Environmental Consultants & Contractors

April 10, 2026
File No. 01204123.21-13

Mr. Baitong Chen

South Coast Air Quality Management District
21865 Copley Drive

Diamond Bar, California 91765

Subject: Monthly Reaction Committee Determination on Reaction Area Boundary
Chiquita Canyon Landfill - Castaic, California

Dear Mr. Chen:

In accordance with Condition Nos. 9a and 9b of the Modified Stipulated Order for Abatement (SOFA)
pertaining to the Chiquita Canyon Landfill (Landfill or Facility) (Case No. 6177-4), the Reaction
Committee has reviewed newly acquired applicable data recorded during the month of March 2026,
considered revisions of the estimated extent of elevated temperature landfill (ETLF) conditions
exhibited at the subject Facility (referred to as the “Reaction Area” limits), and has prepared this
determination on potentially revising the Reaction Area map.

Attachment A presents the Drawing, titled “Reaction Area Map”, prepared by SCS Engineers (SCS)
and dated April 8, 2026. The Drawing depicts the Reaction Area boundary as prescribed in Condition
No. 9a, which corresponds to the limits of Cells 1/2A, 2B/3, 4, and Module 2B/3/4 P2, as a solid
black line. The Drawing also depicts the estimated extent of ETLF conditions being experienced at
the site based on the Reaction Committee’s review of scientific data as a dashed magenta line. The
rationale that serves as the basis for considering adjustments and modifications to the Reaction
Area boundary (or the determination to maintain the decreed boundary), include the following:

e Landfill Gas (LFG) wellhead temperatures in excess of approximately 160 degrees
Fahrenheit.

e Poor gas quality (defined as methane levels of less than 30 percent) in conjunction with
methane-to-carbon dioxide (CH4:COz2) ratios less than 1.0.

e The concentration of hydrogen (H2) in the LFG measured greater than 2 percent by volume.
e The concentration of carbon monoxide (CO) in the LFG measured greater than 2,000 ppm.

o Accelerated settlement of the landfill surface, defined as approximately 18 inches or greater
within a 60-day period, and cracks in landfill cover. This corresponds to a strain value (i.e.,
settlement rate) rate of 3 percent per year for areas with a 300-foot waste column depth,
which we believe is a reasonable average depth in the subject area of interest.

e First-hand observations of Landfill and/or SCS engineering, construction, and operations and
maintenance (O&M) field personnel who are on-site related to: 1) atypical excess leachate
guantities (presence and quantity of liquids); 2) instances of pressurized liquids emitting
from the landfill surface, from boreholes during drilling, and from LFG wells; and, 3) the
characteristics of the odors originating from the select areas of the waste footprint (often
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described as “chemical-like” and distinctly different from typical LFG or landfill working face
odors).

e Observations of subsurface waste conditions and characteristics as noted on borehole
drilling logs for recently installed new wells and/or probes.

e Subsurface temperatures recorded at the in-situ waste temperature probes during March
2026.

e Temperature of gas or liqguids measured at depth within the LFG well riser pipe (using an
automated transmitter or manual field instrumentation).

e Subsurface temperature and pressures associated with drilling activities for new LFG
extraction wells during March 2026, if applicable.

CONSIDERATIONS FOR POTENTIAL ADJUSTMENTS TO THE ESTIMATED
EXTENT OF ETLF CONDITIONS (DASHED MAGENTA LINE)

In making its monthly determinations, the Reaction Committee evaluates the above set of data
parameters, in conjunction with one another, to identify meaningful trends indicating ETLF
conditions, as opposed to fluctuations exhibited in isolated datapoints.

Each month, the Reaction Committee scrutinizes particular areas of the Landfill that have previously
exhibited abnormal or fluctuating data, when applicable. As discussed below, despite minor
variances in discrete areas of the landfill, the Reaction Committee has not discerned any meaningful
trends with respect to the March 2026 data that would indicate the reaction has expanded into
these areas.

Near CV-2344 and CV-2346

Well CV-2344 is positioned within 100 feet or so of the delineated data-driven boundary. This well
recorded LFG wellhead temperatures in the range of 139 to 170 degrees F during March, with the
higher temperature correlating to increased applied vacuum. The LFG quality at CV-2344 was
variable, with methane concentrations of 0.4 and 16 percent during March. The temperatures and
methane concentration at this well have fluctuated somewhat between monitoring events over the
past several months. The H2 concentration measured during March was 8.4 percent, which
decreased compared to the previous month. This well is positioned immediately adjacent to a
horizontal collector extending south from the data-driven reaction area (positioned at elevation
1,278 feet). The maximum in-situ waste temperatures recorded in nearby TP-O5 during March were
less than 167 degrees F, which occurred at the 45-foot thermocouple. The two adjacent wells, CV-
2345 and CV-24066, exhibited average LFG wellhead temperatures of 117 degrees F and an
average methane concentration of 22 percent during March.

