GIS REGISTRY August 2011

Cover Sheet {RR-5367)

Source Property Information CLOSURE DATE: | Sep 1, 2011

BRRTS #: 02-46-553689
FID #: [246083420
ACTIVITY NAME: ‘Orion Corp
DATCP #, l
PROPERTY ADDRESS: !1 111 Cedar Creek Road
PECFA#; i
MUNICIPALITY: 'Grafton
PARCEL ID #: 1377580 (100400042000 from Ozaukee County GIS)
*WTM COORDINATES: WTM COORDINATES REPRESENT:
X: I636004 Y- 1320262 (¢ Approximate Center Of Contaminant Source
* Coordinates are in (" Approximate Source Parcel Center
WTM83, NAD83 (1991)
Please check as appropriate; (BRRTS Action Code)
Contaminated Media:
[¥ Groundwater Contamination > ES (236} ¥ Soil Contamination > *RCL or **SSRCL {232)
[T Contamination in ROW [ Contamination in ROW
7 Off-Source Contamination ™ Ofi-Source Contamination
(note: forlist of off-source properties (note: for list of off-source properties
see "Impacted Off-Source Property” form) see Impacted Off-Source Property” form)
Land Use Controls:
[ N/A {Not Applicable) [¥ Coveror Barrier {222)
{™ Soik maintain industrial zoning (220) (note: maintenance plan for

) ) groundwater or direct contact)
{nete: soil contamination concentrations

between non-industrial and industrial levels) [ Vapor Mitigation (226)
[ Structural iImpediment (224) [T Maintain Liability Exemption (230)
[~ Site Specific Condition (228) (note: local government unit or economic

development corporation was directed to
take a response action )

Monitoring Wells:
Are all monitoring wells properly abandoned per NR 1417 (234)

(* Yes " No " N/A

* Residual Contaminant Level
**Site Specific Residual Contaminant Level




State of Wisconsin GIS Registry Checklist
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http://dnr.wi.gov
This Adobe Fillable form is intended to provide a list of information that is required for evaluation for case closure. It is to be used in conjunction with
Form 4400-202, Case Closure Request. The closure of a case means that the Department has determined that no further response is required at that
time based on the information that has been submitted to the Department.

NOTICE: Completion of this form is mandatory for applications for case closure pursuant to ch. 292, Wis. Stats. and ch. NR 726, Wis. Adm. Code,
including cases closed under ch. NR 746 and ch. NR 726. The Department will not consider, or act upon your application, unless all applicable sections
are completed on this form and the closure fee and any other applicable fees, required under ch. NR 749, Wis. Adm. Code, Table 1 are included. Itis
not the Department's intention to use any personally identifiable information from this form for any purpose other than reviewing closure requests
and determining the need for additional response action. The Department may provide this information to requesters as required by Wisconsin's
Open Records law [ss. 19.31 - 19.39, Wis. Stats.].

BRRTS #: 02-46-553689 (No Dashes) PARCEL ID #: [100400042000

ACTIVITY NAME: |ORION CORP WTM COORDINATES: X:| 686004 Y:| 320262

| CLOSURE DOCUMENTS (the Department adds these items to the final GIS packet for posting on the Registry) |

[} Closure Letter
[}X Maintenance Plan (if activity is closed with a land use limitation or condition (land use control) under s. 292.12, Wis. Stats.)
[~ Continuing Obligation Cover Letter (for property owners affected by residual contamination and/or continuing obligations)

[T Conditional Closure Letter
[~ Certificate of Completion (COC) (for VPLE sites)

SOURCE LEGAL DOCUMENTS

[}X Deed: The most recent deed as well as legal descriptions, for the Source Property (where the contamination originated). Deeds
for other, off-source (off-site) properties are located in the Notification section.
Note: If a property has been purchased with a land contract and the purchaser has not yet received a deed, a copy of the land contract
which includes the legal description shall be submitted instead of the most recent deed. If the property has been inherited, written
documentation of the property transfer should be submitted along with the most recent deed.

[X Certified Survey Map: A copy of the certified survey map or the relevant section of the recorded plat map for those properties
where the legal description in the most recent deed refers to a certified survey map or a recorded plat map. (lots on subdivided or
platted property (e.g. lot 2 of xyz subdivision)).

Figure #: Title: Ozaukee County GIS

[X Signed Statement: A statement signed by the Responsible Party (RP), which states that he or she believes that the attached legal
description accurately describes the correct contaminated property.

MAPS (meeting the visual aid requirements of s. NR 716.15(2)(h))
Maps must be no larger than 11 x 17 inches unless the map is submitted electronically.

[X Location Map: A map outlining all properties within the contaminated site boundaries on a U.5.G.S. topographic map or plat map
in sufficient detail to permit easy location of all parcels. If groundwater standards are exceeded, include the location of all potable
wells within 1200 feet of the site.

Note: Due to security reasons municipal wells are not identified on GIS Packet maps. However, the locations of these municipal wells
must be identified on Case Closure Request maps.

Figure #: 1 Title: Site Location Map

[X Detailed Site Map: A map that shows all relevant features (buildings, roads, individual property boundaries, contaminant sources,
utility lines, monitoring wells and potable wells) within the contaminated area. This map is to show the location of all
contaminated pubilic streets, and highway and railroad rights-of-way in relation to the source property and in relation to the
boundaries of groundwater contamination exceeding a ch. NR 140 Enforcement Standard (ES), and/or in relation to the
boundaries of soil contamination exceeding a Residual Contaminant Level (RCL) or a Site Specific Residual Contaminant Levels
(SSRCL) as determined under s. NR 720.09, 720.11 and 720.19.

Figure #: 2 Title: Site Layout

[}X Soil Contamination Contour Map: For sites closing with residual soil contamination, this map is to show the location of all
contaminated soil and a single contour showing the horizontal extent of each area of contiguous residual soil contamination that
exceeds a Residual Contaminant Level (RCL) or a Site Specific Residual Contaminant Level (SSRCL)as determined under s. NR
720.09, 720.11 and 720.19.

Figure #: 5 Title: Soil Isoconcentrations Above Fractured Bedrock
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BRRTS #: |O2-46-553689 ACTIVITY NAME: |ORION CORP

MAPS (continued)

[X Geologic Cross-Section Map: A map showing the source location and vertical extent of residual soil contamination exceeding a
Residual Contaminant Level (RCL) or a Site Specific Residual Contaminant Level (SSRCL). If groundwater contamination exceeds a
ch. NR 140 Enforcement Standard (ES) when closure is requested, show the source location and vertical extent, water table and
piezometric elevations, and locations and elevations of geologic units, bedrock and confining units, if any.

Figure #: 7 Title: Cross Section A-A

Figure #: 8 Title: Cross Section B-B

[X Groundwater Isoconcentration Map: For sites closing with residual groundwater contamination, this map shows the horizontal
extent of all groundwater contamination exceeding a ch. NR140 Preventive Action Limit (PAL) and an Enforcement Standard (ES).
Indicate the direction and date of groundwater flow, based on the most recent sampling data.

Note: This is intended to show the total area of contaminated groundwater.

Figure#: 4A,B, C Title: Groundwater Isoconcentration

[}X Groundwater Flow Direction Map: A map that represents groundwater movement at the site. If the flow direction varies by
more then 20° over the history of the site, submit 2 groundwater flow maps showing the maximum variation in flow direction.

Figure #: 3J Title: Ground Water Elevatations

Figure #: Title:

TABLES (meeting the requirements of s. NR 716.15(2)(h)(3))

Tables must be no larger than 11 x 17 inches unless the table is submitted electronically. Tables must not contain shading and/or
cross-hatching. The use of BOLD or ITALICS is acceptable.

[X Soil Analytical Table: A table showing remaining soil contamination with analytical results and collection dates.
Note: This is one table of results for the contaminants of concern. Contaminants of concern are those that were found during the
site investigation, that remain after remediation. It may be necessary to create a new table to meet this requirement.

Table #: 1 Title: Summary of Soil Sample Analytical Results

[X Groundwater Analytical Table: Table(s) that show the most recent analytical results and collection dates, for all monitoring
wells and any potable wells for which samples have been collected.

Table#: 2 Title: Summary of Groundwater Sample Analytical Results

[X Water Level Elevations: Table(s) that show the previous four (at minimum) water level elevation measurements/dates from all
monitoring wells. If present, free product is to be noted on the table.

Table#: 3 Title: Summary of Groundwater Depths and Elevations

IMPROPERLY ABANDONED MONITORING WELLS

For each monitoring well not properly abandoned according to requirements of s. NR 141.25 include the following documents.
Note: If the site is being listed on the GIS Registry for only an improperly abandoned monitoring well you will only need to submit the
documents in this section for the GIS Registry Packet.

[X NotApplicable

[T Site Location Map: A map showing all surveyed monitoring wells with specific identification of the monitoring wells which have
not been properly abandoned.
Note: If the applicable monitoring wells are distinctly identified on the Detailed Site Map this Site Location Map is not needed.

Figure #: Title:
[~ Well Construction Report: Form 4440-113A for the applicable monitoring wells.

[~ Deed: The most recent deed as well as legal descriptions for each property where a monitoring well was not properly abandoned.

-

Notification Letter: Copy of the notification letter to the affected property owner(s).



State of Wisconsin GIS Registry Checklist

Department of Natural Resources
http://dnr.wi.gov Form 4400-245 (R 8/11) Page 3 of 3

BRRTS #: |02-46-553689 ACTIVITY NAME: [ORION CORP

NOTIFICATIONS

Source Property
X NotApplicable

[ Letter To Current Source Property Owner: If the source property is owned by someone other than the person who is applying
for case closure, include a copy of the letter notifying the current owner of the source property that case closure has been
requested.

[ Return Receipt/Signature Confirmation: Written proof of date on which confirmation was received for notifying current source
property owner.

Off-Source Property
Group the following information per individual property and label each group according to alphabetic listing on the "Impacted
Off-Source Property" attachment.

[X NotApplicable

[T Letter To "Off-Source" Property Owners: Copies of all letters sent by the Responsible Party (RP) to owners of properties with
groundwater exceeding an Enforcement Standard (ES), and to owners of properties that will be affected by a land use control
under s. 292.12, Wis. Stats.

Note: Letters sent to off-source properties regarding residual contamination must contain standard provisions in Appendix A of ch. NR
726.

Number of "Off-Source" Letters:

[T Return Receipt/Signature Confirmation: Written proof of date on which confirmation was received for notifying any off-source
property owner.

[T Deed of "Off-Source" Property: The most recent deed(s) as well as legal descriptions, for all affected deeded off-source
property(ies). This does not apply toright-of-ways.
Note: If a property has been purchased with a land contract and the purchaser has not yet received a deed, a copy of the land contract
which includes the legal description shall be submitted instead of the most recent deed. If the property has been inherited, written
documentation of the property transfer should be submitted along with the most recent deed.

[~ Certified Survey Map: A copy of the certified survey map or the relevant section of the recorded plat map for those properties
where the legal description in the most recent deed refers to a certified survey map or a recorded plat map. (lots on subdivided or
platted property (e.g. lot 2 of xyz subdivision)).

Figure #: Title:

[~ Letter To "Governmental Unit/Right-Of-Way" Owners: Copies of all letters sent by the Responsible Party (RP) to a city, village,
municipality, state agency or any other entity responsible for maintenance of a public street, highway, or railroad right-of-way,
within or partially within the contaminated area, for contamination exceeding a groundwater Enforcement Standard (ES) and/or
soil exceeding a Residual Contaminant Level (RCL) or a Site Specific Residual Contaminant Level (SSRCL).

Number of "Governmental Unit/Right-Of-Way Owner" Letters:
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September 1, 2011

Ridge Braunschweig

CPL Industries, Inc.

11501 N. Port Washington Road, Suite 201
Mequon, WI 53092

Dear Mr. Braunschweig:

Subject: Final case closure with continuing obligations, CPL Industries (Orion Corporation), 111

Cedar Creek Road, Grafton, file reference FID #246083420, BRRTS #0246553689 and
BRRTS #0746555373.

On August 2, 2011, the Southeast Region Closure Committee reviewed your case for closure. This
committee reviews environmental remediation cases for compliance with state laws and standards to
maintain consistency in the closure of these cases. After this review I asked you to have your consultant
provide some modified maps and do some additional work regarding soils at the site that were in
exceedance of the direct contact soil standards. Your consultant did the requested work and provided
me with the subsequent documentation shortly after I made the request.

The Department reviewed the case closure request regarding the solvent, PAH, and petroleum type
contamination in soil and groundwater at your site. Based on the correspondence and data provided,
your case meets the closure requirements in ch. NR 726, Wisconsin Administrative Code, The
Department considers this case closed and no further investigation or remediation is required at this

time. However, you and future property owners must comply with certain continuing obligations as
explained in this letter,

GIS Registry
This site will be listed on the Remediation and Redevelopment Program’s internet accessible GIS

Registry, to provide notice of residual contamination, and of continuing obligations. The continuing
obligations for this site are summarized below:

e Residual soil contamination exists that must be properly managed should it be excavated or removed
e Pavement, an engineered cover or a soil barrier must be maintained over contaminated soil and the
state must approve any changes to this barrier

e Groundwater contamination is present above Chapter NR 140 enforcement standards

All information pertaining to this site, including the cap maintenece plan is on file at the Plymouth
Regional DNR office, at 1155 Pilgrim Road, Plymouth, Wisconsin, This letter and information that was

dnr.wi.gov
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submitted with your closure request application, including the cap maintenance plan, will be included on
the GIS Registry, in a PDF attachment. To review the sites on the GIS Registry web page, visit the RR
Sites Map page at hitp://dnr.wi.gov/org/aw/ir/gis/index.tm. 1f any party intends to construct or
reconstruct a water supply well, that party will need prior Department approval in accordance with s. NR
8§12.09(4) (w), Wis, Adm. Code. To obtain approval, Form 3300-254 needs to be completed and
submitted to the DNR Drinking and Groundwater program’s regional water supply specialist. This form
can be obtained on-line at http://dnr.wi.gov/org/water/dwg/3300254.pdf or at the web address listed
above for the GIS Registry.

Closure Conditions

Please be aware that pursuant to s, 292.12 Wisconsin Statutes (Sites with residual contamination),
compliance with the requirements of this letter is a responsibility to which you and any subsequent
property owners must adhere. You must pass on both the information about these continning obligations
and your cap maintenance plan to the next property owner or owners. If these requirements are not
followed or if additional information regarding site conditions indicates that contamination on or from
the site poses a threat to public health, safety, welfare, or the environment, the Department may take
enforcement action under s. 292.11 Wisconsin Statutes to ensure compliance with the specified
requirements, limitations or other conditions related to the property or this case may be reopened
pursuant to s. NR 726.09, Wis. Adm. Code. The Department intends to conduct inspections in the future
to ensure that the conditions included in this letter including compliance with the attached cap
maintenance plan is met.

Soil Cap

Pursuant to s. 292.12(2)(a), Wis. Stats., the pavement or other impervious cap that currently exists in the
location shown on the attached map shall be maintained in compliance with the attached maintenance
plan in order fo minimize the infiltration of water and prevent additional groundwater contamination that
would violate the groundwater guality standards in ch, NR 140, Wis. Adm. Code, and in the location
specified just off the pavement on the south end of the paved area, to prevent direct contact with residual
soil contamination that might otherwise pose a threat to human health,

Soil contamination remains at various locations on the site as shown on the attached maps and in the
information submitted to the Department of Natural Resources. If soil in the specific Iocations shown
on the attached maps is excavated in the future, the property owner at the time of excavation must
sample and analyze the excavated soil to determine if residual contamination remains. If sampling
confirms that contamination is present the property owner at the time of excavation will need to
determine whether the material is considered solid or hazardous waste and ensure that any storage,
treatment or disposal is in compliance with applicable statutes and rules. In addition, all current and
future owners and occupants of the property need to be aware that excavation of the contaminated soil
miay pose an inhalation or other direct contact hazard and as a result special precautions may need to be
taken during excavation activities to prevent a health threat to people,
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The cap maintenance plan attached to this closure letter and inspection log are to be kept up-to-date and
on-site. Please submit the inspection log to the Department only upon request.

