead Protection: Circles
Schools: Asterisks




Environmental FirstSearch
1.25 Mile Radius
Selected STATE Sites

80 LAURAL ST, KEENE NH 03431

Source: 1994 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radii

Target Site: Circle

Reported Sites: Squares and Rectangles
Public Water Supplies: Triangles

Interim WellHead Protection: Circles
Schools: Asterisks




Environmental FirstSearch
.25 Mile Radius
UST Sites

80 LAURAL ST, KEENE NH 03431

_________________ ]
|

Source: 1994 U.S. Census TIGER Files
Rings Represent 1/4 Mile Radii

Target Site: Circle

Reported Sites: Squares and Rectangles
Public Water Supplies: Triangles

Interim WellHead Protection: Circles
Schools: Asterisks




ENVIRONMENTAL DATABASE DEFINITIONS

1. NPL: NATIONAL PRIORITY LIST

The EPA’s list of Superfund sites. These sites represent the worst of all identified uncontrolled and/or
abandoned hazardous waste sites. NPL sites are classified as FINAL, PROPOSED or DELETED.

2. CERCLIS : COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE COMPENSATION AND
LIABILITY INFORMATION SYSTEM

The EPA’s list of potential Superfund sites currently or previously investigated for release or threatened
release of hazardous waste materials. CERCLIS sites are classified as FINAL (on NPL), NOT PROPOSED
(for NPL yet) or NFRA (No Further Remedial Action).

3. RCRIS : RESOURCE CONSERVATION AND RECOVERY INFORMATION SYSTEM

The EPA’s list of all registered hazardous waste generators. They are classified as TSD (treatment,
storage, disposal), LGN (large quantity), SGN (small quantity), VGN (very small quantity) and/or NLR
(no longer regulated) generator facilities. CMEL (Compliance Monitoring and Enforcement List) and
RAATS ( RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System) information is also included.

4. ERNS : EMERGENCY RESPONSE NOTIFICATION SYSTEM

The EPA’s spills database showing all EPA response action to emergency spill incidents.

5. NPDES : NATIONAL POLLUTION DISCHARGE ELIMINATION SYSTEM

The EPA’s database of permitted facilities, classified as MAJOR, MINOR, or SIGNIFICANT MINOR.

6. FINDS : FACILITY INDEX SYSTEM

The EPA’s database of all Programs and Identification numbers for a given facility.

7. TRIS : TOXIC RELEASE INVENTORY SYSTEM

The EPA’s database of all facilities that have had toxic material releases.

8. STATE SITES : STATE SITES LIST

Each state has its own list for known or potential hazardous waste sites.

9. SPILLS : STATE SPILLS LIST

Each state has its own listing of spills and hazardous leaking incidents which were responded to by the
state’s environmental agency.




10. SWL: SOLID WASTE LANDFILLS

Each states’ list of ACTIVE permitted solid waste landfills.

11. PERMITS : PERMITTED FACILITIES

Each states’ list of permitted facilities. For CT, state permitted facilities are included from the CPOS (CT
Permit and Order Compliance System) database with any state Notices of Violations from the DEP’s Waste .
Engineering and Enforcement database.

12. REG UST : REGISTERED UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

Each states’ list of registered (REG) underground storage tanks. CT, ME, NH and RI lists are maintained
directly by the state environmental agencies, while the MA list is kept by the Department of Public Safety.

13. LUST : LEAKING UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANKS

Each states’ list of underground storage tanks which have been reported as leaking. MA, ME, NY and NJ
choose to report them as state sites or spills; VT reports only those tanks which have been pulled.

14. PWS : PUBLIC WATER SUPPLIES
ACTIVE public water supply well locations that includes 1/2 mile wellhead protection areas.
15. AQUIFERS : WATER RELATED GIS DATA LAYERS

High and medium yield aquifers that have been identified as potentially productive or not potentially
productive water supplies. Included are EPA sole source water supplies and known public water supply
zone II boundaries.

16. ACEC: AREAS OF CRITICAL ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERN

Areas designated as environmentally sensitive including estimated habitats of endangered species,
protected open spaces and vernal pools.