Well CV-2346 is positioned approximately 100 feet south of CV-2344. This well exhibited an abrupt
35-degree F increase in temperature between mid-January and mid-February, and recorded LFG
wellhead temperatures between 170 and 186 degrees F during March. The LFG quality at CV-2346
was poor, with methane concentrations less than 5 percent during March. The Hz2 concentration
measured during March was 15 percent. The well is equipped with an operating pump and the



Mr. Baitong Chen
April 10, 2026
Page 3

abrupt increase in heat may be attributed to dewatering activities or be associated with its proximity
to a horizontal collector extending south from the data-driven reaction area (positioned at elevation
1,245 feet). The two adjacent wells, CV-2345 and CV-2347, exhibited average LFG wellhead
temperatures of 115 degrees F and an average methane concentration of 18 percent during March.
These two wells exhibited relatively low hydrogen concentrations of 3 and 6 percent, respectively.
Accordingly, the Reaction Committee will be closely monitoring future data from this well to
determine if these trends continue and if so, whether they are attributable to dewatering activities.

The Reaction Committee does not believe an adjustment to the boundary of the Reaction Area to
include the portions of the waste footprint inclusive of CV-2344 and CV-2346 is warranted at this
time.

Subareas Within the Data-Driven Reaction Area Boundary

As depicted on the isothermal gradient range maps that are included as Attachment C of this
monthly Reaction Area Determination Report, the LFG wellhead temperatures recorded each month
demonstrate several subareas within the data-driven boundary that consistently exhibit substantially
lower temperatures than other wellheads within this boundary. One subarea is positioned in the
south central portion of the data-driven reaction area and another is positioned in the eastern
central portion of the data-driven reaction area. Both subareas contain wells exhibiting temperatures
that are below 130 degrees F. The Reaction Committee continues to review and analyze the data
recorded at wells within these subareas to assess whether various operational parameters indicate
that the severity of the reaction is diminishing within these subareas, as evidenced by the decreasing
temperatures, increasing methane-to-carbon dioxide ratios, and decreasing H2 content at select
wells within these subareas.

TEMPERATURE MONITORING PROBE DATA

The Reaction Committee reviewed the temperature measurements recorded during March 2026 by
the in-situ temperature monitoring probes. As of March 2026, 11 of the 40 probes (TP-2, TP-3, TP-9,
TP-11, TP-15, TP-16, TP-18, TP-21, TP-22, TP-23, and TP-33) are located within the data-driven
reaction area boundary (dashed magenta line). Of the remaining 29 probes positioned outside of
the boundary, 9 probes are positioned within relatively close proximity (within 200 feet) of this
boundary.

The 125-foot thermocouple within TP-8 went offline on March 3 and TP-8 was offline between March
6 and March 9 for evaluation and maintenance. Upon removing the thermocouples, the casing for
TP-8 was found to be damaged due to differential settlement beyond 45-feet, thus preventing the re-
insertion of the 100-foot, 125-foot, and 150-foot thermocouples. The 15-foot, 30-foot, and 45-foot
thermocouples were reactivated and reported temperature measurements for the remainder of the
month.

The temperatures recorded at the 150-foot thermocouple within TP-14 were steady, consistently
measuring 170 to 171 degrees F, except for March 27 and 28, during which the recorded values
were 177 and 185 degrees F, respectively, and then the temperatures abruptly returned to 171
degrees F for the remaining three days in March. This abrupt increase and subsequent immediate
decrease at a depth of 150 feet is unusual for heat generation, accumulation, and potential
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movement within a waste mass experiencing a subsurface reaction. This likely is an anomaly
associated with some change in the signal output or equipment malfunction.

The Reaction Committee evaluated the temperatures recorded in all 40 TMPs, with particular
attention to the following maximum temperatures:

TP-24: 204 degrees F at the 265-foot interval;
TP-25: 201 degrees F at the 130-foot interval;
TP-26: 178 degrees F at the 150-foot interval;
TP-29: 192 degrees F at the 240-foot interval;
TP-31: 193 degrees F at the 180-foot interval; and
TP-37: 184 degrees F at the 180-foot interval.