Prohibited Activitics

The following activities are prohibited on any portion of the property where pavement, a building
foundation, or geotextile/soil cover is required as shown on the attached map, unless prior written
approval has been obtained from the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources: 1) removal of the
existing barrier; 2) replacement with another barrier; 3) excavating or grading of the land surface; 4)
filling on capped or paved areas; 5) plowing for agricultural cultivation; 6) construction or placement of
a building or other structure.

Upon Department approval to replace the existing barrier, the replacement barrier must be one of similar
permeability, until contaminant levels no longer exceed the applicable standards.

Residual Groundwater Contamination

Groundwater impacted by chlorinated solvent and PAH contamination greater than enforcement
standards set forth in ch. NR140, Wis. Adm. Code, is present on this property as shown on the attached
maps.

Post-Closure Notification Reguirements

In accordance with ss, 292.12 and 292.13, Wis. Stats., you must notify the Department before making
changes that affect or relate to the conditions of closure in this letter. For this case, examples of changed
conditions requiring prior notification include, but are not limited to:

¢ Disturbance, construction on, change or removal in whole or part of pavement, an engineered cover
or a soil barrier that must be maintained over contaminated soil.

Please send written notifications in accordance with the above requirements to

Victoria Stovall

Remediation and Redevelopment Program
Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
PO Box 12436

Milwaukee, WI 53212

The following DNR fact sheet, RR-819, “Continuing Obligations for Environmental Protection” has
been included with this letter, to help explain a property owner’s responsibility for continiing
obligations on their property. If the fact sheet is lost, you may obtain a copy at

http://dnr. wi.gov/org/aw/rr/archives/pubs/RR 819 .ndf,
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Please be aware that the case may be reopened pursuant to s. NR 726.09, Wis, Adm. Code, if additional
information in the future regarding site conditions indicates that contamination on or from the site poses
a threat to public health, safety, or welfare or to the environment.

The Department appreciates your efforts to restore the environment at this site. If you have any
questions regarding this closure decision or anything outlined in this letter, please contact John Feeney
in the Plymouth office at 920-892-8756 extension 3023.

Sincerely,/,
i

‘rances Koonce Sub-Team Supervisor
Southeast Region Remediation & Redevelopment Program

L

Attachment

Cap Maintenance Plan which includes remaining soil contamination maps, remaining groundwater
contamination maps, and extent of cap map
Factsheet RR-819

Ce:  Key Engineering, LTD
SER File




COVER (BARRIER OR CAP) MAINTENANCE PLAN

May 31, 2011

Property Located at:

1111 Cedar Creek Road, Grafton, Wisconsin

FID # 246083420, WDNR BRRTS # 02-46-553689

Legal Description: See attached deed for legal description;
Tax Number: 100400042000

A site map is presented as Figure 1.

Introduction

This document is the Maintenance Plan for a cap at the above-referenced property in accordance
with the requirements of s. NR 724.13(2), Wisconsin Administrative Code. The maintenance

activities relate to the existing cap occupying the area over the contaminated groundwater plume
or soil on-site.

More site-specific information about this property may be found in:

The case file in the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources (WDNR) region name regional
office

BRRTS on the Web (WDNR’s internet based data base of contaminated sites):-

hitp://botw.dnr.state. wius/botw/Get ActivityDetail. do?adn=0246553689&siteld=1390300&r
umb=1&s=H

Geographic information systems (GIS) registry PDF file for further information on the nature and
extent of contamination:

[Note: to be assigned]
The WDNR project manager for Ozaukee County:

Mr. John Feeney
Phone: (920) 892-8756 Ext 3023

Description of Contamination

The property was originally developed in 1973; operations consisted of the production of
bearings and bearing assemblies. The original building footprint was expanded several times,
with the most recent expansion being along the souther portion of the building in 2007.




Phase I/f1 Environmental Site Assessment Activities

Key Engineering Group (KEY) was retained by CPL Industries (CPL) to complete a Phase I'
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) in October, 2008. The Phase I ESA concluded that the
following recognized environmental condition (REC) existed:

e 'The property’s historical use of oils products and degreasing solvents since 1973. The facility had
no records of disposal activities, volumes of products purchased or used or the companies which
provided the materials and disposal services between 1973 and the ealy 1990°s, Degreasing
operations and solvent use were somewhat unclear prior to the 1990°s,

The Phase I ESA REC triggered Phase II ESA activities. Conestoga Rovers & Associates (CRA) was
retained by the buyer (John Crane) to conduct a Phase Il ESA to evaluate soil and groundwater quality.
‘The Phase I ESA activities were conducted by CRA in February 2009.

CRA advanced six soil probes throughout the property to depths between three and twenty feet below
ground surface (bgs). Temporary groundwater monitoring wells were installed at four of six probe
locations. Groundwater was encountered between three to twelve feet below bgs. All soil and
groundwater samples submitted for analysis were analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs),
gasoline range organics (GRO), diesel range organics (DRO), polycyelic aromatic hydrocarbons
(PAH) and Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) metals.

The analytical results indicated that there were limited concentrations of VOC and PAH in soil and
groundwater at select locations. No GRO or DRO was detected in any soil samples collected, and
several RCRA metals were detected within a range commonly understood to be background for this

general vicinity.

The WDNR was notified of the observed VOC release on April 24, 2009,

Site Investigation Summary

A site investigation was conducted by KEY between March, 2009 and June, 2009 with
groundwater monitoring conducted between March, 2009 and December, 2009. KEY installed a
total of 18 borings, 10 temporary monitoring wells, eight NR 141 groundwater monitoring wells,
and one NR. 141 piezometer. To define the horizontal extent of chlorinated solvent to the west,
one soil boring/temporary well (KTW-4) was placed off-site at the adjacent property to the
immediate west. Laboratory analysis of groundwater within temporary well KTW-1 suggests off-

site contamination was present and possibly migrating to CPL from the neighboring Portal
Industries property to the west.

Soil analytical results indicated concentrations of ¢is-1, 2-DCE and trichloroethene (TCE) in soils
on the southwestern portion of the property and at the offsite location to the immediate west
(Portal Industries). Further, tetrachloroethene (PCE) and TCE were detected in groundwater on
the southwest portion of the property. The concenirations were detected in a saturated soil
sample collected directly above encountered bedrock at a depth of 18 feet below grade. Offsite
concentrations in saturated soil were higher than soil concentrations at the property. KEY
submitted a status report to the WIDNR dated August 25, 2009 which opined that the chlorinated

hydrocarbons observed in the southwest portion of the property likely originated from an off-site
source to the west.




Three temporary wells (KTW-4, KTW-5 and KTW-9) yiclded detectable concentrations of PCE along
the southemn portion of the property. Groundwater at these well locations was encountered at
approximately five feet bgs. Various PAH compounds (benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(b)luoranthene and
chrysene) were defected at levels above their respective NR 140 enforcement standards (ES) in
temporary monitoring wells KTW-5 and KTW-7. Similarly, these same three compounds appeared in
MW-8 at levels above their respective NR 140 preventive action limit (PAL). Given the temporary
nature of this well, it is KEY’s opinion that the observed PAH in these wells is bias-high and directly
related to suspended solids within the groundwater matrix, and not dissolved phase,

Depth to groundwater was observed between four and seven feet bgs. Groundwater flow direction
was consistently south over all groundwater sampling events. Based on the analytical results, it
appeared that the extent of PCE and TCE in groundwater was defined to the north, south and east.
The concentrations of PCE and TCE in groundwater were only detected along the southwestern
area of the property.

KEY performed shug-out bail testing on monitor wells MW-1 through MW-4. Recovery of the
groundwater was monitored to within 90% of its initial hydrostatic head, Recovery information
was placed into a drawdown versus time graph. Data from within this graph was utilized to
estimate hydraulic conductivity with a Bouwer and Rice methodology. The average hydraulic
conductivity for all wells tested is estimated at 6.65 E-3 centimeters per second (cm/sec).

During the site investigation, depth to groundwater was monitored on several occasions.
Hydraulic gradient across the study area was observed to be approximately 0.02 feet per foot
(ft/ft), traveling in a southerly direction. The hydraulic gradient was observed to be fairly flat
beneath the footprint of the building, which is likely due to the impervious nature of the overlying
structure and associated pavement. The gradient was observed to increase near the pervious
surfaces and steep grade changes along the southern portions of the subject site. The observed
average hydraulic conductivity for the four wells tested (MW-1 through MW-4) was estimated at
6.65 E-3 cm/sec. Assuming an effective porosity for the silty sand of 0.35, KEY estimates a

groundwater seepage velocity of 3.8 E-4 cm/sec, or approximately 395 feet per year (ft/yr) in a
southerly direction.

KEY installed a nested piezometer (PZ-1) in close proximity to MW-1. The piezometer was
installed to a depth of 46 feet with a 5 foot screen. Analytical results indicated that no chlorinated
hydrocarbons have migrated vertically to the depth of the piezometer well screen.

Observations of hydrostatic head during the site investigation suggested that the groundwater
elevation within PZ-1 was 3.03 feet higher than that of MW-1. When comparing well screen
observations, there is an observed positive vertical gradient of 0,12 fi/ft. A positive vertical
gradient should hinder a vertical migration of more dense contaminants.

Peiroleum related contamination was also detected at the property. As such, additional
investigation and sampling was conducted to define the degree and extent of the petroleum and
identify a potential source. Concentrations of petroleum related PAH and petroleum VOCs,
including benzene, benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(a)fluoranthene and chrysene, were present at elevated
levels in groundwater in MW-8, KTW-5 and KTW-7. Site investigation groundwater data
suggested that the concentrations within the above identified well locations were minimal. The
detected petroleum contamination is located along the southeastern section of the building (which
was recently constructed in 2007). Low levels of benzene, benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(a)fluoranthene
and chrysene were also observed in groundwater from MW-5 and MW-6, located to the north.




The degree and extent of the detected petroleum contamination in the vicinity of MW-8 appeared
to be isolated within an immediate area around the southeastern section of the property. The
source of this contamination was unknown, although it does appear to originate on the subject
site. Benzene previously detected in groundwater at MW-8 was not detected during the
subsequent groundwater sampling event (December, 2009) of the site investigation. Several PAH
compounds were detected; however, all were observed to be only slightly above their respective
NR 140 PAL and below their ES. PAH in groundwater was not detected at MW-4, the down
gradient well to the south.

Based on the soil data, it was KEY’s opinion that the highest levels of contamination detected in
the soil beyond the western boundaries of the subject site is not a release associated with the CPL
Industries facility. It was also KEY’s opinion that the observed chlorinated hydrocarbons in soil
and groundwater from KTW-5 may be originating from the CPL Industrics release, and are
commingled with the neighboring westem release identified.

For details regarding the aforementioned observations and findings, KEY would direct the WDNR to
our Site Investigation Report dated May 6, 2010.

Remedial Action

KEY performed a total of seven to eight natural attenuation sampling events from the
groundwater monitoring wells and the piezometer between March, 2009 through January, 2011,
The sampling events represent two years of quarterly groundwater sampling. The purpose of the
monitoring was to assess groundwater quality over time, and the presence of naturally occurring
conditions that might support natural attenuation of contaminated groundwater.

Groundwater Flow Direction

Groundwater flow was observed to be north to south (southward) during all sampling events.
Hydraulic gradient was consistently measured to be approximately 0.02 fi/ft in a southerly
direction, with a much steeper gradient observed along the southern boundary, which is consistent
with site topography. As a result of field observations, KEY remains of the opinion that seepage
velocily is still 395 feet per year as identified in our Site Investigation Report.

Groundwater Monitoring Results

Groundwater data is summarized as follows:

Piezometer P7Z-1

Piezometer PZ-1 was sampled for VOCs a total of seven events, and PAH for the final event.
The only exceedance of an NR 140 (Table 1) PAL was in July 23, 2009 sampling event (1.46
micrograms per liter (ug/l)). Due to the elevated TCE value during the July 23, 2009 event, PZ-1
was re-sampled on August 8, 2009, which revealed no detection, to within laboratory analytical
detection limits. The five subsequent sampling events to July 23, 2009 revealed all VOCs to be
below the limits of laboratory detection.

The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “T” flagged (above a limit of detecﬁon,

but below the limits of proper quantification). None of the detected PAH analytes were above NR
140 PAL values.




Well MW-1

Monitor well MW-1 wasg sampled for VOCs a total of eight events, and PAH for the final event.
Of the VOC sampling, both tetrachioroethene (PCE) and TCE was observed above NR 140
(Table 1) ES in the initial March 9, 2009 sampling event. The seven subscquent sampling events
exhibited both PCE and TCE well below an ES, with only one sampling occurrence (July 6, 2010

at 1.4 ug/l) above PAL. The two most recent sampling events exhibited both PCE and TCE at
levels below laboratory method detection limits.

The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged (above a limit of detection,

but below the limits of proper quantification). None of the detected PAH analytes were above NR
140 PAL values

Well MW-2

Monitor well MW-2 was sampled for VOCs a total of eight events, and PAH for the final event.
Of the VOC sampling, both PCE and TCE were observed above NR 140 (Table 1) ES. Both cis
1,2 dichloroethene (DCE) and 1,2 dichloroethane (DCA) was observed above NR 140 PAL
values. KEY evaluated ihe statistical trend of TCE and PCE in MW-2. Statistical analyses would
suggest that the PCE and TCE offer no trend to within a 90% confidence limit. Tt is KEY’s
opinion that MW-2 is influenced by the neighboring release on the Portal Industries property, and
that the hydrostatic influence of the nearby stormwater drainage ditch. During the last sampling
event, only TCE was observed at a level (6.4 ug/l) marginally above its NR 140 ES of 5 ug/l.

The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged (above a limit of detection,

but below the limits of proper quantification). None of the detected PAH analytes were above NR
140 PAL values

Well MW-3

Monitor well MW-3 was sampled for VOCs a total of eight events, and PAH for the final event.
Of the VOC sampling, only DCA marginally exceeded a PAL in the July 6, 2010 sampling event.
The final sampling event exhibited all VOC values below a limit of laboratory detection.
Chloromethane was observed to exceed a PAL with a “J” flag on two ecvents; however,
chloromethane is a common laboratory artifact and is not thought to be a true impact to local
groundwater quality.

The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged (above a limit of detection,

but below the limits of proper quantification), None of the detected PAH analytes were above NR
140 PAL values.

Well MW-4

. Monitor well MW-4 was sampled for VOCs a total of eight events, and PAH for the last five
events. Of the VOC sampling, only DCA marginally exceeded a PAL in the April 6 and July 23,
2009 (both “T” flagged) events and October 5, 2010 sampling event (1.3 ug/l). The final
sampling event exhibited all VOC values below a limit of laboratory detection. Chloromethane
was observed to exceed a PAL with a “J” flag on one event (December 10, 2009), however,
chloromethane is a common laboratory artifact and is not thought to be a true impact to local
groundwater quality.




The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged (above a limit of detection,

but below the Limits of proper quantification). None of the detected PAI analytes were above NR
140 PAL values.

Well MW-5

Monitor well MW-5 was sampled for VOCs over seven sampling events, and PAH for six of the
seven sampling events, Of the VOC sampling, only chloromethane was observed to exceed a
PAL with a “J” flag on one event, however, chloromethane is a common laboratory artifact and is
not thought to be a true impact to local groundwater quality.

The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged (above a limit of detection,

but below the limits of proper quantification). None of the detected PAI analytes were above NR
140 PAL values.

Well MW-6

Monitor well MW-6 was sampled for VOCs and PAH over seven sampling events. Of the VOC
sampling, only chloromethane was observed to exceed a PAL (1.3 ug/l on December 10, 2010
and 0.38”J” on March 23, 2010), however, chloromethane is a common laboratory artifact and is
not thought to be a true impact to local groundwater quality.

Of the PAII analysis, only benzo(a)pyrene and benzo(b)fluoranthene exceeded a PAL in the July
6, 2010 event, The remaining PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged
(above a limit of detection, but below the limits of proper quantification).

MW-7

Monitor well MW-7 was sampled for VOCs a tofal of seven events, and PAH for the final event.
Of the VOC sampling, only chloromethane was observed to exceed a PAL with a “J” flag on one

event, however, chloromethane is a common laboratory artifact and is not thought to be a true
impact fo local groundwater quality.

‘The PAH data revealed several compounds which were “J” flagged (above a limit of detection,

but below the limits of proper quantification). None of the detected PAH analytes were above NR
140 PAL vahaes.

