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South Coast Air Quality Management District

21865 East Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, CA 91765-4182

Subject: July 2025 Monthly Report for Modified Stipulated Order for Abatement (Case No.
6177-4), Chiquita Canyon Landfill (Facility ID 119219), Castaic, California

To Whom It May Concern:

SCS Engineers (SCS), on behalf of Chiquita Canyon, LLC (Chiquita), hereby provides the South Coast
Air Quality Management District (SCAQMD) with a monthly report per the Modified Stipulated Order for
Abatement (SOFA) (Case No. 6177-4). The SOFA was initially approved on September 6, 2023, and
was subsequently modified on January 17, 2024, March 21, 2024, April 24, 2024, August 27, 2024,
November 13, 2024, April 16, 2025, and June 24, 2025.

This report covers the monthly period for July 2025. Per Condition No. 8, the monthly report for July
2025 is due on the 20t of the month (or the next business day), which is Wednesday, August 20,
2025.

BACKGROUND

Chiquita Canyon Landfill (CCL) is a landfill/solid waste disposal facility located at 29201 Henry Mayo
Dr., Castaic, California, 91384 (SCAQMD Facility No. 119219). In connection with the landfill, Chiquita
operates a landfill gas collection and control system.

In 2023, CCL began experiencing increased levels of total reduced sulfur and sulfur oxides, in alleged
noncompliance with its Title V permit.® In addition, CCL became the subject of odor complaints from
the public and was issued Notices of Violation by SCAQMD. The conditions at CCL indicate that the
landfill is undergoing an elevated temperature landfill (ETLF) event. On September 6, 2023, a hearing
was held before the SCAQMD Hearing Board to approve the SOFA which includes numerous measures
to mitigate emissions resulting from the landfil's ETLF conditions. The SOFA was approved on
September 6, 2023. Since then, the SOFA was modified on January 17, 2024, March 21, 2024, April
24,2024, August 27, 2024, November 13, 2024, April 16, 2025, and June 24, 2025, after hearings

1 CCL operated under an Ex Parte Emergency Variance (approved on February 8, 2023), an Interim Variance
(approved on February 15, 2023 and issued in final on March 7, 2023), and a Regular Variance (approved on
May 3, 2023 and issued in final on May 16, 2023). The Regular Variance ended on September 6, 2023, the
effective date of the initial SOFA. The SOFA was modified on January 17, 2024, March 21, 2024, April 24, 2024,
August 27, 2024, November 13, 2024, April 16, 2025, and June 24, 2025.
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before the SCAQMD Hearing Board. This monthly report follows the approved conditions for the SOFA
last modified on June 24, 2025, as appropriate.

Condition No. 8 of the SOFA requires monthly reports to be submitted via email to Baitong Chen,
Nathaniel Dickel, and Christina Ojeda of the SCAQMD, which include the following information:

A. The landfill gas sulfur compounds measurements and laboratory analysis with the time
and date of each measurement or sample collection, as identified in Condition No. 5.
B. The landfill gas records and calculations identified in Condition No. 7, in a Microsoft Excel

spreadsheet format. If the landfill gas records show any landfill gas combustion/control
equipment (flares or thermal oxidizers) are offline for a period exceeding 7 consecutive
calendar days, or offline for more than 15 calendar days in any one calendar month,
Respondent shall report a detailed description of the reason(s) the equipment was offline
(equipment breakdown, maintenance, construction, whether there was sufficient landfill
gas control redundancy to control the collected landfill gas, etc.).

C. The integrated landfill surface sample analysis and landfill surface monitoring readings
identified in Condition Nos. 9 and 10, in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet format. The aerial
surveillance maps, follow-up field inspection measurements with associated dates/times,
cause of exceedances, any corrective actions performed, and documentation (date, time,
reasoning) of field inspections not performed due to inaccessibility or dangerous
conditions identified in Condition 77.

D. Estimated schedule for any replacement or refurbishment of granular activated carbon
media in the Landfill Gas Treatment System (under Permit G55163, A/N 603249)
identified in Condition No. 3. The landfill gas temperature at inlet of the Landfill Gas
Treatment System (under Permit G55163, A/N 603249) identified in Condition No. 3(a).

E. Description of any problems or delays, if any, encountered or projected to occur pertinent
to the execution of contracts, as well as the delivery, replacement, startup, and testing of
any operation necessary to replenish and/or replace spent granular activated carbon
media in the Landfill Gas Treatment System (under Permit G55163, A/N 603249).
Respondent shall submit copies of documents or other records to support any problems
or delays noted pursuant to this Condition No. 8(e) along with such description.

F. Specifications of the equipment and materials used for the weekly colorimetric tests (only
if there is a change from the previously provided specifications of the colorimetric
instrumentation or method used).

G. All wellhead temperature, temperature probe, and CO concentration measurements for
those wells requiring analytical data, H2 concentration measurements for those wells
requiring analytical data, CH4 measurements, 02 measurements, CO2 measurements,
CH4:CO2 ratios, lab analysis, and Draeger tube readings for landfill gas from the past
month in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet format.

H. A graphic map showing location of each well with temperature exceedances (above 145
degrees Fahrenheit), each well with CO exceedances (above 1,000 ppmv and less than or
equal to 1,500 ppmv, above 1,500 ppmv and less than or equal to 2,000 ppmv, and above
2,000 ppmv), and stratification of temperature ranges during that month, which includes
a description of any remedial measures taken to address or lower gas well temperatures.

. All vertical liquid impacted landfill gas wells, per Condition No. 17, including a description
of any remedial measures taken to address or reduce liquids in landfill gas wells.
J. Updates on the investigation into the availability, viability, and utilization, including pilot

testing if needed, of an alternative sulfur compound treatment system that controls,
treats, or removes dimethyl sulfide (“DMS”) and other sulfur compounds, if any.
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ji.
jii.
iv.

A summary report on Respondent’s implemented improvements to the landfill gas
collection system beyond the additions to the landfill gas collection system required
pursuant to Condition No. 15 and 8(m).
An inspection and repair log for the landfill cover and geosynthetic cover inspections,
pursuant to Condition No. 30 and any connection points, seams, and seals of the
geosynthetic cover, pursuant to Condition 97.
Any subsequent additions to the landfill gas collection system, pursuant to Condition No.
15; an updated vertical extraction well map detailing all existing fully functional working
vertical extraction wells and the vertical extraction well additions completed within the
month; a map showing an overlay of fully operational working wells and landfill surface
monitoring grids, and outlines of the areas demarcated as exempt in the attached Exhibit
A pursuant to Condition 15(b); copies of as-built well logs (regarding well depth
installations and updates) for vertical extraction wells completed within the month; and
an updated map or drawing of as-built landfill gas collection and conveyance
infrastructure, current with respect to any substantial modifications to the main headers
of the landfill gas collection and control system, with the boundaries of the Reaction Area
included..
Any subsequent additions to the landfill gas condensate or leachate collection system,
such as dewatering sumps/pumps, or other dewatering work performed per the
dewatering guidelines and implementation plan pursuant to Condition No. 18.
Updates on the procurement and installation of the geosynthetic cover(s), pursuant to
Condition No. 31, and including changes required or approved by the Local Enforcement
Agency.
Updates on landfill excavation work subject to Rule 1150, including excavation location(s)
(that are identified on graphic map(s) of the landfill), and excavated/exposed waste
characteristics (saturated, semi-dry, dry, odor type and intensity, etc.) Excavation work
occurring pursuant to an exemption as listed in South Coast AQMD Rule 1150(c)(3), or
Rule 1150(c)(2) that is performed in the Reaction Area, must also be included in these
updates.
Updates regarding leachate including:
Leachate temperature recordings pursuant to Condition No. 27(a);
Daily log of inspection findings and containment activities pursuant to Condition 27(b);
Weekly record of leachate seepage and pooling pursuant to Condition 27(c);
Quantity of leachate measured, and associated company name and physical address
of the off-site disposal/treatment facility(ies) that receive leachate generated by the
landfill, pursuant to Condition 27(d); and
A list of all hazardous and non-hazardous liquid storage and treatment facilities that
have been contacted and current status of each facility including available,
contracted, and utilized capacity to receive hazardous and non-hazardous landfill
liquids.
Daily landfill gas composition analysis, including CH4%, CO concentration (ppm), CO2%,
and 02%, as recorded by a real time analyzer and/or sample collected, at the inlets of the
control equipment (TOx, Flares, and any additional control equipment brought on site to
combust landfill gas). The analysis shall be conducted by a South Coast AQMD approved
analyzer for CH4, CO2, or 02 and analyzed pursuant to U.S. EPA Method 10 or Method
ALT-144 for CO. Request for approval shall include submittal of analyzer specifications.
Updates regarding the procurement of the equipment needed to construct Flare No. 4
pursuant to Condition No. 74.
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Pursuant to Condition No. 29, these monthly reports must also include the following:

Respondent shall ensure it has proper landfill leachate and landfill gas condensate capacity
(based on liquid production and collection reporting pursuant to Condition 8) to accumulate
onsite and/or dispose of collected liquids/leachate at an appropriate facility or facilities.

Pursuant to Condition No. 35, these monthly reports must also include the following:

Respondent shall provide updates to these QA/QC documents (if any) and a log for calibration,
and maintenance activities performed on the monitors in the monthly reports pursuant to
Condition No. 8.

Pursuant to Condition No. 42(w), these monthly reports must also include the following, in relevant
part:

If a South Coast AQMD Rule 402 Nuisance Notice of Violation is received by the Respondent
during excavation, or a distinct odor (level 3 or greater per below Odor Scale) resulting from
the excavation is detected at or beyond the property line, then the Respondent shall, in
accordance with its Health and Safety Plan, conduct ambient air quality sampling within 2
hours of receipt of Rule 402 Nuisance Notice of Violation or of when a distinct odor (level 3 or
greater) is detected at or beyond the property line and analyze for TOC and speciated TOCs as
follows:

Odor Scale Description of Odor Intensity

No odor detected

Very light odor detected

Light odor detected, distinguishable

Moderate odor, very distinguishable

Strong odor, very distinguishable, irritable

Very strong odor, very distinguishable, overpowering

ORNWNRO

i Samples shall be collected at the following locations: immediately upwind of the
excavation site, immediately downwind of the excavation site, within 3 inches of
the exposed excavation workface, safety permitting, and at the downwind property
line, or other location(s) approved in writing by South Coast AQMD. If deemed
unsafe, Respondent shall document the date and conditions preventing
compliance with this condition. Records of such conditions shall be submitted in
the following monthly report pursuant to Condition 8.

Pursuant to Condition No. 42(x), these monthly reports must also include the following, in relevant
part:

During excavation, TOC and speciated TOC ambient air sampling shall be conducted at least
once between the hours of 6:00am and 11:00am, and at least once between the hours of
2:00pm and 6:00pm, according to Respondent’s Health and Safety Plan and the following
requirements:

i Samples shall be collected at the following locations: immediately upwind of the
excavation site, immediately downwind of the excavation site, within 3 inches of
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the exposed excavation workface, safety permitting, and at the downwind property
line, or other location(s) approved in writing by South Coast AQMD. If deemed
unsafe, Respondent shall document the date and conditions preventing
compliance with this condition. Records of such conditions shall be submitted in
the following monthly report pursuant to Condition 8.

Pursuant to Condition No. 55(g), these monthly reports must also include the following;:

Respondent maintains records of condensate sampling/analysis results to demonstrate the
liquid is non-hazardous, maintains records of daily condensate injection flows (gallons per
day), and provides these records in the monthly report pursuant to Condition No. 8.

Pursuant to Condition No. 68, these monthly reports must also include the following:

Respondent shall by June 15, 2024, install appropriately ranged differential pressure gauges,
with at least 0.01 inches water column resolution, or pressure gauge otherwise approved in
writing by South Coast AQMD, on each leachate storage tank. Respondent shall monitor and
record daily the differential pressure of each leachate tank, tank identification number, date
and time of the reading, and the personnel that conducted the reading. Pressure readings
that indicate the lowest value of the gauge or the highest value of the gauge, shall be reported
using significant digits to the hundredths place as “<= [lowest value on gauge] (e.g. <=-0.50
inches water column)” and “>= [highest value on gauge] (e.g. >= 0.50 inches water column)”,
respectively. The tanks shall be maintained under negative pressure, as demonstrated by
differential pressure readings. Zero and positive pressure readings do not demonstrate
negative pressure. Pressure gauges shall be calibrated according to manufacturer
specifications and schedule. Respondent shall report all the recordings in the monthly report
pursuant to Condition No. 8.

Pursuant to Condition No. 72, these monthly reports must also include the following:

Respondent shall conduct sampling and analysis, testing, installation, and monitoring of the
leachate and landfill gas condensate collection and storage tank system, as specified below:

A. At least quarterly, conduct testing to sample and analyze the vapor flow in the piping
used to vent the leachate storage tanks and landfill gas condensate tanks and route
the vapors to the landfill gas control system. The testing shall at least include the
following items and the results of this testing shall be provided in the monthly report
pursuant to Condition No. 8:

i. vented leachate tank vapor flowrate,
ii. vented condensate tank vapor flowrate,
iii. vapor temperature,
iv. concentrations of speciated organics (including but not limited to Rule 1150.1
Table 1 Carcinogenic and Toxic Air Contaminants),
v. the total sulfur compounds as H2S and speciated sulfur compounds, and
vi. testing at each of the locations indicated below:
1. The tank vents or manifolds which are representative of a set of tanks;
2. The header/manifold from each leachate tank farm or manifold
including Tank Farm #7, Tank Farm #9, North Perimeter Manifold, New
East Perimeter Manifold, LC Manifold, landfill gas condensate storage
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tanks, and any other future tank farms or manifolds, with testing

performed upstream of the piping connection to the LFG Collection

and Conveyance System where landfill gas may affect results; and

3. The inlet of the flare(s) prior to combustion.

A source test protocol for this testing shall be submitted to South Coast AQMD by May
17, 2024, unless otherwise approved in writing by South Coast AQMD. Testing shall
be conducted within 45 days of receiving written approval of the source test protocol
by South Coast AQMD, and the final results in a source test report format shall be
submitted within 30 days of testing, unless otherwise approved in writing by South
Coast AQMD.
Within 30 days of the initial source test report, Respondent shall submit a
recommendation from the Reaction Committee on additional vapor flow testing to the
South Coast AQMD [attn: Baitong Chen, bchen@agmd.gov; Nathaniel Dickel,
ndickel@agmad.gov; Christina Ojeda, cojeda@agmd.gov]. The Reaction Committee may
submit further recommendations regarding additional vapor flow testing to the South
Coast AQMD within 30 days of additional source testing under this condition.
Beginning April 29, 2024, at least daily, conduct pressure testing and monitoring
within the HDPE header(s) venting the leachate storage tanks to quantify the vacuum
from the flare station blowers exerted on the leachate tanks, in inches of Water
Column (W.C.). Pressure testing and monitoring as specified in this condition is not
required upon complete installation of pressure gauges as specified in Condition 68.

I Daily pressure readings, pressure testing location, indication of the tank
farm represented by the test results, and indication of each tank within the
tank farm represented by the test results shall be submitted in the monthly
report per Condition No. 8.

By June 28, 2024, unless otherwise approved in writing by South Coast AQMD, install
flow meters within the HDPE piping headers for associated leachate tank farms to
accurately measure and record the flow rate (scfm) and total daily volume of vented
leachate tank vapors being sent to the flare station for combustion. The flow meters
shall be installed according to manufacturer specifications and recommendations to
ensure accurate flow readings.

i Daily flow rate (scf/day), flow meter location, indication of the tank farm
whose flow is being measured, and indication of each tank within the tank
farm vented and represented in the flow rate shall be submitted in the
monthly report per Condition No. 8.

Pursuant to Condition No. 80, these monthly reports must also include the following:

Whenever South Coast AQMD permitted Various Location equipment or CARB Statewide
Portable Equipment Registration (PERP) permitted equipment is brought or operated on site,
the Respondent shall:

a.

Notify South Coast AQMD in writing of the date and time that the equipment is brought
to the facility in the corresponding monthly report per Condition No. 8 and include a
copy of the various locations permit(s) and/or PERP permit(s) in the corresponding
monthly report per Condition No. 8.