These thermocouples recorded relatively consistent temperatures over the previous six-week period
of February 19, 2026 through April 1, 2026, except that TP-24 exhibited a steady increase from 201
to 204 degrees F during the month of March and TP-29 measured 185 degrees F during the entire
month until it exhibited a sudden 7 degree increase to 192 degrees F on March 31. The maximum
waste temperatures recorded during March at specific thermocouples in the six TMPs identified
above may not be unusual within the deeper waste zones positioned 130 to 265 feet below the
landfill surface. However, temperatures within this range could be potentially indicative of heat
generation and accumulation affiliated with ETLF conditions when present along with changes in gas
composition, excessive leachate production, changes in leachate composition, accelerated
settlement, excessive pressures, and other ETLF characteristics. There was less differentiation
between the 30-day maximum temperatures in these six TMPs compared to the 30-day maximum
temperatures measured at the 11 TMPs within the data-driven reaction area boundary (dashed
magenta line), excluding TP-2 which has historically recorded relatively low temperatures.

Similar to previous monthly data analyses, the LFG wells surrounding the six TMPs identified above
did not demonstrate corroborating evidence of the heat or impeded methanogenesis as noted below:

o The four wells surrounding TP-24 (CV-24086, CV-24087, CV-24174, and CV-24175)
recorded an average LFG wellhead temperature during March of 114 degrees F, which is well
below the range associated with ETLF conditions. Those four wells also recorded an average
methane concentration of 38 percent during this period, which is consistent with typical
landfill gas methane production for this Facility. These values are typical of measurements
recorded at these wells over the past six months.

e Well CV-2319, which is immediately east of TP-25, recorded an LFG wellhead temperature
during March of 141 degrees F and the methane concentration was 17 percent during the
month, which is an increase from 5 percent in February. TP-25 is just beyond the data-driven
boundary and is demonstrating atypical heat at the 130-foot level but the adjacent well
exhibits temperatures considered normal for anaerobic decomposition of buried wastes.

o Well CV-24218, which is in close proximity to TP-26, recorded an LFG wellhead temperature
during March of 129 degrees F and a methane concentration of 42 percent during this
period, which suggest normal subsurface decomposition conditions affiliated with methane
production. These values are typical of the measurements recorded at this well over the past
six months.



Mr. Baitong Chen
April 10, 2026
Page 5

o The three wells surrounding TP-29 (CV-24091, CV-24171, and CV-24207) recorded an
average LFG wellhead temperature during March of 105 degrees F and an average methane
concentration of 54 percent during this period, which suggest normal subsurface
decomposition conditions affiliated with methane production. This methane value is typical
of measurements recorded at these wells over the past six months, but the temperature at
both CV-24091 and CV-207 experienced a significant decrease during March.

e The two wells adjacent to TP-31 (CV-2319 and CV-24111) recorded an average LFG wellhead
temperature during March of 131 degrees F, which is well below the range associated with
ETLF conditions. While the average methane concentration at CV-2319 during the past
month was 17 percent, the average methane concentration at CV-24111 during the past
month was 41 percent, which suggests normal subsurface decomposition conditions
affiliated with methane production.

e The well adjacent to TP-37 (CV-24109) recorded an LFG wellhead temperature during March
of 77 degrees F, and a methane concentration of 28 percent, which corresponded to a
significant increase in the vacuum applied at this well, and these values are not
representative of ETLF conditions.

The wells surrounding these six TMPs did not exhibit evidence of atypical heat or the LFG
composition associated with ETLF conditions.

Accordingly, the Reaction Committee does not believe an adjustment to the boundary of the
Reaction Area to include the portions of the waste footprint inclusive of TP-24, TP-25, TP-26, TP-29,
TP-31, or TP-37 is warranted at this time.

HYDROGEN CONCENTRATIONS

The Reaction Committee also evaluated the concentration of Hz in LFG during March 2026. Recall
that certain wells positioned to the south and east of the Reaction Area boundary (where dewatering
pumps experienced some temporary decommissioning due to EVOH/HDPE cover installation and
have been reactivated in select subareas) have periodically demonstrated some increased Hz
content in the LFG during the Reaction Committee’s review of the data in previous months, which
similarly was the case for the March 2026 data. The Reaction Committee noted in its review of the
data that these wells did not exhibit elevated temperatures, except for wells CV-2312, CV-2314, CV-
2344, CV-2346, and CV-2550. The conditions at CV-2344 and CV-2346 are discussed above, and
the conditions at CV-2312, CV-2314, and CV-2550 are discussed below.

