
August 15,2005 

Mr. W ~ l l ~ a m  P. Lovely, Jr (MG HBO) 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 
EPA Xew England 
One Congress Street, Su~te I100 
Boston, Massachusetts 021 14-2023 

Re: GE-Pittsfieldntiousatonic River Site 
Unkamet Brook Area (GECD170) 
Parcel L12-1-2 and Adjacent Portion of Merrill Road Right-of-way 

Dear Mr. Lovely: 

fhls letter has been prepared to summarize several completed and ongolng actlv~tles performed by the 
Cieneral Electnc Company (GE) and others related to Parcel L12-1-2 and the small adjacent portlon of the 
CXy-owned Ivfernll Road easement located In Pittsfield, Massachusetts and to make a proposal coneernlng 
those areas. A portlon of the parcel and the adjacent easement are located w~thln the Unkamet Brook 
Removal Action Area (RAA) at the GE-P~ttsfiel&%ousaton~c R~ver S ~ t e  (S~te; Flgure I), pursuant to the 
October 2000 Consent Decree (CD) for the S ~ t e  Parcel L12-1-2, whlch 1s not owned by GE, &as previously 
a gasohne senrlce statlon and now once agaln 1s In use as a gasollne servlce statlon. Accordingly, the parcel 
has a history of env~ronmental lnvestlgatlons and remedral actlons that have been conducted by parties other 
than GE and documented env~ronmental Impacts related to the parcel's usage as a servlce stat~on rather than 
to GE. These Impacts are bang addressed by others In accordance wlth the Massachusetts Cont~ngency Plan 
JMCP). GE has collected so11 samples from the adjacent area of the Clq-owned easement between Parcel 
L 1 2- I -2 and Mernll Road 

GE has reviewed available lnfomatron related to completed so11 and goundwater lnvestlgat~ons at t h ~ s  
parcel and so11 data on the adjacent easement, the rernedral actions that have been perfomed to date, and 
future actlv~tles that wrll be conducted on Parcel LIZ-1-2 pursuant to the responstble part~es' obllgarions 
under the MCP. Based on the data ava~lable w~th respect to Parcel L12-1-2 and adjacent properties, the past 
and current usage of the property, past and ongoing activltres w ~ t h  respect to the property, and the reguiatoy 
starus of the property under the MGP, a11 of which are summanzed below, GE proposes. (1) not to perhrm 
rhe pre-destgn so11 ;n\est~gat~ons prevrvusiy proposed to be perfomed on Parcel Lf2-1-2; and ( 2 )  that the 
boundar, of the Unkamer Brook M A  be mod1 fied to exclude Parcel 1- 12- 1 -2 and the aifiaernt ponlon of the 
!iferrill Road easemenr The rernalnder of thls letter prorldes background mformarion on this area. describes 
the MCP response actions perfomed bq other parties \.ilth respect to the Parcel 1,12-1-2, summan~es the 
resuits of the pre-design sori samplmg already peribrmed by GE adjacent ro t h ~ s  parcel, and presents CE's 
concJusions 

A, Background 

Sir,ee Nor ember 2002. GE has sabnitted to the U S Environme~tal Protection rigenc:, !EPA) a number of 
documents proposing In;estlgaiions to gather Jaia on rxisrrng so11 ;ind sed~rncnt condrtlons with~n the 
Cnkamet Brook RAA to support tuture Remtskai Desl~mlterno\aI AcC~vn (RB'Rrl,) e-dairrations for thrs 
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. Among these doc~~mencs mas a letter GE submitted to EPA dated July 30, 2003 that s u m ~ a r ~ z e d  the 
scope of sollisedlmer~t pre-destp Investrgatrons ar the linkamel Brook R4-4 that had been previously 
approbed by EPA and that amended the scope of the mvestigat~ons purs~lant to severai cond~t~ons set fonh In 
EPh's cond~tlonal approval letter dated July 17, 2003. GE7s July 30, 2003 letter along w ~ t h  the orher 
documents previousty subm~tted to EPA relared to the pre-des~w mvesi~gat~ons rs refened to herem as the 
"'PDI Work Plan." 

