Received by OCD: 4/15/2026 5:27:21 PM Page 1 of 329

Stantec Consulting Services Inc.

4572 Telephone Road, Suite 916
Stantec Ventura CA 93003-5663

April 15, 2026
Project 203724997.1Q26

Ms. Shanna Smith

State of New Mexico

EMNRD - Oil Conservation Division
506 West Texas Avenue

Artesia, New Mexico 88210

Reference: First Quarter 2026 Groundwater Monitoring and Status Report, Former ExxonMobil
Gladiola Station, Lea County, New Mexico, OCD No. AP038

Dear Ms. Smith,
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Monitoring and Status Report for the site. The format used for the report consolidates groundwater
sampling (where applicable) and consultant progress updates into one summary report. Please contact me
using the contact information listed below.

Regards,
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The conclusions in the Report titled First Quarter 2026 Groundwater Monitoring and Status Report are
Stantec’s professional opinion, as of the time of the Report, and concerning the scope described in the
Report. The opinions in the document are based on conditions and information existing at the time the
scope of work was conducted and do not take into account any subsequent changes. The Report relates
solely to the specific project for which Stantec was retained and the stated purpose for which the Report
was prepared. The Report is not to be used or relied on for any variation or extension of the project, or for
any other project or purpose, and any unauthorized use or reliance is at the recipient’s own risk.

Stantec has assumed all information received from ExxonMobil Environmental Solutions, on behalf of
ExxonMobil Pipeline Company LLC (the “Client”) and third parties in the preparation of the Report to be
correct. While Stantec has exercised a customary level of judgment or due diligence in the use of such
information, Stantec assumes no responsibility for the consequences of any error or omission contained
therein.

This Report is intended solely for use by the Client in accordance with Stantec’s contract with the Client.
While the Report may be provided by the Client to applicable authorities having jurisdiction and to other
third parties in connection with the project, Stantec disclaims any legal duty based upon warranty,
reliance or any other theory to any third party, and will not be liable to such third party for any damages or
losses of any kind that may result.

9@% Anleraon

Signature

James Anderson, Senior Program Manager
Printed Name
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1 Introduction

At the request of ExxonMobil Environmental Solutions, on behalf of ExxonMobil Pipeline Company LLC
(ExxonMobil), Stantec Consulting Services Inc. (Stantec) prepared this quarterly groundwater monitoring
and status report for the site.

2 Site Description

Former Gladiola Station is located in northeastern Lea County, New Mexico (Figure 1). The site is located
at latitude 33.300745 degrees (°) and longitude -103.111117° and consists of 0.54 acre of land (Figure 2).
The site was operated as a crude oil pipeline pumping station under ExxonMobil Pipeline Company until it
was purchased by Trojan Pipeline L.P. in February 2004. Trojan changed its name to Centurion Pipeline
L.P. (Centurion) in July 2004. The site is currently a vacant lot that contains a pipeline with a cathodic
protection system operated by Centurion (AECOM, 2014).

3 Geology and Hydrogeology

The site is in northeastern Lea County, New Mexico, within the Llano Estacado (staked plains)
physiographic province. Surface soils at the site are Quaternary windblown (eolian) sediments comprised
of sands, silts, and clays. This sediment can accumulate to a thickness of 20 feet in this portion of Lea
County. The Quaternary sediment unconformably overlies the Tertiary Ogallala formation (AECOM, 2014).

The Ogallala formation is comprised of variably cemented calcic sands, silts, caliche, gravel, and some
clays and ranges in thickness from 50 to 300 feet. Groundwater in northern Lea County is primarily
produced from the Ogallala formation. The saturated thickness ranges from 25 to 200 feet, with the depth
to groundwater ranging from less than 30 to approximately 260 feet. The Ogallala formation
unconformably overlies the Triassic Dockum group. The Dockum group consists of red shale and
sandstone and is commonly referred to as red beds. The red beds can exceed 1,000 feet in thickness in
this region and may produce small amounts of water at the bottom of the formation. Water wells in the
vicinity of the site have a total depth of approximately 100 feet below ground surface (bgs), with depth to
groundwater ranging from 35 to 70 feet bgs (AECOM, 2014).