Well CV-2312 appears to have been removed from service in early October 2025 and then
reactivated in mid-February. It is not equipped with a dewatering pump. Although this well exhibited
an average LFG wellhead temperature of 164 degrees F, an average methane concentration of only
2 percent, and a hydrogen content of 15 percent during March, these conditions are isolated
occurrences limited to this single well and are not present in any of the surrounding wells (CV-
24151, CV-24152, CV-24155, CV-2544, and CV-2546). Furthermore, the in-situ waste temperatures
at the adjacent TMPs (TP-14 and TP-34) were not consistent with elevated temperatures measured
elsewhere on site where the reaction is present.
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Although Well CV-2314 exhibited an average LFG wellhead temperature of 161 degrees F, an
average methane concentration of only 4 percent, and a hydrogen content of 14 percent during
March, these conditions are isolated occurrences as discussed below. The adjacent well CV-2550
appears to have been removed from service in September 2025 and then reactivated in late-
February, but with little to no vacuum being applied to the well, likely because of the exposed
geomembrane cap construction activities. It is not equipped with a dewatering pump. Although this
well exhibited an average LFG wellhead temperature of 180 degrees F, an average methane
concentration of only 6 percent, and a hydrogen content of 12 percent during March, these
conditions may be a result of heat accumulation during the prolonged shutdown. These conditions
are isolated occurrences limited to these two wells and are not present in any of the surrounding
wells (CV-24094, CV-24149, CV-2551, CV-2552, and CV-25106S/D). The average LFG wellhead
temperature and average methane content in two adjacent wells, CV-2551 and CV-2552, are 117
degrees F and 21 percent, which are inconsistent with ETLF characteristics and suggest the
conditions at CV-2550 are not present in adjacent areas. The average LFG wellhead temperature
and average methane content in the remaining three adjacent wells, CV-24094, CV-24149, and CV-
25106S/D, are 119 degrees F and 33 percent, which are inconsistent with ETLF characteristics and
demonstrate that the moderately elevated temperature and poor methane associated with CV-2314
are not present in adjacent areas.

The average temperatures do not offer evidence of the increased heat that is typical with ETLF
conditions at the remaining wells exhibiting atypical H2 concentrations. As noted previously, the
Reaction Committee suspects this increased Hz content may be attributable to substantial
dewatering being accomplished throughout the Reaction Area and may be associated with gas
movement from within the Reaction Area by existing horizontal collectors in close proximity. Thus,
the presence of elevated Hz in these isolated locations does not suggest that ETLF conditions are
expanding south or east of the delineated boundary. Accordingly, the Reaction Committee does not
believe an adjustment to the boundary of the Reaction Area is warranted at this time.

CONCLUSION

As presented on the Drawing included as Attachment A, the estimated extent of ETLF conditions
(dashed magenta line) is fully contained within the Reaction Area boundary decreed in the SOFA
(solid black line) or coincides with it along the eastern boundary of Cell 1/2A as noted previously.
Because the ETLF conditions are fully contained within the Reaction Area boundary and have not
expanded into a new cell, the Reaction Committee finds no basis to modify the Reaction Area
boundary as prescribed in Condition 9a at this time.

There was no dissenting opinion among the Reaction Committee members regarding this monthly
determination. Supporting data is presented on the Drawing included as Attachment A. The
maximum temperature measurements recorded at the 40 in-situ waste temperature monitoring
probes (both 7-Day and 30-Day values) during March are presented in Attachment B in graphical
format. The LFG wellhead temperatures recorded at the extraction wells for the entire Landfill
footprint are reflected on the isothermal gradient range map presented as Attachment C. The
CH4:CO2 ratios measured at the LFG wellheads in the vicinity of the data-driven Reaction Area
boundary are depicted on the range map presented as Attachment D. The Hz concentrations
measured at the LFG wellheads in the vicinity of the data-driven Reaction Area boundary are
depicted on the range map presented as Attachment E. The CO concentrations measured at the LFG
wellheads in the vicinity of the data-driven Reaction Area boundary are depicted on the range map
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presented as Attachment F. The landfill surface settlement isopach values measured on a quarterly
basis (January 7, 2026 compared to March 25, 2026) in the vicinity of the data-driven Reaction Area
boundary are depicted on the range map presented as Attachment G. The electronic database and
recordkeeping platform enables these measurements to be downloaded into a tabular spreadsheet
format, which can be submitted to the South Coast Air Quality Management District under separate
cover, if requested.

Please contact either of the undersigned if you have questions or require additional information.
Sincerely,

— [ 7 ﬂ
A i Y ."r"';’/f.qf
2t A ) Gt ZX; 2.