Maintain a daily log including the following information for each permit unit: permit
number and/or registration number, application number (if applicable), equipment
location, and start and end time of equipment operation (as applicable). Respondent
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shall submit the daily log in the in the corresponding monthly report per Condition No.
8

c. Notify South Coast AQMD in writing of the date and time that the equipment is removed

from the facility in the corresponding monthly report per Condition No. 8.

Section A - LFG Sulfur Compound Measurements During Reporting Period

The LFG sulfur compounds measurements and laboratory analysis with the time and date of
each measurement or sample collection, as identified in Condition No. 5.

Condition No. 5: Respondent shall sample, analyze, and record the landfill gas sulfur
compounds combusted in each flare (as measured at sampling location FL-150 that
s representative of the gas combusted in the flares under Permit G73696, A/N
45450; A/N 624296), in the thermal oxidizer/flare, and in any other landfill gas
control equipment operating on site at least once each week using colorimetric tests
for H2S and at least once each day sample for analysis for total sulfur compounds as
H2S using South Coast AQMD Method 307-91. Additionally, Respondent shall sample,
analyze, and record the landfill gas sulfur compounds and speciated organic
compounds found in the raw, pre-treatment and pre-control, landfill gas collected from
the Reaction Area (as defined in Condition 9(a)) at least once each calendar month
for total sulfur compounds as H2S using South Coast AQMD Method 307-91 and for
speciated organic compounds using U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA)
Method TO-15.

a. Respondent shall record South Coast AQMD Method 307-91 analysis
upon receipt of laboratory analysis report. Each recorded
measurement or result shall be documented with the time and date
when the measurement or sample collection was conducted, and
initialed by the personnel that conducted the measurement or sample
collection.

b. Sulfur compound readings and analysis shall be reported to South
Coast AQMD pursuant to Condition No. 8.

L Tedlar bags used for Method 307-91 sampling and analysis
shall not contain droplets or debris.

i Colorimetric tube readings shall be conducted by taking a
reading from a Tedlar bag sample using an appropriate
colorimetric tube sample collection pump. All sampling shall
be performed in accordance with the operational manual for
the colorimetric tube sample collection pump.

. Colorimetric tube readings shall use colorimetric tubes of
appropriate concentration range and shall be reported as
follows:
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Respondent shall first use the estimated appropriately
ranged colorimetric tube.

If the resulting reading reaches the upper
concentration of the colorimetric tube concentration
range, subsequent reading(s) shall be taken using a
colorimetric tube with a concentration range that has
a larger upper concentration threshold until the result
is not the upper concentration threshold of the
concentration range. Report the tube concentration
range and tube concentration result for each reading.

If the reading results in the lower concentration of the
colorimetric tube concentration range or does not
register a result, subsequent reading(s) shall be taken
using a colorimetric tube with a concentration range
that has a smaller lower concentration threshold, if
available, until the colorimetric tubes avallable to the
facility result in:

a. A reading that is within the concentration
range of the tube,

b. A reading is the lower concentration of the
colorimetric tube concentration range, or

C. The colorimetric tube does not register a result.

When the result is the lower concentration of the
colorimetric tube concentration range or does not
register a result, the lower concentration of the
colorimetric tube concentration shall be considered
the concentration result. Report the tube
concentration range and tube concentration result for
each reading. If a lower range colorimetric tube is not
used and the tube concentration result is below the
lower range of the colorimetric tube used, Respondent
shall report the result as “less than” or “<” the lower
range value of the tube. Notwithstanding the forgoing,
Respondent shall ensure that the colorimetric tube
result is below the upper range of the colorimetric tube
used and shall report the precise result of all results
above the lowest range of the colorimetric tube used.

The lab analyses performed, and reports received for the reporting period that are required by
Condition 5, are presented in Attachment A. The FL-1995 (Flare 1), FL-2009 (Flare 2), and FL-2023
(Flare 3) samples are representative of the landfill gas combusted in the flares under Permit G73696
(A/N 645450; A/N 624296), in the thermal oxidizers (TOx), and in any other LFG equipment operating
on site. The Zeeco and Parnel Inlet samples are raw, pre-treatment and pre-control landfill gas (LFG)
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collected from the Reaction Area. This report includes analytical data sampled between July 1, 2025
and July 31, 2025. Tedlar bag samples were collected and analyzed using SCAQMD Method 307.91
for hydrogen sulfide, reduced sulfur compounds, carbon monoxide (CO), permanent gases (methane,
carbon dioxide, oxygen, and nitrogen), and speciated organic compounds. Speciated organic
compounds are sampled using EPA Method TO-15. FL-2009 and the Parnel and Zeeco TOx were all
sampled for TO-15 analysis on July 7, 2025 (reported on July 22, 2025).

Weekly colorimetric tests (Draeger tube) samples required by, and conducted pursuant to, Condition
5(b)(ii) and (iii) are identified in Attachment F. Daily colorimetric testing began on February 14, 2024
as required by the Rule 431.1, Alternative Monitoring Plan with total reduced sulfur (TRS) above 150
parts per million by volume (ppmv).

A summary of the colorimetric tests and laboratory analyses for LFG sulfur analyses is provided in the
table below, covering the period of July 2025:
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Permanent Flare Station Zeeco TOx (Reaction Areaq) Parnel TOx (Reaction Areaq)
Date Draeger . Draeger . Draeger )
Sampled Flare Tube Lab Analysis (ppmv) Tube Lab Analysis (ppmv) Tube Lab Analysis (ppmv)
(ppmv) (ppmv) (ppmv)

H2S H2S DMS TRS H2S H2S DMS TRS H2s H2s DMS TRS
07/01/25 FL-2009 20 23.3 393 560.8 100 129.0 322 557.8 220 285.0 1012 1755.9
07/02/25 FL-2009 16 22.7 381 539.4 90 135.0 315 543.1 210 274.0 942 1640.9
07/03/25 | FL-2009 15 19.5 349 502.7 100 128.0 304 530.1 300 279.0 994 1728.2
07/04/25 FL-2009 13 21.1 391 563 70 102.0 290 479.6 200 210.0 969 1598.4
07/05/25 FL-2009 8 20.5 379 548 80 106.0 259 4495 180 264.0 976 1690.3
07/06/25 | FL-2009 <5 3.5 390 560.6 100 155.0 383 685.6 195 285.0 1045 1825.7
07/07/25 FL-2009 5 4.8 362 518.5 90 118.0 314 537.2 275 267.0 939 1627.2
07/08/25 FL-2009 <5 5.1 334 247.1 60 114.0 271 457.5 200 280.0 873 1542.6
07/09/25 FL-2009 <5 5.3 378 545.1 100 118.0 296 514.8 90 285 1000 1753
07/10/25 FL-2009 <5 5.9 360 518 80 112.0 271 472.8 190 268 924 1630.1
07/11/25 | FL-2009 5 8.7 392 565.4 80 118.0 292 507.1 200 274 986 1720.2
07/12/25 FL-2009 7 9.9 362 510.7 80 113.0 300 499.3 140 206 953 1546.3
07/13/25 FL-2009 <5 8.0 350 440.5 90 137.0 343 576.8 180 293 945 1708.7
07/14/25 | FL-2009 10 13.5 368 526.8 100 106.0 308 507 200 277 975 1702.2
07/15/25 FL-2009 10 17.0 372 531.5 100 106.0 284 479.2 200 267 960 1666.6
07/16/25 FL-2009 11 17.1 351 489.4 70 85.2 290 462.1 200 211.0 761 1314.3
07/17/25 FL-2009 15 19.0 374 528.1 100 126.0 255 477.6 200 242.0 911 1538.8
07/18/25 FL-2009 16 19.4 312 4125 100 126.0 254 473.4 200 235.0 835 1428
07/19/25 | FL-2009 15 18.5 325 465.4 90 104.0 270 457.8 180 215.0 850 1438.6
07/20/25 FL-2009 5 7.9 363 522.1 90 125.0 347 570.9 200 287.0 930 1616.2
07/21/25 FL-2009 10 11.7 312 3875 90 116.0 324 545.3 200 272.0 888 1563.5
07/22/25 | FL-2009 8 12.3 330 412.4 90 112.0 282 463.8 200 266.0 793 1403.9
07/23/25 FL-2009 10 14.2 319 409.6 90 107.0 252 414.7 200 286.0 865 1532.1
07/24/25 FL-2009 12 17.1 362 529 85 117.0 260 433.6 225 273.0 896 1563.8
07/25/25 FL-2009 10 17.5 295 388.3 78 113.0 247 416.7 200 255.0 752 1329.1
07/26/25 FL-2009 12 16.6 307 406.2 80 104.0 229 385.4 220 258.0 793 1399.8
07/27/25 | FL-2009 7 11.1 363 444.2 75 120.0 284 475.4 190 285.0 882 1554.8
07/28/25 FL-2009 16 19.4 295 399.3 80 96.6 229 376.1 200 260.0 765 1358.1
07/29/25 FL-2009 11 20.1 345 451.1 100 136.0 217 426.1 200 249.0 752 1321.8
07/30/25 | FL-2009 10 12.5 317 395.6 80 127.0 211 406.6 200 245.0 743 1302.7
07/31/25 FL-2009 8 115 287 357.1 100 120.0 192 377.7 200 244.0 701 1244.6

*Flare 1 is FL-1995, Flare 2 is FL-2009, and Flare 3 is FL-2023
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The above summarized lab analyses are included in Attachment A and Attachment F.

Section B - LFG Records and Calculations

The landfill gas records and calculations identified in Condition No. 7, in a Microsoft Excel
spreadsheet format. If the landfill gas records show any landfill gas combustion/control
equipment (flares or thermal oxidizers) are offline for a period exceeding 7 consecutive
calendar days, or offline for more than 15 calendar days in any one calendar month,
Respondent shall report a detailed description of the reason(s) the equipment was offline
(equipment breakdown, maintenance, construction, whether there was sufficient landfill gas
control redundancy to control the collected landfill gas, etc.).

Condition No. 7: Respondent shall maintain a record of the following information, and
provide such records to the South Coast AQMD pursuant to Condition No. 8:

a. The hourly and daily flow of landfill gas combusted, in standard cubic
feet, in each flare (flares No. 1 & No. 2 under Permit G73696, A/N
645450; flare No. 3 under A/N 624296), the thermal oxidizer/flare
(under Zeeco A/N 653611) and any other equipment used to
combust or control landfill gas at the facility, and the total amount of
landfill gas combusted at the facility;

b. The daily flow of landfill gas not flared, in standard cubic feet, if
applicable; and
C. The results of the sulfur readings, sampling, and analyses, calculated

as H2S with the time and date when each measurement or sample
collection was conducted.

The above-mentioned lab analyses required by Condition 7(c) are included in Attachment A and the
calculations are available in Attachment B.

In accordance with Condition 7(a), the flow rates for each flare as standard cubic feet per minute, scf
per hour, and scf per day are provided in the calculation tables, and the hourly and daily flow of LFG
combusted for the Zeeco TOx and Parnel TOx are available in Attachment B.

In accordance with Condition 7(b), the daily flow of LFG not flared is available in Attachment B. The
Ameresco Plant was offline the entire month, and each of the flares experienced downtime on various
days; however, there were no days including excess emissions of LFG not flared in July 2025, as shown
in Attachment B. The Ameresco Plant has been offline since January 31, 2024 as Ameresco
determines the proper disposal of their condensate. No other landfill gas combustion/control
equipment went offline for a period exceeding 7 consecutive calendar days or for more than 15
calendar days in July 2025.
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Section C - Surface Emissions Monitoring

The integrated landfill surface sample analysis and landfill surface monitoring readings
identified in Condition Nos. 9 and 10, in a Microsoft Excel spreadsheet format.

Condition No. 9: Respondent shall collect integrated landfill surface samples for
analysis across the Reaction Area (as defined in Condition 9(a)) at least three times
per month, at intervals no more than once every 7 days (unless conducting additional
monitoring events exceeding three per month), and addjtionally across the remainder
of the landffill at least four times per quarter as specified in Rule 1150.1 Attachment
A 2.0. In the event Respondent is unable to sample specific landfill surface area(s) or
grid(s) due to inaccessibility or dangerous conditions for a technician, Respondent
shall document the date and the conditions that do not allow the sampling of the
specific area(s) or grid(s). Documentation shall be sufiicient to show the inaccessibility
or dangerous conditions and may include weather forecasts and actual rainfall
measurements, or photographs and/or videos that depict the site conditions that
prevent such sampling activities for each specific area or grid affected.

a. The “Reaction Area” shall be defined initially by the boundary of Cells
1/2A, 2B/3, 4, and Module 2B/3/4 P2. The boundary of the Reaction
Area shall be modified to include the associated landfill surface area
of the cells and modules that experience well temperatures of at least
170 degrees Fahrenheit, settlement, cracks in the landfill cover,
presence and quantity of liquids, the presence of hydrogen in the
landfill gas, and readings of temperature probes (once data is
avallable). The Reaction Committee (defined in Condition 12), shall
transmit to the South Coast AQMD [attn: Baitong Chen,
bchen@aqgmd.gov; Nathaniel Dickel, ndickel@agmd.gov; Christina
Ojeda, cojeda@aqmad.gov]: 1) the revised map which clearly displays
the proposed boundary change(s) and depicts the new Reaction Area;
2) a narrative summary explaining the rationale behind the proposed
changes, including memorializing any dissenting view of any member
of the Reaction Committee; 3) any supporting data relied upon in the
decision to revise the Reaction Area; and 4) locations of each
temperature probe, clearly distinguished from the landfill gas wells on
the map

b. The Reaction Committee shall review applicable data to determine the
extent and boundary of the ongoing Reaction. The Reaction
Committee shall consider revision to this data determined Reaction
boundary, and the Reaction Area as defined in Condition 9(a), as
frequently as appropriate but shall make a determination about
whether to revise the data determined Reaction boundary, and the
Condition 9(a) Reaction Area map at least once per month. The
determination shall be made according to landfill gas wellhead
temperatures, temperature probe measurements, landfill gas quality
and methane to COZ2 ratio, landfill gas concentrations of carbon
monoxide and hydrogen, landfill settlement, leachate quantities,
pressurized leachate releases, odor characteristics, and waste
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conditions according to borehole drilling logs. Supporting evidence,
assumptions, and explanation for the determination, revised Reaction
boundary, Reaction Area map (if applicable), isothermal gradient
range map consisting of wellhead temperature measurements,
wellhead carbon monoxide range map, wellhead hydrogen range map,
wellhead CHA4:CO2 ratio range map, quarterly landfill settlement
isopach map, and vertical temperature profiles for temperature probes
shall be submitted to the South Coast AQMD [attn: Baitong Chen,
bchen@aqmd.gov; Nathaniel Dickel, ndickel@aqgmd.gov; Christina
Ojeda, cojeda@aqgmad.gov] no later than 10 days following the end of
the month.

Condition No. 10: Respondent shall conduct instantaneous landfill surface monitoring
across the Reaction Area (as defined in Condition 9(a)) at least three times per month,
at intervals no more than once every 7 days (unless conaducting additional monitoring
events exceeding three per month), and additionally across the remainder of the
landfill at least four times per quarter as specified in Rule 1150.1, Attachment A 3.0,
beginning no later than seven (7) days after the issuance of this Order. In the event
Respondent is unable to monitor specific landfill surface area(s) or grid(s) due to
inaccessibility or dangerous conditions for a technician, Respondent shall document
the date and the conditions that do not allow the monitoring of the specific area(s) or

grid(s).

o July’s integrated landfill surface sampling was completed on July 1, 2, 14, 15, 16, 17, 28, 29,
30 and 31, 2025, resulting in exceedances on July 1, 2, 14, 15, 16, 28, 29 and 30, 2025.

O

The 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was completed for July 1 and 2,
2025 exceedances on July 9, 2025, and showed compliant readings.

The 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was completed for July 14, 15
and 16, 2025 exceedances on July 24, 2025, and showed compliant readings.

The 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was completed for July 28, 29
and 30, 2025 exceedances on August 7, 2025, and showed compliant readings.

e July’s instantaneous landfill surface monitoring was conducted on July 7, 8, 9, 21 and 23,
2025, resulting in exceedances on July 7, 8, 9, 21 and 23, 2025.