I he PDI Work Plan provlded that CE \~ouId conduct pre-deslgn so11 lnvestrgatlons In that portron of Parcel 
L12-1-2 and the CIV-owned easement located u~ th ln  the Unkamet Brook M A .  Parcel L12-1-2 has an 
overall area of approximately 25,000 square feet, with approx~matcly 15,500 square feet of thls parcel 
located wrthln the RiL4. As shown on Flgure 2, the portlon of the property located nithln the M A  
boundary 1s pr~rnarily oceupled by an exrstlng bu~ldlng and paved area In addrt~on. a portion of the former 
fuel dispenser ~slands and a port~on of the current fuel dispenser ~slands are located w~thln the RAA 
boundary. The portlon of the C~ty-owned easement that 1s adjacent to Farce1 L12-1-2 and located wlth the 
Unkamet Brook RAA has an area of approxlmately 3,000 square feet. 

The pre-design investlgat~ons proposed for Parcel L12-1-2 and the adjacent portlon of the C~ty-owned 
easement Included the collection of SIX surface samples and the ad\ancement of three bonngs for analysls of 
polychlorlnated biphenyls (PCBs) and, dependtng on the speclfic locat~on and depth, other constituents hsted 
in Append~x LX of 40 CFR Part 26 (exelud~ng pestlcrdes and herbicides), pIus three add~t~onal const~tusnts 
(benzldine, 2-chloroethyl v~nql ether, and 1.2-d~phenylhydrazlne) (Appendix H+3) Table 1 sumrnanzes the 
so11 sarnphng plan previously proposed by GE to characterize the sods within the portlon of Parcel L12-1-2 
and the adjacent portion of the C~ty-owned easement that 1s currently Included In the Unkamet Brook RAA 

Uurlng the time when the PDI Work Plan was bang developed and approved by EPA, Parcel L12-1-2 was 
an inactive fiiel serVlceiconvenlence statlon. Since that time, from May to November 2002, h o ~ e v e r ,  the 
property has been redeveloped and is now an active fuel servlce/convenrence stat~on. As a result of the 
recent redevelopment of the property, several of the proposed pre-design so11 sample locations (l.e., E-GG2, 
E-GC3. E-GG4, E-HHI, E-HH2, and E-NH3) are not readily access~ble For example, proposed surface so11 
sample location E-GG3 1s located lnslde the newly constructed bulidmg, and proposed bonng locat~on E- 
fiM2 1s near the newIy ~nstalled dispenser ~slands. In addlt~on, the property is a hlgh traffic area and has a 
number of burled, newly instalIed. gasollne product and remedratlon system l~nes  that make sampllng ~n 
these areas dlfficuIt and potentially dangerous. 

B. MCP Remedial Response Actions Performed by Others 

This sectlon summarizes the ~nvest~gatron and rernedral actlons that have been performed at Parcel L12-1-2 
by p a r k s  other than GE. Speclficalfy, in Januar?] 2002, so11 and goundwater lnvestlgatlons were conducted 
in advance of the perfomance of the site redevelopment activrries. Subsequently, between March 2002 and 
Nosember 2002, different s~ tc  construct~on act~vlhes were conducted to address bartous envlronrnental 
:nipacts and to consmet new facri~fies for the %el serl~ice/contenience store .4ddltlonal ~ntiirma'iion 1s 
presented below. 

On January 29 arid 30,2002, n x  soil bonngs iidentriied as B-101 tbxciugh B-106 on Flgure 21 were advanced 
b y  tV~llramson Enr~ronmental LLC iW~l'i~arnson En-~~ronmentalr to charscterr~e subsurface econdi~iins 
w~thrn Parcel L12-1-2 One sample from each boring was ssbrnitted k ~ r  anaiksrs of koiatiie petroleum 
hydrocarbons (VPHsl, sxwaerahle petroleum hydrocarbons iEPtis], and PCBs The analytlcat results 
:nd:cared that the Jerecred concrntrarions of slr 't7PH constituents il 2 . G5-CS al~phat~cs.. C9-GI0 aromatics. 
roluene, ethjlbe~zent.. total xylenes, and naphthalene) exceeded [he hlassachurens Depament of 
En t r ron~cn t a i  Proiectlon I3"LIEP) Reportable Concentratron fbr S-l so~ls IRCS-I) 'Therefore, a Rejedse 
i rack~ng  %umber i KT%> \%as asslgncd to the properr) on February 22, 3002 (RTK 1-14305 i (Phucc. 1 ii~iiuil 
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Srrc itzve~.sagairor2 Rqurt ,  W~llramson Environmental. Fcbmarl, 13, 2003). The anaiytrcaI results for all six 
soil samples were complied by Wil11amson Env~ronmentai and provtded In Attachment A of t h ~ s  letter 
(Phn~c? IF' Remlj.~& Inrpie~nentaf~otr Plan, Willlamson Environmental, January 3 1. 2005). No PCBs above 
detectton lrrnits twre identrfied m any of the samples. 