Robert E. Dick, PE, BCEE Patrick S. Sullivan, BCES, CCP
Senior Vice President Senior Vice President

SCS Engineers SCS Engineers

RED/PSS

ccC: Nathaniel Dickel, SCAQMD
Christina Ojeda, SCAQMD
Patrick S. Sullivan, REPA, CPP, BCES, SCS Engineers
Pablo Sanchez Soria, PhD, CIH, CTEH
Neal Bolton, PE, Blue Ridge Services, Inc.
Richard Pleus, PhD, Intertox
Srividhya Viswanathan, PE, SCS Engineers

Enclosures:

Attachment A - Reaction Area Map

Attachment B - In-Situ Waste Temperature Monitoring Probe Data
Attachment C - Isothermal Gradient Range Map

Attachment D - Wellhead Methane-to-Carbon Dioxide Range Map
Attachment E - Wellhead Hydrogen Range Map

Attachment F - Wellhead Carbon Monoxide Range Map
Attachment G - Settlement Isopach Range Map



C:\Users\ akarram\ Downloads\ 03—March\ Reaction\DWG\ CCLF |March 2026 Reaction Ared Map_2026—04—08.dwg Apr 08, 2026 — 10:33am By: akarram

I I H-217IN @ @ C-23
o& & - CV-2515
Y Moy 6
h o T
I S
@ C-20
CV-24147 o '232 4
H-10 q ®
GP-11 CV-24146 CV-24133
m CV-48R CV-2516. g °
o Cv-20125® H-2171A oC-17B
CV-2563 CV-24215 < o
P2 cv2404 oo CV-2410 oV.24122% CV-24132 .74
H-78A m ® s Co95
H-1963N ~ ®H-1803 CV-24121 CV-113 CV-24125 H-23 o
CV-2403 o 7 - d ®
| s =~ ® ‘ TP-27 e &
® oH1770N < - ®  Gvoa4plR T~ CV-24120 TP-20 TP-274 CV-24130 CV-25CV-2517
CV-2402 CV-2409 " CV-2415 o >y % CV-24129 & CV-24131 P CV-24214
®, 1774\® H-1962N@ CV-2408 27 Cv-248c-2501w 2174 CV-2334 CV-24128 ¢ P H-72 & CV-24216
SCV-2401 =CV-2413 CV-2428c-2501E®  cvii14 N\ 4 C\-2208A CV-24136
A 66N 7 & OV-2430 TF,_18\\ P Cv. 4124 @ £V-24213
@* 5 > @ TP-32 H-2171B @ C%6
CV-1903 CV-2407 s ) ) "2333 H-NG ; -
N ® B CV-2422 PLR  CV-24296  (v.0435 2333 \H- NN 04127 o H-1955N@ @H-1956N HATN o o ® s
6 ¢ _ — pCv-2311 & CV-2428 cv-oa1:81 CV-24134 -217 H-1806N H-1807N H-1958N H-75 @
CV-2406 — I TP-19 cv-2anss04] CV-2009 b ° .y
e lg CV-24145 CV&?“ QCV-2421 Cv-24428 I rATIA dCv-2008 Yoo
CV-232 | CV=2411 i CV-2306 S i 3 CV-2519 @C-27
326 @CV-2417 ovaodd & HR S &v-251005/ Bv-2007 @CV-2561 CV-2562 CV-24137.9, @
Cv-233¢ I e @ CV-2206 PLR Ev-25101S/D TP_QG%L CoV.2007 ®. -
/o H-1770A o8 CV‘?Q?’% PLR Cv-24496 | ‘ V2316 @ CV-2009A o 5% eC-12
/CV-2416  CV-2419 Cv-24d1 @ cvao0a LR CV2455%.2560 @ Cv-24218 v o1z @
CV$901 // ® CV-2426 @l o H-1771B @CV-2559 CV-2520 g
- L CV-25102
PR CV-2418 Cv-2201 AR CV-2440 g CV-2448 Ov-2450 | TP-17 |, Sv-2010 - CV'2524'°; H-2170N
Q TP-2 @ I cvbaes CV-25103 ) & ¥cv-2010 CV-2522
CV-24141 / CV-2303 CV-2315 @ b CV-53S @
»Cv-2337 @ CVv-2433 P33 CV-25104S/D Gyaa7s CV-2087, P31 H-1806A TP-36 ° H-19580C\%52 ] CV-53D & H-29 c-28
/ cv-2322 @ & & Cv-2318 ® ) e ]
CV-2006 CV-2310 PLR A TP-25 - CV-24111 o
/ @ @ CV-2425 oV Jaag CV3453 D CV-2464¢, . 251058/D C255¢ & @ CV-24112 H-1807A ]
GP-13m LC.2100N ;{CV-2351 V24326 P22 CV-2446 CV-2556 g o Cr2%0 CV-1424 @ ¢ C-11
- V-24148 H-1805A
P $ CV-25107S/D ® CV-2012
3 — =" Fpas T T T
8.2 gcv-2s38 Pev-2431 H-1753 e - & e e CV-94@ ® |
CV-2437  CV-2445 / CV-25106S/D : CV-2524
3 & CV2558 @CV-24149 ~ CV-2550Q %
Lc-2001P  ©YgH140 CV-1902A T2 cvaee /L @® CV-2321
Tp-3HCV-2353 PLR ° M ovars |/ OV CV-24150 ® @ CV-54S @ ®c 1o
Q® H-1769B @ P13 y CV-24110 H-1957B H-2168E
® CV-2304 CV2554 J*_TP_B 4 CV-2494 CV-2324 @ g
CV-24139 CV-2444 < @ H-2168B H-2168C @ * CV-57R CV-2011A
Cv-2436 @ CV-2451 e TPA4 ov-pa153 CV-55R CV-2526
CV-24138 CV-2461¢CV-2328e / %V-Z 4151 CV-24152 V-2548 CV-95 )
@ CV-2342APLR CV-2339 \ CV-24154 CV-2549