O

The 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was completed for July 7, 2025
exceedances on July 16, 2025, and showed compliant readings.

The 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was completed for July 8 and 9,
2025 exceedances on July 17, 2025, and showed compliant readings.

The 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was completed for July 21 and
23, 2025 exceedances on July 31, 2025, and showed compliant readings.
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o The 1-month re-monitoring events for June 5, 9, 10, 11, 12, 17 and 18, 2025
exceedances were performed on July 3, 9, 10 and 16, 2025, and showed compliant
readings.

e Asstated in the last monthly report, the 10-day Corrective Action and follow-up monitoring was
completed for June 23, 24, 25 and 26, 2025 integrated landfill surface sampling exceedances
on July 2, 2025, and showed compliant readings.

The integrated landfill surface sample analysis and landfill surface monitoring readings are included
in Attachment C-1.

The most recent Modified Stipulated Order adds a monthly map requirement, per Condition 77:

Include in the monthly Condition 8 report the three (3) aerial surveillance maps, follow-up field
inspection measurements and locations with associated dates/times, cause of exceedances (500
pbmv methane or greater), any corrective actions performed, and documentation (date, time,
reasoning) of field inspections not performed due to inaccessibility or dangerous conditions identified
in Condition 77.

Chiquita’s contractor conducted an aerial surveillance over the entire landfill surface on July 8-9, and
weekly aerial surveillance over the Reaction Area defined in Condition 9(a) on July 1-2, 89, 17, 22,
and 29, employing a drone equipped with sensors with a minimum detection level of 1 ppmv methane,
and in accordance with OTM-51. If a reading reached or exceeded 200 ppmv methane, the consultant
conducted follow-up ground-based surface emission monitoring field inspections according to the
procedures of OTM-51 and U.S. EPA Method 21. If an exceedance of 500 ppmv methane was found
or confirmed during the follow-up inspection, Chiquita implemented corrective actions in accordance
with Condition 77. Appendix C-2 includes: color-coordinated geospatial methane maps displaying the
results of the methane readings; color-coordinated geospatial interpolated methane maps displaying
the change in methane readings as compared to the prior aerial surveillance; maps displaying
geolocated coordinates with local methane peaks; follow-up field inspection records with inspection
measurements and locations with associated dates and times; and a chart describing the causes of
exceedances of 500 ppm methane or greater as well as the corrective actions performed. There were
no instances during July of field inspections not performed due to inaccessibility or dangerous
conditions.

Section D - Schedule for Replacement or Refurbishment of Granular Activated Carbon Media

Estimated schedule for any replacement or refurbishment of granular activated carbon media
in the Landfill Gas Treatment System (under Permit G55163, A/N 603249) identified in
Condition No. 3. The landfill gas temperature at inlet of the Landfill Gas Treatment System
(under Permit G55163, A/N 603249) identified in Condition No. 3(a).

Condition No. 3: Respondent shall expedite, to the maximum extent feasible,
replacement of granular activated carbon media in the Landfill Gas Treatment System
(under Permit G55163, A/N 603249), including the execution of contracts, as well as
the delivery, replacement, startup, and testing of any operation necessary to replenish
andyor replace spent granular activated carbon media in the Landfill Gas Treatment
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System. Respondent shall ensure adequate stock of all odor control products and
supplies are maintained on site.

a. Respondent shall monitor and record the landfill gas temperature at
least daily at the inlet of the Landfill Gas Treatment System. The
temperature of the landfill gas shall not exceed 145 F.

The Landfill Gas Treatment System (LFGTS) currently consists of four carbon adsorber vessels. Only
three of the four vessels are fully online during normal operations, with one vessel offline awaiting
servicing to replace spent media or with fresh granular activated carbon media slowly brought online
to control the rise in temperature. A vessel had been typically serviced every 4 to 8 weeks. Colorimetric
tests are performed on the outlet of the operating vessels approximately weekly to determine if a
vessel may require an adjustment to the flow or schedule service to replace the media.

H2S vessels are being changed out at a lower concentration to ensure that fresh carbon is available
for treatment, and H2S levels are minimized. At the start of the reporting period (July 1, 2025), three
vessels (ST-2, ST-3 and ST-4) were fully online processing the LFG.

After a vessel is refilled with fresh media, it will be brought online prior to isolating the next vessel to
be changed out. The vessel change out frequency has been shortened to approximately 2 weeks.
Vessel ST-1 was repaired in June 2025, as described in the last monthly report, and filled with 25,000
pounds of Darco BG1 granular activated carbon on July 7 and 8, 2025. On July 9, 2025, vessel ST-1
was slowly brought online to control the rise in temperature of the outlet gas and was fully online on
July 20, 2025. Vessel ST-2 change out was completed on July 9 through July 11, 2025, filling with
25,000 pounds of Darco BG1 granular activated carbon. On July 14, 2025, vessel ST-2 was slowly
brought online to control the rise in temperature of the outlet gas and was fully online on July 30,
2025. Vessel ST-3 change out was completed on July 21 through July 23, 2025, filling with 25,000
pounds of Darco BG1 granular activated carbon. On July 25, 2025, vessel ST-3 was slowly brought
online to control the rise in temperature of the outlet gas and was fully online on July 31, 2025.

At the end of the reporting period (July 31, 2025), four vessels (ST-1, ST-2, ST-3 and ST-4) were online.

The LFGTS inlet temperatures have been below 145 °F. Daily vessel inlet temperatures are manually
recorded and available in Attachment D.

Section E - Description of Problems or Delays

Description of any problems or delays, if any, encountered or projected to occur pertinent to
the execution of contracts, as well as the delivery, replacement, startup, and testing of any
operation necessary to replenish and/or replace spent granular activated carbon media in the
Landfill Gas Treatment System (under Permit G55163, A/N 603249). Respondent shall
submit copies of documents or other records to support any problems or delays noted
pursuant to this Condition No. 8(e) along with such description.

There were no problems or delays with the granular carbon media change outs in July 2025.
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Section F — Specifications of Equipment and Materials for Weekly Colorimetric Tests

Specifications of the equipment and materials used for the weekly colorimetric tests (only if
there is a change from the previously provided specifications of the colorimetric
instrumentation or method used).

The weekly colorimetric tests are completed with the Draeger Accuro 64000 bellows hand pump with
either Draeger hydrogen sulfide colorimetric tubes Model 6728821 (2 to 200 ppm) or Model CH29801
(5 to 60 ppm). With the higher concentrations at the Zeeco TOx, Model CH29101 (100 to 2000 ppm)
colorimetric tubes are used. The specifications of the equipment and materials that have been used
for the colorimetric test were previously included in the initial weekly variance report provided on
February 13, 2023 in Case No. 6177-3, as required under the previous emergency variance, in the
March 2024 report with the addition of the model CH29101 data sheet and in the March 2025 report
with the addition of the model CH29801 (2 to 60 ppm) data sheet.

Section G - Wellhead Temperature and Gas Measurements

All wellhead temperature, temperature probe, and CO concentration measurements for those
wells requiring analytical data, H2 concentration measurements for those wells requiring
analytical data, CH4 measurements, 02 measurements, CO2 measurements, CH4:CO2 ratios,
lab analysis, and Draeger tube readings for landfill gas from the past month in a Microsoft
Excel spreadsheet format.

Wellhead temperature, temperature probe, and required CO, H2, CH4, 02, CO2 measurements, with
CH4:CO2 ratios, for the past month are included in Attachment E. Lab analysis and Draeger tube
readings for the past month are included in Attachment A and Attachment F, respectively.

The original 20 temperature monitoring probes (TP-1 through TP-20) and an additional 12 temperature
monitoring probes (TP-21, TP-24, TP-25, TP-26, TP-27, TP-28, TP-29, TP-30, TP-31, TP-32, TP-34 and
TP-35) have been installed and are operational. Temperature probe daily average data for the past
month is included in Attachment E.

Section H - Graphic Map

A graphic map showing location of each well with temperature exceedances (above 145
degrees Fahrenheit), CO measurements of each well (above 1,000 ppmv and less than or
equal to 1,500 ppmv, above 1,500 ppmv and less than or equal to 2,000 ppmv, and above
2,000 ppmv), and stratification of temperature ranges during that month, which includes a
description of any remedial measures taken to address or lower gas well temperatures & gas
concentrations.

Graphic maps with the above information are included in Attachment G. An increased volume of gas
and leachate is being extracted from elevated temperature wells located in the Reaction Area to help
remove accumulated heat in the waste mass.

Section | — Status of Vertical Liquid Impacted Landfill Gas Wells

All vertical liquid impacted landfill gas wells, per Condition No. 17, including a description of
any remedial measures taken to address or reduce liquids in landfill gas wells.
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Condition No. 17: Respondent shall expeditiously dewater wells being impacted by
liquids to the maximum extent feasible, and shall take proactive measures to remove
additional liquids in the Reaction Area to limit the reaction severity and spread. This
shall be accomplished through the installation of dewatering sumps/pumps of at least
60 percent of the landfill gas vertical extraction wells in the Reaction Area (as defined
in Condition 9(a)) that are capable of extracting liquids by March 15, 2024 unless
otherwise determined infeasible per Condition No. 17(a) below. Respondent shall
provide updates in the monthly reports pursuant to Condition No. 8.

a. In the event Respondent determines that the installation of dewatering
sump/pump of at least 60 percent of the landfill gas vertical extraction
wells that are capable of extracting liquids to be infeasible,
Respondent shall provide detailed rationale and reasoning in the
monthly report submitted pursuant to Condition No. 8, and shall
continue with implementation of the dewatering guidelines pursuant
to Condition No. 18 to remove liquids to the maximum extent possible.

CCL continued to install new pumps and replace existing pumps in vertical extraction wells to
expeditiously dewater wells impacted by liquids in the month of July. CCL had completed the
installation of, and was operating, 104 pumps in vertical extraction wells as of August 15, 2025. The
number of pumps installed and operational has been adjusted after further review and verification
and in part due to typical maintenance, pumps being taken offline in preparation for the deployment
of the required EVOH cover, and as a result of a manufacturing defect found in certain of the Lorentz
pump ends that is in the process of being corrected. Leachate extraction volumes remain consistent.
Chiquita continued installing additional leachate and air supply line infrastructure and electrical
infrastructure in preparation for additional pump installations and continued cleaning and maintaining
the already installed pumps.

Section J - Status of Investigation for Alternate Sulfur Compound Treatment Systems

Updates on the investigation into the availability, viability, and utilization, including pilot testing
if needed, of an alternatives sulfur compound treatment system that controls, treats, or
removes dimethyl sulfide (“DMS”) and other sulfur compounds, if any.

There were no updates for July 2025. Chiquita considers the investigation into the availability, viability,
and utilization of an alternative sulfur compound treatment system that controls, treats, or removes
DMS and other sulfur compounds complete after submission of its investigation results to SCAQMD
and exhaustion of the feasibility of the alternatives identified by Chiquita’s consultants.

Section K - SCS’s Implemented Improvements

A summary report on Respondent’s implemented improvements to the landfill gas collection
system beyond the additions to the landfill gas collection system required pursuant to
Condition No. 15 and 8(m).

In addition to the pump installation, CCL continued the expansion of headers and laterals and leachate
collection infrastructure in July 2025 including the optimization of the 2 Tox units. CCL has begun the
process of installing a third TOx along with associated headers to the TOx with expectation of it being
online in August to continue to expand the liquids and gas collection capacity.
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Section L — Cover Inspections to the LFG Collection System

An inspection log for landfill cover and geosynthetic cover inspections, pursuant to Condition
No. 30.

Condition No. 30: Respondent shall visually inspect the landfill cover and geosynthetic
cover(s) in and around the Reaction Area (as defined in Condition 9(a)) each operating
day and shall promptly repair any cover issues identified, which may include adding
and spreading of clean soil, wetting, retracking the damaged area, and repairing or
resealing of the geosynthetic cover. Any repair of the geosynthetic cover which
includes addition of material to add or replace to the existing cover shall be done using
an EVOH, or, if EVOH is unavailable and repair is on or before three months from the
date DTSC approves the EVOH, an HDPE geomembrane. The EVOH or HDPE
geomembrane shall be of at least 60 mil thickness continuously seamed and
continuously welded to the existing 30 mil HDPE geomembrane. All repair and
correction actions to the landfill cover, and interim repair of geosynthetic cover shall
be conducted promptly and no later than two hours after identification during
inspection, safety permitting. Permanent repair of geosynthetic cover shall be
scheduled immediately and shall take place as soon as possible following
identification of cover issue. Respondent shall maintain a log demonstrating that it
has addressed any damages to the landfill cover or geosynthetic cover, including the
date the damage was identified, the action taken to repair the damage, and the time
at which the repair was completed. Results of the daily inspection and the repair log
required by this condition shall be included in the monthly reports required pursuant
to Condition No. 8.

Routine landfill cover and geosynthetic cover inspections and repairs, as needed, were performed and
logged throughout the month of July 2025. Results of the daily inspection and the repair logs are
provided in Attachment H. Chiquita has a full-time operator that is responsible for repairing covers in
the Reaction Area. Landfill cover cracks are repaired on an immediate and ongoing basis by the
operator that makes such observations by tracking over the area and adding small amounts of water
and/or soil when necessary.

Section M - Subsequent Additions to the LFG Collection System

Any subsequent additions to the landfill gas collection system, pursuant to Condition No. 15;
an updated vertical extraction well map detailing all existing fully functional working vertical
extraction wells and the vertical extraction well additions completed within the month; a map
showing an overlay of fully operational working wells and landfill surface monitoring grids, and
outlines of the areas demarcated as exempt in the attached Exhibit A pursuant to Condition
15(b); copies of as-built well logs (regarding well depth installations and updates) for vertical
extraction wells completed within the month; and an updated map or drawing of as-built landfill
gas collection and conveyance infrastructure, current with respect to any substantial
modifications to the main headers of the landfill gas collection and control system, with the
boundaries of the Reaction Area included.

Condition No. 15: Respondent shall continue to evaluate and install, as needed,
vertical dual extraction wells to collect both landfill gas and leachate. Respondent
shall continue to expand the well-field as needed, and notify South Coast AQMD by
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October 31, 2023 of the number of wells added, attention to Baitong Chen, Air Quality
Engineer, (bchen@aqgmd.gov); Nathaniel Dickel, Senior Air Quality Engineer,
(ndickel@aqgmad.gov), and Christina Qjeda, Air Quality Inspector, (cojeda@aqgmd.gov).
Any subsequent additions to the well-field shall be documented in the monthly reports
pursuant to Condition 8. In installing any additional wells, Respondent shall ensure it
complies with all conditions in Respondent’s currently operative landfill gas collection
system permit. In installing any additional wells pursuant to this Condition,
Respondent shall additionally take the following measures: (...)

In the month of July 2025, 17 new vertical LFG extraction wells were installed outside of the 9(a)
Reaction area to expand the vertical wells into newer areas of the landfill. A map of all installed and
functional wells, surface monitoring grids, and outlines of the areas demarcated as exempt are
included in Attachment I. Subsequent additions to the system will be documented in these monthly
reports. CCL has completed the installation of a total of 272 wells within the 9(a) Reaction area,
bringing the total number of wells installed within the 9(a) Reaction area to greater than the required
density of three (3) wells per acre (equivalent to 113%).

Condition No. 15(0): Respondent shall, on a monthly basis determine whether any of
the existing landfill gas collection wells in the Reaction Area (as defined in Condition
9(a)), which were not able to be drilled and installed at the desired well depth
(generally approximately 30 ft above the bottom liner), can be expanded deeper or
drilled to achieve the initially desired depth, or whether new replacement wells can be
drilled nearby to the achieve the initially desired depth. This determination shall
include an evaluation of the Ilandfill gas well/wellbore conditions, landfill
liquid/leachate flow data, pressurized liquid/leachate release data, and landfill gas
data, wellhead temperature data, temperature probe data, and any additional
parameters as necessary. Respondent shall report on the monthly determination,
along with any supporting evidence and reasoning for the determination, as part of
the monthly report pursuant to Condition No. 8, beginning with the report submitted
in October 2024 covering data from September 2024.