Well MW-8

Monitor well MW-8 was sampled for VOCs and PAH a total of seven events. Of the VOC
sampling, only benzene was observed above NR 140 (Table 1) ES in the initial April 6, 2009
sampling event. The seven subsequent sampling events exhibited benzene below laboratory
method detection limits, Chloromethane was observed to exceed a PAL with a “J” flag on one
event (December 10, 2010), however, chloromethane is a common laboratory artifact and is not
thought to be a true impact to local groundwater quality.

The PAH data revealed benzo(a)pyrene, benzo(b)fluoranthene and chrysene above their
respective PALs during the July 23, 2009, December 10, 2009 and March 23, 2009 sampling
events and only benzo(b)fluoranthene during the July 6, 2010 sampling event, During the two
most recent sampling events (October 5, 2010 and January 7, 2011) several PAH compounds




were observed at “J” flagged (above a limit of detection, but below the limits of proper
quantification) values below their respective PALs.

Temporary Monitoring Wells KTW-1 throush KTW-10

During the site investigation, several temporary monitoring wells were placed to provide a
rudimentary evaluation of groundwater quality. Though these wells do provide useful
information, they should not be considered in making a case closure decision. However, KEY
will discuss the data to assist the WDNR in understanding the various decisions which went into
the placement of NR 141 compliant wells, which are appropriate for consideration in case closure

decision. All of the temporary well information was placed within the Site Investigation Report
dated May 6, 2010.

Groundwater analysis was conducted at several temporary installed monitoring well locations
during the Phase TI ESA and early stages of the site investigation activities, Temporary wells
were installed on March 9, 2009 and between April 1 and April 3, 2009,

KTW-1 was located about 30 feet up gradient of MW-1 and was sampled for analysis on March

9, 20609. A detectable concentration of TCE was indicated at 1.2 ug/l, above its respective PAL
of 0.5 ug/l.

KTW-2 was replaced with MW-8 Jocated to the northeast of MW-1, KTW-2 was sampled for
analysis on March 9, 2009. There were no detectable concentrations of chlorinated hydrocarbons
in the groundwater. Concenfrations of several petroieum related compounds were detected,
including benzene at 113 ug/l, naphthalene at 14.47 ug/l, ethylbenzene at 118 ug/l, toluene at 645
ug/l, trimethylbenzenes at 734 ug/l, and xylenes at 546 ugfl, and other related compounds were
detected. The benzene and trimethylbenzenes concentrations exceeded their respective ES for
each of the detected parameters, Naphthalene exceeded its PAL., KEY would note that MW-8
¢xhibited only benzene above an ES in the initial sampling event (April 9, 2009), then all VOCs
were either below laboratory detection limits, with the exception of a “J” flagged chloromethane
(0.59 ug/l J) observed on December 10, 2009,

KTW-3 was sampled for analysis on April 1, 2009. The results indicated detections of cis-1,2
DCE at 25.2 ug/t and TCE at 2.8 ug/l. Both compounds detected exceed their respective PAL
standards. KTW-3 was located about 40 feet to the south and directly down-gradient of MW-2,
The chlorinated solvents within KTW-3 are believed to originate from the neighboring Portal
Industries property. ‘

KTW-4 was located on the adjacent property (Portal Industries). KTW-4 was located about 50
feet west of the CPL Industries building and about 90 feet side gradient of MW-2 and 125 feet
side-gradient to up-gradient of KTW-3, KTW-4 was sampled for analysis on April 4, 2009.
Concentrations of PCE at 1.7 ug/l (above the PAL of 0.5 ug/l) and TCE at 0.48(J) ug/l were
detected at this off site groundwater sampling location. There were no other contaminants
detected in the groundwater at KTW-4. The chlorinated solvents within KTW-4 are believed to
originate from the neighboring Portal Industries property.

KTW-5 was located inside the building about 130 feet side-gradient of MW-1 and to the
northwest. KTW-5 was sampled for analysis on April 2, 2009. This well location is in an area
that had previously been asphalt surface since 1973 and was part of a 15,784 square feet building
expansion in 2007. Groundwater results indicated detectable concentrations of PCE at 8.6 ug/l
and TCE at 17.1 ug/l. Both compounds exceed their respective ES standards, PAH compounds




detected in KTW-5 consisted of chrysene at 1.10 ug/l, benzo(a)pyrene at 0.910 ug/l and
benzo(a)fluoranthene at 0.970 ug/l. All three compounds detected exceed their respective
groundwater ES standard. Other PAH compounds were detected at low levels and none exceeded
their applicable groundwater quality standards. The origin of VOC and PAH within this

temporary well is unknown, however, downgradient well MW-2 would appear to define ifs
lateral extent.

KTW-6 was located inside the building (about 80 feet side gradient and northeast of MW-1) and
in the same general recently expanded building (circa 2007). KTW-6 was sampled on April 2,
2009. TCE was detected at 1.70 ug/l which exceed its respective groundwater PAT. No other
VOCs were detected. All concentrations of PAH compounds detected were very low and J-
Flagged by the laboratory and none exceeded any applicable groundwater standards.

KTW-7 was located down gradient of MW-8 about 40 feet to the south and 80 feet cast of MW-
1. KTW-7 was sampled for analysis on April 1, 2009. There were no detectable concentrations
of chlorinated compounds registered. Benzene was detected at 1.8 ug/l which exceeded its
respective PAL standard. PAH compounds detected included chrysene at 0.370 ug/l,
benzo(a)pyrene at 0.390 ug/l and benzo(a)fluoranthene at 0.520 ug/l. All three compounds
exceed their respective groundwater ES. All other PAH compounds detected were very low and
did not exceed any applicable standards.

KTW-8 was also located inside the 2007 building expansion area. KTW-8 was placed about 60
feet up-gradient of MW-1 and sampled for analysis on April 2, 2009. PCE was detected at 0.500
“J” ug/l and TCE at 11.4 ug/l. PCE meets its respective PAL standard and TCE exceeds its
applicable groundwater ES. No other VOCs were detected in K TW-8, Several PAH compounds
were J-Flagged and detected below their laboratory level of quantification.

KTW-9 was located inside the older section of the building about 210 feet up-gradient of MW-1
and along the inside west wall. KTW-9 was sampled for analysis on April 2, 2009, PCE was
detected at 0.590 “J” ug/l, slightly above the PAL. No other VOC were detected in KTW-9 and
there were no detectable concentrations of PAH compounds registered.

KTW-10 was located within an older section of the building about 90 feet up-gradient of KTW-8
and 150 feet up-gradient of MW-1. KTW-10 was sampled for analysis on April 2, 2009, PCE
was detected at 1.1 ug/l which is-above its respective PAL standard. No other VOCs were
detected in KTW-10. Only one PAH compound, anthracene, was detected at §.0300 “J” ug/l,
which does not exceed any applicable standard.

Temporary well data was presented in our Site Investigation Report dated May 6, 2010.

Natural Attenuation

Natural attenuation indicator parameters suggest ideal temperature, pH and oxidation reduction
potential during most of the sampling events. Dissolved oxygen appears elevated in all sampling
events. Elevated dissolved oxygen is consistent with soil types observed during the site
investigation, which included silty sand, sandy silt and mottled fill consisting of clay, gravel and
sand. Elevated dissolved oxygen can hinder reductive dechlorination of the more complex
hydrocarbons (PCE, TCE and DCE). However, elevated dissolved oxygen will benefit reductive
dechlorination when the more complex hydrocarbons eventually reduce to vinyl chloride.




Conclusions

VOC Contamination — With the exception of MW-2, all wells were observed to be at values
below laboratory method detection limifs during the final sampling event. With the exception of
MW-2 and MW-4, all wells were observed to be at values below laboratory method detection
limits during the last two sampling events. During the last sampling event, MW-2 exhibited TCE
marginally above NR 140 ES (observed at 6.4 ug/l with an ES of 5 ug/l). Four of the eight
sampling events for MW-2 exhibited TCE below its NR 140 ES. PCE was observed in MW-2 to
exceed the NR 140 ES during the October 2010 sampling event, then was observed below
laboratory method detection limits during the final sampling event. It is KEY’s opinion that the
TCE and PCE in MW-2 is likely originating from the neighboring Portal Industries release which
was documented in our Site Investigation Report. Further, KEY is of the opinion that the
fluctuating levels of TCE and PCE are directly related to the close proximity of MW-2 to a
stormwater spillway which drains the entire Portal Industries lot (estimated at 1.93 acres), and the
western portion of the CPL lot (estimated drainage of 2 acres from the 6.6 acre lot). The influx
and variability of stormwater can flush potential contaminants within the vadose zone, which will
lead to variable levels of dissolved phase contaminants in local groundwater. Statistical analysis
of TCE in MW-2 would suggest that there is no established trend. Natural attenuation data would
suggest that the site conditions for reductive dechlorination of MW-2 are less than ideal.
Reductive dechlorination of MW-2 will also be hindered by the presence of elevated soil
contamination (TCE source) on top of bedrock at the neighboring Portal Industries property
(KTW-4, 512 ug/kg at 17 to 19 feet below grade) which was reported in the site investigation.

PAH Contamination — During the last sampling event, all monitor wells and the piezometer
exhibited PAH at values which were below a laboratory method detection limit, or “J” flagged at
values well below respective NR 140 PALs. 1t is KEY’s opinion that the PAH contamination at
the site is minimal (below NR 140 PAL) and stable.

Description of the cap te be maintained

The cap consists of the existing building and asphalt pavement, located as shown on the attached
Figure2— 1. . A 'Sjﬂ Mg /wc/eg & Sonsll @rea ég}é@’/l':f Ths @/@,{’7‘!?5’@ &
flgure .

Cover Barrier Purpose

The cap over the contaminated groundwater plume and soil serve as a barrier to prevent direct
human contact with residual soil contamination that might otherwise pose as a threat to human
health. These also act as a barrier to minimize future soil-fo-groundwater contamination
migration that would violate the groundwater standards in c¢h. NR 140, Wisconsin Administrative

Code. Based on the current and future use of the property, the barrier should function as intended
unless disturbed.

Annual Inspection

The cap overlying the contaminated groundwater phune and soil, and as depicted in Figure 2 will
be inspected once a year, normally in the spring after all snow and ice is gone, for deterioration,
cracks and other potential problems that can cause additional infiltration into or exposure to
underlying soils. The inspections will be performed by the property owner or their designated
_ representative. The inspections will be performed to evaluate damage due to settling, exposure to
the weather, wear from traffic, increasing age and other factors. Any area where soils have
become or are likely to become exposed and where infiltration from the surface will not be




effectively minimized will be documented. Attachment 1 is the cap inspection form. A log of the
inspections and any repairs will be maintained by the property owner and is included in
attachment 2. The log will include recommendations for necessary repair of any areas where
underlying soils are exposed and where infiltration from the surface will not be effectively
minimized. Once repairs are completed, they will be documented in the inspection log. A copy
of the inspection log will be kept at the address of the property owner and available for submittal
or inspection by WDNR representatives upon their request.

Note: The WDNR may, in some instances, require in the case closure letter that the inspection
log be sabmitted at least annually after every inspection. If the case closure letter requires that,
then add the following sentence to the paragraph above: A copy of the inspection log must be
submitted to the WDNR at least annually after every inspection.

Maintenance Activities

If problems are noted during the annual inspections or at any other time during the year, repairs
will be scheduled as scon as practical. Repairs can include patching and filling or larger
resurfacing or construction operations. In the event that necessary maintenance activities expose
the underlying soil, the owner must inform maintenance workers of the direct contact exposure
hazard and provide them with appropriate personal protection equipment (“PPE™). The owner
must also sample any soil that is excavated from the site prior to disposal to ascertain if
contamination remains. The soil must be treated, stored and disposed of by the owner in
accordance with applicable local, state and federal law.

In the event the cap overlying the contaminated groundwater plume and soil are removed or
replaced, the replacement barrier must be equally impervious. Any replacement barrier must be
equally impervious. Any replacement barrier will be subject to the same maintenance and

inspection guidelines as outlined in this Maintenance Plan unless indicated otherwise by the
WDNR or iis successor,

The property owner, in order to maintain the integrity of the cap, will maintain a copy of this
Maintenance Plan on-site and make it available to all interested parties (i.e. on-site employees,
contractors, future property owners, etc.) for viewing,

Prohibition of Activities and Notification of DNR Prior to Actions Affecting a Cover or Cap

The following activities are prohibited on any portion of the property where pavement or a
building foundation is required as shown on the attached map, unless prior written approval has
been obtained from the WDNR: 1) removal of the existing barrier; 2) replacement with another
barrier; 3) excavating or grading of the land surface; 4) filling on capped or paved areas; 5)

plowing for agricultural cultivation; or 6) construction or placement of a building or other
structure.




Amendment or Withdrawal of Maintenance Plan

This Maintenance Plan can be amended or withdrawn by the property owner and its successors
with the written approval of WDNR.

Contact Information
May 24, 2011
Site Operator: Mz, Scott Payne
Director of Operations
John Crane Orion
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin 53024
(262) 204-3224
Signature:
Property Owner: Mr. Ridge Braunschweig
CPL Industries
11501 North Port Washington Road, Suite 201
Mequon, Wisconsin 53092
(262) 478-0775
Signature:
Consultant: Key Enginecring Group, Ltd.
735 North Water Street, Suite 510
Milwaukee, WI 53202
(414) 224-8300
WDNR: Victoria Stovall

Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources
2300 North Dr. Martin Luther King Jr. Drive
Milwaukee, Wisconsin 53212-3128

(414) 263-8500 "
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ATTACHMENT 1
CAP MAINTENANCE INSPECTION FORM

Orion Corp
1111 Cedar Creck Road
Grafton, Wisconsin
BRRTS #: 02-46-553639
FID #: 246083420

PAVEMENT AND BUILDING AREA COVER:

. MAINTENANCE ACTION
INSPECTION CRITERIA COMMINTS REQUIRED

Evidence of Cracking

Evidence of Potholes

Limitations to
Observation;

Completed by:

Date:




- ATTACHMENT 2
CaP MAINTENANCE LoG

Orion Corp .
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin
BRRTS #: (02-46-553689 and FID #: 246083420

Repair / Maintenance Description: Date of Discovery:
Contractor / Individual Performing Repairs: Date of Repair;
Inspector Name (Print) Inspector Signatmre Date of Inspection:
Repair / Maintenance Description: Date of Discovery;
Contractor / Individual Performing Repairs: Date of Repair:
Inspector Name (Print) Inspector Signature Date of Inspection:
Repair / Maintenance Description: Date of Discovery:
Contractor / Individual Performing Repairs: Date of Repair;
Inspector Name (Print) Inspector Sienature Date of Inspection:

HAPROJECIS\2008\EM 180901 \BG 6.0 - site investigation\WFA reporfiCap Maintenance Plan! 180901 ] cap maintenance plan
2011.doc
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..................... = L
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and..ORTON _CORPORATION, .a.Dalaware. Corporation...... i REGISTER OF DEFDS

f UZAUKEE COUNTY.WI

R R L e T LT TR T PR PO PRSP PPPERRPROR /( ?ﬁh :
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Witnesseth, That the said Grantor, for a valuable consideration.... . [_.Cj"“mi;_.

......................................... S j RETURN TO

conveys to Grantee the following described real estate in .. QZaukee......... || Bater J. Lettenberger

County, State of Wisconsin: | Quarles & Brady

Milwaukee, WI 53202

Tax Parcel No: _‘-EZ(L;-.
That part of the Northwest One-quarter (1/4) of the Northeast Practional

One-quarter (1/4} of Section Thirteen (13) Township Ten (10) North,
Range Twenty-~one (21} East, in the Village of Grafton, Ozaukee County,
State of Wisconsin bounded and described as follows:

Commencing at the N.W. corner of the N,E, Frac. 1/4 of said Section i3,
thence due East 644.00 feet along the North line of said 1/4 Section to
the point of beginning of the parcel of land to be described; thence S.
1°46730" W. 904.00 feet on a line parallel to the West line of said 1/4
Section, thence 5. B8°11' E. 245.84 feet to a point in the Westerly bound-
ary line of the Chicago, Milwaukee, St. Paul & Pacific R.R. right~of-way,
said poinit being W. 88°1l1' W. 49.95 feet from the center line of s=aid
right~of-way, thence N. 9°33'30" E. 480.00 feet along the Westerly line of
said right~of-way, thence due East 16.73 feet, thence N. 9933'30" E.
444.15 feet along the Westerly line of said right-of-way to a peint in the
Worth line of said 1/4 Section, said peoint being due West 33.46 feet from

the center line of sald right-of-~way, thence due West 387,91 feest along thé

North line of said 1/4 Section, said line being the center line of Cedar
Creek Road to the point of beginning, containing 6.60 acres of land, more

............................ homestead property,
=X (is not)

Together with all and singular the hereditaments and appurtenances thereunto belonging;

municipal and zoning ordinances, recorded easements for public utilities,

recorded building and use restrictions and covenants and general taxes

lavied in the year 1986
and will warrant and déiend the same,
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L Brndduasiricoes, I,

Ridge A. Braunschweiyg
Executive Vice President
Chief Financial Officer

Reference:  Geographic Information System Registry
CPL Industries, Inc.
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

To Whom it May Concern:

I, Ridge Braunschweig of CPL Industries, Inc., representative of the responsible party do
hereby declare to the best of my knowledge that the attached legal property description
represents completely and accurately the above reference property for which I am
requesting listing on the Wisconsin Department of Natural Resources Geographic
Information System Registry of Closed Remediation Sites.