The rederelopment actlvrtles at Parcel L12-1-2 \%ere completed In accordance ulth the %larch 12, 2002 
I~nrrrediate Response Action Plan. These actrv~tles rncluded: 

* Razlng the former butldmg, canopy, and d~spenser rslands; 
Excavatrng and removing four former underground storage tanks (USTs); 
Excavattng for lnstallat~on of three new USTs and six dispenser ~siands; 

* Trenehmg for the new product supply Imes; and 
Excavatlng the footprtnt for the new buildrng and canopy. 

CV~llramson Entr~ronmental provlded oversight of the excavation actlvlt~es and collected 23 excavat~on 
"endpoint" sot1 samples for analyses for EPW and VPN constituents (Phase IZI Rernedral Actzon Plan, 
Williamson Env~ronmental, February 27, 2004). The approxrmate locat~on of the excavated areas and the 
excavat~on endpolnt soil sample locations are rllustrated on Ftgure 2, and the analyt~cal results are 
summarlzed In Attachment A. 

During the abobe-mentioned activtt~es, approximately 1,900 tons of petroleum ~mpacted so11 generated from 
the UST closure and site redevelopment actrv~tles were transported off the property and disposed (Phase III 
Renzedral ilctzon Plan, Wrllramson Envlronmental, February 27,2004). 

Concurrently with the redevelopment actrvrtres, a remed~atlon system for Parcel L12-1-2 was rnstalled 
according to the Immediate Response Action Plat1 Addenn'um submitted to MDEP In May 2002. The system 
Included seven so11 bapor extractton (SVE) wells and five air sparge (AS) wells In addltron, eight so11 
borings were advanced and established as monltonng wells (B-201MW-201 through B-20jl%f?V-205 and B- 
301iMW-301 through B-303'MW-303) to be used as part of the remed~al aettv~tles. In total, 20 wells were 
installed at Parcel L12-1-2. So11 samples collected fi-om 13 of those 20 wells were sent to the laboratory for 
analyses for EPH and VPH const~tuents (Phase 111 Remedal Action Plan, Willramson Envlronmental, 
February 27, 2004). The locatron of the SVE, AS, and monrtonng wells are tllustrated on Flgure 2, and the 
anal>.tical results are summarlzed m Attachment A 

In total, WtIl~amson En~lronmental collected 32 soil samples from Parcel L12-1-2 from January 29, 2002 to 
Aprll 15, 2003 sZll 42 so11 samples were analyzed for EPH and VPH const~tuents, and slx of the 42 so11 
samples \%ere also analyzed for PCBs (1 e., R-101 through B-106). Of those 42 sol1 samples, s ~ x  samples 
(1 e., B-102. CFl, CF2. GF4, SVE-4, and SVE-7) had detected concenk.at~ons of VPH constrtuents that 
exceed the MCP Method I S-l CW-2'GW-3 standards as ~ndicazed rn the s u m a y  tables in Append~x A, 
and ofthe six so11 samples analyzed for PCBs. the analyircal results shocied no PCBs abobs detect~on I~rn~zs. 

Add~t~onail j ,  operairon and malnrenance actlvlties related to the rrcmod~a~ron system are scheduled ro be 
conducted bl-monthly, and the gounduater mon~riirlng acaivrt;es uiii be conducted quarter1.y Aii site 
aei~i'it~es and the ~nl'ormation resuitrxg ifom those actrv~rles i e  g . gounduatsr analyt~cal data resiilts) will be 
summzr:zsd In Phase C '  inzpectnon alrd dfo~zrfurlng R e p ~ v : ~  (jihiz~ci I t .  ile,nel;/#b Ir~2pler?1ei:icat101~ Plurr, 
rlk'rlliarnson Fnt ironmenial. .far,iiary 3 1,2005). 
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C .  Pre-Design Investigations Performed by GE 

In addxticm, to the mvestlgations s u m a n z e d  above. GE has conducted pre-desrp mvesttgat~ons In the 
adjacent portlon of the Ciq-omed easement and &om Parcel L12-1-3 (adjacent to Pareel L12-I -2 to the 
northeast). 13e  locat~ons of those pre-deslp sot1 samples are ~llusrrated on Flgure 2 and are identified w ~ t h  
the sample location labels begrmlng w t h  an 'ZE" (e.g., E-FFZ). The PCB and Appendix LY+3 analyzical 
results are sunlmar~zed in Tables 2 and 3. respect~veiy. (Note Unty those so11 samples closest to Parcel 
LIZ-1-2 are rneluded in thts Ierter. Therefore, only a portion of the sorl samples from Parcel L12-1-3 are 
summartzed In Tables 2 and 3 and incIuded on Ftgure 2.) 