% % CV-2472 CV-2312 cv.24155@ > Py 18060 @  H-2169E .30
CV-2443 CV-2553 N 3 . H-1804B - TR > ] e
LC-2100C @ . PBH-1964S CV 2%6 @ H-1956B CV-2205 V2011 H-2170C
CV-24142 Rt &V 2N\ \ev24156@ CV-2545 i HA9588 CV-24221
LC-2001C/  @H-1552 H-1563N  yGYd02 Cv-2460 19655 CV-2544 & o ovBaes V0547 Hialbec TP-37 CV-24220 ® Cv-2527
cvasda ® o cv-2543 @ \CI;V1-§484 Cv-24157 CV-24158 c:'/-zzﬁzg CV-84S @ ) ® H-79
> ?r : ] ) CV-2528
Cv2354® PCV-2450 cvise cvote CV-2470¢ - H1952S  CV-2542 1p.12 WCv-24160 CV-24161 H-1807Sg  GV-86S CV-24119
i CV-2341 . 7 = 2
GP-15 M S isaunpr @ CV-2483, ] cv BN @ .
53 V2301 P P @ P30 1005 H-1957S CV-24222 o Ci8
He-20018 SCv-1534  CV-2003 CV-2469” CV-2488™ Cv-221659 H-1565£1%0 2N L4 ° H-180158 @ ® . Cv2
@® % CV-108-52 d P CV-2482 - @ H-1762N q ® H-18025 GV-24163 H-21708 ~V~
CV-2495 Cvalsas » CV247 — —© e e py-24164 TP-35 N fCV-24167 H-1764N TP-38
CV-2496 CV-2343®  /CV-2456 CV-2481 V24163 112088 _ CV-24118 Y
CV-2349 i anba & CV-2467. - — @ T @Cv-2541 H-2277A @® Ov-54T60 ® 3. § CV-2492 & ®H-1956s TC-1961E @ CV-24223 *
- TTT=E=e CV-2468 ) H-22778V-24207 ° » Cv-3
e ——® ° CV-2564 CV-2540 ¢ o\ 24171 CV-7T9R @ CV-24212
- HA770S CV-2480Q 7 e CV-24170 P20l POV H-1804S ® o2 > v
Tp-sJ% CV-2344  (©v-2466 CV#?Q H-2274A Y2487 CV-24172 C\g491 Cv-25108 HA1805S ) ® H-1806S &_2529 ®Cv
CV-2002 TP-8  CV-2486 OH-17605 54173 ]
CV-2497 CV-2478 @ °
LC-2100S Q@ 2274W, H-1405C TP-24 CV-5
°
& CV-25138 ] H-1409N CV-24186
QV-23458 H-2246W @y 7575 CV-2477 H-2276N 24174 cvg490  H-2276B@ o ee CV-24225 CV-2i3tirezn 2 o
H-1574N 3\/24144 HA786S o CV-24176 PCV-24175g ¢ PCV-24185 | cv.04107 @ CV-24210 o & CV-2530 Y cv-6
(] o PY H-2274B H-1763S
CV-2346 H-2165A H-1404C ® P39 o,
cvzass oviies {ﬁ_ H-2275E TC-1961C oV
GP-14m Q CV-2001 ®H-1563S CV-2489 ° X
1562 CV-2347 & CV-2485@ =Y CV—241%. BV-2570 @ ° H-2274E A5
H-1406Wg H-2-165WO.H-2273W g &/-24177 CV_Mmzzv 24?;1C 'S H-21658 OV alar 17048 oVt
TP_EEF— ) P i H-2275W CV-%é180 ® V-24182 CV-2569- CV-24106 H:2165E CV-24203;|-1571S.CV'1604 H-15725 CV-25324y
@ CV-2348 e CV-2568 cv-24196 @ ® o CV-24226 ®,,
Cv34179 H-2275C o ¢
CV-24100 CV-2665 ¢, CV—256$ C\q/;24105 H-2273E el. 1310
CV-24195 | CV-1605 CV-2533
@ CV-24101 . \/%4187 -¢LTP-28 < H-20558 CV-24202 o,
Ho169W N 22;2W CV-2566 & CV-24194  cv-24104 H-2164E@ @
- o CV-24103 L4 7 Y CV-24201
CV-24190 @ CV+24199 CV-24208
CV-24102 @ P2 CV-2539 CV-24116
CV-24188 @ CV-24198 H-2272E el 1310 TN
CV-1601D/S bi-1902C CV.24200 CV-24203 8 2o
163G 7S CV-24206
CV-24189  TPoL CV-24193 - P CV-24204
B—CV-24192 CV-2501 CV-24205 CV-2534@ C-3 @
1575 H-1408W CV-2503 g, o @
VL-2
H-2053W H-1401W H-2163W » VL3 Ay b6t P-62
H-102a ®H-2050W CV-24115 @ cv-1603 @®
H-101W Hoo161w CV-24227 H-1410S@ ¢
) L CV-2502 €V-2535,4 CV-2537
s @ H-2309N SC-2000E @ 1y.2161E® CV-2536@
- P CV-24114 @ P-60R
CV-24237 H-2160A @ CV-2503 C\?2538 L
H-2057W@ @® H-2059E @
P59,
H-2160E
e V20 2= P-65
) - D-10 H2053E -
CV—24231¢ @ CV-2504 Y HL2057E @
H-2308N -
H-2160W i ¢ e @P_75
CV-2507 D-9 A D-9 } P-56
CV-24236 ® g H—.2058E D-6 (GW) 3 Piﬁs R
H-2051W H-2058W. H-1967E CV-2571 Q
TC-1967W, @H-2036W H-2310N ¢ P-2(GW) LA P 38RS
o ® -
H-2056A@ H-2056B@ 4 P-3R(GW) L
GP-16 e CV;2511 P V-2572
H-2307N > CV.2508 POR P-7R 6P-55
CV-2514
® ¢ P-67R
H-2404N P-4GW) ®e.on @ P ¢ @30
) CV-2509 BHé;B—1 P-54
® P-39A
CV-2512 HfRsn e H-2306N ® L
CV-24244 P-5(GW) @
] H-2050E
® cvoBio ®H-2303N  LC-6A® o 2077 @ P-53
H-2050W ® P-9