Please find a copy of the legal description as stated in the property deed for the above
reference property.

Signed; - LA e w2 Zite s
7 . |
Mr. Kidge Braunschweig

Executive Vice President & CFO

CPL Industries, Inc.

11501 N. Port Washington Road, Suite 201
Mequon, Wisconsin 53092

Date: S 2 C/“Z&'/ /

11501 North Port Washington Road » Suite 201 » Mequon, Wi 53092

© 262-478-0805 « 262-478-0808 Fax s email rbréunschweig@cp!ii.com



e

|

|

‘ SOURCE:
USGS

7
[
e
LS
.
-, -
b >
o # v CravniFts:
' M S5 i
: % L
2 - i S ".

e F Grq;'-ri 2ts 2

= s i

SUBIECT
SITE

el

“ --n.‘OEL’-.-
AVE

Cedarburg, Wisconsin 7.5 Minute Series
! Ouadrangle Map 1939, Photorzvised 1971 and 1976, Minor Revision 1994

.

SCALE IN FEET

0] 2000°
2002 Key Enginsering Group Ltd.

DESIGNED 37 DATE FIGURE I

| TR B SITE LOCATION MAP NP A ]
_ . ORION - GRAFTON AN l
e ey L1l CEDAR CREEK ROAD ENGINEERING
| sia . GRAFTON, WISCONSIN GROUP . ™ ’
i‘ g;\fﬁf{s&wslsh\lsuyull\l!b“}«iilﬁgun:l —— o




GOLF COURSE
CLUBHOUSE
1762 CEDAR

CREAK RD

|
!

T ot e ot

PSRRI

ISty

GOLF COURSE

— GOLF COL

LANGSCARED

—\\

—F‘F;(.)PERTY BOUNDRY
[ A b

BPARIING (ASF Al T

e Sei— W -
“n—

=

Py

i
B
=
\
! —
P
e -

—
w———

VILLAGE OF GRAFTON;
999 MOLE DR

P-C-M PLAST!CS

T sy

OUNDRY
ROPERTY B

PROPERTY BOUNDRIES

1)
- 5“]% ORION
E BUILDING
% 1111 CEDAR
I3 CREEK ROAD BH~
by
|
A E
T
) Lty
PORTAL INDUSTRIES INC -'J;, %
BUILDING g:-
1015 CEDAR CREEK RD rm
e e {ABANDONED)
PLASTICS, REXM [
(FORMERLY MSD. A ChAIN S “ -

GKTW-8 (ABANDONED)

@
KTW—10 (ABANDONED)

ammad .—-—-—‘___...-._...._...-_
-

Sol B
KTW—S (ABANDONED) * FA’I-'AN‘; IG5

-
KTW-&
(ABANDON

KTW—5 (ABANDONED)
Py

SURFACE
DRAINAGE DITCH

—_—

¥ BOUNDRY™

-—

IS I -
D

1 (ABANDCONED)

MW-6

TW-3
ABANDONED

ED)

KWl (ABANDONED)

aSsthlL

: EIJEL‘J
B ez s

1

s (ABANDONED)

OKTW-3 (ABANDONED)

B s ez

i g

..,

MW-8

KTW-7 (ABANDONED);‘

s TREE LINE
- SURFACE DRAINAGE FLOW DIRECTION SCALE [N FEET
4 MONITORING WELL BO' (IJ 810'
-] TEMP WELL
o BORE HOLE
© 2005 Key Engineering Group Ltd.
DESIGNE):\IAB o 2/5/10 FiGU RE 2 Y
:““‘ o B P 0001y SITE LAYOUT GEIN(GINEI EERmG
PROVED BY SHEET ND.
%m‘im\,m,mz s 1111 CEDAR CREEK ROAD e W L L
v GRAFTON, WI 53024 008 1T )

Apr 19, 2071 —"7:38am  G: \ACAD\I1B09

OTT\FIGURE Z.dwg



—_——————

e T T L —

—

\ GOLF COURSE
—

GURTF FouE
(AT

w4

L e — — e = o meree

L B T)

—0

- 80ircg

— = e Teh | 15 ] b3
G el hys) Fr] = T Nﬂ:—i
il Sfternetia] A0 | B8 i !
I - [Tt <250 | _<zmn 4 1 l.
o
i2 S
2
i
£ |
& _ [,
!% BAEL e R LT il
!E
. T
j
| i
I IR i
1 { 1 2
1) . 4t ORICH
- ke BURDG
iz 1111 CEDAR
e a CREEXROAD
% 2 ’%
]
1 PORTAL RDUSTRES NG § ¥
BURLONG -
1015 CEDAR GREEK RO ’{-j
5. HEXHORD, (LSS ST
. W45 D, BLASTICS, REXH! e
1 O s, REXCHAN BELT) It
P |
1 a '
jite Colloricd ATE ] H i
o et bt 35 =]
ceeDdlrietea ] <t | <etn | 1l
N ) [I m
) : ) L
! : Iy / T
D=s Caiaced ; L e y 1.
R I g |
- Epia - N
R l
= | s et
a Sz fedt Fas)
£ix-1,2 Dictloroe hens
Teehbroeches

ey
S X

SR

-
e -
A

Pventea

;

“Paburiy

l

eI

Peci (Bet by

o § Al retery

Tohiorehans

QKTH-3

4 121L
=56 1 it
P TN P

S

|

LECEND
PROPERTY HBOUNDRES
TREE L€

TREES

§  VILLAGE OF GRAFTON
£ 999 HOLE DR

e

e T T e e e e

T
S

S g

Al e

e

B

B e

R
Sy

.
el I,

—ll

PROPERTY BOLMDRY,
= Lt

l

e

-

S|
A Cotemied L ]
2 el B (2 FENES
Ci1 SN Eere | <280 | ebh
Trhrtem BTN )
PEL_
2z Grtasted 2114 |
[P () bt ] X3
TS 2 Dt hara | o38
Tihlazethens 35

{;— \!O&”ITDR:-NG WELL
e TEWP WL S07L_ISOCONCERTRATIONS,
o) EOAT HOLE + ALl DETECTIONS ARE IN ug/kg
: RC CENERIC RCLs CURRENTLY EXIST UNDER VOMNR GUIDLINES FOR TCE AND CIS 1,2 DCE
[ —_— SURFACE DRAINAGE FLOW * |SOCONTOUR LNES WERE CALCULATED FROM MOST RECENT DATA 2085 Key Enginzering G ™
Fnzerin raup .
e e " s FIGURE 5
o - SOIL ISOCONCENTRATIONS ABOVE FRACTUREDR BEDROCK —
BTN ek DETECTED CHLORINATED VOCs: { ENGINEERING
R ;' S — 1137 _CEDAR CREEK ROAD % N GROUP
= GRAFTON, W 53024 e

| baas
Aug 23,201 = ZT2pm  GNACADNFEOEOTI\FIGIRE 5.9%9




[T TR

IS o

IREES

VILLAGE OF GRAFTON
S99 MOLEDR

PORTAL RDUSTRES [
BULDNG
1015 CEDAR CREEXRD

108D,
5.0, PLASTICS, REXHORD,
lm;‘f,ﬁ{rsﬂcs- HENCHAH EELT)

GOLE COURSE
CLUSHOUSE
1762 CEDZR
CREAKRD

PaRinG Mt FAAT

A

s & E ’ KT§3
l !
!
i.
]
; [
‘ (# EL i )]
. : KT .

S FPROPERIYROUERY . —
PReF

i CRION
; BURDING
2 1311 CEDAR ,
B CREEK ROAD B
Z!‘s_:
13
I
i o8
NE =)
t. —
ir =
W
|
!‘1 i
l: tg ]
P 5
g KYH-13

i7" X EY EACAVATION wiIH
SWT-ETZ UNER

FROPERTY BOUIRY

LEGEND

EXCAVATION WITH SYNIHERC LINER

PROFERTY BOUNDRES

CRL

[Aras]
DATE 44753 T3/
e [} 2-3
CETECTED Vot
S5~ 12 DR GROETERGE 1 50
TRCHLOROETHERE FET)
TESECTED PAsy
ATDIAFHTILAE i3Y) 727

LN a IR T RALET ] EENL
RUCRENTHREYE, 3283 11,700
TLLCREE, 180y 524)
{125 e 277 2070
i~ LT NAFHTHALTE iz -
2-UE A NAPHTHALERE. <414 -
NPT ENE L1k Y <157
FOIRANTIRENE. 200 7.203
FIRERE 1233 9,607

| .. TeEriorormne -
EETECTED PAHs
ACDAPHTENE a7
ATE AP TA A FNE 323
FRTAAALENE 318,
oA 332 ]
15 51t
h}E Ei
EfohiP 4%
ayF T
CHAYEONE, Ess
SENE{ e FUNTHIACTIF. 1A,
PORANTRENE 1)
FICRERE € E
13-cs BT
A LT T T e
2= VETHANAFHELAL LS =
i HAPTRALB 437
FHLHANTHAENE 204
I FVmenE X}
I
f:
i
I

e TREE UNE
% MOHITORING WeLL
® TEMP WELL
] BOAE HOLE 80
—P~  SURFACE DRAWAGE FLOW © 9005 Key Engincering Grovp Lid,
LESTED BT 33
ke 7423 /2011 FIGURE 13
LI A PAH SOl ANALYSIS
AFPEIS BY

i
CAINLE G ARCATNISSS INALRE W 35 02 10 184y
XAF

LAl
Zug 23, 20W — 2:350m  GiVAG,

==y

18020%]

SURE 01112 13 14.0ag

CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 CEDAR CREEK ROAD
GRAFICN, Wl 53024

EN((:}INEER]]\'G

OUP o,
I




DEPTH BELOW
GRADE

0

A Mw-7

PZ-1

EILI
S oo S— 7
- _(\[_____.B\ -

10 ettt P e e S
e e e VAV A A A A i wr s
ot e e e o T N L Ay

— NV AVAY AV
WWWW yayd
____________________ Sl SN S
T e 77
______________ P ———— A A 4

T

SK

AP
LA {/ o
o

P

r
A
2

A
4%

LN DO ST AT
RN NN = 7

e

N

A

50

0 80
SCALE N FEET

LEGEND

ORGANIC SILTS

LOW PLACTICITY CLAY
POCRLY GRADED SAND

SILTY SANDS

SHALLOW HYDROSTATIC HEAD
DEEPER HYDROSTATIC HEAD

aal L

SURFACE

B i o i

CRAINAGE DITCH

®
KhW—10 (ABANDONED)

KTW-8 {ABANDONED) ®
L

TiToh ALLARE METCR
KI=5 (ABANDCNED)\ yeammicits 2007)

i 1y Sy

! S e _
R FROSOARLD Vi
farg \\ / r /
A / TW-1 (ABANDONED)
5, s LY
s, p e
‘é\\ s /j i
f;:”;f“ /'/-'- // . ,/
T ey - L . ;
P — P
T el _; S —— ,}»!‘ J '
£ i
IO
i FI -
i f
1 % i M
ORION B3
“TW—2 (ABANDONED
BUILDING Y ( = 3%
1111 CEDAR %‘ |
CREEK ROAD BH~1 (ABANDONED) o
BH—2 (ABANDONED) J
"]
|i¢_MW—5
KTW-2 (ABANDONED)

TW-3)
ABANDONED,

g
Frres ¥

KTW~5
(ABANDONED}

*1?‘ MW-2 (KeP-2)
L @
"

|

|
@ KTW-3 (ABANDCNED}

80’

o

L.
TWg! (ABANDONED) =&~

w-8

ora gl
1 IR o
— e / |
KTW«7 [ABANDONED} H , L1

M4 l
i
i it
|

80’
© 2005 Key Engineering Group Ltd.

DL Py PV ACARNIRNGATIN FICTIRE R 0301 Awrn

DESIGNED BY DATE

DJG 5/24 /2011
DRAWN BY PROECT

SAO 1809011
APPRGVED 8Y SHEET KO.

0JG

CADFILE C: \ACAD\1BOICI 1\FIGURE B 2011.dwg

XREF  F:\DMO\Projecta\1705018.1 New Imaga Cor Wosh\Ndwimogadwg
LUAN

FIGURE 7

GEOLOGIC CROSS—SECTION MAP A—A’

1111 CEDAR CREEK ROAD
GRAFTON, WISCONSIN

! a ENGINEERING

GROU?P vt

73 NORTH WATIR STRETT, SCTTE 10
HILWAUKEL, WT DM
A1£142300 (1) - 4L THLINRS (1)

A A 0T O




TW—1 (ABANDONED) |
@

\\\‘ /’/ AL ;
b, 4 Bt H
— .
P -
|
DEPTH BELCW oo
GRADE L
. B MW—2 MW—1 MW—4 B
. — \ ORION
. EILL EL ¥ BUILDING
\Q% 1111 CEDAR
A CREEK ROAD BH~1 (ABANDONED)
: ok
10 48
|
....... . IRD, “i 1 BH-2 (ABANDONED)
L . ]
.
5}’ MW-§
s
20 - - S \ Z » 1 oxTW-9 (AaanooNER)
g
N o . 1[3 E; KTWo10 (ABANDCNED)
\ % ) -3
e 7 : ABANDONED :
30 ¢ {(ABANDONED) ¥ :
- . T f
$ KTW-B (ABANDONED) °
R ) @ KTW-5
- e SURFACE {ABANDCNED)
- e B ORAINAGE DITCH™ " | - i
I B ik i (:WDDN " e
50
|
) i
10 LEGEND o
OL  ORGANIC SILTS g
CL LOW PLACTICITY CLAY E
_ SP POORLY GRADED SAND E
0 SM  SILTY SANDS 2
0 40’ Vv  DEEPER HYDROSTATIC HEAD SCALE IN FEET <
£
SCALE IN FEET 8y’ o B(IJ' © 2005 Key Engineering Group Ltd. 5
O o 5/24/2011 FIGURE 8 , !
T T sa0 P Bogon! GEOLOGIC CROSS—SECTION MAP B-B l( I (: i 3
APPROYED BY SHEET NG, ENGG&%J%REN G ;
S T 1111 CEDAR CREEK ROAD e N -GROUPim.
SAFN Fi\DWC\Projecta\1705018.1 New Imegs Cor Wash\Nawimage dug GRAFTON, WI SCON SI N “m‘lﬁ%‘-ﬂﬂmﬂ M




GOLF COURSE | .
CLUBHOUSE & .~
4762 CEDAR T .
CREAK RD - ; R

GOLE COURSE __ o — e

JCTRIN

,»/"
|
‘-‘ — v ——— - - w4 e 1
GOLF GOURSE ps———t R e _
| o —- - — - T T e ;
e o T T e - — i ’ :
— % — o et SPERTY BOUNDR . ] " !
™ o ;
,, — [ y
. . . .'; i - ! e e “
i ; ! Jp—— o ™ AN AL _ )
b L W, . ;
/ o o ' ™
s o i ®
— S i i i hY it
i fobm———— i H \ H
: ; .
; 1 L MWeT y |
{ A ! i ¢ . |
e | i i ~ f
bk : | — . !
15 ;. . | £
g \\\‘ ﬂ ] . .:
&l 1 | :
il ) o ¥ j
% ! S A EET L \i :
| g j
i i
b -k
i : I
' ; i I
o i By =]
& | - ‘ i
: i for
: | i
1 ORICN ez |
g | BUILDING e
1111 CEDAR J
N CREEK ROAD Br-1 ‘
. | il
! - P