The surface soils encountered at the site are silty clays approximately 2 to 3 feet thick. This surface soil is
consistent with the surface soil description (Quaternary sediment) for this physiographic province. The
next three soil types encountered at the site are consistent with the description of the Ogallala formation
(caliche, limestone, and silty sands). The Dockum group was not encountered at the site (AECOM, 2014).

The first occurrence of groundwater encountered at the site is found within the Ogallala formation and
would likely be classified as the Ogallala Aquifer. The characteristics of the Ogallala Aquifer as described
in the scientific literature match the characteristics of subsurface conditions beneath the site (produces
small amounts of good-quality water). The depth to water beneath the site has ranged historically from
approximately 29 to 43 feet bgs (AECOM, 2014).
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4  Regulatory Framework and Site Classification

The New Mexico Oil Conservation Division (NMOCD) has regulatory jurisdiction over oil and gas
production operations including crude-oil pipeline releases and closure activities in the State of New
Mexico. This investigation was conducted in accordance with a “revised Stage 1 Abatement Plan,”
submitted to the NMOCD on March 2, 2006. The NMOCD requires that soil affected by a crude oil release
be remediated in such a manner that the potential for future effects to groundwater or the environment
are minimized. The NMOCD hydrocarbon recommended remediation action levels (RRALs) for soil are
determined by ranking criteria on a site-by-site basis, outlined in the NMOCD Guidelines for Remediation
of Spills, Leaks, and Releases, dated August 13, 1993 (NMOCD, 1993). The ranking criteria are based on
three site characteristics: depth to groundwater, wellhead protection, and distance to surface water
(AECOM, 2014).

The NMOCD guidelines require groundwater to be analyzed for potential constituents of concern as
defined by New Mexico Water Quality Control Commission (NMWQCC) regulatory limits. Human health
standards (HHS) for groundwater with a total dissolved solids (TDS) concentration of less than 10,000
milligrams per liter (mg/L) can be found in New Mexico Administrative Code (NMAC) 20.6.2.3103,
Sections A and B.

A water well search was conducted on May 28, 2008. According to the New Mexico Office of the State
Engineer Water Administration Technical Engineering Resource System database, 18 wells are located
within approximately 1 mile of the site. Three of those wells are within 2,000 feet of the site. Two were
natural resource exploratory wells (likely petroleum exploration), and one was installed as a livestock
watering well. According to the Water Administration Technical Engineering Resource System database,
no wells are located within 1,000 feet of the site (AECOM, 2014).

On March 13 and April 15, 2009, Kleinfelder West, Inc. (Kleinfelder) contacted an adjacent property owner,
Mr. Tommy Burrus, to obtain information regarding water well locations and usage (AECOM, 2014).
According to Mr. Burrus, water supply wells are located as indicated in the following table.

Location Usage Owner
Approximately 0.5 mile northeast Livestock watering well Tommy Burrus
Between approximately 0.5 and 0.75 mile Livestock watering well Tommy Burrus
southeast of the site

Approximately 0.4 mile east of the site Domestic well at an abandoned ranch Tommy Burrus

(no longer in use)

Between 0.5 and 0.75 mile northwest of the site  Livestock watering well Clinton Houston

Data collected during groundwater monitoring and sampling events indicates that the historic depth to
water at the site has ranged from approximately 29 to 43 feet bgs. The site is not within 1,000 feet of a
wellhead protection area, and surface water is more than 1,000 feet from the site, giving the site a ranking
criteria score of 20 as summarized in the following table (AECOM, 2014).
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Characterization Selection Score
Depth to Groundwater Less than 50 feet 20
Wellhead Protection Area Greater than 1,000 feet 0
Distance to Surface Water Greater than 1,000 feet 0
Total 20

Based on a total score of 20, the soil hydrocarbon RRALs in the following table apply to this site.

Constituent of Concern RRALs (mg/kg)

Benzene 10

Total benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene, and total xylenes (BTEX) 50

Total petroleum hydrocarbons 100

mg/kg = Milligrams per kilogram.