CCL reviewed in July 2025 the liquid levels for wells installed in the 9(a) Reaction Area to determine if
any of the newly installed wells could be expanded to deeper depths. All wells within the 9(a) Reaction
Area were determined to still be functioning from a gas and liquid flow showing intact wellbores. Based
on the included leachate data, temperature probe data, and landfill gas monitoring data including
temperature, all wells within the 9(a) Reaction Area were productive. While leachate levels within wells
have been decreasing, none of the wells within the 9(a) Reaction Area were dewatered to the point of
requiring deeper wells to continue to extract liquids and deeper landfill gas.

An updated as-built of the landfill gas collection and conveyance infrastructure is provided in
Attachment I. Note that this as-built is based on the system in place as of June 25, 2025. As explained
in Chiquita’s weekly updates provided separately to the South Coast AQMD, multiple headers and
laterals are being modified, and due to the amount of work being done, a full survey of the piping will
be required to update the drawings. That initial survey is complete, and the results are being compiled
and inserted into AutoCAD to create a new piping map. This will result in significant changes to this
drawing upon completion. However, the attached as-built shows the locations of the new wells
installed through August 20, 2025.
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Section N - Additions to the LFG Condensate or Leachate Collection System

Any subsequent additions to the landfill gas condensate or leachate collection system, such
as dewatering sumps/pumps, or other dewatering work performed per the dewatering
guidelines and implementation plan pursuant to Condition No. 18.

Condition No. 18: Respondent shall, in addition to the installation of dewatering
sumps/pumps specified in Condition No. 17 above, within ninety (90) days of the
issuance of the Initial Order, provide proposed Reaction Area dewatering guidelines
and implementation procedures for the landfill to South Coast AQMD (Baitong Chen,
Air Quality Engineer, (bchen@aqgmad.gov); Nathaniel Dickel, Senior Air Quality Engineer,
(ndickel@aqgmad.gov)) that include but are not limited to the following: (...)

The dewatering guidelines were submitted to SCAQMD on December 5, 2023, and are posted on CCL's
website. Revised dewatering guidelines to address SCAQMD comments received on March 13, 2024,
were submitted to SCAQMD on April 4, 2024. Further revised dewatering guidelines to address
SCAQMD’s additional comments received on May 21, 2024 were submitted to SCAQMD on June 7,
2024.

The evaluation of vertical wells for the installation of dewatering pumps is ongoing. CCL had completed
the installation of, and was operating, 104 pumps in vertical extraction wells as of August 15, 2025.
Additional time beyond installing new pumps was spent installing additional leachate and air supply
line infrastructure, and electrical infrastructure, as well as cleaning and maintaining the already
installed pumps.

Section O - Updates of the Geosynthetic Cover

Updates on the procurement and installation of the geosynthetic cover(s), pursuant to
Condition No. 31, and including changes required or approved by the Local Enforcement

Agency.

Condition No. 31: Respondent shall install a geosynthetic cover over western portions
of Module 2B/3/4 Phase 2, Module 2B/3, and Module 4 to limit the migration of
landfill gas from the site. Respondent shall submit the completed design for the cover,
which will provide greater definition to the cover location, including associated landfill
£gas extraction infrastructure to be installed underneath the cover, to the South Coast
AQMD by September 12, 2023 (Baitong Chen, Air Quality Engineer,
(bchen@agmd.gov);  Nathaniel  Dickel, Senior Air Quality  Engineer,
(ndickel@aqgmad.gov), and Christina Ojeda, Air Quality Inspector, (cofjeda@aqmad.gov)).
Respondent shall then obtain and install the geosynthetic cover material of at least
30 mil thickness. Respondent shall notify South Coast AQMD by October 31, 2023
(Baitong Chen, Air Quality Engineer, (bchen@aqmd.gov); Nathaniel Dickel, Senior Air
Quality Engineer, (ndickel@aqmd.gov), and Christina Ojeda, Air Quality Inspector,
(cojeda@aqmd.gov)) on the progress of procuring and installing the geosynthetic
cover. Respondent shall include updates on the procurement and installation of the
geosynthetic cover in the monthly reports pursuant to Condition 8.

As of December 31, 2024, CCL had installed approximately 44.6 acres of geosynthetic cover at the
Landfill which completes the work associated with Milestone 2A-1 of the LEA’s Compliance Order
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issued June 6, 2024. Additionally, as of January 3, 2025, approximately 1.3 acres of geosynthetic
cover was installed over the disposal area in accordance with the west toe drain workplan. The Final
Completion Report of Milestone 2A-1 (Formerly Mitigation Measure #2A) was submitted on January
17, 2025. The LEA, in collaboration with the California Department of Resources Recycling and
Recovery (CalRecycle), conditionally approved the Final Completion Report on April 9, 2025,
contingent on Chiquita submitting an Operations and Maintenance Plan. Chiquita submitted an
Operations and Maintenance Plan to the LEA on May 9, 2025, and attached a copy to last month’s
report.

Additionally, as of July 31, 2025, Chiquita had installed approximately 6,750 square feet of tan EVOH
60-mil geomembrane cover on the top deck of the Landfill, in accordance with Mitigation Measure 4.1
of the LEA’s Compliance Order issued May 1, 2025.

West Slope Regrading: CCL has completed grading the toe on the western slope of the Landfill to
eliminate the bulge and smooth the slope.

Existing Liner Repairs: Liner repairs have been completed.

Cutoff Trench: The construction of the west toe drain has been completed.

Clearing and Grubbing: All necessary clearing and grubbing has been completed.

Landfill Gas (LFG) Surface/Horizontal Collectors: The surface collectors have been installed.
Bench Grading: All necessary bench grading has been completed.

Subgrade Prep: All necessary subgrade prep has been completed.

Geosynthetic Cover Procurement: The 30-mil geosynthetic cover material has been delivered to the
site.

Geosynthetic Cover Placement: All geosynthetic cover placement associated with Milestone 2A-1 of
the LEA’s June 6, 2024 Compliance Order and the west toe drain workplan has been completed.

Bench Collector & Operations Layer: All bench collector installation and operations layer placement
has been completed.

Section P - Updates of the Landfill Excavation Work Subject to Rule 1150

Updates on landfill excavation work subject to Rule 1150, including excavation location(s)
(that are identified on graphic map(s) of the landfill, and excavated/exposed waste
characteristics (saturated, semi-dry, dry, odor type and intensity, etc.) Excavation work
occurring pursuant to an exemption as listed in South Coast AQMD Rule 1150(c)(3), or Rule
1150(c)(2) that is performed in the Reaction Area, must also be included in these updates.

Chiquita did not perform any work related to the west slope excavation project or the toe drain
termination project; both projects are complete. In addition, in July 2025, 17 new vertical wells were
drilled, resulting in waste excavation, but no indications of reacted material or reaction odors were
encountered during the drilling of these 17 new wells.
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Section Q — Updates of the Leachate

Updates regarding leachate including:

Condition No. 27: Respondent shall conduct the following actions and report them to
South Coast AQMD [Baitong Chen, Air Quality Engineer, (bchen@aqmd.gov); Nathaniel
Dickel, Senior Air Qualily Engineer, (ndicke/@aqgmd.gov), and Christina Ojeda, Air
Quality Inspector, (cojeda@aqmd.gov)] in each monthly report submitted pursuant to
Condition No. 8 beginning with the report due on February 19, 2024:

i Leachate temperature recordings pursuant to Condition No. 27(a);

a. Measure and record the leachate temperature within all the 6-inch leachate
pipes feeding into the onsite frac tanks, and at the piping leading into the
tanks at all tank farms. The temperature measurements reported shall include
a map clearly indicating temperature monitoring location(s), and the reported
results shall clearly state which tank(s) or tank farm(s) are downstream of the
monitoring location, receiving the measured leachate;

The leachate temperature data for the leachate pipes feeding into the onsite frac tanks and into the
tanks at all tank farms were collected in July 2025 and are included in Attachment J.

ii. Daily log of inspection findings and containment activities pursuant to Condition 27(b);

b. Respondent shall have dedicated staff or a contractor conduct and
document inspections twice each calendar day, once in the morning,
completing the inspection prior to 10 am, and once in the afternoon, starting
the inspection at 1 pm at the earliest. The inspections shall begin with the
surface of the Western and Northern slopes of the Reaction Area for
liquid/leachate seepage and pooling and shall additionally consist of
inspecting the facility’s stormwater channel(s), and the facility’'s stormwater
basin(s). Respondent shall maintain records from each inspection that include
the details of any leachate seepage and pooling, including location(s)
(identified on graphic map(s) of the landfill, with the subject landfill grid, and
GPS coordinates), time discovered, estimated duration of presence of
leachate at such locations, the characteristics of the leachate (estimated
quantity in gallons, extent of area impacted in square footage, odor type and
intensity), the leachate saturation level of surrounding soils (standing free
liquid, saturated, semi-dry, dry), and additional containment systems or
measures deployed to route, collect, and contain the exposed leachate and
prevent further leachate exposure;

L In the event that two weeks of twice daily inspections show no
exposed liquid/leachate seepage or pooling, Respondent may
reduce the inspection frequency to once daily. If after another
two weeks of daily inspections, no exposed liquid/leachate
seepage or pooling is observed, Respondent may reduce the
inspection frequency to once every other day during the
operating week (i.e., three times each operating week). If at
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any point inspections show exposed liquid/leachate seepage
or pooling, inspection frequency shall return to twice daily
inspections.

iii. Weekly record of leachate seepage and pooling pursuant to Condition 27(c);

c. On a weekly basis, compile and report the details of the inspection logs from
that calendar week required under Condition 27(b). Respondent shall
additionally report on any ongoing leachate seepage and pooling at the
landfill, found to have occurred at a location more than once within the
calendar week, including location(s) (identified on graphic map(s) of the
landfill), estimated duration of presence of leachate at such locations,
characteristics of leachate (estimated quantily, extent of area impacted, odor
type and intensity), leachate saturation of surrounding soils (standing free
liquid, saturated, semi-dry, dry), and containment systems or measures
deployed to route, collect, and contain the exposed leachate and prevent
further leachate exposure. By no later than January 23, 2024, Respondent
shall submit to South Coast AQMD [Baitong Chen, Air Quality Engineer,
(bchen@aqgmd.gov); Nathaniel Dickel, Senior Air Quality Engineer,
(ndickel@agmd.gov), and Christina Qjeda, Air Quality Inspector,
(cojeda@aqgmad.gov)], the first weekly report, and shall submit an additional
weekly report every 7 calendar days thereafter;

The daily logs of inspection findings and containment activities and the weekly reports of leachate
seepage and pooling required by Conditions 27(b) and 27(c) are included in Attachment K.

iv. Quantity of leachate measured, and associated company name and physical address
of the off-site disposal/treatment facility(ies) that receive leachate generated by the
landfill, pursuant to Condition 27(d); and

d. Measure and record quantities of leachate sent off-site for
disposal/treatment during the previous week for so long as all leachate is
transported offsite for disposal. Records shall include the associated
company name and physical address of the off-site disposal/treatment
facility(ies) that receive leachate generated by the landfill. If Respondent
begins onsite treatment, it shall also record on a weekly basis quantities of
leachate collected and leachate treated onsite. Respondent shall report this
information in the monthly reports pursuant to Condition 8(c). Respondent
shall submit copies of the manifests to South Coast AQMD within three weeks
of request.

The quantity of leachate sent offsite for disposal/treatment, associated company name and physical
address of the off-site disposal/treatment facilities are included in Attachment L. Chiquita began
treating leachate onsite in February 2024. Details regarding the quantity of leachate treated onsite
are also included in Attachment L. Chiquita is providing this information to the best of its knowledge;
this information is subject to change based on further review and verification.
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V.

The chart below provides a list of each hazardous and non-hazardous liquid storage and treatment
facility and its respective contracted and maximum available capacities as of July 31, 2025. The
available capacity is established by the storage and treatment facility and fluctuates daily, subject to
change and adjustment by the facility. Chiquita utilizes all capacity made available by the facility to the

A list of all hazardous and non-hazardous liquid storage and treatment facilities that
have been contacted and current status of each facility including available, contracted,
and utilized capacity to receive hazardous and non-hazardous landfill liquids.

extent liquids are available for disposal and to the extent feasible by the receiving facility.

- TX

(approx. 60,000 gal/week)

Facility Name Hazardous/Non- | Contracted Maximum Available
Hazardous Capacity Capacity
Avalon 150,000 gal/day during 150,000 gal/day during
Non-Hazardous week (50,000 gal/day week
Saturday) (50,000 gal/day Saturday)
East Valley 13 trucks/day 13 trucks/day
Remediation Non-Hazardous (approx. 65,000 gal/day); (approx. 65,000 gal/day);
6 days/week 6 days/week
Clean Harbors 2 trucks/day D trucks/day
- UT Hazardous (approx. 10,000 gal/day); (approx. 10,000 gal/day);
5 days/week 5 days/week
Clean Harbors 4 trucks/day 4 trucks/day
- NE* Hazardous (approx. 20,000 gal/day); (approx. 20,000 gal/day);
5 days/week 5 days/week
Clean Harbors H 3 rail cars/week 3 rail cars/week
azardous

(approx. 60,000 gal/week)

Clean Harbors
- 1SO

Non-Hazardous

4 trucks/day
(approx. 20,000 gal/day);
5 days/week

4 trucks/day
(approx. 20,000 gal/day);
5 days/week

US Ecology - 5 trucks/day 5 trucks/day
Nevada Non-Hazardous (approx. 25,000 gal/day); (approx. 25,000 gal/day);
5 days/week 5 days/week

Durham -
Arizona Non-Hazardous Approx. 80,000 gal/day Approx. 80,000 gal/day
Crysta_l Clean Non-Hazardous Approx. 150,000 gal/week Approx. 150,000 gal/week
Wyoming
Crystal Clean
Bakersfield Non-Hazardous Approx. 100,000 gal/day Approx. 100,000 gal/day
ﬁgx?]gg d 5 trucks/day 5 trucks/day

. Non-Hazardous (approx. 25,000 gal/day); (approx. 25,000 gal/day);
Processing,
Inc 5 days/week 5 days/week

* Please note that Chiquita recently learned from Clean Harbors that Clean Harbors - Nebraska may

receive and transfer liquid to Clean Harbors - Arkansas without Chiquita’s knowledge or approval.
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Section R - Proper Capacity
Updates on proper capacity:

Condition No. 29. Respondent shall ensure it has proper landfill leachate and landfill
condensate capacity (based on liquid production and collection reporting pursuant to
Condition 8) to accumulate onsite and/or dispose of collected liquids/leachate at an
appropriate facility or facilities.

As demonstrated above in Section Q, CCL has proper capacity to accumulate onsite and/or dispose of
collected liquids/leachate/condensate at appropriate facilities.

Section S - Monitoring Station Data
Updates regarding air monitoring stations:

Condition No. 35. Respondent shall, by January 19, 2024, provide all standard
operating procedures (SOPs) and any other Quality Control and Quality Assurance
(QA/QC) documents describing the operation and maintenance of all instruments
used at the air monitoring stations and/or enhanced monitoring stations specified in
Condition No. 34. These QA/QC documents shall include detailed information on the
calibration, and maintenance of the monitoring equipment and associated
instrumentation, and procedures used for data handling, validation, and analysis.
They shall additionally include the frequency/schedule of these actions. Respondent
shall provide these QA/QC documents to South Coast AQMD [Baitong Chen, Air Quality
Engineer, (bchen@aqgmd.gov); Nathaniel Dickel, Senior Air Quality Engineer,
(ndickel@agmd.gov); Christina Qjeda, Air Quality Inspector, Payam Pakbin,
Atmospheric Measurements Manager, ppakbin@agmd.gov)]. Respondent shall
provide updates to these QA/QC documents (if any) and a log for calibration, and
maintenance activities performed on the monitors in the monthly reports pursuant to
Condition No. 8. (...)

There were no updates or changes to the Air Monitoring QA/QC documents during the reporting period.
On July 22, 2025, maintenance was performed at monitoring station MS-07, gas inlet and PM inlet
flows were checked, and solar panels were cleaned. The field data sheet for this event is included as
Attachment M.