PORTAL INDUSTRIES NG
BUILDING
1015 CEDAR CREEX RD

EXNCRO,
M.5.D. PLASTICS, R
* L NGTICS, REXCHAIN BELT)

»
#

" “EROVERTY BOUNDRY

(FORM
p-C-

VILLAGE CF GRAFTON

S99 MOLE DR
N
e ]
GROUND WATER ISOCONCENTRATIONS
——==—  PROPERTY BOUNDRIES ALl DETECTIONS ARE IN ug/!
e, TREE LINE «  NR140 PREVENTATIVE ACTION LMIT (PAL) = 0.5 ug/L
« NR140 ENFORCEMENT STANDARD (ES) = 5.0 ug/L SCALE IN FEET
- MONITORING WELL « (ND) INDICATES NO DETECT
- « {(J) INDICATES LABORATORY RESULTS BETWEEN DETECTION AND QUANTIFICATION LIMITS &g o 80"
@ TEMP WELL
o (=) INDICATES THAT MONITORING WELL WAS NOT SAMPLED IN THAT ROUND
& BORE HOLE « ISOCONTOUR LINES WERE CALCULATED FROM MONITORING WELL DATA AS WELL AS TEMP
— SURFACE DRAINAGE FLOW WELL DATA
© 2005 Key Engineering Group Ltd.
DES‘GNEDI?SG o 4/19/20M FlGURE 4“A
o A0 PR 809011 GROUNDWATER ISOCONCENTRATION
v TETRACHLOROETHENE (PCE): OCTOBER, 2010 ENGINEER]NG
CROFILE & \ACADNIBOOO1INFIGURE 4A—2011.dwg 1 ‘I 1 1 CEDAR CREEK ROAD T'HN(JII':’H WATERSTREET, \llﬂﬁ uu HD
GRAFTON, Wl 53024 TS0 e 4230

LBAN
Aug 23, 2011 = 1:56pm  G: \ACADNI8090TI\FIGURE 4A~ZD11,dwg




QOLF LR
Pt

"
L _
'E_- ” LA SEarsy ".-’
;
P

SUEOQUESE . o o am—— 1

e

PEPHE

i1

- e T T T I i
" R Y |
e Y . j
g ] s
12 - '
2 | |
F ] jﬂ !
g r
> PaRHTER pEVIHLD) N Y ]
I% PER ! Il
' B
= i '
: | i §E
& i } i 5.
N Yis CFRICN i
i ; H BUILDING ez a!g
—— ) 1911 CEDAR i
1 g CRERK ROD 'l
[ |
‘ 7 & i
1 PQF\TALBE‘;?\JSTFGES WS 3 “ﬁ !:
‘ 40$5 GEDAR CREEKFD 11: J;
! (MR !
(ERLY 150, PLASI'ICS1‘RE"-"°RD' ldi]  eae :
! wﬁ%&i‘?uemaaexcuan BELT) iii \J - |
1 | % 'h
E : M5 h
‘ [
il ' ‘1l [,.,E PEa o] ¢‘ J
4 . |
! !El KTW-12 _ ~/T'
5T [ '
; ___________ “'"/\I 5 T T
] E;:‘: 7 (W_ a |
Ao . KT
;;1. ! LARIEE (REFRATY
} N
I R
)/
’5'7__/ - \"‘"wv—f e _P:Etg_

TREES

Y VILLAGE OF GRAFTON
593 MOLEDR

J) INDICATES LARDRATORY RESULTS BETWEEN DETECTION AND QUANTIFICATION LIMITS
{=) INDICATES THAT MONITORING ¥FLL WAS NOT SAMPLED [N THAT RCUND
ISCCONTOUR LINES WERE CALCULATED FROM MONITORNG WELL DATA AS WILL AS TEMP

I
T e L S e
I e

e,

ey

FIGURE 4B

CROUNDWATER ISCCONCENTRATION
TRICHLOROETHENE (TCE): JANUARY, 2011

1111 _CEDAR CREEK RDAD
GRAFTON, Wl 53024

EGEND:
X GROUND WATER 1S M
——~~-—— PROPERTY BOUNDRES s ALL DETECTIONS ARE IN ug/l .
rtmrant TREE LINE +  NR140 PREVENTATIVE ACTION LT (PAL) = 0.5 ug/L
+  NR§4D ENFORCEMENT STANDARD (£S) = 5.0 ug/L
-¢- MOMTORING WELL + %ND) INBICATES N BETECT
o TEMP WELL M
) BORE HOLE .
~—-  SURFACE DRANAGE FLOW VELL DATA
PS8 B ¥
Kive B/23/3011
o DR FY
540 $BGI0F1
TaRFRZED BT SEET R
Wi 1
| TEATIR B AN AE 482t g
XAEF

2 M WATEA TR AT, RS

AL ATt 5 G

LATALE - FAER g

ENGINEERING
GRO

ITD.

e
g 23, 201 ~ E05pm  G:\ECAD\IB00TI\FIEURE 4B=7071 9eg




1
1
|
i
H
-
S

GO COURSE o o e e = =

e

\\ LI :
Te-t

1z l?
2 l
2
S E
[
lﬁ T,
g Fr Xl 1, il
t: pamaii REETFLT )
IE ;
o i !
] |
3 l
]
B 1 fcs
N ) HAR{ oreon
| BULDNG
I 1111 CEDAR
i3 CREEK ROAD

il

I

RO

AP

i e
ORTAL POUSTRES
F Rt DNG

1045 CEDAR CREEXRD

pLASTICS, REXHOAD, 10T -
oY SR PLASTOR EEE T ! :

PO FLASTICS,

L
—T

~ -z

s vy

e,
\:1—...

e
e e G
_.I_&ﬂ_m

im
et

KTi—4 %

103, Al

Y
|
1
|
—
i
Z
5
3
g\

EETE T I )
e ]
BouitForadea £ oor
O5zers i1

FFALE
DAARASE DITCH |

S —
i

/ Sl
# e T R ORERTY GO, .
- ‘l_ —— e —— p— ‘ -

EATEE

V' VRLAGE OF GRAFTON
4 $59 MOLE Dit

R e Rty ot

SIS e

o \_,_H, A _
| ‘ R i =
S __,_.,-—4" 'r :
o o)
- I
i Cas Eefemes.

it

oty

| =P S

e

:
i
H
[F
it
. f
3)
—————— - - "
i : -l
LEGERTD
e eer  PROPERTY BOUNDRES ~ GROUND WATER ISOCONCENRATIONS
+  Ali, DETECTIONS ARE M ugA
s TREE UNE + NRi40. PREVENTATIVE ACTION LIMIT (PAL) = 0.02 ug/L SCALE N FEET
& MONITORING WELL + NRi40 ENFORCEMENT STANDARD (ES) = 0.2 ug/l :
- + (ND) IDICATES NO BETECT -
s TOMP WELL + (J) IDICATES LABORATORY RESULTS BETWEEM DETECTION AND QUANTIFICATION LmqTs 60 0 &’
0 EORE HOLE + |SOCONTOUR LIMES WERE CALCULATED FROM LIOST RECENT MONITORING WELL DATA AS
WELL AS AVAILABLE TEMP WELL DATA
g~ SURTACE DRANAGE FLOW
@ 2005 Key Engineering Group iid,
S T FIGURE 4D
e o P, a0t GROUNDWATER ISOCONCENTRATION
i P L PAHs: APRIL 2009 ENGINEERING
L S _ 1111 CEDAR CREEK ROAD o GROUP
= GRAFTON, Wi 53024 ST e g

13513
Fig T, ZON TE ORI G NACADTEDR 0N VHGURE 5.3



SR

\ \,_/:t::fi,./

k- GOLF COURSE K/
! T

1762 CEDAR

CLUBHOUSE |
CREAK RD

GOLF COURSE PARKING

ST (ASPHALT)
- ———y o o o [ —— s T T g - -
- c— e -
e TEBONORT
L—7 . QAL i - 4= - PROPERT g . 1 l
CEDAR CREER ROAL y : iy " i,
CED/ - [SEU—Y
N N ) i
1 o ! “\:“ A, LANDSCAPED yd i ;l
~ ' / I
7 TW-1 [ABANGONED) | )
y / 'l 4
- !I \ /! ASPHALT .',‘.f
AT l /"_;\g /’ IF' |-
i g b L / TR
' ] ] (J ‘ // ~ i _'l il_'
1o S N / i
‘ I:_é R > ’// ' ]" ;
AN ol
8 . o ,. o
F sy i3
Eﬁ 704 J' i‘ i.
5 PARKING (ASPHALT) ; / i
] g i 'p /) i
‘ | S
i ko i 1!
> ‘ < ] rre
Z % RS ] . P I
z | — £ S (A
2 ) ; O E
i - )
0 ) \ o S ORION 2 FTMDUNED';%“"” j /I
o PU—— . . 783 ; | 5
Mg - '1 “ - BUILBING 3 L2 b
- 1111 CEDAR g !
. CREEK ROAD : r il
! PORTAL INDUSTRIES INC b i I}
BUILDING “* ,' !
4015 CEDAR CREEX RD f i
S, REXNORD. BH-2 (ABANDONED) ,” 1
£RLY M.S.D. PLASTICS, .
[ O PLASTICS, REXCHAIN BELT) 72 1 .f.,,_‘
Ade
(ror.on) f' I
g 1 L
4 : j {
b i
761 "
I
ru... -8 / |-
750 ]
e if
! wt ARE METER 'F ‘
Z', 18| M NIXES /
T '
E "-[
] ' ) o !E’
l KTw-8 ;| /
. 6! (ABANDONED) ‘& (700.38) ’\.;i_Lﬂ j' !
ey g | ;‘
ASPHALT | I
My !
o g ]y f
703 ) ] ] !
o -4 i1
;
.!f.
|

VILLAGE OF GRAFTON
999 MOLE DR

PROPERTY BOUNDRIES

e TREE LINE
MONITORING WELL
SCALE IN FEET
W
0 8¢’

.q;.
[ TEMP WELL
n BORE HOLE 80’
80— CONTOUR LINE
~————>%  GROUND WATER FLOW DIRECTION
*ALl. ELEVATIONS ARE NOTED AS ABOVE SEA LEVEL © 2005 Key Engineering Group Lid.
PR A0 o 41811 FIGURE 3J Y
kY T Boson GROUND WATER ELEVATIONS (01 /07/11)
mmKav:w mn;n ENGINEERING
ST ves TR 1111 CEDAR CREEK ROAD Tiom et e OF U7
o GRAFTON, Wl 53024 T AN
pr 20, — o G URE™3J.dwg .




SUMMARY OF SOIL SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

TABLE 1

CPL Industries - GRAFTON
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION GENERIC RCLs
PROTECTION OF DIRECT CONTACT
PARAMETERS Pz KGP-1/MW-1 KGP-2IMW-2 KGP-3/IMW-3 KGP-4IMW-4 MW.5 MW-6 MW-7 GROUNDWATER (INDUSTRIAL}
EDaEe Collected 4/1/09 3/6/08 3/6/09 3/6/C9 3/6/09 3/6/09 3/6/09 4/1/09 4/1/09 4/1/09 | 4/1/09 — e
{Depth (feet bgs) 19-21 2-4 6-8 24 4-6 255 2-4 5-7 57 6-8 16.5-18 — e
Detected VOCs {Lig/kg)
cis-1,2-Dichicroethene <25.0 <250 <25.0 <250 <250 <25.0 <25.0 <250 <25.0 <250 P <250
Trichlorcethene <250 <25.0 <25.0 <250 <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <250 | <250
Detected PAHs (1g/kg)
Acenaphthene e — — — — — — <1,1 <1.0 — - 38.000 (2) 60,000,000 (2)
Acenaphthylene — — — — — — — <21 <19 — e 700 (2) 360,000 (2
Anthracene — o — — - — e <5.6 <5.0 — — 3,000,000 (2) 300,000,000 (2)
Benzo(a)anthracene — o — — - — — <10.1 <9.2 — — 17,000 (2) 3.900(2)
Benzo(a)pyrene — — — — - o e <4.4 <4.0} — — 48,000 (2) 390 {2)
Benzo(b)flucranthene — — e — — — — <6.9 <6.2 — — 360,000 (2) 3,900 {2)
Benzo(g,h.i}perviene — — = — — o — <5.1 <4.8 — - 6.800,000 (2) 39,000 {2)
Benzo(ifuoranthene — — — — o e — <75 <6.8 — w— 870,000 {2) 39,000 (2)
Chrysene — — — — — e e <42 <3.8 — — 37,600 (2) 390,000 (2)
Dibenz{a,hlanthracene — ~— — — — e e <57 <5.1 — —. 38,000 {2) 390 (2
Fluoranthene — o — — o — - 54J 2.6J — —_ 500,000 (2) 40,000,000 (2}
Fluorene — — — — — —- e <1.1 <1.0 — e 100,000 (2) 40,000,000 (2}
Indeno(t,2,3-cd)pyrene - — — — e - -ow <9,1 <4.6 — s 680,000 (2) 3,900 (2)
1 - Methytnapthalene — — - o — o — 28 <20 23,000 (2) 70,000,000 (2)
2-Methylnaphthalene — — o e — s — 4.2) <20 — o 20,000 (2) 40,000,000 (2}
Naphthalene — — o — — — —— 244 <t.4 -~ e 400 (2) 110,000 (2)
Phenanthrene — — — — — — — 51J 26J — — 1,800 (2) 390,000 (2)
Pyrene — — e — — — — 48J 204 — — 8,700,000 (2) 36,000,000 (2)
Notas:

Bold concentrations exceed protection of groundwater
Boxed concentrations exceed General RCLs direct contact (industrial}
-~ not analyzed or no standard established

bgs - befow ground surface

mg/kg - milligrams per kilogram

mgfi - milligrams per liter

NI - not detected

PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

RCL - residual contaminant levet

ng/kg - micrograms per kilogram

VOCs - volatile organic compounds
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TABLE 1 (CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF SOIL SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Craek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION GENERIC RCLs
PROTECTION OF | DIRECT CONTAGCT
l}grg‘netor KGP-5 KGP-6 KTW-3 KTW-4 * KTW-5 KTw-6 | KTw-7 KTW-8 KTW.9 KTW-10 GROUNDWATER {INDUSTRIAL)

Date Collectad 3/6/09 A6/09 41109 4109 | 4/3/09 1 473/06) 4/2/09 | 45209 || 4/208 41709 1| 4/2/08 | 4/2/08 ] 4/2/09 A/2/09 | 4/2/00 | 47209

Depth (feet bgs) 4-6 4-8 24 12-14 6-8 16-18 5.7 15-17 5-7 6-8 57 13-18 35 011 35 11-12

{Detected VOCs {gikg)

Il ¢is-1,2-Dichloroethens <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 124 <250 | <250 <250 <25.0 <25.0 <250 <250 | <250 <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <250 — —

} Trichloroathens <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <250 <25.0 512 <250 257 <25.0 <250 <250 | <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 <25.0 — o

tected PAHs (pg/kq)