MISCELLANEOUS DATABASE DEFINITIONS
1. SANBORN : SANBORN MAPS

Environmental FirstSearch currently checks to see if Sanborn Map has coverage in the town of the search
property. A “Yes”, (Y) only means a good chance, buta (N) means no coverage.

2. POPULATION : 1990 CENSUS BUREAU POPULATION DEMOGRAPHICS
This represents the total population within 1/2 mile of the subject property based on complete or partial
census blocks found in that 1/2 mile as designated by the 1990 census, provided the search radius is at least

1/2 mile. A 1/4 mile search will only yield 1/4 mile population statistics.

3. SCHOOLS : SCHOOL LOCATIONS

Various types of school locations as complied by the census Bureau during the 1990 census.



APPENDIX E

GROUNDWATER QUALITY DATA



RECEIVED JUN 1 11997
’\ /\ N eastern analytical

professional laboratory services

Jonathan Ordway
Sanborn, Head & Assoc.

6 Garvins Falls Rd., Suite 1
Concord, N.H. 03301

Subject: Laboratory Report

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID: 8868 SHANH
Client Identification: 1396
Date Received:  05/29/97
Sample Quantity/Type: 3 aqueous

Dear Mr. Ordway:

Enclosed please find the laboratory report for the above identified project. All analyses
were subjected to rigorous quality control measures to assure data accuracy. Unless
otherwise stated, all holding times, preservation techniques, container types and sample
condition adhered to EPA protocol.

The following standard abbreviations and conventions apply throughout all Eastern
Analytical, Inc. reports:

e < = ‘less than” followed by the detection limit

e TNR = Testing Not Requested

e ND = None Detected, no established detectlon limit
°

BRL = Below Reporting Limits

If you have any questions regarding the results contained within, please feel free to directly
contact me, the department supervisor, or the analytical chemist who performed the testing
in question. Unless otherwise requested, we will dispose of the sample(s) 30 days from
the sample receipt date. ‘

We appreciate this opportunity to be of service and look forward to your continued
patronage.

Sincerely,

W&W(W\

Will Brunkhorst, President Date

Eastern Analytical, Inc. 25 Chenell Drive, Concord, NH 03301 TEL (603)228-0525 / 1-800-287-0525 / FAX (603)228-4591

o



,\ | LABORATORY REPORT

Eastern Analytical, Inc. ID#: 83868
Client: Sanborn, Head & Associates, Inc. Client Designation: 1396

Volatile Organic Compounds

Sample ID: MW-1 MW-2 MW-3 MW-1
Matrix: Aqueous Aqueous Aqueous Aqueous
Date Received: 5/29/97 5/29/97 5/29/97 5/29/97
Units: pg/L pg/L ug/L pug/L
Date of Analysis: 5/29/97 5/29/97 5/29/97 5/29/97
Analyst: JDS JDS JDS JDS
EPA Method: 8260 8260 8260 8260
Benzene 10 2 1 Ethylbenzene 8
Bromobenzene <1 <1 <1 Hexachlorobutadiene <2
Bromochloromethane <2 <2 <2 Isopropylbenzene 1

Bromodichloromethane <2 <2 <2 p-Isopropyltoluene 1

Bromoform <2 <2 <2  Methylene chloride 3
Bromomethane <2 <2 <2 Naphthalene 2
n-Butylbenzene <1 <1 <1 n-Propylbenzene 2
sec-Butylbenzene 1 <1 1  Styrene <1
tert-Butylbenzene <1 <1 <1 1,1,1,2-Tetrachloroethane <2
Carbon tetrachloride <2 <2 <2 1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <2
Chlorobenzene <2 <2 <2 Tetrachloroethene 20
Chloroethane 80 50 140 Toluene 8
Chloroform 6 2 4 1,2,3-Trichlorobenzene <1
Chloromethane <10 <10 <10 1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <1
2-Chlorotoluene <2 <2 <2 1,1,1-Trichloroethane 5,700
4-Chlorotoluene <2 <2 <2 1,1,2-Trichloroethane 5
Dibromochloromethane <2 <2 <2 Trichloroethene 56
1,2-Dibromo-3-chloropropane <2 <2 <2 Trichlorofluoromethane 190
1,2-Dibromoethane <2<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>