Section T - Total Organic Carbon (TOC) Sampling During Nuisance Events and Excavation

Pursuant to Condition No. 42(w), these monthly reports must include the following:

Condition No. 42(w). If a South Coast AQMD Rule 402 Nuisance Notice of Violation is received
by the Respondent during excavation, or a distinct odor (level 3 or greater per below Odor
Scale) resulting from the excavation is detected at or beyond the property line, then the
Respondent shall, in accordance with its Health and Safety Plan, conduct ambient air quality
sampling within 2 hours of receipt of Rule 402 Nuisance Notice of Violation or of when a
distinct odor (level 3 or greater) is detected at or beyond the properly line and analyze for TOC
and speciated TOCs as follows:
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Odor Scale Description of Odor Intensity

No odor detected

Very light odor detected

Light odor detected, distinguishable

Moderate odor, very distinguishable

Strong odor, very distinguishable, irritable

Very strong odor, very distinguishable, overpowering

ONWNRKOQ

. Samples shall be collected at the following locations: immediately upwind of the
excavation site, immediately downwind of the excavation site, within 3 inches of
the exposed excavation workface, safety permitting, and at the downwind property
line, or other location(s) approved in writing by South Coast AQMD. If deemed
unsafe, Respondent shall document the date and conditions preventing
compliance with this condition. Records of such conditions shall be submitted in
the following monthly report pursuant to Condition 8.

During the month of July 2025, there were no instances of Condition 42(w) event trigger criteria being
met, thus there were no Condition 42(w) monitoring events.

Pursuant to Condition No. 42(x), these monthly reports must also include the following:

Condition No. 42(x). During excavation, TOC and speciated TOC ambient air sampling shall be
conducted at least once between the hours of 6:00am and 11:00am, and at least once
between the hours of 2:00pm and 6:00pm, according to Respondent’s Health and Safety Plan
and the following requirements:

L Samples shall be collected at the following locations: immediately upwind of the
excavation site, immediately downwind of the excavation site, within 3 inches of
the exposed excavation workface, safety permitting, and at the downwind property
line, or other location(s) approved in writing by South Coast AQMD. If deemed
unsafe, Respondent shall document the date and conditions preventing
compliance with this condition. Records of such conditions shall be submitted in
the following monthly report pursuant to Condition 8.

During the month of July 2025, there were no instances of Condition 42(x) event trigger criteria being
met, thus there were no Condition 42(x) monitoring events.

Section U - Condensate Sampling/Analysis

Records of condensate sampling/analysis results:

Condition No. 55(g). Respondent maintains records of condensate sampling/analysis
results to demonstrate the liquid is non-hazardous, maintains records of daily
condensate infection flows (gallons per day), and provides these records in the
monthly report pursuant to Condition No. 8

Condensate injection is recorded at the flare station but is currently off until the condensate is
analyzed and confirmed to be non-hazardous. Therefore, the condensate injection flows for July 2025
are zero.
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Section V - Records of Leachate Tank Pressure/Flow Information

Condition No. 68. Respondent shall by June 15, 2024, install appropriately ranged differential
pressure gauges, with at least 0.01 inches water column resolution, or pressure gauge
otherwise approved in writing by South Coast AQMD, on each leachate storage tank.
Respondent shall monitor and record daily the differential pressure of each leachate tank,
tank identification number, date and time of the reading, and the personnel that conducted
the reading. Pressure readings that indicate the lowest value of the gauge or the highest value
of the gauge, shall be reported using significant digits to the hundredths place as “<= [lowest
value on gauge] (e.g. <=-0.50 inches water column)” and “>= [highest value on gauge] (e.g
>= 0.50 inches water column)’, respectively. The tanks shall be maintained under negative
pressure, as demonstrated by differential pressure readings. Zero and positive pressure
readings do not demonstrate negative pressure. Pressure gauges shall be calibrated
according to manufacturer specifications and schedule. Respondent shall report all the
recordings in the monthly report pursuant to Condition No. 8.

As required by Condition 68, Chiquita completed installation of differential pressure gauges on each
leachate storage tank on July 10, 2024, following its June 12, 2024 request for an extension and
subsequent documentation of manufacturer delays in delivering the pressure gauges to the site.
Following installation, Chiquita experienced complications with regards to their implementation. As a
result, records began on August 28, 2024. Readings for the month of July 2025 are included as
Attachment N. Chiquita received a Notice of Violation from South Coast AQMD on May 30, 2025
concerning, in relevant part, the differential pressure readings and logs that are required by Condition
68 and provided monthly to South Coast AQMD in this monthly report. Chiquita is continuing to
implement improvements to its differential pressure reading operations in response to the allegations,
including streamlining documentation of tank issues. For example, tanks labeled “maintenance
needed” indicate that maintenance is needed on the tank’s meter or hose.

Condition No. 72. Respondent shall conduct sampling and analysis, testing, installation, and
monitoring of the leachate and landfill gas condensate collection and storage tank system, as
specified below:

A. Atleast quarterly, conduct testing to sample and analyze the vapor flow in the piping used
to vent the leachate storage tanks and landfill gas condensate tanks and route the vapors
to the landfill gas control system. The testing shall at least include the following items and
the results of this testing shall be provided in the monthly report pursuant to Condition No.
8..

i vented leachate tank vapor flowrate,
il. vented condensate tank vapor flowrate,
iil. vapor temperature,
Iv. concentrations of speciated organics (including but not limited to Rule 1150.1
Table 1 Carcinogenic and Toxic Air Contaminants),
v. the total sulfur compounds as H2S and speciated sulfur compounds, and
Vi. testing at each of the locations indicated below:

1. The tank vents or manifolds which are representative of a set of tanks;

2. The header/manifold from each leachate tank farm or manifold including Tank
Farm #7, Tank Farm #9, North Perimeter Manifold, New East Perimeter
Manifold, LC Manifold, landfill gas condensate storage tanks, and any other
future tank farms or manifolds, with testing performed upstream of the piping
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connection to the LFG Collection and Conveyance System where landfill gas
may affect results; and
3. The inlet of the flare(s) prior to combustion.

B. A source test protocol for this testing shall be submitted to South Coast AQMD by May 17,
2024, unless otherwise approved in writing by South Coast AQMD. Testing shall be
conducted within 45 days of receiving written approval of the source test protocol by South
Coast AQMD, and the final results in a source test report format shall be submitted within
30 days of testing, unless otherwise approved in writing by South Coast AQMD.

C. Within 30 days of the initial source ftest report, Respondent shall submit a
recommendation from the Reaction Committee on additional vapor flow testing to the
South Coast AQMD [attn: Baitong Chen, bchen@aqgmd.gov; Nathaniel Dickel,
ndickel@agmad.gov; Christina Ojeda, cojeda@agmad.gov]. The Reaction Committee may
submit further recommendations regarding vapor flow testing to the South Coast AQMD
within 30 days of additional source testing under this condition.

A Source Test Plan for Leachate and Condensate Vapor Sampling was submitted to the South Coast
AQMD on behalf of CCL on July 12, 2024, in accordance with Condition No. 72(b). The source test
protocol was originally submitted on May 17, 2024 but was revised and re-submitted on July 12, 2024
to address concerns raised by the South Coast AQMD. The revised plan was approved on September
6, 2024, and the source test was performed on October 17, 2024. The final source test report was
submitted to the South Coast AQMD on November 15, 2024. A source test for the second quarter of
2025 was completed on June 12, 2025, by Montrose Environmental. The report for that source test
was submitted to the South Coast AQMD on July 11, 2025.

Condition No. 72(e). By June 28, 2024, unless otherwise approved in writing by South Coast
AQMBD, install flow meters within the HDPE piping headers for associated leachate tank farms
to accurately measure and record the flow rate (scfm) and total daily volume of vented
leachate tank vapors being sent to the flare station for combustion. The flow meters shall be
installed according to manufacturer specifications and recommendations to ensure accurate
flow readings.

i Daily flow rate (scf/day), flow meter location, indication of the tank farm whose flow is
being measured, and indication of each tank within the tank farm vented and
represented in the flow rate shall be submitted in the monthly report per Condition No.
8.

For the reasons described in Chiquita’s May 13, 2024 correspondence to South Coast AQMD, Chiquita
requested and received an extension of the deadline for installation of the flow meters until July 19,
2024. Chiquita completed installation of the flow meters within the HDPE piping headers for
associated leachate tank farms in accordance with Condition No. 72(e) on July 16, 2024. The flow
meters were installed according to manufacturer specifications and recommendations to ensure
accurate flow readings. A report of the daily flow rate (scf/day), flow meter location, indication of the
tank farm whose flow is being measured, and indication of each tank within the tank farm vented and
represented in the flow rate is included as Attachment O.

Section W - Landfill Gas Composition Readings

Condition No. 8(r). Daily landfill gas composition analysis, including CH4%. CO concentration
(ppm), CO2%, and 02%, as recorded by a real time analyzer and/or sample collected, at the



mailto:bchen@aqmd.gov
mailto:ndickel@aqmd.gov
mailto:cojeda@aqmd.gov

SCAQMD
August 20, 2025
Page 29

inlets of the control equipment (TOx, Flares, and any additional control equipment brought on
site to combust landfill gas). The analysis shall be conducted by a South Coast AQMD approved
analyzer for CH4, CO2, or 02 and analvzed pursuant to U.S. EPA Method 10 or Method ALT-

144 for CO. Request for approval shall include submittal of analyzer specifications.

Beginning on August 28, 2024, additional analyses for the TOx and flares were requested with
permanent gases (CO2, 02, and N2) analyzed by ASTM Method D1946 and CO by EPA Method ALT-
144. Analytical results are included in Attachment A.

Section X - Progress on Construction of Flare No. 4

Condition No. 74. Respondent shall expedite the procurement of the equipment needed to
construct Flare No. 4 to the maximum extent feasible such that Flare No. 4 is ready to be
constructed and put into operation as soon as possible after Respondent receives all
necessary permits or other approvals. Respondent shall provide updates on the procurement
of this equipment in the monthly report pursuant to Condition 8(s).

Chiquita and SCS Engineers completed the initial ordering of Flare 4 from John Zink in the month of
January. Additionally, John Zink completed the inspection of Flare 2 in January 2025 and confirmed
that the flare height can be extended without any additional modifications. Work on the permitting of
Flare 4 and John Zink work on design and procurement of Flare 4 was ongoing during the month of
July 2025.

Section Y - Various Location Equipment Tracking
Condijtion No. 80. Whenever South Coast AQMD permitted Various Location equipment or

CARB Statewide Portable Equipment Registration (PERP) permitted equipment is brought or
operated on site, the Respondent shall:

a. Notify South Coast AQMD in writing of the date and time that the equipment is brought
to the facility in the corresponding monthly report per Condijtion No. 8 and include a
copy of the various locations permit(s) and/or PERP permit(s) in the corresponding
monthly report per Condition No. 8.

b. Maintain a daily log including the following information for each permit unit: permit
number and/or registration number, application number (if applicable), equipment
location, and start and end time of equipment operation (as applicable). Respondent
shall submit the daily log in the in the corresponding monthly report per Condition No.
8.

c. Notify South Coast AQMD in writing of the date and time that the equipment is
removed from the facilily in the corresponding monthly report per Condition No. 8.

The PERP log for July 2025 and copies of the relevant permits are provided as Attachment P.
Section Z - Weekly Inspections to the Geosynthetic Cover

Condition No. 97. Respondent shall visually inspect all connection points, seams, and seals
of the geosynthetic cover(s) in and around the Reaction Area (as defined in Condition No.
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9(a)) at least once every seven (7) calendar days, and shall promptly repair any cover issues
identified, Respondent shall maintain a log demonstrating that it has completed each
inspection and addressed any issues with any connection points, seams, or seals of the
geosynthetic cover, including the date the issue was identified, the action taken to repair the
damage, and the time at which the repair was completed. Results of the inspection and the
repair log required by this condition shall be included in the monthly reports required
pursuant to Condition No. 8.

Chiquita visually inspects all connection points, seams, and seals of the geosynthetic cover at least
once every seven (7) calendar days, promptly repairs any cover issues identified, and maintains a log
demonstrating completion of these inspections and repairs, pursuant to Condition 97. The weekly logs
detailing the visual inspection of connection points, seams, and seals of the geosynthetic cover in and
around the Reaction Area and the repairs for July 2025 are included as Attachment Q.

CLOSING

If you have any questions or need any additional information, please contact Cornelius Fong of SCS
Field Services at (562) 743-7895 or Gabrielle Stephens of SCS at (562) 355-6510.

Sincerely,
% ?M é{ M A
Chuck Rainey Gabrielle F. Stephens
Project Professional Vice President
SCS Engineers SCS Engineers
GFS/PSS
cc: Cornelius Fong, SCS Engineers; Steve Cassulo, Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Enclosures
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Lab Analyses from the Reporting Period
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LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 21, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 1, 2025
Date Received: July 1, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 1, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 2182541 21825-2 21825-3
Sample I.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | Parnellnlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 129 23.3 285
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 0.99 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 52.5 55.4 365
Ethyl mercaptan 1.10 <0.80 4.80
Dimethyl sulfide 322 393 1012
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.13 1.16 3.37
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.48 4.99 14.3
s-Butyl mercaptan 444 5.76 16.2
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 8.17 23.3 9.72
Tetrahydrothiophene 2.33 3.25 7.81
Unidentified sulfurs 246 26.9 29.6

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)

Total Sulfur 557.8 560.8 1755.9

Brian W. ,/%T(/
Laborato rector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received.
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 1, 2025
July 1, 2025
July 1, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 127 131 129 3.1
FL-2009 Inlet 23.1 23.5 23.3 1.7
Parnel Inlet 289 280 285 3.2
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -— —
FL-2009 Inlet 0.98 0.99 0.99 1.0
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- -
Zeeco Inlet 51.6 53.3 52.5 3.2
FL-2009 Inlet 54.9 55.8 55.4 1.6
Parnel Inlet 369 360 365 2.5
Zeeco Inlet 1.10 1.10 1.10 0.00
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet 4.84 4.76 4.80 1.7
Zeeco Inlet 316 328 322 3.7
FL-2009 Inlet 389 396 393 1.8
Parnel Inlet 1030 993 1012 3.7
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -- ---
Zeeco Inlet 1.13 1.13 1.13 0.00
FL-2009 Inlet 1.23 1.08 1.16 13
Parnel Inlet 3.42 3.32 3.37 3.0
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 4.39 4.57 4.48 4.0
FL-2009 Inlet 4.99 4.98 4.99 0.20
Parnel Inlet 14.3 14.2 14.3 0.70
Zeeco Inlet 454 4.33 4.44 4.7
FL-2009 Inlet 5.76 5.75 5.76 0.17
Parnel Inlet 16.4 16.0 16.2 2.5
Page 2 of 3
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean | %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)

i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- --
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80

Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 8.14 8.20 8.17 0.73
FL-2009 Inlet 23.0 236 23.3 2.6

Parnel Inlet 9.91 9.52 9.72 4.0

Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 2.39 2.26 2.33 5.6
FL-2009 Inlet 3.36 3.14 3.25 6.8

Parnel Inlet 8.15 7.46 7.81 8.8

Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 244 247 246 1.2
FL-2009 Inlet 26.8 27.0 26.9 0.74

Parnel Inlet 28.5 30.6 29.6 7.1

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21825-(1-3), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 3.1%.

Page 3 of 3
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LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 1, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 1, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | | Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
V) T%v) %v) %)
21825-1 Zeeco Inlet 10.38 41.90 15.85 28.66
21825-2 FL-2009 Inlet 5.21 26.40 27.06 37.50
21825-3 Parnel Inlet 4.45 20.15 18.33 50.64

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.

Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis.

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 1, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 1, 2025

Sample
ID
Components
Oxygen Zeeco Inlet
Nitrogen Zeeco Inlet
Methane Zeeco Inlet
Carbon Dioxide Zeeco Inlet

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21825-(1-3), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.25%.

Page 2 of 2

Repeat Analysis Mean Y% MRL
Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V
(Concentration in %,v)

10.37 10.39 10.38 0.19 <0.1
41.84 41.95 41.90 0.26 <0.1
15.82 15.88 15.85 0.38 <0.1
28.63 28.68 28.66 0.17 <0.1
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 1, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 1, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21825-1 Zeeco Inlet 451
21825-2 FL-2009 Inlet 438
21825-3 Parnel Inlet 1240

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

%I

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 1, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 1, 2025
Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 451 450 451 0.22

Components
Carbon Monoxide

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21825-(1-3), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.22%.