Acenaphthene — — — — — — — —~— 2.90J 121J <120 | <1.00 || <1.10 <1.00 <1.10 ¢ <1.10 38,000 (2) 60,000,000 (2)
Acenaphthylene - — e — — — — — <1.80 <38.0 [ <210 <1.90§ <2.00 <1.90 <200 ; <1.90 700 (2) 360,000 (2)
Anthracene — e — — — — — — 7.80J 361 <570 | <510 <5.30 <5.20 <540 | <5.20 3,000,000 (2) 300,000,000 (2)
Benzo(alanthracena - - w— e — — — — 13.7J 1,050 <i0.5] <0301 <9.70 <9.50 <9.60 <0.50 17.000 (2) 3,900 ()
Berzo(alpyrena — — e — — s — — 13.34 1,210 <4 60§ <4.00 |} <4.20 <4.10 <4.30 <410 48.000 (2) 380 (2)
Berzo(bilucranthane — — e — — v — — 13.04 1,150 [l <710 <B6.30 [ <6.60 <6.40 <6.70 | <6.50 360,000 (2} 3,900 (2}
Benzo(g,h,[)parylane — — — — — - — — 9.60.} 845 <5.30 | <4,70 <4.90 <4.80 <5.00 <4.80 8,800,000 (2) 39,000 {2)
Benzolk)fiuoranthens —_— — — — — e —_ — 12.8) 1,130 <7.80 | <6.90 <7.20 <7.00 <7.40 <7.10 870,000 (2) 39,000 (2)
Chrysane — — e —— — — — e 19.0 1,390 <4.30 | <3.80 <4.00 <3.90 <4.10 <3.90 37,000 () 390,000 (2)
Dibenz(a hlanthracens —— — e — — s — — <5.20 204 F || <5090 | <5208 <540 <5.30 <550 | <530 38,000 (2} 390 (2)
Flucranthene o — — — — — — — 49.3 3,240 | 6.30J | <1.20 <1.30 <1.20 <1.30 ;| <1.30 500,000 (2) 40,000,000 (2)
Fluorane e - o — —— — e — 4.60J 160.J <110 | <1001 <110 <1.00 <10 | <1.00 100,000 (2) 40,000,000 (2)
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrane — e — — — —— — - 8704 7 <530 | <470 [ <4.90 <4,80 <500 | <4.80 880,000 (2) 3,900 (2)
1 - Methylnapthalens — — <21 <41.2 <23 | <20 <21 <21 <22 <21 23,000 (2) 70,000,000 {2)
2-Mathvinaphthafone — — e — — -~ — s 3.40J <41.4 <2.30 | <2.10 <2.20 <210 <2.20 <210 20,000 {2) 40,000,000 {2}
Naphthalene e — — — — — e — 11.6J <275 1.60J | <1.40) <140 3.204 <150 | <140 400 (2) 110,000 {2)
Phenanthrene —_ —_ —_ —— —_ — — — 45.3 2.000 4.204 | <2.20 <2.30 <230 <2.40 <2.30 1.8G0 {2) 390,600 (2)
Pyrena pay = - — = — — o 327 1 2240 ] 4500 [ <170][ <136 | <126 ] <1.20 | <120 || 8,700,000 (3] 30,000,000 (2)

Noles:

Bold concentrations exceed Ganaral RCLs Direct Contact (Industrial)
Boxed concentrations protection of groundwater

- - not anatyzed or no standard established

{t)- NR 720 genaric RCLS

{2} - Suggested generic RCLs PAHs Interim Guidance (WDNR), Publication RR-519-87, Aprit 1997 corracted).
bgs - below ground surface

mg/kg - milligrams per kilogram

mgfl - milligrams per liter

PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

RCL - rasidual cortaminant level

1a/kg -~ micrograms per kilogram

VOCs - volatile organic compounds
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TABLE 2
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION NR 140
PARAMETER MW-1 ES PAL
Date Collected /908 | 4/8/09 | 7/23/09 | 12110/09] 3/23/10 [ 7/6M0 | 10/5/10 ] 1/7/11 — -
Detected VOCs {ug/h) ---
Benzene <041 | <0410 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 5 0.5
Chlgromethane <(.24 <0.24 <(.5 <(.24 0.34 J <0.24 <0.24 <0.24 3 0.3
1,2-Dichleroethane 0.86J | <036 | <0.43 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 <(.36 <0.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichioroethane <075 <0.75 § <0.44 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 850 85
1.1-Dichloroethene <Q.57 <0.57 | <0.47 <0.57 <0.57 <{.57 <0.57 <(.57 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene 8.2 <0.830 | <0.68 1.1 <0.83 | 0.87J | <0.83 1.1 70 7
trans-1,2-Dichloraethene <0.89 <(.89 | <0.61 <089 <0.89 <0.88 <0.89 <0.89 100 20
Ethylbenzene <0.54 | <0.540 | =<0.87 <0.54 <(.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 700 140
Isopropylbenzene <0.59 | <0.59 | <0.39 <0.59 <(.59 <0.58 <(.59 <0.59 - -
Naphthalens <Q0.8% §| <0.89 <1.7 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <(.81 <0.81 <0.33 <0.81 <(.81 <{.81 <0.81 <0.81 e -
Tetrachloroethene 8.7 <(0.450 | <0.42 <0.45 <0.45 1.4 <0.45 <0.45 5 0.5
Toluene <0.67 | <0.670 | <0.51 <0.67 <(.87 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 | <0.86 - <0.86 <0.86 | <0.86 - — i -
Trichloroethene 17.8 <0.480 { <0.39 <(.48 <0.48 1.3 <(.48 <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzenes <1.8 <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 96
Xylenes <2.63 <263 | <213 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 10,000 1,000
PAHs (pg/y
Acenaphthene o - <0.0053
Acenaphthyiene - o - -~ --- <0.0042 - —
Anthracene — — - — — — <0.0067[ 3,000 600
Benzo{a)anthracene e — -~ <0.0042 ===
Benzo(a)pyrene — == - - - - <0.0033 0.2 6.02
Benzo(b)fluoranthene - - o ~- <0.0040 0.2 0.062
Benzo(g.h.i)perylene == - o <(.0056 s —
Benzo(k)fluoranthene - - o - — s — <(.0051 - -
Chrysene -~ - == 0.0067 J (.2 0.02
Dibenz{a,hlanthraceng _— e - - - — <0.0037 e -
Fiucrene - — . - - <0.0056 400 80
Fluoranthene e _— —- 0.0082 J 400 80
Indenc(1,2,3-cd)pyrens - <0.0055 - ===
1-Methylnaphthalene -— o <(.0058
2-Methyinaphthalene - = e o — 0.0078J -
Naphthalene - n-= — 0.013 J 100 10
Phenanthrene n-= - -~ - = — <0.0094 e
Pyrene — ~ - — - 0.00685 J 250 50
Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - not analyzed, not appficable or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Results between the limit of detection and #imit of quantitation

PAHSs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

PAL - preventive action limit

ug/t - micrograms per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to likely cross contamination in the 7/23/09 greundwater sampling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on
8/7/09 and again anaylzed for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TCE detections are present in groundwater
collected from PZ-1
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER PZ1 ES PAL

iDate Collected 4/6/09 | 7/23/09 | 8709 ] 12/16709 [ 372311077 7/6110 | 100510 | 7M1 o -

Detected VOCs (ugyl) == ——
Benzene <0.410 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 o 5 0.5
Chloromethane <0.24 <0.5 <0.24 0.30 J 0.29 J <0.24 <0.24 - 3 0.3
1,2-Dichioroethane <0.36 <0.43 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 5 0.5
1.1-Dichloroethane <0.75 <(.44 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 - 850 85
1,1-Dichloroethene <0.57 <0.47 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 - 7 0.7
¢is-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.830 <0.68 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 <(.83 <0.83 o~ 70 7
trans-1,2-Dichloroethens <0.89 <0.61 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 n 100 20
Ethylbenzene <0.540 <0.87 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 == 700 140
Isopropylbenzens <0.59 <{.39 <{).59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <{.59 -=- --
Naphthalene <(.89 <1.7 <0.89 <().89 <(.89 <{.89 <(.89 — 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <(.81 <0.33 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 <(.81 <0.81 —-
Tetrachioroethene <0.450 <0.42 <0.45 <(.45 <{.45 <0.45 <0.45 o~ 5 8.5
Toivene <0.670 <0.51 <(0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.87 — 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 == <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <(.86 <{}.86 === -— --
Trichloroethene <0.430 1.46 * <0.48 <0.48 <0.48 <(.48 <0.48 - 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzenes <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 o 480 96
Xylenes <2.63 <2.13 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 o 10,000 1,000

PAHS (1g/)
Acenaphthene o " == — - — 0.0066 J == —
Acenaphthylene e e — e -— - <{.0040 -- -
Anthracene - o — wm - <0.0063 | 3,000 600
Benzo{a)anthracene — - s - — <0.0040 -
Benzo(a)pyrene -— - - <0.0032 0.2 0.02
Benzo{b)fluoranthane e - — - == <0.0038 0.2 0.02
8enzo{g.h.i)peryiene - - --- o~ - - -—- <{.0053 — -
Benzo(k)flucranthene — - — o — <0.0048 -
Chrysene — - -— = - - - 0.0042 J 0.2 0.02
Dibenz(a,h}anthracene -—- - s - <0.0035
Fluoreng — - == - - s — <0.0053 400 80
Fluoranthens — - === - o = 0.018 J 400 80
indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene - e = - e - <{.0052 -
1-Methyinaphthalens === - wae - - — 0.0092 J --- —m
2-Methylnaphthalene - - - --- 0.011 J = e
Naphthalene - - —- e 0.054 100 10
Phenanthrene o -— — - - 0.026 J o
Pyrene -~ === o - e 0.014 J 250 50

Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - not analyzed, riot applicable or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Resuits between the limit of detection and fimit of quantitation

PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

PAL - preventive action fimit

pg/l - micrograms per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to tikely cross contamination in the 7/23/09 groundwater sampling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on

8/7/09 and again anaylzed for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TCE detections are present in groundwater

coltected from PZ-1
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER Mw.2 ES PAL
Date Collected 3/9/09 | 4/6/09 | 7/23/09 | 12/10/09] 3/23/10 | 7/610 | 10/510 ] 177/11 ---
Detected VOCs (pg/h)
Benzene <0.41 | <0.410 | <0.41 <(.41 <0.41 <{.41 <0.41 <0.41 5 0.5
Chloromethane <0.24 | 0.25J <0.5 <024 | 0324 | <0.24 | <0.24 | <024 3 0.3
1,2-Dichloroethane <{}.36 <(.36 0.95J <(.36 <0.75 | 0.71J 1.4 <0.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichloroethane 094J 1 <075 | 0.74J [ <0.75 | <075 | 0.784 1.8 <0.75 850 a5
1,1-Dichloroethene <0.57 | <0.57 | <047 | <0.57 <0.57 | <057 | 0.81J | <0.57 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichioroethene 167 | <0.830 | 10.7 <0.83 <0.83 9.8 22.0 1.0 70 7
trans-1,2-Richloroethens <0.88 | <0.8% | 064J | <089 | <089 | <089 | <0.89 <0.89 100 20
Ethylbenzene <054 | <0.540 | <0.87 | <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 | <0.54 700 140
isopropylbenzene <0.5% | <0.59 | <0.39 | <059 | <059 | <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 —
Naphthalene <0.89 | <0.89 <1.7 <0.89 | <0.89 | <089 { <0.89 <(.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <0.81 <0.81 <0.33 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 <{).81 <0.81
Tetrachioroethene <0.45 | <0.450 1.87 <0.45 <0.45 24 5.8 <0.45 5 0.5
Toluene <0.67 { <0.670 | <0.51 <0.67 <067 | <0.87 | <0.67 | <0867 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 | <0.86 --- <0.86 | <0.86 <0.86 <088 <0.86 --n
Trichlorceihene 18.1 3.90 33 27 3.2 46.3 98.8 6.4 5 0.5
Trimethytbenzenes <1.8 <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 98
Xylenes <2.63 | <263 | <213 | <263 <263 | <263 | <263 <2.63 10,000 1,000
PAHs {ng/l)
Acenaphthene - - o — - - <0.0050 -~ —
Acenaphthylene - - <0.0040
Anthracene — _— — <0.0063( 3,000 600
Benzo(ajanthracene --- 0.0097 J -
Benzo(a)pyrene 0.014 J 0.2 0.02
Benzo(b)fluoranthene - — — - — o - 0.017 4 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene o - - - 0.012J —
Benzo{kjfluoranthene -~ o -~ — — - 0.013J " ---
Chrysene - — - 0.017 d 0.2 0.02
Dibenz{a,h)anthracene - <0.0035
Fiuorene e <0.0053 400 80
Fluoranthene — - 0.027 J 400 80
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene - o -- o 0.0098 J
1-Methyinaphthalene — --- <0.0055
2-Methylnaphthalene - e — 0.0054 J
Naphthalene — 0.6085J 100 10
Phenanthrene e - — === — - v 0.012J -en
Pyreng == - 0.021J 250 50
Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - not analyzed, not applicable or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Results between the limit of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHs - polynuciear aromatic hydrocarbons

PAL - preventive action limit

pgfl - micrograms per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to tikely cross contamination in the 7/23/08 groundwater sampling resuits, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on
8/7/09 and again anaylzed for VOCs. The Jaboratory results confirmed that no TCE detections are present in groundwater
collected from PZ-1

HAPROJECTS\2008\ENV180901 1\BG 6.0 - site investigation\Tables\1809011 water Page 3cof 9




TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION NR 140
PARAMETER MW.3 ES PAL
Date Collected 3/9/08 | 4/6/09 | 7/23/08 [1210/09] 3/23/10 1 7/6/10 | 10/5/10 | /7711 -— —-
Detected VOCs (gl - —-
Benzene <041 | <0.410 | <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <(.41 <0.41 <0.41 5 0.5
Chloromethane <0.24 | <0.24 <0.5 047J | 0.52d | <0.24 | <024 | <0.24 3 0.3
1,2-Dichloroethane <0.38 | <0.36 <0.43 | <0.36 | <0.35 1.1 <0.36 | <0.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichioroethane <0.75 | <0.75 <044 | <0.75 | <0.75 | <0.75 | <0.75 | <0.75 850 85
1,1-Dichioroethene <0.57 <057 | <047 | <0.57 | <0.57 | <0.57 | <0.57 | <0.57 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.83 | <0.83 | <068 | <0.83 { <0.83 5.4 0.944 | <0.83 70 7
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.89 | <0.89 | <0.61 <0.89 | <0.88 | <0.890 | <0.89 | «0.80 100 20
Ethylbenzene <0.54 | <0.540 | <0.87 | <0.54 | <0.54 | <054 | <054 [ <0.54 700 140
Isopropylbenzene <(.59 <0.59 <(.39 <0.59 <0.59 <(.59 <(.58 <D.59 -—- -
Naphthalene <0.89 <0.89 <1.7 <0.80 | <0.88 | <0.80 | <0.89 | <0.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzena <0.81 <0.81 <0.33 <0.81 <0.81 <{.81 <0.81 <0.81 - —n
Tetrachiorosthene <045 | <0450 | <0.42 | <0.45 | <045 | <0.45 | <045 | <0.45 5 05
Toluene <0.67 | <0.670 | <0.51 <0.67 | <0.67 | <0.87 <0.67 | <0.87 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 | <0.86 - <0.86 | <0.86 | <0.86 | <0.86 | <0.88 . —on
Trichioroethene <0.48 | <0480 | <0.39 | <0.48 | <0.48 | <048 | <0.48 | <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzenes <1.8 <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <i.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 96
Xylenes <2.683 | <263 | <213 | <2.63 | <283 | <283 | <263 | <263 10,000 1,000
PAHSs {ug/)
Acenachthene - - — 10.0057 J —- -
Acenaphthylene - - —- — = - - <0.0039 e ——
Anthracene — — — - — — -~ 10.0067 4] 3,000 500
Benze{a)anthracene -= — - - - o -— 0.015J - e
Benzo(alpyrene —- -— - === --- 0.0081 4 0.2 0.02
Benzo(bfluoranthene — - — -— - - === 0.0069 J 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene nn - am — 0.013 J —
Benzo(k)fluoranthens - - - -— = 10.0053 4 - -
Chrysene — - — —- -~ - -—- 0.015J 0.2 0.02
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene = o - — —- —- === <0.0034 — -~
Fluorens --- o aam 0.0081 Jf 400 80
Fluaranthens -~ e 0.025 ) 400 80
Indenc(1,2,3-cd)pyrene — e -— - — - <0.0050 —- ---
1-Methylnaphthalene uen - — — - - 0.077 - -
2-Methyinaphthalene - - e --- e - 0.12 - o
Naphthalene --- - — en 0.026 J 100 10
Phenanthrene - -~ - e 0.043 J - -
Pyrene -~ - — - 0.050 J 250 50
Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - not analyzed, not applicable or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Results between the Himit of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHSs - polynuclear aromatic hydrecarbons

PAL - preventive action Hmit

pg/t - micrograms per fiter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to likely cross contamination in the 7/23/08 groundwater sampling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on
8/7/09 and again anaylzed for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TCE detections are prasent in groundwater
collected from PZ-1
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER MW-4 ES PAL

Date Collected 3/8/09 | 4/6/09 | 7/23/09 | 12M10/08 | 323/10 1 7/6/10 | 10/5/10 | 2/23711 wm