9

11

@ P63

12 13 14

‘N
|

GRAPHIC SCALE

160 80 0 160 320 480
™ e m—
SCALE: 1"=160’
LEGEND

EXISTING CELL LIMITS (APPROXIMATE)
@ Cv-xX EXISTING VERTICAL WELLS
@ CVXXPLR EXISTING VERTICAL WELL -

PRESSURIZED LEACHATE RELEASE
® H-XX EXISTING HORIZONTAL WELLS
A CV-XX EXISTING REMOTE VERTICAL WELLHEAD
BWGP-XX EXISTING PERIMETER MIGRATION PROBE

¢~ TP-XX

EXISTING TEMPERATURE PROBE
EXISTING HORIZONTAL COLLECTOR - SOLID

EXISTING HORIZONTAL COLLECTOR - PERFORATED

EXISTING HISTORIC HORIZONTAL COLLECTOR

REACTION AREA BOUNDARY (APPROXIMATE) -
BASED ON DATA REVIEW

REACTION AREA BOUNDARY - CONDITION 9A

|
GP-21

® Gp7
GENERAL DRAWING NOTES:

1. NORTH ARROW SHOWN HERE IS REFERENCE TO THE CALIFORNIA STATE PLANE
ZONE V COORDINATE SYSTEM, NAD 83.

2. THE LOCATION OF ANY EXISTING PIPING, VALVES, TIE-IN LOCATIONS AND OTHER
FEATURES ARE APPROXIMATE AND SHOULD BE USED FOR INFORMATION
PURPOSES ONLY.