Page 2 of 2
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 21, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 2, 2025
Date Received: July 2, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 2, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21835-13 21835-14 21835-15
Sample|.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | ParnelInlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 135 22.7 274
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 0.90 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 48.1 53.1 345
Ethyl mercaptan 1.05 <0.80 4.10
Dimethyl sulfide 315 381 942
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.10 1.06 3.10
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.29 4.34 12.5
s-Butyl mercaptan 412 543 14.2
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 6.00 20.3 8.23
Tetrahydrothiophene 2.14 3.20 6.69
Unidentified sulfurs 20.9 27.3 24.0

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)

Total Sulfur 543.1 539.4 1640.9

Bfcsuay”

Brian W. Fun
Laborato ctor
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 2, 2025
July 2, 2025
July 2, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 137 132 135 3.7
FL-2009 Inlet 224 229 227 2.2
Parnel Inlet 278 269 274 3.3
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet 0.84 0.95 0.90 12
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 48.8 47.3 481 3.1
FL-2009 Inlet 52.0 542 53.1 4.1
Parnel Inlet 348 341 345 2.0
Zeeco Inlet 1.08 1.02 1.05 5.7
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -
Parnel Inlet 4.08 412 410 0.98
Zeeco Inlet 323 307 315 5.1
FL-2009 Inlet 378 384 381 16
Parnel Inlet 949 935 942 1.5
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - ---
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 1.13 1.07 1.10 55
FL-2009 Inlet 1.13 0.98 1.06 14
Parnel Inlet 3.38 2.82 3.10 18
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -—
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -—- -
Zeeco Inlet 4.36 4.22 429 3.3
FL-2009 Inlet 4.62 4.06 4.34 13
Parnel Inlet 12.7 12.2 12.5 4.0
Zeeco Inlet 4.38 3.85 412 13
FL-2009 Inlet 5.38 5.48 5.43 1.8
Parnel Inlet 14.0 14.3 14.2 2.1
Page 2 of 3
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %

ID Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)

i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - ---
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80

Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -

Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 6.12 5.88 6.00 4.0
FL-2009 Inlet 20.2 20.3 20.3 0.49

Parnel Inlet 8.37 8.08 8.23 3.5

Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 2.24 2.03 2.14 9.8
FL-2009 Inlet 3.30 3.09 3.20 6.6

Parnel Inlet 6.94 6.44 6.69 7.5

Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 21.3 20.4 20.9 4.3
FL-2009 Inlet 27.7 26.8 27.3 3.3
Parnel Inlet 24 1 23.9 24.0 0.83

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21835-(13-15), were analyzed for total sulfur

compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 5.4%.
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date:
Client:

Project Location:
Project Name:
Project No.:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

July 18, 2025

SCS Engineers
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Chiquita Canyon
07224200.24 Task 1
July 2, 2025

July 2, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA

Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | | Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
(%v) (%v) (%v) (%v)
21835-13 Zeeco Inlet 10.69 42.78 15.67 27.68
21835-14 FL-2009 Inlet 4.90 24.94 28.05 38.63
21835-15 Parnel Inlet 4.82 21.38 17.48 49.17

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argen.
The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results{are reported.
Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis. ==

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 2, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 2, 2025

Sample
ID
Components
Oxygen FL-2009 Inlet
Nitrogen FL-2009 Inlet
Methane FL-2009 Inlet
Carbon Dioxide FL-2009 Inlet

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21835-(13-15), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.28%.

Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD %,V
(Concentration in %,v)
4.89 4.90 4.90 0.20 <0.1
24 .97 2490 2494 0.28 <0.1
27.98 28.12 28.05 0.50 <0.1
38.66 38.60 38.63 0.16 <0.1
/A

Page 2 of 2
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 2, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 2, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | 1 Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21835-13 Zeeco Inlet 433
21835-14 FL-2009 Inlet 337
21835-15 Parnel Inlet 924

iIchael 5. Porter
Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 2, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 2, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide FL-2009 Inlet 340 334 337 1.8

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21835-(13-15), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 1.8%.

Page 2 of 2
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7 )\ 5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 * (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 21, 2025
Client. SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 3, 2025
Date Received: July 3, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 3, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21845-7 21845-8 21845-9
Sample |.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | Parnellnlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 128 19.5 279
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 0.83 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 53.1 49.3 360
Ethyl mercaptan 1.17 <0.80 4.83
Dimethyl sulfide 304 349 994
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.14 1.14 3.41
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.54 4.37 14.7
s-Butyl mercaptan 413 5.12 15.1
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 5.59 16.6 7.48
Tetrahydrothiophene 2.30 3.27 8.07
Unidentified sulfurs 21.1 37.2 34.8

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)

Total Sulfur 530.1 502.7 1728.2

BZer

Brian W. F
Laborat irector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

Components

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiguita Canyon Landfill
July 3, 2025
July 3, 2025
July 3, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 125 131 128 4.7
FL-2009 Inlet 19.3 19.6 19.5 1.5
Parnel Inlet 280 278 279 0.72
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet 0.84 0.81 0.83 3.6
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -—- -
Zeeco Inlet 52.0 54 .1 53.1 4.0
FL-2009 Inlet 49.1 49.4 49.3 0.61
Parnel Inlet 359 360 360 0.28
Zeeco Inlet 1.18 1.5 147 2.6
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -
Parnel Inlet 472 4.94 4.83 46
Zeeco Inlet 301 306 304 1.6
FL-2009 Inlet 349 349 349 0.00
Parnel Inlet 988 1000 994 1.2
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 1.12 1.15 1.14 26
FL-2009 Inlet 117 1.11 1.14 53
Parnel Inlet 3.44 3.38 3.41 1.8
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 4.52 4.56 4.54 0.88
FL-2009 Inlet 4.04 4.70 4.37 15
Parnel Inlet 14.7 14.6 14.7 0.68
Zeeco Inlet 4.06 4.20 413 3.4
FL-2009 Inlet 5.16 5.08 512 16
Parnel Inlet 154 14.7 15.1 4.7
Page 2 of 3




Components

i-Butyl mercaptan

Dimethyl disulfide

Tetrahydrothiophene

Unidentified sulfurs

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21845-(7-9), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %

ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)

Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- -
Zeeco Inlet 5.52 5.65 5.59 2.3
FL-2009 Inlet 16.3 16.8 16.6 3.0
Parnel Inlet 7.54 7.41 7.48 1.7
Zeeco Inlet 2.34 2.26 2.30 3.5
FL-2009 Inlet 3.28 3.25 3.27 0.92
Parnel Inlet 8.13 8.01 8.07 1.5
Zeeco Inlet 20.9 21.3 211 1.9
FL-2009 Inlet 37.8 36.5 37.2 3.5
Parnel Inlet 35.8 33.7 34.8 6.0

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 2.8%.

Page 3 of 3
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 3, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 3, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | |_Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
(%V) (%V) (%vV) (%V)
21845-7 Zeeco Inlet 10.46 42.31 15.01 27.47
21845-8 FL-2009 Inlet 478 24.90 27.52 38.24
21845-9 Parnel Inlet 4.60 20.58 17.68 49.71

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.

The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results are reported.
Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis.

ichae orti
Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 3, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 3, 2025

Sample
ID
Components
Oxygen Parnel Inlet
Nitrogen Parnel Inlet
Methane Parnel Inlet
Carbon Dioxide Parnel Inlet

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21845-(7-9), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.47%.

Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD %,V
(Concentration in %,v)
4.60 4.59 4.60 0.22 <0.1
20.48 20.68 20.58 0.97 <0.1
17.73 17.63 17.68 0.57 <0.1
49.74 49.67 49.71 0.14 <0.1

Page 2 of 2
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LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 3, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 3, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21845-7 Zeeco Inlet 261
21845-8 FL-2009 Inlet 495
21845-9 Parnel Inlet 851

Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiguita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 3, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 3, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide Parnel Inlet 871 831 851 4.7

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21845-(7-9), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD" The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 4.7%.

Page 2 of 2
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5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 < (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory

atmaa.com
LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91
Report Date: July 21, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 4, 2025
Date Received: July 4, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 4, 2025
ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION
Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.
AtmAA Lab No.: 21855-1 21855-2 21855-3
Sample 1.D.: | Zeecolnlet | Parnelinlet | FL-2009 |
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Hydrogen sulfide 102 210 21.1
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 <1.50 0.97
Methyl mercaptan 48.0 323 54.7
Ethyl mercaptan 1.07 4,32 0.83
Dimethyl sulfide 290 969 391
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.06 3.03 1.37
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
n-Propyl mercaptan 414 14.0 5.30
s-Butyl mercaptan 4.07 15.3 5.97
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
Dimethyl disulfide 5.56 10.3 18.4
Tetrahydrothiophene 1.97 8.54 3.49
Unidentified sulfurs 16.2 311 41.5
(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)
Total Sulfur 479.6 1598.4 i‘/
Brian W. Fu,
Laborato ffector
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Sampled: July 4, 2025
Date Received: July 4, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 4, 2025

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Hydrogen sulfide Zeeco Inlet 102 102 102 0.00
Parnel Inlet 207 212 210 2.4
FL-2009 215 20.7 21.1 3.8
Carbonyl sulfide Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - ---
FL-2009 0.96 0.97 0.97 1.0
Methyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet 48.4 47.6 48.0 1.7
Parnel Inlet 320 326 323 1.9
FL-2009 55.3 54.1 54.7 2.2
Ethyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet 1.14 1.00 1.07 13
Parnel Inlet 4.21 442 4.32 49
FL-2009 0.81 0.84 0.83 3.6
Dimethyl sulfide Zeeco Inlet 290 290 290 0.00
Parnel Inlet 958 980 969 2.3
FL-2009 398 384 391 36
Carbon disulfide Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- ---
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
FL-2009 <0.80 <0.80
i-Propyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet 1.07 1.04 1.06 2.8
Parnel Inlet 3.03 3.02 3.03 0.33
FL-2009 1.39 1.35 1.37 29
t-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -—-
FL-2009 <0.80 <0.80
n-Propyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet 423 4.04 414 4.6
Parnel Inlet 13.9 14.1 14.0 1.4
FL-2009 5.38 522 5.30 3.0
s-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet 413 4.01 4.07 29
Parnel Inlet 15.6 16.1 15.3 26 A
FL-2009 6.02 5.92 5.97 1.7 =\
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % |
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50
FL-2009 <0.80 <0.80
Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 5.61 5.50 5.56 2.0
Parnel Inlet 10.1 10.5 10.3 3.9
FL-2009 18.8 18.0 18.4 4.3
Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 1.95 1.98 1.97 1.5
Parnel Inlet 8.64 8.43 8.54 2:5
FL-2009 3.54 3.44 3.49 29
Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 16.4 15.9 16.2 3.1
Parnel Inlet 30.0 32.2 31.1 s
FL-2009 41.9 41.1 415 1.9

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21855-(1-3), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown
above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 31 repeat measurements from three
Tedlar bag samples is 3.0%.
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 4, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21855-1 Zeeco Inlet 408
21855-2 Parnel Inlet 790
21855-3 FL-2009 379

ichael 5.
Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 4, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide Parnel Inlet 789 790 790 0.13

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21855-(1-3), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.13%.
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date:
Client:

Project Location:
Project Name:

July 18, 2025

SCS Engineers
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Chiquita Canyon

Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 4, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon

| LabNo. | Sample ID | | _Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
(%ov) (%ov) (%v) (7ov)
2185541 Zeeco Inlet 11.22 44 64 14.43 25.55
21855-2 Parnel Inlet 5.55 23.75 17.29 46.82
21855-3 FL-2009 5.29 26.55 27.20 36.46

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.

The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results are ; ported.
Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis.

Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 4, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample
ID
Components
Oxygen Parnel Inlet
Nitrogen Parnel Inlet
Methane Parnel Inlet
Carbon Dioxide Parnel Inlet

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21855-(1-3), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.58%.

Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL |
Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V
(Concentration in %,v)
5.54 5.56 5.55 0.36 <0.1
23.58 23.91 23.75 1.4 <0.1
17.25 17.32 17.29 0.40 <0.1
46.85 46.78 46.82 0.15 <0.1
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 21, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 5, 2025
Date Received: July 5, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 5, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21865-1 21865-2 21865-3
Sample I.D.: | Zeecolnlet | Parnellnlet | FL-2009 Inlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 106 264 20.5
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 <1.50 0.99
Methyl mercaptan 43.9 349 52.9
Ethyl mercaptan 1.00 4.89 0.82
Dimethyl sulfide 259 976 379
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.01 3.49 1.33
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
n-Propyl mercaptan 3.81 14.5 5.17
s-Butyl mercaptan 3.68 15.5 6.06
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
Dimethyl disulfide 5.12 10.2 18.4
Tetrahydrothiophene 1.94 7.79 3.69
Unidentified sulfurs 19.0 35.3 40.9

(Concentration in ppmv, as H , S)
Total Sulfur 449.5 1690.3 548.0

B Pty

Brian W. Fun
Laborato iwrector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)

Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 5, 2025
July 5, 2025
July 5, 2025

Sample
ID

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Zeeco Inlet
Parnel Inlet
FL-2009 Inlet

Repeat Analysis Mean %
Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
107 105 106 1.9
259 268 264 3.4
20.3 20.6 20.5 1.5
<0.80 <0.80 ---
<1.50 <1.50 - -
0.98 0.99 0.99 1.0
441 43.6 43.9 1.1
345 353 349 2.3
52.2 53.6 52.9 2.6
1.01 0.98 1.00 3.0
4,94 4.84 4.89 2.0
0.85 0.79 0.82 7.3
260 258 259 0.77
973 979 976 0.61
372 386 379 3.7
<0.80 <0.80
<1.50 <1.50 --
<0.80 <0.80
1.03 0.99 1.01 4.0
3.52 3.46 3.49 1.7
1.24 1.41 1.33 13
<0.80 <0.80
<1.50 <1.50 - o
<0.80 <0.80
3.72 3.89 3.81 45
14.4 14.5 14.5 0.69
5.07 5.27 5.17 3.9
3.62 3.73 3.68 3.0
15.4 15.6 15.5 1.3
5.98 6.14 6.06 2.6
Page 2 of 3




QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean | %

ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)

i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -

FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 5.14 5.09 5.12 0.98
Parnel Inlet 10.3 10.1 10.2 2.0

FL-2009 Inlet 17.8 18.9 18.4 6.0

Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 1.98 1.89 1.94 47
Parnel Inlet 8.01 7.56 7.79 5.8

FL-2009 Inlet 367 3.80 3.69 6.2

Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 18.7 19.2 19.0 2.6
Parnel Inlet 36.1 34.5 35.3 4.5

FL-2009 Inlet 39.9 41.9 40.9 4.9

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21865-(1-3), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown
above in the column "% RPD". The average % RFD for 31 repeat measurements from three
Tedlar bag samples is 3.3%.
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiguita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 5, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | | _Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
%v) (%) %) V)
21865-1 Zeeco Inlet 11.22 44.74 14.15 26.06
21865-2 Parnel Inlet 5.81 24.74 16.50 46.37
21865-3 FL-2009 Inlet 4.98 25.99 27.53 37.02

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.
The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results ar7 reported.

Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis. 3 !

ichael S.
Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 5, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample
D
Components
Oxygen Zeeco Inlet
Nitrogen Zeeco Inlet
Methane Zeeco Inlet
Carbon Dioxide Zeeco Inlet

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21865-(1-3), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.53%.

Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V
(Concentration in %,v)
11.18 11.26 11.22 0.71 <0.1
44 .69 44.79 44,74 0.22 <0.1
14.21 14.09 14.15 0.85 <0.1
26.01 26.10 26.06 0.35 <0.1

Page 2 of 2
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LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 5, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
218651 Zeeco Inlet 387
21865-2 Parnel Inlet 1300
21865-3 FL-2009 Inlet 434

Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 5, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide Zeeco Inlet 394 380 387 3.6

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21865-(1-3), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 3.6%.

