OFFICE OF THE NEVADA ENVIRONMENTAL RESPONSE TRUST TRUSTEE
Le Petomane XXVII, Inc., Not Individually, But Solely as the Nevada Environmental Response Trust Trustee
35 East Wacker Drive - Suite 690
Chicago, Illinois 60601
Tel: (702) 960-4309

July 21, 2020

Dr. Weiquan Dong, P.E.

Bureau of Industrial Site Cleanup

Nevada Division of Environmental Protection
375 E. Warm Springs Road, Suite 200

Las Vegas NV 89119

RE:  Revised Data Validation Summary Report and Electronic Data Deliverable
Las Vegas Wash Zero-Valent Iron Treatability Study
Nevada Environmental Response Trust
Henderson, Nevada

Dear Dr. Dong:

The Nevada Environmental Response Trust (NERT) is pleased to present the Revised Data Validation Summary
Report and Electronic Data Deliverable associated with the Las Vegas Wash Zero-Valent Iron Treatability Study
for Nevada Division of Environmental Protection (NDEP) review. This submittal addresses the comments in
your letter dated June 10, 2020. As requested, NERT is also providing an annotated responses to comments.

If you have any questions or concerns regarding this matter, feel to contact me at (702) 960-4309 or at
steve.clough@nert-trust.com.
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Response to Data Validation Summary Report and Electronic Data Deliverable, July 21, 2020
2019 Las Vegas Wash-Zero Valent Iron Treatability Study
Nevada Environmental Response Trust Site, Henderson, Nevada

NDEP Comment Response to Comment

DVSR Comments

1. Section 1.0, sample count: The text states there are 40 The dataset contains 48 unique samples: 41 primary samples, four
environmental and QC samples; however, the EDD has 41 (4) field duplicates (FD), two (2) equipment blanks (EB), and one
“"NORM"” samples and 7 QC samples and Table 1 has 30 (1) field blank (FB). In the DVSR, Section 1.0 has been revised to
environmental samples and 11 QC samples. Please correct these | state that there are 48 environmental and quality control samples.
discrepancies. (Also, please note that, as written, “40 The EDD contains 48 unique samples. In this dataset, each row in
environmental and quality control samples” implies a total of 40 Table I of the DVSR is a unique sample, and Table I contains 48
samples.) unique samples. No changes have been made to the EDD or to

Table I.

For technical background:

Eleven (11) rows in Table I were samples analyzed by Pace
Analytical Services for dissolved hydrogen gas. These samples
were taken at a different time from their related sample analyzed
by Eurofins because the field sampling method for dissolved
hydrogen gas requires specialized equipment. In the EDD, to
preserve the unique sample times, all 11 samples have “H2"
appended to the sample name in sample_id_field. In Table I, “"H2"
was not appended to the Client Sample ID in order to keep the
sample IDs consistent with the laboratory data packages. In this
data submittal, each row in Table I is a unique sample.

Table I contains four pairs of primary and field duplicate samples.
Each pair has a numbered “FD” QC Type to note which primary and
field duplicate samples are related. The four field duplicate
samples have “-FD"” appended to the sample name in the Client
Sample ID column. Table I contains seven QC samples: four (4)
field duplicates (FD), two (2) equipment blanks (EB), and one (1)
field blank (FB). This is consistent with the EDD.

2. Section 1.0, laboratories: The text states that the samples were | The lab_id “LLI" in the EDD refers to Eurofins Lancaster
analyzed by Eurofins and Pace. The “lab_id"” field in the EDD also | Laboratories, which is part of Eurofins network of laboratories. No
lists “LLI.” If this was not a Pace or Eurofins subcontract revisions have been made to the DVSR or EDD.
laboratory, it should be identified in the text.

3. Section 1.0, methods and analytes: The ferrous iron method is The method for ferrous iron has been updated to "SM3500-FE D” in
identified as SM 3500-FE D in the text but is reported only as SM | the EDD to be consistent with the method listed in the DVSR text.
3500 in the EDD. The text states that the analyte reported by
the Lloyd Kahn method is total organic carbon; however, the
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Response to Data Validation Summary Report and Electronic Data Deliverable, July 21, 2020
2019 Las Vegas Wash-Zero Valent Iron Treatability Study
Nevada Environmental Response Trust Site, Henderson, Nevada

NDEP Comment Response to Comment

EDD reports this analyte only as carbon (if the text is corrected, In addition, the analyte reported by Lloyd Kahn has been updated
please note that total organic carbon is referenced in several to “Total Organic Carbon” in the EDD.
locations in the text.). Please correct these discrepancies

4. Table II, footnotes: The “-" symbol is identified as not applicable | Table II has been updated to include the definition of “- = Not
to Stage 2A validation in all footnotes, including the table applicable for Stage 2B review” for the list of Stage 2B
presenting only Stage 2B requirements (page 24 of the PDF). requirements.

This specific instance should be revised to define the symbol as
not applicable to Stage 2B validation.

5. Section 4.2.1, holding times: Please check the holding times for | The text in Section 4.2.1 has been reviewed and the third
nitrate. When reported on its own (i.e., not as nitrate/nitrite), paragraph correctly states the holding time criteria is 48 hours for
the aqueous method holding time is 48 hours instead of 28 days. | water samples. For clarity, the paragraph has been revised to note
that the qualified results mentioned are water samples. The text
now states:

For water samples, one nitrate as nitrate result, one nitrate
as nitrogen result, 22 ferric iron results, and 28 ferrous iron
results were qualified as detected estimated (3-) or non-
detected estimated (UJ) due to an exceedance of holding
time criteria. The analysis holding time criteria is 48 hours
for water samples.

6. EDD, calibration range exceeded: There are 10 results for The 10 results for chloride and sulfate with laboratory “E” qualifiers
chloride and sulfate with laboratory “E” qualifiers. This usually listed in the EDD were not reported in the data package. The
indicates the result was reported above the linear range of the laboratory set these results to Reportable "No” in the EDD and they
calibration. Should these results have been qualified during were not counted in the result total in Section 6.4; however, the
validation? results were incorrectly marked as validated and were therefore

included in the EDD. The 10 results have been removed from the
EDD; no revisions were made to the DVSR.

EDD Review
1. 6 records with matrix WG are missing entry in field litho. The information for field litho has been added to the EDD for the
Sample ID: ZTS-MW113-20191203, ZTS-MW113- six records.

20191206H2, ZTS-MW114-20191206, ZTS-MW114-
20191206H2, ZTS-MW115-20191206, ZTS-MW115-
20191206H2. Please add this information if it is available.
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