Groundwater samples collected as part of assessment and monitoring activities were evaluated using
NMWQCC regulatory limits for the analytical parameters listed in the following table. For the parameters
that exceeded their NMWQCCs, an evaluation of natural background conditions was performed through a
statistical analysis to determine if the chemicals were constituents of concern or variations in natural
quality (Stantec, 2025). The results of the background analysis are also listed in the following table.

NMWQCC Regulatory Calculated Background
Constituent of Concern Limit (mg/L) Concentration (mg/L)
Benzene 0.005
Toluene 1
Ethylbenzene 0.7
Total Xylenes 0.62
Benzo(a)pyrene 0.0007
Total naphthalene’ 0.03
Arsenic 0.01 0.23
Barium 2 3.19
Cadmium 0.005
Chromium 0.05 0.364
Fiuoride 6 packatound data caloton
Lead 0.015
Mercury 0.002
Selenium 0.05
Silver 0.05

;
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NMWQCC Regulatory Calculated Background
Constituent of Concern Limit (mg/L) Concentration (mg/L)
Chloride 250.0 409
Sulfate 600.0
TDS 1,000.0 1,310

1. Total Naphthalene = naphthalene + 1-methylnaphthalene + 2-methylnaphthalene

NMOCD removed sulfate from routine sampling in electronic correspondence dated December 7, 2020
(NMOCD, 2020). Sulfate will be included in the analytical suite during closure sampling.

5 Previous Work

Soil and groundwater investigations have been conducted at the site since 2002. Previous work has
included the drilling of soil borings, installation of wells, soil excavation, and non-aqueous phase liquid
(NAPL) bailing.

5.1 Pumping Station Activities

November 18, 2002. A crude oil release of approximately 15 barrels occurred as a result of a leak from
the former western sump overflow/bleeder valve, located northeast of well MW-1. Approximately five
barrels of crude oil were recovered from the release (ExxonMobil, 2002).

May 21, 2007. Centurion reported a crude oil release resulting from a strainer valve failure, which caused
the eastern sump, located to the north of well MW-2, to overfill (AECOM, 2014).

May 2009. NAPL was observed in off-site well MW-15 at a thickness of 0.16 foot. On October 13, 2011,
NAPL thickness increased in well MW-15 to 2.24 feet. In addition, NAPL was observed in well MW-13,
northwest of well MW-15, at a thickness of 0.95 foot. By October 2012, NAPL thickness increased in well
MW-15 to 3.35 feet and was first observed in off-site well MW-24 at a thickness of 4.35 feet. Based on the
levels of NAPL in wells MW-15 and MW-24, ExxonMobil theorized that NAPL in wells MW-13, MW-15,
and MW-24 could be indicative of a third release of crude oil.

5.2 Site Assessment Activities

August 2003. B&H Environmental Services (B&H) conducted a soil boring investigation (B&H, 2003).

2004. BNC Environmental Services, Inc. (BNC) conducted soil and groundwater activities, including the
installation of wells MW-1 through MW-3. A water well search was conducted, which did not identify water
wells located on or immediately adjacent to the site (BNC, 2004).

2006. Conestoga-Rovers & Associates (CRA) advanced soil borings SB-9 and SB-11 and installed wells
MW-4 through MW-10 (AECOM, 2014).

April 2008. Kleinfelder oversaw the installation of wells MW-11 through MW-16 (Kleinfelder, 2008).

4
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August 2009. Kleinfelder oversaw the installation of wells MW-17 through MW-22 (AECOM, 2014).

October 2011. Groundwater & Environmental Services, Inc. (GES) advanced borings SB-1 through SB-7
and installed and sampled temporary wells in the borings. NAPL was not encountered (AECOM, 2014).

December 2011. GES installed wells MW-23 through MW-26 (AECOM, 2014).

May 2013. Well MW-8 could not be located and was presumed to be destroyed. Large pieces of concrete
were found in the vicinity of the well (AECOM, 2014).