Of the twenty-three pre-deslgn so11 samples GE collected from the I I adjacent sampltng Iocat~ons, nine so11 
samples were collected &om three locations (E-FF2, E-GGI, and E-HH99) withln the City-owed easement. 
All nlne so11 samples uere analyzed for PCBs, and of those nine soil samples, two were analyzed for 
Append~x Hi3  eonstltuents. The analytical results md~cate that PCBs were present m sods at 
concentratlons below 2 parts per rn11Ilon (pprn), and detected Append~x LX+3 constituents were present In 
soils at conceneations betotv MCP Wave 2 Method 1 S-1 GW-2iGW-3 Standards (as shown on Table 3). 
The rernalning 14 pre-deslgn so11 samples wh~ch were collected from Parcel L12-1-3 were analyzed for 
PCBs, and of those 13 so11 samples, s ~ x  were analyzed for Appendrx LYt3 const~tuents. The analytical 
results Indicate that PCBs were present m solls at concen'natrons belo% 2 pprn, and any detected Append~x 
LX+3 const~tuents uere present In solis at concentrat~ons below MCP Wave 2 Method 1 S-1 GW-2iGW-3 
Standards (as shown on Table 3). 

GE performed a revlew of the available data for soil samples collected from the nearby port~ons of adjacent 
Parcel L12-1-3 and the adjacent port~on of the City-owned easement. The revlew of the ava~lable PCB data 
showed that detected concentrat~ons were less than the Perfomance Standards for PCBs as described in the 
CD and SOW, and, therefore, ~f the spatla1 PCB average concenh.atlons (l.e., the calculat~on used at s~rnrlar 
areas wlthln the S ~ t e  to determ~ne remedlal act~ons) for these properties and adjacent areas were calculated, 
those concentrat~ons would necessarily be below the Performance Standards. Slm~larly, the PCB polygons 
from the adjacent Parcel L12-1-3 that would extend Into Parcel L12-1-2 also would not require any sot1 
removal. Moreover, when compared to the MCP Wave 2 Method 1 S-1 GW-2iGW-3 Standards, as GE and 
EPA have agreed to use at other W s  for current evaluat~ons, the d~screte iZppend~x LX-t.3 detected 
concentrations found wlthrn the C~ty-owned easement and adjacent Parcel L12-1-3 did not exceed t h ~ s  
conser.vati%e standard. Therefore, the arithmetle averages for those areas (1.e , the numbers to whlch the 
standards \+auld be compared In perfomlng Append~x 1X-t.3 evaluat~ons) would necessanly be below 
Perfomance Standards. AccordrngIy, GE's revtew of the available PCB and Append~x E + 3  data showed 
that rf the City-owned easement adjacent to Parcel L12-1-2 remained as part of' the linkamer Brook M A ,  
the area would no? requlre any soil rernotial. 

I). Conclusion 

Based on the rerned~a? actlons that haie been conducted to date by others, the ongoing rernedlai actiirrtres 
and monitoring being pzrfomcd and to be perforneb by others tvrrh regard 10 the property, the euxenr acrrve 
use oi the parcel, and the exlsttng sod data set, GE proposes that the port1011 of Parcel L12-1-2 located t t ~ r b ~ n  
the tinkamet Brook R;t4 be excluded from the M A  and that nu pre-design mveshrgatlon samplrng be 
performed on that parcel and that the ildjacenQljclrt~on of the Memil Road easement be excluded from the 
IL4-A as rieii. GE belleves t h ~ s  proposal 1s suppofied by [he follo:v~r;~ 

I The data rrs~;i;a for so11 samples coilrcrcd by U'lll~amsctn Ic:n\~runrnentaf on Parce3 Liz-1-2 and hr 
sanples coilerred by GE from nearby locatrons on adjacent parcels show l h a ~  PCB concentrations range 
from nun-detect *to derectzd conccn&a-ilms of less than 2 ppm 
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r The sod samples coltected Eronl wlth~n Parcel L12-1-2 that exceeded MCP RCS-I and Method I 
standards are for YPH constituents and were dcrrcred In soils in the area of the former drspenser islands 
and UST ranks. These have been andior iwll be addressed by W~lliamson En\~ronmsntai through 
remedtai actions previously performed andor future remedlal aetlons descnhed In the Phase It' Remedy 
Implementat~on Plan subm~tted to the hIDEP on Januap 3 1. 2005, 

r MDEP has assigned a R'TX to Parcel Li2-1-2 Therefore, the parcel 1s betng tracked under the MCP. 
and the rerned~al activrties establ~shed for the properiy are belng conducted according to a plan subm~rted 
to the AilDEP. 