19

Ll
l_
<C
o
=z
(@]
n
>
L
o
S
z K<KKKKIK
—
=
L
o o<
<C
ES Z L
X o -
<< T >-(<_E)
=Z O <Z( ).
o OO
= < <
Q= e
L )
i 3s
N g5
Ll =
= =
= o
= L
(] -0
Ll (@]
T @
) o
1
—
S <
=z =
=&
-2
= —
o
L=
<ZEO
SXS)
<C
<C
= O
D <
o O
I
.. (@)
'_
=
i
—
(@)
o
o
LLl
L
p
2
N S
(0p) 2 o
— Q |z
=
<C
LLl =
L 2 =
Z = xS
o 4 =
o _ = |5
O [
<< R
Zc
Z =
wa:, |
=E£8 ~
Z23.| &
Nossifs
X358 =
03555 s |
Z =082 |5
u>m§9§'§ z
o (=)
DATE:
04/08/2026
SCALE:
AS SHOWN
SHEET



ATTACHMENT B

Solid Waste Borehole Maximum

Temperature Profiles Over 6 Weeks
for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

From March 26, 2026, through April 1, 2026, there were two recorded temperature increases and three
recorded temperature decreases that triggered the notification limits set forth in the LEA’s October 4,

2024 letter.

Chiquita provides the following updates:

TP-08
o

TP-13

TP-14

TP-23

TP-36

The 125-foot thermocouple went offline on March 3rd and TP-8 was offline between March
6th and March 9th for evaluation and maintenance. Upon removing the thermocouples,
the casing for TP-08 was found to be damaged due to differential settlement beyond 45-
feet, thus preventing the installation of the 100-foot, 125-foot, and 150-foot
thermocouples. The 15-foot, 30-foot, and 45-foot thermocouples are active and reporting
data.

The 15-foot thermocouple showed a decrease in maximum temperature of 10°F from
144 °F to 134 °F from March 25th to March 30th.

The 150-foot thermocouple showed an increase in maximum temperature of 13°F from
172°F to 185 °F from March 25th to March 28th and then a decrease in maximum
temperature of 14°F from 185°F to 171 °F from March 28th to April 1st.

TP-23 reported maximum values of 2508 °F on March 31st, due to being taken offline for
pumping liquids from the probe casing prior to thermocouples being re-installed, causing
the single day erroneous readings.

The 250-foot thermocouple showed an increase in maximum temperature of 12°F from
96°F to 108°F from March 22nd to March 29th and then a decrease in maximum
temperature of 32°F from 108°F to 76 °F from March 29th to March 31st.

07224053.00 | April 2,2026

274 Granite Run Drive
Lancaster, PA 17601
717-550-6330



Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-1

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-2

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-3

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-4

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-5

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-6

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-7

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-8

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-9

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-10

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-11

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-12

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-13

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-14

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-15

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-16

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-17

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-18

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-19

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-20

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-21

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-22

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-23

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-24

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-25

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-26

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-27

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-28

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-29

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-30

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-31

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-32

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-33

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-34

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-35

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-36

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-37

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-38

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-39

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026

2/19/26-2/26/26 2/26/26-3/5/26 3/5/26-3/12/26 3/12/26-3/19/26 3/19/26-3/26/26 3/26/26-4/1/26
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Vertical Temperature Profiles from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill
for TP-40

Maximum data for 2/19/2026 to 4/1/2026
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Maximum Vertical Temperature Map from Temperature Probes at Chiquita
Landfill

TP20

TP16

*TP-23 reported maximum values of 2,508 degrees F o
March 31, 2026. These readings are erroneous due to
the probe being offline for repair.



Thirty Day Maximum Vertical Temperature Map from Temperature Probes at Chiquita Landfill

TP-8 and TP-23 reported maximum values of 2,507
and 2,508 degrees F on March 8th, and March
31st. These readings are erroneous due to TO-08
and TP-23 being off-line for inspection/repair.
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b owell

Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Range Map
Parameter: CH4/CO2 Ratio (high range)

Analysis Method: MostRecent
Date Range: 03/01/2026 - 03/31/2026

SCSeTools Map generation date : 04/10/2026
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ATTACHMENT E

Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Range Map
Parameter: H2 (mid range)

Analysis Method: MostRecent
Date Range: 03/01/2026 - 03/31/2026

Map generation date : 04/10/2026

The range values noted
above are in units of
parts per million (ppm).
Divide by 10,000 to
convert these values to
units of percent by
volume.
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ATTACHMENT F Chiquita Canyon Landfill
Range Map
A Parameter: CO LAB (mid range)
N Analysis Method: Average
Date Range: 03/01/2026 - 03/31/2026

e loo Map generation date : 04/08/2026




Chiquita Canyon Landfill - Quarterly Isopach

March 25, 2026 Survey Image. January 07, 2026 vs March 25, 2026
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