June 2018. Cardno oversaw the installation of wells MW-27 though MW-32 (Cardno, 2018).
June 2023. Stantec oversaw the installation of wells MW-33 through MW-38 (Stantec, 2025).

March 2024. Stantec oversaw the installation of well MW-39, which completed delineation of dissolved-
phase constituents of concern (COCs) and NAPL (Stantec, 2025).

December 2025. Stantec submitted a Stage 2 Abatement Plan Report (Stantec, 2025), which
demonstrated the delineation of COCs had been achieved and included a background study that
calculated site-specific background concentrations for chloride, arsenic, and chromium and concluded
these chemicals are naturally occurring and not COCs for the site.

5.3 Remediation Activities

August 2003. E. D. Walton conducted initial remedial excavation activities (B&H, 2003).
May-June 2007. Soil remediation activities, including excavation, were conducted (AECOM, 2014).

April 2009. NOVA Safety and Environment, on behalf of Centurion, recommended to the NMOCD no
further action for the May 2007 release (AECOM, 2014).

April 2016. Cardno conducted a NAPL baildown test on wells MW-13, MW-14, and MW-24. Cardno also
bailed NAPL from wells MW-4, MW-5, MW-12, MW-15, MW-16, MW-18, MW-20, and MW-25 using
disposable Teflon® bailers (Cardno, 2016).

October 2016. Cardno conducted a NAPL pumping test to assess whether sustained flow of NAPL is
possible by pumping. To begin the test, Cardno adjusted the pump to a rate of 0.1 gallon per minute to
conduct a step test to gradually increase the flow rate and determine the appropriate flow rate for a
constant rate pumping test; however, Cardno was not able to sustain the desired flow rates during the
step test and the constant rate test, therefore, was not performed. Approximately 100 gallons of NAPL
mixed with water was removed (Cardno, 2017a).

May 2017. Cardno conducted a NAPL recovery test using a Xitech Instruments, Inc. ADJ210 High
Performance Smart Skimmer® pump equipped with an electronic controller to assess whether sustained
flow of NAPL is possible by pumping. During the test, approximately 10 to 15 gallons of NAPL were
removed over a 24-hour period (Cardno, 2017b).

;
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5.4 Groundwater Monitoring Activities

Groundwater monitoring and sampling have been ongoing since 2004. Cumulative groundwater analytical
results are summarized in Tables 4 through 7. NAPL bailing has been ongoing since 2015. NAPL
recovery results are summarized in Table 8.

6 Field Activities

Field data sheets are included in Appendix A. Laboratory analytical reports are included in Appendix B.

6.1 Monitoring Well Gauging and Purging

From February 9 through 12, 2026, the site’s monitoring wells were gauged as part of the first quarter
2026 monitoring event.

At the beginning of the groundwater monitoring event, the well boxes were opened and the locking well
caps removed from the wells. The liquid level within each well was allowed to equilibrate to atmospheric
pressure. The water levels were measured in all wells prior to sampling using an electronic oil/water
interface probe capable of measuring groundwater elevations to 0.01 foot.

In wells without NAPL, the depth to water was measured to the nearest 0.01 foot with an electronic
oil/water interface probe. Groundwater elevations were calculated by subtracting the depth to water from
the surveyed top of casing.

In wells with NAPL, the depths of the top and bottom of NAPL were measured using an oil/water interface
probe. The water levels were then corrected for density effects to accurately determine the elevation of
the water table. Wells containing NAPL are not purged or sampled.

After measuring the static groundwater levels, select wells were purged using low-flow sampling
techniques. Samples were collected once field parameters stabilized. Submersible pumps were used for
purging the wells, and the flow rate was adjusted to minimize drawdown. Water quality measurements
including temperature, pH, conductivity, dissolved oxygen, oxidation reduction potential, and turbidity
were recorded via the use of a flow-through cell and a YSI multi-parameter meter. The sample intake was
positioned at the approximate middle of the well screen.

6.2 Monitoring Well Sampling

Groundwater samples were collected from all wells without NAPL, except wells MW-7 and MW-10, which
had insufficient water to sample.