* The portlon of Parcel L12-1-2 included In the Unkanlet Brook RAA has been subject to extenswe 
excavation as part of the redecelopment effort. As a result. the origlnal sods wlthln the parcel have 
largely been rerno~ed and replaced wlth clean backfill. 

* The port~on of Parcel L12-1-2 ~ncluded in the Unkamet Brook U A  1s for the most part covered by the 
bulldmg and park~ng lot as a result of the redevelopment effort. Thls current condition of the parcel 
would make another so11 ~nvestigat~on d~fficult, perhaps even ~mposslble In some areas due to the safety 
concerns assoc~ated wrth dnll~ng In proxlm~ty to gasolsne product lines and In hrgh traffic areas. 
A review of the PCB and Append~x IXi-3 data results associated wlth the so11 samples collected from the 
port~on of the Mernll Road easement adjacent to Parcel L12-1-2 showed that no remedlal act~on would 
be necessary ~f the easement rema~ned as part of the R4A. 

UTe appreciate your conslderatlon of t h ~ s  proposal. Please contact me with any quest~ons 

Sincerely, 

Ir 
John F. Novotny, P.E. 
Manager - Faclllties and Brownfields Programs 

Attachments 
i :~.~E~PtirsfieId~C~CiiiameiiP.iwikb.~ea Repins a d  Pieseniai~oiir'Puccl Li2-i-2LdYI 52 l56Lii doc 

cc. Tim Conway, EPA 
Dean Tagl~afeno, EPA 
Holly Inglrs. EPPl 
Rose Hoi.iell, EPA* 
Robert Gianc~arulo. EPA* 
Susan Steensmp, MDEP (2  coples) 
Anna Sqmington. MDEP* 
Robert Bell, MDEP* 
Thomas Angus, MDEP* 
Anthony Kuspaska, hlDEP 
K 6. Mltkes~cius. USACE 
h n d a  Palrnrsn, \Vveston (2 c"op:es) 
Nancy Harper, hlA AGr 
Dale 1-oung, hfil EOEA 

Mayor James Ruberto, C~ty  of P~ttsfield 
Jef5ey Bernstein, Bernstem, Cushner & Klmrnell" 
Teresa Bowers. Gradlent 
PlMsfield Department of Health 
Mlchasl Canoll, GE* 
Andrew S~Ifcr, GE 
Rod hlclaren, GET 
James Nuss. BB1, 
.James Blcke. Goodurn Procter 
Laurence Kzrsch. Good% rn Procrcr 
Property Otmer - Pzrcet LI 2- i -2 
Publrc Ijlbmatlon Repos~tories 
GE Internal Regosltoq 
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TABLE l 
PREVIOUSLY PROPOSED PRE-DESIGN INVESTIGATION SOIL SAMPLING 

LOCATIONS, DEPTHS, AND PA-METERS 

PORTION OF PARCEL LIZ-1-2 
WITHIN THE UNKAMET BROOK REFAOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERPZL ELECT RIG COMPANY - PITTSFIELD, FdASSACMUSETTS 

I 
- 

SAMPLE I GRID ISAMPLEI ANALYSES 

Notes. 
I This table ident~fies soil samples that were to be cr;liec!ed and the analyses tha! :iiere to be pedoirned as par? of 

the existins approved pre-design in:esi!ga:ion at the portion of Parcel i22-1-2 currently wrth!n the Unkarne! Brook 
Area. 

2 The Append!x lX+3 sample depth intervals sfiown above rnay SF: modified in :he field based on the results of 
phctoionization detector IPID) readirigs 2nd visual G ~ S ~ P J % I , O ~ ~ S  at :he time i;f sa~r~p le  coliecl~or?. 