Page 2 of 2
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specialized air assessment laboratory

atmaa.com
LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT
Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91
Report Date: July 22, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.. 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 6, 2025
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025
ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION
Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.
AtmAA Lab No.: 21885-1 21885-2 21885-3
SampleI.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | Parnellnlet |
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Hydrogen sulfide 155 3.54 285
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 1.29 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 78.1 5.37 380
Ethyl mercaptan 1.7 <0.80 5.17
Dimethyl sulfide 383 390 1045
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.58 <0.80 3.44
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 6.05 4.96 15.5
s-Butyl mercaptan 6.17 5.10 17.2
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 9.87 46.4 11.6
Tetrahydrothiophene 3.68 3.26 10.2
Unidentified sulfurs 312 54.9 42.0
(Concentration in ppmv, as H ; S)
Total Sulfur 685.6 560.6 1 8/2::7/
Brian W. Fu,

Laborat rector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiguita Canyon Landfill
July 6, 2025
July 7, 2025
July 7, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 163 156 155 1.9
FL-2009 Inlet 3.54 3.53 3.54 0.28
Parnel Inlet 282 287 285 1.8
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -—- -—-
FL-2009 Inlet 1.26 1.31 1.29 3.9
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - ---
Zeeco Inlet 771 79.0 78.1 2.4
FL-2009 Inlet 5.37 5.36 5.37 0.19
Parnel Inlet 375 384 380 2.4
Zeeco Inlet 1.74 1.68 1.71 3.5
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet 5.19 5.15 5.17 0.77
Zeeco Inlet 379 387 383 2:
FL-2009 Inlet 388 391 390 0.77
Parnel Inlet 1030 1060 1045 2.9
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -—--
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -— -
Zeeco Inlet 1.60 1.56 1.58 25
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet 3.45 3.43 3.44 0.58
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - ---
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - ---
Zeeco Inlet 6.09 6.00 6.05 1.5
FL-2009 Inlet 4.99 4.92 4.96 1.4
Parnel Inlet 155 15.4 © 15,5 0.65
Zeeco Inlet 6.32 6.02 6.17 49
FL-2009 Inlet 5.23 497 5.10 5.1
Parnel Inlet 17.3 17.1 17.2 1.2
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - ---
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -— -
Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 9.74 10.0 9.87 2.6
FL-2009 Inlet 46.5 46.2 46.4 0.65
Parnel Inlet 11:6 11.7 11.6 1.7
Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 3.90 3.46 3.68 12
FL-2009 Inlet 3.31 3.21 3.26 31
Parnel Inlet 10.6 9.89 10.2 6.9
Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 30.9 31.4 31.2 1.6
FL-2009 Inlet 55.0 54.8 549 0.36
Parnel Inlet 42.5 41.4 42.0 26

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(1-3), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

above in the column "% RPD" The average % RPD for 29 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 2.5%.
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""?* Aft A1 AA Inc.

M ,\L 5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | | _Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
V) (%v) V) %)
21885-1 Zeeco Inlet 9.40 37.10 16.91 32.26
21885-2 FL-2009 Inlet 418 21.82 29.13 39.98
21885-3 Parnel Inlet 4.08 18.18 17.14 51.68

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.

The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results are reported.
Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet” basis. !

‘ i 5
//zMichael S. Porter R
Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
ID Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD %o,V
Components (Concentration in %,v)
Oxygen Parnel Inlet 4.08 4.08 4.08 0.0 <0.1
Nitrogen Parnel Inlet 18.31 18.05 18.18 1.4 <0.1
Methane Parnel Inlet 17.09 17.18 17.14 0.53 <0.1
Carbon Dioxide Parnel Inlet 51.70 51.66 51.68 0.08 <0.1
Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(1-3), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.51%.
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4 27 A 5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21885-1 Zeeco Inlet 498
21885-2 FL-2009 Inlet 483
21885-3 Parnel Inlet 840

Vichael S. Porter
Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 7, 2025
Mean %
RPD

Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025
Sample Repeat  Analysis
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc.
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Parnel Inlet 840 839 840 0.12

Carbon Monoxide

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(1-3), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.12%.
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A\ ,/E-\ AW
JOWIE I ZMNO Inc.

specialized air assessment laboratory

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 22, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 7, 2025
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21885-4 21885-5 21885-6
Sample I.D.: | Zeecolnlet | Parnelinlet | FL-2009 Inlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 118 267 4.80
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 <1.50 0.97
Methyl mercaptan 56.2 331 36.2
Ethyl mercaptan 1.20 422 <0.80
Dimethyl sulfide 314 939 362
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.13 3.14 1.39
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.54 13.4 4.44
s-Butyl mercaptan 4.26 15.3 5.53
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <1.50 <0.80
Dimethy! disulfide 7.94 9.71 304
Tetrahydrothiophene 2.29 7.61 3.38
Unidentified sulfurs 20.3 27.7 39.2

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)

Total Sulfur 537.2 1627.2 518.5

05 iz

atmaa.com

Brian W. Fu
Laborat irector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 7, 2025
July 7, 2025
July 7, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 116 120 118 3.4
Parnel Inlet 260 274 267 52
FL-2009 Inlet 471 4.88 4.80 35
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -— s
FL-2009 Inlet 0.90 1.03 0.97 13
Zeeco Inlet 55.4 56.9 56.2 2.7
Parnel Inlet 325 337 331 3.6
FL-2009 Inlet 36.4 35.9 36.2 1.4
Zeeco Inlet 1.19 1.21 1.20 1.7
Parnel Inlet 4.1 4.33 422 52
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Zeeco Inlet 31 316 314 16
Parnel Inlet 923 954 939 3.3
FL-2009 Inlet 362 362 362 0.00
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -—-
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Zeeco Inlet 1.11 1.14 1.13 2.7
Parnel Inlet 3.17 3.11 3.14 1.9
FL-2009 Inlet 1.42 1.35 1.39 51
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 —— -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Zeeco Inlet 4.57 4.50 454 1.5
Parnel Inlet 13.1 13.7 13.4 45
FL-2009 Inlet 4.32 4.56 4.44 54
Zeeco Inlet 413 4.38 4.26 59
Parnel Inlet 14.9 15.6 153 4.6
FL-2009 Inlet 5.77 5.28 5.53 8.9
Page 2 of 3
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %

ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)

i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - ---

FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80

Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 7.82 8.06 7.94 3.0
Parnel Inlet 9.52 9.89 9.71 3.8

FL-2009 Inlet 306 30.1 304 1.6

Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 2.34 2.23 2.29 4.8
Parnel Inlet 7.57 7.64 7.61 0.92

FL-2009 Inlet 3.5 3.25 34 7.7

Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 19.6 21.0 20.3 6.9
Parnel Inlet 27.2 282 27.7 36
FL-2009 Inlet 39.2 39.1 39.2 0.26

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(4-6), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 3.9%.
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/? Aﬂ‘. M AA Inc.

A — 4 ,\ 5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases and Hydrogen Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 22, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiguita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases and hydrogen were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | | _Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide | Hydrogen |
%) %) (%v) V) T%v)

21885-4 Zeeco Inlet 10.96 43.45 14.36 27.03 1.22
21885-5 Parnel Inlet 53 23.33 16.18 46.84 3.70
21885-6 FL-2009 Inlet 5.06 25.74 26.99 37.27 1.37

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.

The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual esults are reported.
Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis.

Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V

Components (Concentration in %,v)
Oxygen Zeeco Inlet 10.99 10.92 10.96 0.64 <01
Nitrogen Zeeco Inlet 43.56 43.34 43.45 0.51 <0.1
Methane Zeeco Inlet 14.29 14.43 14.36 1.0 <0.1
Carbon Dioxide Zeeco Inlet 27.03 27.02 27.03 0.04 <01
Hydrogen Zeeco Inlet 1.22 1.22 1.22 0.0 <0.1

Four Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(4-6), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 5 repeat measurements from 4 Tedlar bag samples is 0.43%.
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A‘ﬁ: mn\AA Inc.

5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21885-4 Zeeco Inlet 460
21885-5 Parnel Inlet 921
21885-6 FL-2009 Inlet 438

A

il SEIS

"Michael S. Rorter
Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 7, 2025

Date Analyzed: July 7, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide Zeeco Inlet 460 460 460 0.0

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(4-6), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.0%.
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5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

TO-15 Component Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample, by GC/MS Method EPA TO-15

Report Date: July 22, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiguita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 9, 2025

AtmAA Lab No.: 21885-4 21885-5 21885-6
Sample ID: | Zeecolnlet | Parnellnlet | FL-2009 Inlet |

Components (Concentations in ppmv)
Freon 12 <15 <15 <1.5
Chloromethane <1.9 2.84 <1.9
Freon 114 <1.1 <1.1 <1.1
Vinyl Chloride <15 <1.5 <15
1,3-Butadiene <1.8 <1.8 <1.8
Bromomethane <19 <1.9 <1.9
Chloroethane <1.5 2.31 <15
Acetone 393 950 348
Freon 11 <1.4 <1.4 <14
Isopropyl Alcohol 191 335 232
1,1-Dichloroethene <19 <1.9 <1.9
Methylene Chloride <22 <22 <22
Carbon Disulfide <1.3 <1.3 <1.3
Freon 113 <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene <1.9 <1.9 <1.9
1,1-Dichloroethane <1.9 <1.9 <1.9
MTBE <21 <21 <2.1
Vinyl Acetate <26 <2.6 <26
2-Butanone 262 649 245
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene <1.9 <1.9 <1.9
n-Hexane 2.23 4.50 2.09
Chloroform <1.6 <1.6 <1.6
Ethyl Acetate -~ 17.6 391 203
Tetrahydrofuran 231 622 222
1,2-Dichloroethane <1.9 <1.9 <1.9
1,1,1-Trichloroethane <1.4 <1.4 <1.4
Benzene 110 352 o121
Carbon Tetrachloride <1.2 <1.2 <1.2
Cyclohexane <2.2 <2.2 <2.2
1,2-Dichloropropane <1.7 <1.7 <1.7
Bromodichloromethane <1.2 <1.2 <1.2
Trichloroethene <1.4 <1.4 <1.4
1,4-Dioxane 8.68 116 6.47
n-Heptane <1.9 <19 <1.9
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene <1.7 <1.7 <1.7
4-Methyl-2-pentanone 141 29.7 13.2
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene <1.7 <17 <17
1,1-2-Trichloroethane <1.4 <1.4 <1.4
Toluene 15.2 452 23.8
2-Hexanone 473 9.03 4.35
Dibromochloromethane <0.90 <0.90 <0.90
1,2-Dibromoethane <1.0 <1.0 <1.0
Tetrachloroethene <1.1 <1.1 <1.1
Chlorobenzene <1.7 2.08 <1.7
Ethylbenzene 8.42 23.7 12.7
m,p-Xylene 6.73 17.1 10.3
Bromoform <0.80 <0.80 <0.80
Styrene <1.8 <1.8 <1.8
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane <1.1 <1.1 <1.1
o-Xylene 2.56 6.31 3.64
Benzyl Chloride <1.4 <1.4 <1.4
4-Ethyl Toluene <1.6 <16 <1.6
1,3,5-Trimethyl Benzene 1.66 3.92 2.44
1,2,4-Trimethyl Benzene <1.6 1.62 <1.6
1,3-Dichlorobenzene <1.3 <1.3 <1.3
1,4-Dichlorobenzene <1.3 <1.3 <1.3
1,2-Dichlorobenzene <1.3 <1.3 <1.3
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene <4.1 <41 <4.1 Brian W. Fung
Hexachlorobutadiene <29 <2.9 <29 Laboratory DM
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 7, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 9, 2025

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean ‘ % |

ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Freon-12 Parnel Inlet <1.5 <1.5 - -
Chloromethane Parnel Inlet 2.85 2.83 2.84 0.70
Freon 114 Parnel Inlet <1.1 <1.1 - -
Vinyl Chloride Parnel Inlet <1.5 <1.5 - =
1,3-Butadiene Parnel Inlet <1.8 <1.8 - -—
Bromomethane Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 - -—-
Chloroethane Parnel Inlet 2.40 2.21 281 8.2
Acetone Parnel Inlet 1010 890 950 13
Freon 11 Parnel Inlet <14 <14 - -
Isopropyl Alcohol Parnel Inlet 357 313 335 13
1,1-Dichloroethene Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 - —
Methylene Chloride Parnel Inlet <2.2 <22 - —
Carbon Disulfide Parnel Inlet <1.3 <13 - o
Freon 113 Parnel Inlet <1.0 <1.0 - -
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 - -
1,1-Dichloroethane Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 - -—-
MTBE Parnel Inlet <2.1 <2.1 - -
Vinyl Acetate Parnel Inlet <2.6 <26 —- =
2-Butanone Parnel Inlet 673 625 649 7.4
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 --- -
n-Hexane Parnel Inlet 4.42 4.58 4.50 3.6
Chloroform Parnel Inlet <1.6 <1.6 - -—-
Ethyl Acetate Parnel Inlet 40.6 37.5 39.1 7.9
Tetrahydrofuran Parnel Inlet 646 598 622 7.7
1,2-Dichloroethane Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 - — A
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean | % |
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

1,1,1-Trichloroethane Parnel Inlet <1.4 <1.4 — s
Benzene Parnel Inlet 363 340 352 6.5
Carbon Tetrachloride Parnel Inlet <12 <12 . -
Cyclohexane Parnel Inlet <2.2 <2.2 - -—
1,2-Dichloropropane Parnel Inlet <1.7 <1.7 - -—
Bromodichloromethane Parnel Inlet <1.2 <1.2 - -—-
Trichloroethene Parnel Inlet <1.4 <14 — o
1,4-Dioxane Parnel Inlet 11.9 11.3 11.6 52
n-Heptane Parnel Inlet <1.9 <1.9 - -
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene Parnel Inlet <1.7 <1.7 --- -
4-Methyl-2-pentanone Parnel Inlet 30.0 29.3 29.7 24
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene Parnel Inlet <1.7 <17 - e
1,1-2-Trichloroethane Parnel Inlet <14 <1.4 - -
Toluene Parnel Inlet 47.3 43.0 45.2 9.5
2-Hexanone Parnel Inlet 9.38 8.68 9.03 7.8
Dibromochloromethane Parnel Inlet <0.90 <0.90 - -
1,2-Dibromoethane Parnel Inlet <1.0 <1.0 - -—-
Tetrachloroethene Parnel Inlet <1.1 <11 - ---
Chlorobenzene Parnel Inlet 2.26 1.90 2.08 17
Ethylbenzene Parnel Inlet 25.0 223 23.7 11
m,p-Xylene Parnel Inlet 18.2 16.0 17.1 13
Bromoform Parnel Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
Styrene Parnel Inlet <1.8 <1.8 - ---
1,1,2,2-Tetrachloroethane Parnel Inlet <11 <1.1 - -
o-Xylene Parnel Inlet 6.74 5.87 6.31 14

Page 3 of 4 & (e \
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Components

Benzyl Chloride

4-Ethyl Toluene
1,3,5-Trimethyl Benzene
1,2,4-Trimethyl Benzene
1,3-Dichlorobenzene
1,4-Dichlorobenzene
1,2-Dichlorobenzene
1,2,4-Trichlorobenzene

Hexachlorobutadiene

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % |
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Parnel Inlet <1.4 <1.4 -— —
Parnel Inlet <1.6 <1.6 o o
Parnel Inlet 4.18 3.65 3.92 14
Parnel Inlet 1.72 1.52 1.62 12
Parnel Inlet <1.3 <1.3 -—- —
Parnel Inlet <1.3 <1.3 - ---
Parnel Inlet <1.3 <1.3 - -—
Parnel Inlet <41 <4.1 - ——
Parnel Inlet <29 <2.9 = o

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21885-(4-6), were analyzed for TO-15 components, by

GC/MS. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the

column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 19 repeat measurements from three Tedlar bag samples

is 9.2%.
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specialized air assessment laboratory

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 22, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 8, 2025
Date Received: July 8, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 8, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21895-1 21895-2 21895-3
SampleI.D.; | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | ParnelInlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 114 5.08 280
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 1.00 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 501 44.8 335
Ethyl mercaptan 1.06 <0.80 4.20
Dimethyl sulfide 271 334 873
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.08 1.45 3.07
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 3.55 3.77 10.9
s-Butyl mercaptan 3.00 3.79 10.8
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 3.90 13.4 4.63
Tetrahydrothiophene 0.89 1.13 3.35
Unidentified sulfurs 5.09 5.99 13.5

(Concentration in ppmv, as H,S)

Total Sulfur 457.5 427 1 1542.6

B Lz

atmaa.com

Brian W. FL%
Laboratory Birector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 8, 2025
July 8, 2025
July 8, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 113 115 114 1.8
FL-2009 Inlet 5.02 513 5.08 2.2
Parnel Inlet 290 270 280 7
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -—
FL-2009 Inlet 0.93 1.07 1.00 14
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 50.0 50.2 50.1 0.40
FL-2009 Inlet 445 45.0 448 1.1
Parnel Inlet 345 325 335 6.0
Zeeco Inlet 1.03 1.08 1.06 4.7
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet 424 415 420 2.1
Zeeco Inlet 269 273 271 1.5
FL-2009 Inlet 328 339 334 3.3
Parnel Inlet 892 853 873 4.5
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -—- -
Zeeco Inlet 1.14 1.01 1.08 12
FL-2009 Inlet 1.43 1.46 1.45 2.1
Parnel Inlet 2.92 3.22 3.07 9.8
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - --
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- -
Zeeco Inlet 3.42 3.67 3.55 7.1
FL-2009 Inlet 3.74 3.80 3.77 1.6
Parnel Inlet 11.3 10.5 10.9 7.3
Zeeco Inlet 2.82 3.17 3.00 12
FL-2009 Inlet 3.81 3.77 3.79 1.1
Parnel Inlet 11.0 10.6 10.8 3.7
Page 2 of 3
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)

i-Butyl mercaptan Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80

Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- -—-
Dimethyl disulfide Zeeco Inlet 3.90 3.89 3.90 0.26
FL-2009 Inlet 13.4 13.3 13.4 0.75

Parnel Inlet 4.57 4.68 463 24

Tetrahydrothiophene Zeeco Inlet 0.86 0.92 0.89 6.7
FL-2009 Inlet 1.19 1.07 113 10

Parnel Inlet 3.42 3.27 3.35 45

Unidentified sulfurs Zeeco Inlet 5.25 493 5.09 6.3
FL-2009 Inlet 6.43 5.54 5.99 15

Parnel Inlet 14.0 13.0 13.5 7.4

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21895-(1-3), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 5.3%.