Detected VOCs (pg/h - -
Benzene <0.41 <0.410 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <{.41 <0.41 5 0.5
Chloromethane <0.24 <0.24 <0.5 0.36 J <0.24 <0.24 <(.24 <{.24 3 0.3
1,2-Dichiorosthane <0.36 .88 J 0.62 J <{(.36 <{.36 <{0.36 1.3 <{).36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichloroethane <{.75 <0.75 <0.44 <Q.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 850 85
1,1-Dichloroathene <0.57 <0.57 <0.47 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 7 0.7
¢ls-1,2-Dichloroethens <().83 5.80 2.29 <0.83 1.5 <0.83 5.6 <0.83 70 7
{rans-1,2-Dichlorcethene <0.89 <(.89 <0.61 <(.89 <0.89 <(.89 <0.89 <0.89 100 20
Ethyibenzene <0.54 | <0.540 <{.87 <(.54 <0.54 <0.54 <{.54 <(.54 700 140
fsopropyibenzene <0.58 <0.59 <0.39 <(.59 <0.59 <{.59 <(.59 <{.59 - .—
Naphthalene <{.89 <(.89 <1.7 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <(.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzeneg <(.81 <0.81 <0.33 <0.81 <(}.81 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 -
Tetrachlorcethene <0.45 | <0.450 <(.42 <0.45 <0.45 <().45 <0.45 <0.45 5 0.5
Toluene <0.67 | <0870 <0.51 <(0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <(.67 <0.67 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 —- e
Trichicroethene <0.48 | <0.480 <{.38 <0.48 <0.48 <(.48 <0.48 <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzenes <1.8 <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 96
Xylenes <2.63 <2.63 <213 <2.63 <263 <263 <2.63 <2.63 10,000 1,000

PAHs (gf)
Acenaphthene -- e --s <0.0045 | <0.0045 | <0.0047 | <0.0045 | <0.0048 -- -
Acenaphthylene --m --- <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0037 | <0.0036 | <0.0038 - -
Anthvacene —- - <0.0057 | <0.0057 { <0.0059 | <0.0057 | <0.0061 3,000 600
Benzo(a)anthracene -- e <0.0036 § <0.0036 [ <0.0037 | <0.0036 | <0.0038 -~ -
Benzo{a)pyreng -—- — --- <0.0029 | <0.0029 | «0.0029 } <0.0029 | <0.0030 0.2 .02
Benzo(bfluoranthene -~ — <0.0034 | <0.0034 | <0.0035 [ <0.0034 | <0.00236 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h,i)perylene — - — <0.0048 | <0.0048 | 0.0050 J | <0.0048 | <0.0051 =
Benzo(k)fluoranthene - <0.0044 | <0.0044 | <0.0045 | <0.0044 | <0.0046 - -
Chrysene —- -- <0.0035 | <0.0035 | 0.0063 J | <0.0035 | <0.0037 0.2 0.02
Dibenz{a,hlanthracene — e — <0.0032 | <0.0032 | <0.0033 | <0.0032 | <0.0034 --- e
Flugrene — - — <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0049 | <0.0048 | <0.0051 400 80
Flugranthene <0.0044 | <0.0044 ; 0.0049 J| <0.0044 | <0.0047 400 80
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene - <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0048 | <0.0047 | <0.0050 o —-
1-Methyinaphthalene - - e <0.0080 | <0.0050 | 0.0054 J| <0.0050 | <0.0053 e -—
2-Methyinaphthalene --- -- 0.0075 J | 0.0052 J| 0.0097 4| 0.0090 J | 0.0043 J e
Naphthalene - 0.010J 1 0.013J { 0.018J | 0.0098 J| 0.0085 J 100 10
Phenanthrene --- -— - <0.0081 | <0.0081 | <0.0083 | <0.0081 | <0.0085 --- e
Pyrene -— - e <0.0047 | <0.0047 | 0.0051 J| <0.0047 | <0.0050 250 50

Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - niot anaiyzed, nof applicable or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Results between the limit of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

PAL - preventive action limit

ugfl - micragrams per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to likely cross contamination in the 7/23/09 groundwater sampling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on

8/7/08 and again anayized for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that na TCE detections are present in greundwater

collected from PZ-1
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)

SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

CPL INDUSTRIES
1111 Cedar Creek Road

Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER MW-5 ES PAL
[Date Collected 4/6/08 | 7/23/09 | 12/10/09 | 3/2310 | 7/6/10 | 10/5/10 | 1/7/11
Detected VOCs (ug/l)
Benzene <0.410 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 5 0.5
Chloromsthane <0.24 <0.5 0.47 J <0.24 <0.24 <0.24 <0.24 3 0.3
1,2-Dichloroethane <0.36 <(.43 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichlcroethane <0.75 <0.44 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 850 85
1,1-Dichloroethene <{0.57 <0.47 <Q.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.830 <0.68 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 70 7
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <(0.89 <0.61 <{.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <(.89 100 20
Ethylbenzene <0.540 <0.87 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 700 140
isopropylbenzene <{(}.59 <0.39 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <(.59 -—-
Naphthalene <0.89 <1.7 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 <0.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <0.81 <0.33 <0.81 <(.81 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 --- ---
Tetrachloroethene <0.450) <(.42 <0.45 <0.45 <0.45 <0.45 <0.45 5 0.5
Toluene <0.670 <0.51 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.87 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 --- <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <(.86 <0.86 - -—-
Trichloroethene <(.480 <0.39 <0.48 <0.48 <0.48 <0.48 <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzenes <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 896
Xylenes <2.63 <2.13 <2.63 <2.83 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 10,000 1,000
PAHSs (pugh)
Acenaphthene <0.0088 --- <0.0045 | <0.0045 } <0.0045 | <0.0045 | 0.008% J
Acenaphthylene <0.0056 <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0037 —
Anthracene <0.00730 o <0.0057 | <0.0057 | <0.0057 | <0.0057 | <0.0058( 3,000 800
Benzo(a)anthracene <0.00390 — <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0037 -—- ---
Benzo(a)pyrene <0.00610 <0.0029 | <0.0029 | <0.0029 | <0.0029 | <0.0029 0.2 0.02
Benzo{b)flucranthene <0.00580 - <0.0034 | <0.0034 | <0.0034 | <0.0034 | <0.0035 0.2 0.02
Benzo{g,h,iiperylene <0.00700 --- <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0049 e
Benzo(k)flucranthene <(.00880 <0.0044 | <0.0044 | <0.0044 | <0.0044 | <0.0045 -
Chrysene <0,00790 --- <0.0035 | <0.0035 | <0.0035 | <0.0035 | <0.0035 0.2 0.02
Dibenz{a,h)anthracene <0.00490 <0.0032 | <0.0032 | <0.0032 | <0.0032 | '<0.0033 -
Fluorene <0.0071 - <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0049 400 80
Fluoranthene 0.00670J --- <0.0044 | 0.0054 J | 0.0060 J | <0.0044 | <0.0045 400 80
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene <0.00410 --- <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0048 .- -—-
1-Methylnaphthaiene 0.0260J 0.00568 J | <0.0050 | 0.0056 4] 0.0051J ] 0.020J -
2-Methylnaphthalene 0.036 J 0.011J 1000484 0.011J ] 0.010J ] 0.018 ---
Naphthalene 0.0450J - 0.013J j0.0075J 0.021J | 0.014 J 0.23 100 10
Phenanthrene 0.0150J --- <0.0081 | <0.0081 { <0.0081 | <0.0081 | <0.0082
Pyrene <0.00760 --- <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0047 | <0.0048 250 50
Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL
Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - not analyzed, not applicabie or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Resuits between the limit of detection and limit of quantitation
PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

PAL - preventive action limit

ug/ - micrograms per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to likely cross contamination in the 7/23/09 groundwater samp

ling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on

8/7/09 and again anayized for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TCE detections are present in groundwater

caollected from PZ-1
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER MW-6 ES PAL
Date Collected 4/6/09 | 7/23/09 | 12/10/08 | 3723110 7/6/10 | 10/5A0 | 1/7/11 -
Detected VOCs (ug/l ——
Benzene <0.410 <0.41 <0.41 <(.41 <,41 <{.41 <(.41 ) 0.5
Chioromethane <0.24 <35 1.3 0.38 J <(.24 <0.24 <0.24 3 6.3
1,2-Dichloroethane <036 <0.43 <0.36 <0.36 <(.36 <0.36 <0.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichloroethane <Q.75 <0.44 <0.75 <075 <0.75 <(.75 <(.75 850 85
1,1-Dichioroethene <0.57 <0.47 <0.57 <(.57 <Q0.57 <0.57 <0.75 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <0.830 <(.68 <(.83 <(.83 <(}.83 <0.83 <0.83 70 7
frang-1,2-Dichloroethene <().89 <(.61 <(}.89 <0.89 <(.89 <(}.89 <0.89 100 20
Ethylbenzene <(.540 <0.87 <(.54 <().54 <0.54 <(.54 <0.54 700 140
Isopropylbenzene <(.59 <0.39 <0.5% <0.59 <0.59 <0.58 <(0.59 -~ —~-
Naphthalene <0.89 <1.7 <0.89 <().89 <(.89 <0.89 <(.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <0.81 <(.33 <(.81 <0.84 <(.81 <(.81 <0.81 - —n
Tetrachloroethene <{).450 <(0.42 <(0.45 <(.45 <0.45 <(.45 <(.45 5 0.5
Tolugne <(.670 <0.51 <0.87 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 1,006 200
Styrene <(.86 === <0.86 <(.86 <{.86 <0.86 <(.86 -— ---
Trichloroethene <0.480 <039 <{).48 <0.48 <0.48 <(.48 <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzenes <1.8 <26 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 96 !
Xylenes <2.63 <213 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 10,000 1,000
PAHS {ag/t)
Acenaphthene 0.030J | <0.009 | <0.0045 | <0.0045] <0.0045 | <0.0045 | 0.0064 J — -
Acenaphthylena <0.0056 | <0.011 | <0.0036 §<0.0036] <0.0036 | 0.0082 J | 0.0040 J - -— ‘
Anthracene 0.0140J | <0.01 <0.0057 [ <0.0057} 0.0063 J | 0.0062 J] 0.0194 3,000 600 ‘
Benzo{a)anthracene 0.0150J | <0.017 | <0.0036 | 0.015J] 0.0314 | 60.0204J 0.11 — [
Benzo(a)pyrene 0.0150J | <0.014 } 0.0046 )] 0.029 3] 0.049 0.036 J g.17 0.2 0.02
Benzo(b)fluoranthena 0.01504 | <0.018 | 0.0048 4} 0.022 0] 0.047 0.036 J 0.22 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h,i)pervlens 0.0130J | <0.018 | <0.0048 | 0.030 J| 0.051 0.040 J 0.15 — -—
Benzo(k)flucranthene 0.0160J | <0.029 | <0.0044 | 0.029J} 0.040J | 0.0292 0.14 - -
Chryseng 0.02200 | <0.01 | 0.0047J]0026J] 0.044J | 0.032J 0.18 0.2 0.02
Dibenz(a,h)anthracens <0.00480| <0.019 | <0.0032 {0.0046 J] 0.011J | 0.0076 J| 0.0354 —-
Fluorene 0.022) | <0.013 | <0.0048 | <0.0048] <0.0048 | <0.0048 | 0.0067 J 400 80
Fluoranthene 0.0580 | <0.013 [ 0.0057 41} 0.034 )] 0.067 0.033J 0.31 400 80
indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.00880J; <0.019 | <0.0047 | 0.018 31 G.032J | 0.0274 0.12 -
1-Methylnaphthalene 0.0430J | <0.013 { 0.0053 ¢ | <0.0050] 0.0088 J | <0.0050 | 0.0064 J --- T
2-Methyinaphthafene 0.043J | <0.019 | 6.010J |<0.003¢] 0.012J 1 0.0061J| 0.0098 J -~
Naphthalene 0.0340J | <0.024 | 0.0184J [0.0060.J] 0.0420 | 0.012J 0.25J 100 10
Phenanthrene 0.0500J | <0.015 | <0.0081 [<0.0081] 0.022J | 0.0104J .11 —
Pyrene 0.0550 { <0.012 [ 0.00864710.031 J] 0.059 0.036 J 0.22 250 50
Nofgs:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL
Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES i
- - 1ot analyzed, not applicable or no standard established i
ES - enforcement standard

J - Results betwaen the limit of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons

PAL - preventive action limit

pg/l - micrograms per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to likely cross contamination In the 7/23/09 groundwater sampling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on
8/7/09 and again anaylzed for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TCE detections are present in groundwater
coitected from PZ-1
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)

SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

CPL INDUSTRIES
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER MW-7 ES PAL
Date Colfected 4/6/08 | 7/23/09 | 12/10/09] 3/23/10°] 7/6/10 | 10/5/10 | /711
Detected VOCs (pg/)
Benzene <0.410 | <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 <0.41 5 0.5
Chloromethane <0.24 0.52J <(.24 0.82 J <0.24 <0.24 <0.24 3 0.3
1,2-Dichloroethane <0.36 <0.43 <0.36 <0.36 <0.36 <{().36 <0.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichloroethane <0.75 <Q.44 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 <0.75 850 85
1,1-Dichloroethene <0.57 <0.47 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichlorosthene <0.830 | <0.68 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 <0.83 70 7
trans-1,2-Dichiorosthene <{).89 <0.61 <0.89 <0.8% <0.89 <0.89 <(.89 100 20
Ethytbenzene <0.540 | <0.87 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 <0.54 700 140
Isopropylbenzens <0.59 <0.39 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 -
Naphthalens <0.89 <1.7 <0.88 <0.89 <0.89 <(.89 <0.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <0.81 <0.33 <0.81 <0.81 <{).81 <0.81 <(.81 - e
Tetrachloroethene <0.450 | <0.42 <0.45 <0.45 <0.45 <{.45 <0.45 5 0.5
Toluene <0.670 { <0.51 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 <0.67 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 --- <.86 <0.86 <0.86 <().86 — ---
Trichloroethene <0.480 | <0.39 <0.48 <{).48 <0.48 <0.48 <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethyibenzenes <1.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 96
Xylenes <2.63 <2.13 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 10,000 1,000
IBAHs (ua)
Acenaphthene - — <{0.0052 - ---
Acenaphthylene — —= - — <0.0041 — —
Anthracene — = o — <0.0085)] 3,600 6800
Benzo(a)anthracene --- - o ne= - <0.0041 e
Benzo{a)pyrene — --- — <0.0033 0.2 0.02
Benzo(b)flucranthene - === — <0.0039 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h,i\perylene --- --- e - <0.0055 — —
Benzo(k)fluoranthene --= --- — - <0.0050 — -
Chrysene --- --- — - - <0.0040 0.2 0.02
Dibenz(a,h)anthracene - - - <0.0036
Fluorene --- o <0.0054 400 a0
Fluoranthene - wam - — wnm <0.0050 400 80
Indeno(t,2,3-cd)pyrene - --- --- e <0.0053 -~
1-Methylnaphthalene --- --- “—e --- 0.0070 J
2-Methyinaphthalene --- - 0.014 J
Naphthalene === — 0.015J 100 10
Phenanthrene = - <0.0082 - -
Pyrene " --- --- e <0.0054 250 50
Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL
Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

--- - not analyzed, not applicable or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Results between the fimit of detection and limit of quantitation
PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons
PAL - preventive action limit

ugft - micrograms per liter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds
* - Due fo likely cross contamination in the 7/23/09 groundwater sampling results, PZ-1 was immediately resampled on

8/7/09 and again anayized for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TCE d

collected from PZ-1
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etections are present in groundwater
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TABLE 2 (CONTINUED)

SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

CPL INDUSTRIES
1111 Cedar Cresk Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