3 X indicates analyses to be pt-riormed. 
3 -- :i~dicates analyses not to be perfor-nee, 





TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN iNVESIiGATlON SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR APPENDIX 1x43 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL LIZ-1 -2 
ViilTWIN THE UNKAMET BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERaL ELECTRIC COMPANY - PITTSFIELD, MASSACHUSETlS 
(Resul ts  are p r e s e n t e d  rn dry werght  p a n s  per mitiion, ppmj 

Sarripid ID MCP Wave 2 tilethod RAA10-E-FF2 RAA10-E-FF2 
S a m p l e  Depth lFe t t )  1 S- 1(GW-2lGW-3) 6-1 5 8-1 0 

,Pa:aineter Dare Collect td I Sort S t a n d a r d s  - 02 16105 02116 95 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN INVESTIGATION SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR APPENDIX IX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL L12-5 -2 
WITHIN THE UNKAMET BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY - PITTSFIELD, MASSACIJUSEUS 
{Results  are presented tn dry we~ght  parts per rnrll~on, ppm) 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN INVESTlGATlON SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR APPENDIX 1x73 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL L12-1-2 
WITHIN THE UNKAMET BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRjC COMPANY - PITtSFIELD, MASSACWUSEITS 
(Results are presented in dry weight parts per m,llron, ppm) 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGPI lNVESItGATlON SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR APPENDIX IX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL L12-1-2 
WITHIN THE U N M E T  BROOK REMOVAt ACTtON AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY - PIUSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 
(Results are presented in dry werght parts per mstlron, ppm) 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN INVESTIGATION SOIL SAnnPLlNG DATA FOR APPENDIX IX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL Lf2-1-2 
WITHIN THE UNUMET BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPANY - PITfSFIELD, MASSACWUSEUS 
{Results are presented In dry wetght parts per mrltron, ppm) 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN INVESTIGATION SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR WPENDIX lX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL LZ2-1-2 
WITHIN THE UNKAMET BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRfC COMPANY - PIrnSFIELD, MASSACHUSETTS 
(Results arc? presented In dry wetght parts per rnifl~on, pprn) 

- - . . .. - -. 

Sample ID 1 MCP Wave 2 Method RAA10-E-FF4 RAA10-E-HH4 , RM10-E-HH4 RWIO-E-HHJ 

Sample ~epth(Feet). '  1 S- 1(GW-2iGW-3) 8-1 0 1-3 3 -6 4-6 
Parameter Date Collected ( So11 Standards ' 02115i05 02/17/05 I 02'!7'05 OZll7iUS 
I11orclan1cs 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN INVESTIGATION SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR APPENDIX IX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL 122-1-2 
WITHIN THE UNIGZMEf BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COlrAPANY - PITTSFIELD, MASSACWUSEmS 
(Results are presented rn dry vverght parts per mrilion, ppm) 



TABLE 3 
PRE-DESIGN fNVESTlGATION SOIL SAMPLING DATA FOR APPENDIX lX+3 CONSTITUENTS 

NEAR PARCEL 112-1-2 
WITHIN THE UNKAMET BROOK REMOVAL ACTION AREA 

GENERAL ELECTRIC COMPMY - PInSFIELD, MASSAGWUSEnS 
(Results  are presented tn dry wetght parts per millton, ppm) 

N O &  

I Sarnples :%ere collected by Oiaslafid, Bouck & iee, inc., and s~brnriliid !I? SC;S Enviionmenial Soiiii~es, lnc. for analysis cf Appendix iX+3 
cons:rt~en"i. 

2. Refers to MGEP's Proposed FdCP Ncime:ical Strandards :'i?iAIJE 2 Criteria; i;?DEc), September 20, 2004). 
3 NA - Not Araiyzed. 
4 lii3 - Anaiyle  as tior detected. The number in pareiiiheses is tke associated detecrion itrnii, 

Total 2,3,7,8-5603 toxicity eijuivaierrs (TEClsj were calculated using Tcricity E~uxalency Factcrs (TEFs) derived by the \;:lorid &sit!? 
: Orgaa~zation (WHO) and publrshed bf Van den Eeii; et ai in Eniironrnenizl iieaitk Perspectives 106i2j, Dscernber 1998 
o b41i:it me exception nf dicxirAurans, only those constituents detecteci !n one or more samples are scmmarized. 
7 Fieid iiirpl~oale sample results are presenleil !ii bracksis 

'iaia Qualifiers 

O i q a n ; ~  (vciati/es, semivoiai!~es, ~ ~ s t r ~ i i i ~ $  ?F?ID:G~&S dii);Xi5lf~iaa~j 
i - Poiych;or?naied Dipkenyi Ether (PCDPEJ inleiierence, 
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