Page 3 of 3




w":J A{L D\ AA Inc.

AN )\ 5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 8, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 8, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | SamplelID | | Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
(%V) (%v) (%V) (%V)
2189541 Zeeco Inlet 10.34 41.42 14.84 27.20
21895-2 FL-2009 Inlet 4.73 24.70 26.74 36.98
21895-3 Parnel Inlet 475 21.41 16.51 46.72

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.

The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results are reported.
Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis.

Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 8, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 8, 2025

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V

Components (Concentration in %,v)
Oxygen FL-2009 Inlet 4.72 4.73 4.73 0.21 <0.1
Nitrogen FL-2009 Inlet 24.65 24.75 24.70 0.40 <0.1
Methane FL-2009 Inlet 26.66 26.82 26.74 0.60 <0.1
Carbon Dioxide FL-2009 Inlet 36.90 37.05 36.98 0.41 <0.1

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21895-(1-3), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.40%.

Page 2 of 2 AN~ A
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,,;“' =7 )\ 5107 Douglas Fir Rd., Calabasas, CA 91302 « (818) 223-3277

specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date:
Client:

Project Location:
Project Name:
Project No.:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

July 18, 2025

SCS Engineers
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Chiquita Canyon
07224200.24 Task 1
July 8, 2025

July 8, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample

| LabNo. || ID |

Carbon
Monoxide |

21895-1 Zeeco Inlet
21895-2 FL-2009 Inlet
21895-3 Parnel Inlet

(Conc. in ppmv)

569
303
906

ichael S. Porter
Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 8, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 8, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 | Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide FL-2009 Inlet 304 301 303 0.99

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21895-(1-3), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.99%.

Page 2 of 2
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date; July 22, 2025
Client. SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 9, 2025
Date Received: July 9, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 9, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21905-5 21905-6 21905-7
Sample |.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | ParnelInlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 118 5.25 285
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 1.07 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 50.1 46.5 351
Ethyl mercaptan 1.14 <0.80 4.40
Dimethyl sulfide 296 378 1000
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.09 1.57 3.45
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.32 5.03 141
s-Butyl mercaptan 4.32 5.98 15.1
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 8.80 30.4 17.1
Tetrahydrothiophene 2,27 3.17 7.35
Unidentified sulfurs 20.5 37.8 39.0

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)
Total Sulfur 514.8 5451 1753.0

-

Brian W. Fi
Laborat, irector

Page 1 of 3



Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 9, 2025
July 9, 2025
July 9, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 118 118 118 0.00
FL-2009 Inlet 5.22 5.28 5.25 1.1
Parnel Inlet 282 287 285 1.8
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet 1.05 1.08 1.07 2.8
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 -—- -
Zeeco Inlet 494 50.8 50.1 2.8
FL-2009 Inlet 45.8 47 1 46.5 2.8
Parnel Inlet 350 352 351 0.57
Zeeco Inlet 1.13 1.14 1.14 0.88
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet 434 4.45 4.40 2.5
Zeeco Inlet 293 298 296 17
FL-2009 Inlet 376 380 378 1.1
Parnel Inlet 1000 1000 1000 0.00
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 1.11 1.07 1.09 3.7
FL-2009 Inlet 1.59 1.55 1.57 2.5
Parnel Inlet 3.46 3.43 3.45 0.87
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50
Zeeco Inlet 4.37 426 4.32 2:5
FL-2009 Inlet 4.87 5.18 5.03 6.2
Parnel Inlet 14.0 14.2 14.1 14
Zeeco Inlet 4.44 419 4.32 58
FL-2009 Inlet 6.05 5.90 5.98 2.5
Parnel Inlet 14.9 15.2 15.1 2.0
Page 2 of 3
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Components

i-Butyl mercaptan

Dimethyl disulfide

Tetrahydrothiophene

Unidentified sulfurs

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21905-(5-7), were analyzed for total sulfur
compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)

Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -— -—
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -
Zeeco Inlet 8.82 8.77 8.80 0.57
FL-2009 Inlet 30.1 30.7 304 2.0
Parnel Inlet 17.4 16.8 17.1 3.5
Zeeco Inlet 2.35 2.19 2.27 7.0
FL-2009 Inlet 3.22 3.12 3.17 3.2
Parnel Inlet 7.33 7.36 7.35 0.41
Zeeco Inlet 20.9 20.1 20.5 3.9
FL-2009 Inlet 37.2 38.3 37.8 2.9
Parnel Inlet 37.6 40.4 39.0 7.2

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 2.5%.

Page 3 of 3
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specialized air assessment laboratory

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent

Report Date:
Client:

Project Location:
Project Name:
Project No.:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

July 18, 2025

SCS Engineers
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Chiquita Canyon
07224200.24 Task 1
July 9, 2025

July 9, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/

gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM

D1946-90.

atmaa.com

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | |_Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
(%V) (%Vv) (%V) (%v)
21905-5 Zeeco Inlet 10.17 40.93 16.17 29.10
21905-6 FL-2009 Inlet 4.51 23.73 28.63 39.02
21905-7 Parnel Inlet 4.68 20.93 17.55 48.22

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.
The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results arg reported.

Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis.

ic a’e . Porter
Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2



QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 9, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 9, 2025

Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V

Components (Concentration in %,v)
Oxygen Zeeco Inlet 10.17 10.16 1017 0.10 <0.1
Nitrogen Zeeco Inlet 41.02 40.84 40.93 0.44 <0.1
Methane Zeeco Inlet 16.19 16.14 16.17 0.31 <01
Carbon Dioxide Zeeco Inlet 29.17 29.02 29.10 0.52 <0.1

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21905-(5-7), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.34%.

Page 2 of 2 AN
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specialized air assessment laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 9, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 9, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21905-5 Zeeco Inlet 403
21905-6 FL-2009 Inlet 367
21905-7 Parnel Inlet 831

ichael S. Porter
Senior Analyst

Page 1 of 2
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specialized air assessment laboratory

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 23, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 10, 2025
Date Received: July 10, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 10, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21915-14 21915-15 21915-16
Sample 1.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | ParnelInlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 112 5.92 268
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 1.00 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 455 485 335
Ethyl mercaptan 1.04 <0.80 4.45
Dimethyl sulfide 271 360 924
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 0.94 1.62 3.14
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.04 4.59 13.4
s-Butyl mercaptan 3.93 5.72 14.9
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 7.34 26.6 15.1
Tetrahydrothiophene 1.95 3.07 7.25
Unidentified sulfurs 18.3 35.0 304

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)

Total Sulfur 472.8 518.0 1630.1

atmaa.com

Brian W. Fun
Laborato ifector

Page 1 of 3



Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiquita Canyon Landfill
July 10, 2025
July 10, 2025
July 10, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 [ Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 111 112 112 0.90
FL-2009 Inlet 5.90 5.94 5.92 0.68
Parnel Inlet 260 275 268 5.6
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 - ---
FL-2009 Inlet 1.00 0.99 1.00 1.0
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - -—
Zeeco Inlet 45.0 46.0 455 2.2
FL-2009 Inlet 47 1 49.9 48.5 5.8
Parnel Inlet 324 346 335 6.6
Zeeco Inlet 1.05 1.03 1.04 1.9
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 —
Parnel Inlet 4.35 4.54 4.45 4.3
Zeeco Inlet 266 276 271 3.7
FL-2009 Inlet 352 367 360 42
Parnel Inlet 895 953 924 6.3
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- ---
Zeeco Inlet 0.94 0.93 0.94 1.1
FL-2009 Inlet 1.56 1.67 1.62 6.8
Parnel Inlet 2.93 3.34 3.14 13
Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 - ---
Zeeco Inlet 3.99 4.09 4.04 2.5
FL-2009 Inlet 452 4.66 4.59 3.1
Parnel Inlet 13.1 13.7 13.4 45
Zeeco Inlet 3.98 3.87 3.93 2.8
FL-2009 Inlet 5.50 5.93 5.72 7.5
Parnel Inlet 14.3 15.4 14.9 7.4
Page 2 of 3
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Components

i-Butyl mercaptan

Dimethyl disulfide

Tetrahydrothiophene

Unidentified sulfurs

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

(Repeat Analyses)
(continued)
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean % |
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)

Zeeco Inlet <0.80 <0.80 --- -
FL-2009 Inlet <0.80 <0.80 -- -
Parnel Inlet <1.50 <1.50 --- -
Zeeco Inlet 7.22 7.45 7.34 3.1
FL-20089 Inlet 25.7 27.4 26.6 6.4
Parnel Inlet 14.6 15.6 15.1 6.6
Zeeco Inlet 1.99 1.90 1.95 4.6
FL-2009 Inlet 2.81 3.32 3.07 17
Parnel Inlet 6.93 7.56 7.25 8.7
Zeeco Inlet 17.4 19.1 18.3 9.3
FL-20009 Inlet 334 36.6 35.0 9.1
Parnel Inlet 29.9 30.8 30.4 3.0

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21915-(14-16), were analyzed for total sulfur

compounds. Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown

above in the column "% RPD". The average % RPD for 30 repeat measurements from three

Tedlar bag samples is 5.3%.
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LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Permanent Gases Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 10, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 10, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Permanent gases were measured by thermal conductivity detection/
gas chromatography (TCD/GC) ASTM D1946-90.

AtmAA Carbon
| LabNo. | Sample ID | | _Oxygen | Nitrogen | Methane | Dioxide |
%) (V) (%V) %v)
21915-14 Zeeco Inlet 9.41 39.50 17.26 30.53
21915-15 FL-2009 Inlet 414 22.45 29.27 39.67
21915-16 Parnel Inlet 4.61 20.99 17.86 49.21

The reported oxygen concentration includes any argon present in the sample. Calibration
is based on a standard atmosphere containing 20.95% oxygen and 0.93% argon.
The accuracy of permanent gas analysis by TCD/GC is +/- 2%, actual results are reported.

Actual analysis results are reported on a "wet" basis. 4/[

ichael S. Porter
Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analyses)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill

Date Received: July 10, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 10, 2025

Sample
ID
Components
Oxygen Parnel Inlet
Nitrogen Parnel Inlet
Methane Parnel Inlet
Carbon Dioxide Parnel Inlet

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21915-(14-16), were analyzed for permanent gases.
Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 4 repeat measurements from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 0.55%.

Repeat Analysis Mean % MRL
Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD %,V
(Concentration in %,v)
4.59 4.62 4.61 0.65 <0.1
20.91 21.06 20.99 0.71 <0.1
17.80 17.91 17.86 0.62 <0.1
49.26 49.15 49.21 0.22 <0.1
A
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LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Carbon Monoxide Analysis in Tedlar Bag Samples

Report Date: July 18, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project Name: Chiquita Canyon
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Received: July 10, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 10, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Carbon monoxide was measured by flame ionization detection/total combustion
analysis (FID/TCA), EPA Method ALT-144.

AtmAA Sample Carbon
| LabNo. | | ID | | Monoxide |
(Conc. in ppmv)
21915-14 Zeeco Inlet 673
21915-15 FL-2009 Inlet 495
21915-16 Parnel Inlet 757

Senior Analyst
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QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY
(Repeat Analysis)

Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Date Received: July 10, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 10, 2025

Sample Repeat  Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
Components (Concentration in ppmv)
Carbon Monoxide Parnel Inlet 774 740 757 4.5

Three Tedlar bag samples, laboratory numbers 21915-(14-16), were analyzed for carbon monoxide.

Agreement between repeat analyses is a measure of precision and is shown above in the column
"% RPD". The average % RPD for 1 repeat measurement from 3 Tedlar bag samples is 4.5%.
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specialized air assessment |laboratory
atmaa.com

LABORATORY ANALYSIS REPORT

Hydrogen Sulfide and Reduced Sulfur Compounds
Analysis in Tedlar Bag Sample by SCAQMD Method 307.91

Report Date: July 23, 2025
Client: SCS Engineers
Project Location: Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Project No.: 07224200.24 Task 1
Date Sampled: July 11, 2025
Date Received: July 11, 2025
Date Analyzed: July 11, 2025

ANALYSIS DESCRIPTION

Total sulfur analysis measured by gas chromatography with sulfur chemiluminescence
detector (SCD), SCAQMD 307.91.

AtmAA Lab No.: 21925-9 21925-10 21925-11
SampleI.D.: | Zeecolnlet | FL-2009Inlet | ParnelInlet |

Components (Concentration in ppmv)

Hydrogen sulfide 118 8.71 274
Carbonyl sulfide <0.80 1.14 <1.50
Methyl mercaptan 50.1 63.3 358
Ethyl mercaptan 1.11 0.98 4.61
Dimethyl sulfide 292 392 986
Carbon disulfide <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
i-Propyl mercaptan 1.10 1.92 3.31
t-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
n-Propyl mercaptan 4.27 4.84 13.7
s-Butyl mercaptan 4.05 5.83 14.8
i-Butyl mercaptan <0.80 <0.80 <1.50
Dimethyl disulfide 8.53 26.4 15.4
Tetrahydrothiophene 2.20 2.97 6.48
Unidentified sulfurs 17.3 31.0 29.1

(Concentration in ppmv, as H, S)

Total Sulfur 507.1 565.4 1720.2

Brian W. Fung 7
Laborato rector
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Project Location:
Date Sampled:
Date Received:
Date Analyzed:

QUALITY ASSURANCE SUMMARY

Components

Hydrogen sulfide

Carbonyl sulfide

Methyl mercaptan

Ethyl mercaptan

Dimethyl sulfide

Carbon disulfide

i-Propyl mercaptan

t-Butyl mercaptan

n-Propyl mercaptan

s-Butyl mercaptan

(Repeat Analyses)
Chiqguita Canyon Landfill
July 11, 2025
July 11, 2025
July 11, 2025
Sample Repeat Analysis Mean %
ID Run#1 | Run#2 Conc. RPD
(Concentration in ppmv)
Zeeco Inlet 117 119 118 1.7
FL-2009 Inlet 8.40 9.02 8.71 71
Parnel Inlet 275 273 274 0.73
Zeeco Inlet <0<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>