NR 140
PARAMETER MW-3 ES PAL
Date Collected 4/6/09 | 7/23/09 [ 12/10/09 ] 3/23M10 | 7/6/10 | 10/5/10 | 1/7/11 —
Detected VOCs g/ — -
Benzene 15.6 <0.41 <{0.41 0.47 } <41 <041 <0.41 5 0.5
Chloromethane <Q.24 <0.5 0.58 J <0.24 <(.24 0.43 J <0.24 3 0.3
1,2-Dichloroethane <{}.36 <0.43 <(}.36 <0,36 <0.36 <{.36 <(.36 5 0.5
1,1-Dichloroethane <(.75 <(.44 <Q.75 <(.75 <0.75 <Q.75 <(,75 850 85
1,1-Dichloroethene <(.57 <Q.47 <0.57 <Q.57 <0.57 <0.57 <0.57 7 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichlorosthene <(.830 <0.68 <{).83 <0.83 <(.83 <(.83 <(.83 70 7
trans-1,2-Dichioroethene <{(.89 <Q.61 <0,89 <(.89 <0.89 <(.89 <(.89 100 20
Ethylbenzene 2.70 <(,87 <0.54 0.82J <().54 <(.54 <(.54 700 140
Isapropyloenzene <0.59 <0.39 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 - -—-
Naphthalene <(.89 <17 <(.89 <().89 <().89 <0.89 <(.89 100 10
n-Propylbenzene <0.81 <{.33 <0.81 <0.81 <(.81 <0.81 <0.81 - -
Tetrachioroethene <0.450 <0.42 <0.45 <(}.45 <(.45 <().45 <0.45 5 0.5
Toluene 29.3 <().51 <Q.67 1.3 <(0.67 <0.67 <(.67 1,000 200
Styrene <0.86 -— <0.86 <0.86 <(.86 <().86 <0.86 -
Trichloroethene <0.480 <(.39 <{().48 <(.48 <{.48 0.52J <0.48 5 0.5
Trimethylbenzengs 53.8 <2.6 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 480 98
Xylenes 48.1 <213 <2,63 <2 63 <2.63 <2,63 <2.63 10,000 1,000
PAHSs (ngft)
Acenaphthene <0.0086 | <0.0008 | <D.0045 | <0.0045 | <0.0045 | <0.0045 | <0.0048 e
Acenaphthylene <0.0055 | <0.011 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0036 | <0.0037
Anthracene <0.00720] <0.01 <0.0057 { 0.012J | 0.0057 J | <0.0057 | <0.0058 | 3,000 600
Benzo{a)anthracene 0.0220J | 0.071 0.034J 0.G59 0.027 J | <0.0036 | <0.0037 —
Benzo{a)pyrene 0.0360J { 0.123 0.052 0.084 0.0434J | 0.0045 J | 0.0043 J 0.2 0.02
Benzo(b)fiucranthene 0.04504 | 0.194 0.055 0.087 0.048 | 0.0656 J| 0.0047 J 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h,i)perviene 003404 | 0.115 | 0.031J 0.072 | 0.038.J | 0.0058 4| <0.0049
Benzo(k)fiucranthene 0.04004 | 0.08J | 0.045J 0,12 0.041J 1 0.0059 2] 0.0048 J — -
Chrysene 0.0400J | 0.136 0.051 (.10 0.042 J 1 0.0059 4] 0.0055 J 0.2 0.02
Dibenz(a hlanthracene 0.00690J; 0.021J | 0.0077 J] 0.030J 10.0094 J| <0.0032 | <0.0033 --
Fluorene <0.0069 | <0.013 | <0.0048 | <0.0048 { <0.0048 | <0.0048 | <0.0042 400 80
Fluoranthene 0.0670 0.20 0.071 0.10 0.054 | 0.0064 J]| 0.0075J 400 80
Indeno(1,2,3-cd)pyrene 0.02804 | 0.004 0.025 J 0.061 0.031 J | <0.0047 | <0.0048 - -
1-Methyinaphthalene 0.16 <0.013 | <0.0050 | <0.0050 | 0.012°7 | <0.6050 | <0.0051 —- e
2-Methyinaphthalene 0.012J 1 <0.019 | 0.0058J] <0.0039 | 0.0082 1] 0.0071 J| 0.0087 J e
Naphthalene 0.073 <0.024 § 0.019J | 0.011 4 | 0.047 0.610J | 0.014 4 100 10
Phenanthrene 0.0210J 1 0.042J | 0.018J | 0.018J | 0.013J | <0.0081 | <0.0082
Pyrene 0.0660 0.187 0.071 0.094 0.047 [ 0.0062 4] 0,0074J 250 50
Nates:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL
Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

-— - not analyzed, not applicable or no standard established

ES - enforcament standard

J - Results between the limit of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHSs - potynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons
PAL - preventive action limit

1@/t - micrograms per fiter

VOCs - volatile organic compounds

* - Due to likely cross contamination in the 7/23/09 groundwater sampling results,
8/7/09 and again anaylized for VOCs. The laboratory results confirmed that no TC

collected from PZ-4
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PZ-1 was immediately resampled on
E detections ars present in groundwater
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TABLE 2 {CONTINUED)
SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS
CPL INDUSTRIES

1111 Cedar Creek Road
Graftan, Wisconsin

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION NR 140 I
PARAMETER KTW-1 )| *K7w-2 || KTW-3 || KTW.d [ KTW-S | KTW-6 ]| KTW-7 ]| KTW-8 KTW-9 || KTW-10 ES PAL

Date Collacted 3/9/09 3/9/08 41/09 |i 473/09 | 4/2108 || a/2/09 4/1/09 4/2/09 412108 4/2/09 — —
Detected VOCS (pgh - —
Benzene <0.41 113 <0.410 || <0.410 || <D.410] <0.410 1.80 <0.410 j| <0410 || <0.410 5 0.5
1,1-Dichlorgethane <0.75 <3.8 <0.75 <0.75 <075 <075 <0.75 <0.75 <Q0.75 <0.75

1,1-Dichicroethene v 0.7
cis-1,2-Dichlorosthene || «0.83 <4.2 252 <(.830 3.10 <0.830 || <0.830 || «0.830 |[ <0.830 || <0830 70 7
Ethylbenzene <(}.54 118 <0.540 | <0.540 || <0.640 || <G.540 || <0.540 || <0.540 || <0.540 | <0.540 700 140
isopropylbenzene <059 46J <0.59 <0.59 <0.59 <(1.59 <0.59 <0.58 <0.59 <0.59

Naphthaiene <0.89 144J || <089 <0.89 | <0.89 <0.89 <(.89 <0.83 <0.89 <0.89

r-Propylbenzena <0.81 60.7 <0.81 <0.81 | <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81 <0.81

Tetrachloroethene <0.45 <22 [ <0450 1.70 860 ) <0450 [| <0450 || 0.5004 | 0.5900 || <0450 5 0.5
Toluene <0.67 645 <0.670 || <0.670 [| <0670 <0670 | <0670 [ <0.670 | <0.670 || <0670 || 1 000 200
Styrane <0.86 20.0 <0.86 | <086 [f <0.86 | <0.86 <0.86 <0.86 <{.86 <0.88

Trichforosthene 1.2 <24 2.80 0.480J 17.1 1.70 <0.480 11.4 <0.480 1,10 5 0.5
Trmethviberzenes <1.8 734 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <1.8 <18 <1.8 <18 480 96
Xylenes <263 546 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.63 <2.83 10,000 1,000
PAHs (ugh)

Acenaphthylena

Anttvacene = — — — £.2404 1 0.00810J) 0.0570 || 6.0120.J [<0.00680] 0.0300J 3.000 800
Benzofa)anthracene — — — — 0.780 [1<0.00350(l 0.250 /0.60620J] <0,00350|j<D.00400 -— —
Benzo{a)pyrena — — o — 0.910 J<0.00540F 0.390 o.oos@ﬂie,oosso||<o.ooezo 0.2 .02
Benzo(b)flucranthene — — . — 0.870_}<0.00510] 0.520 J0.00620.J[<0.00520]|<0,00590f 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,hliperylene — — — - 0.610 {|<0,00620] 0.380 [[<0.00630[ <0.00630l]<0.00720 —_ —
Banzo(k)fluoranthane — — — e 0.840 }1<0.007806] 0.350 | <0.00780[<0.00780)j<0.00000 — =
Chrysene — —_ — — 110 J<0.00700§ 0.370 §0.00850J]<0.00710[<0008t0] 02 0.02
Dibenz(a,hlanthracene — - — —_ 0.170J <0.00430[ 0.0950 [f<0.00430{<0.00430] <0.00500 — —
Fiyorene — —_ — — 018J 3 0.924 )| 0.027.J || 0.026 1 [ <0.0063 {| <0.0072 400 80
Fluoranthgne =un — — — 250 {1 0017044 0.710 | 0.0350J [f<0.00540|/<0.00620, 400 80
Indeno(1,2 3-cd)pyrene| — — — e 0.540 [1<0.00360{ 0.330 [ <0.00360] <0 00360/<0.00420 — -
1-Methylnaphthalene — s — — <3.0510| <0.00950 <0.00960([ <0.008604 <0.00560| <0.011C — —
Naphthalene — — — — <0.0880) <0.0160 || <0.0170 [ 0.0280J || <0.0170 || <0.0150 100 10
Phenanthrene o — — s 190 j 0.04204 ] 0.270 0.0780 |[<0.00750( <0.00860 -— —
Pgene e - — — 210 0;3130.} 0.580 U.%BOJ <0.00680}; <0.00780)] 250 50
Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

Boxed concentrations exceed NR 140 ES

— - not analyzed, not applicabls or no standard established
DRO - diesel range organics

ES - enforcement standard

GRO - gasoline range organics

J - Results between the limi#t of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons
PAL - preventive action limit

ugh - micrograms per liter

WOCs - volatile organic compounds

= KTW-2 converted o M-8
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TABLE 2

SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER SAMPLE ANALYTICAL RESULTS

CPL INDUSTRIES
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION NR 140
PARAMETERS TW-1 TW-2 TW-3 TW-4 TW-5 ES PAL

Date Collected 2/17/09 || 217/09 || 2/47/09 |[ 2717/08 || 2/17/08 e

Detected VOCs (ug/l)
Benzene 6.230 J 5 0.5
2-Butanone (MEK) 2.19J
Chloroform 0.360J I 6.430J |1 0.330J 0.430 J 8 0.6
Dichlorodifluoromethane <(0.390 || 0.450J || <0.390 0.580 J 1,000 200
Methylene Chioride 0.5204 ] 0.620J 0.880 0.720 J 5 0.5
Toluene 0.430J 1,000 200
Arsenic 0.00117 10 1
Barium 0.155 0.194 0.226 0.192 2,000 400
Cadmium 0.000561 5 0.5
Lead <0.00400 0.00487 15 1.5
Zing <0.0200 | 0.0354 0.128 0.0323

Dstected Dissolved Metals {ug/l)
Barium 0.185 0.189 0.182 2,000 400
Zinc 0.0305 ¢ 0.0411 0.0308

Detected PAHSs (ugfl}
Acenaphthene - 0.0380 J || <0.00850 0.0315 J — -
Acenaphthylene --= 0.00767 Jjj <0.00710 <0.00710 —- —
Anthracene --- 0.0205 J {| <0.00810 0.0164 J 3,000 600
Benzo(a)anthracens — 0.0318J 1 0.0108 J 0.0275 J - -
Benzo(a)pyrene -~= 0.0167 J | <C.00850 0.0154 J 0.2 0.02
Benzo(b)fluoranthene - 0.0186 J |} <0.00980 0.0175 J 0.2 0.02
Benzo(g,h.iperylene — 0.0103 J | <0.00550 0.0108 J - -
Benzo{k)fuoranthene === 0.0117 J || <0.00790 0.00998 J — —-
Chrysene —- 6.0205 J i <0.00530 0.0186 J 0.2 0.02
Fluoranthrene e 0.0932 J || <0.0120 0.0872 J 400 80
Fluorene — 0.0334 J || <0.00530 0.0264 J 400 80
Indeno{1,2,3-cd)pyrene --- 0.0108 J {f <0.00630 0.0101J - -
2-Methyl Naphthalene 0.0171 J || <0.00570 0.00869 J " -
Naphthailene -—- 0.0293 J [10.00692 J 0.0234 J 100 10
Phenanthrens - 0.120 <0.0110 0.124 - -
Pyrene — 0.0603 J || <0.0130 0.0607 J 250 50

Notes:

Bold concentrations exceed NR 140 PAL

--- - not analyzed, not applicable-or no standard established

ES - enforcement standard

J - Results between the fimit of detection and limit of quantitation

PAHSs - polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons
PAL - preventive action limit

rg!t - micrograms per liter

VGCs - volatile organic compounds




TABLE 3

SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER DEPTHS AND ELEVATIONS

CPL INDUSTRIES - GRAFTON
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

TOP OF WELL || GROUND SURFACE|  DEPTHTO  |GROUNDWATER
WELL IDENTIFICATION || CASING ELEVATION]  ELEVATION || GROUNDWATER| ELEVATION
| (DATE MEASURED) (FEET MSL) (FEET MSL) (FEET) (FEET MSL)
Pz
41375008 568 75557
47612006 8.22 755.68
4/14/2008 5.67 755.23
4720/2000 682 755.68
712372009 761,90 762.23 657 755 63
121012009 9.95 75265
312312010 6.80 755.10
719/2010 8.77 753.13
1075110 8.28 753.62
iR 7.65 754.25
MW-1
31012009 507 756,82
3/13/2009 573 756.11
4/6/2009 5.90 755.04
3114/2008 6.53 755.31
3/20/2009 5.00 755.84
71232009 761.84 762.21 7.21 754.63
15/10/2009 5.16 755.68
372372010 6.60 755.24
70613010 6.78 755.06
10/5/10 7.30 754.54
Tk 7.16 754.68
MW-2
37812008 362 758.40
31132008 3.80 758.27
47612600 4.15 757.87
411472008 .65 787.37
4120/2009 4.46 757 56
712312009 762.02 762.45 8.37 755.65
12/10/2008 4.83 757.19
37232010 5.00 757.02
77612016 5.76 756.26
1005110 5.16 755.86
WA 5.74 756.28
MW-3
37012000 480 753,17
3132009 5.35 751.64
47613009 7.24 750.75
411415669 B.11 749.88
4120/2009 6.73 751.26
71232005 757.98 754.90 8.58 749,41
12/10/2009 6.73 751.26
32372010 7.50 750.49
71612010 8.69 749,30
10/5/10 8.3 749.06
Gk 8.01 749.98
MW-4
3/912000 136 753.82
3/13/2008 5.00 765.00
4/6/2000 6.0 757164
371472008 7.44 750.74
3/20/2009 4.15 754.03
712312009 758.18 755.21 4.24 753.04
12/10/2008 4.64 753.54
373312010 5.30 751.68
7162010 8.55 749,63
10/5/10 9.90 748.96
ik 7.90 750.28
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TABLE 3 (CONTINUED)

SUMMARY OF GROUNDWATER DEPTHS AND ELEVATIONS

CPL INDUSTRIES - GRAFTON
1111 Cedar Creek Road
Grafton, Wisconsin

TOP OF WELL |[GROUND SURFACE]| DEPTHTO | GROUNDWATER
WELL IDENTIFICATION || CASING ELEVATION ELEVATION | GROUNDWATER| ELEVATION
{(DATE MEASURED) (FEET MSL) (FEET MSL) (FEET) (FEET MSL)
MW-5
4/3/2009 4.74 759.52
4/6/2009 4.96 759.30
471472009 5.72 758.54
4/20/2000 5.99 758.27
7/23/2009 764.26 764.97 7.78 756.48
12/10/2009 6.47 757.79
3/23/2010 5.80 758.46
7/6/2010 5.79 757.47
10/5/10 7.94 756.32
71 7.58 756.68
MW-6
4/3/2000 5.30 763.61
476/2009 5.49 762.42
471472009 5.84 763.07
4/20/2009 565 763.26
7/23/2009 768.91 766.51 6.95 761.96
12/10/2009 5.34 762.57
3/23/2010 6.20 762.71
7/6/2010 6.34 762.57
10/5/10 7.33 761.58
/711 7.30 761.61
MW-7
473/2009 6.39 768.30
4/6/2009 6.82 767.87
4/14/2009 7.65 767.04
4/20/2009 7.65 767.04
7/23/2009 774.69 774.99 10.28 764.41
12/10/2009 9.04 764.75
3/23/2010 .00 765.69
716/2010 10.11 764.58
10/5/10 10.26 764.43
17711 10.11 764.58
MW-8
4/3/2009 5.80 757.31
47612009 6.41 756.70
4/14/2009 5.99 756.12
4/20/2009 5.87 757.24
772312009 763.11 763.81 7.60 755.51
12/10/2009 6.54 756.57
372372010 6.05 756.16
77612010 7.42 755.69
10/5/10 8.10 755.01
771 7.73 755.38
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