The wells were sampled using low-flow sampling techniques in general accordance with the
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) guidelines described in the EPA document titled “Standard
Operating Procedure for Low-Stress (Low Flow)/Minimal Drawdown Ground-Water Sample Collection”
(EPA, n.d.).
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After purging, groundwater samples were collected through a submersible pump directly into laboratory-
provided containers. Depending on the analysis, each sample container was preserved with hydrochloric
acid, nitric acid, etc., or it was preservative-free. The samples were immediately placed on ice in
laboratory-supplied containers and subsequently shipped to a certified environmental laboratory using
chain-of-custody protocol.

The samples collected were analyzed for all of the site’s potential COCs: volatile organic compounds
(VOCs), polyaromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) 8 metals
(arsenic, barium, cadmium, chromium, lead, mercury, selenium, and silver), TDS, and chloride. Based
upon NMOCD correspondence dated September 11, 2025 (NMOCD, 2025), beryllium, thallium, cyanide,
fluoride, and uranium were added to the analytical program. In correspondence dated December 7, 2020
(NMOCD, 2020), the NMOCD agreed that sulfate could be removed from the analytical program.
Analytical methods are detailed in the laboratory analytical reports in Appendix B.

6.3 NAPL Bailing

NAPL was bailed from the gauged wells with NAPL, as detailed in Table 8.

6.4 Waste Management

Decontamination/purge water and NAPL generated during the sampling and NAPL recovery events were
temporarily stored in Department of Transportation-approved, sealed 55-gallon drums. Disposal
documentation is included in Appendix C.

7 Results and Conclusions

Groundwater monitoring and sampling data are summarized in Tables 1 through 8. NAPL thicknesses
and groundwater depths are illustrated on Graphs 1 through 39. Groundwater elevations and NAPL
thicknesses are illustrated on Figure 3. BTEX and total naphthalene concentrations are illustrated on
Figure 4. TDS, chloride, and select metals concentrations are illustrated on Figure 5. Fluoride
concentrations are illustrated on Figure 6.

7.1 NAPL Recovery

Measurable NAPL was encountered in wells MW-1, MW-2, MW-4, MW-5, MW-9, MW-12 through MW-21,
and MW-23 through MW-26. NAPL thickness ranged from 0.02 foot (MW-23) to 0.56 foot (MW-20). NAPL
was measured in well MW-17 for the second time since 2017.

The NAPL thicknesses in the wells indicate a stable to decreasing trend.

7.2 Groundwater Levels and Flow Direction

Measured groundwater levels in the wells during February 2026 event ranged from 37.22 feet below top
of casing (well MW-3) to 42.58 feet below top of casing (MW-32). The groundwater flow direction was
generally towards the northeast, consistent with historical results.
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7.3 Groundwater Concentrations and Summary

Groundwater analytical results were compared to the higher of the NMWQCC standard and the
calculated site-specific background concentration. Concentrations reported in the sampled wells did not
exceed standards with the following exceptions:

e MW-3: Benzene, total naphthalene, barium, fluoride, and TDS (stable trend).
e MW-11: Fluoride.

o  MW-22: Fluoride.

e MW-27: Fluoride.

e  MW-28: Fluoride.

e  MW-29: Fluoride.

e MW-30: Fluoride.

e MW-33: Fluoride.

e MW-34: Fluoride.

e MW-35: Fluoride.

e MW-37: Lead and fluoride.

e MW-38: Chloride (stable trend) and fluoride.
e MW-39: Fluoride.

Dissolved-phase concentrations in the wells were generally consistent with historical results. The results
of the event are summarized as follows:

e Arsenic is not a COC based upon the background study.

e Fluoride was added to the analytical program and is a potential COC. As it was detected in nearly
every monitoring well where groundwater was sampled at a concentration above the WQCC
HHS, including the upgradient monitoring wells, it is likely that fluoride is naturally occurring and
not a COC from the historic releases.

e The extent of NAPL has been delineated.

o The extent of dissolved-phase petroleum hydrocarbons, barium, lead, and TDS have been
delineated and concentrations above the standards are localized to one well each.

e Chloride only exceeded the background concentration in one well (MW-38), which is an
upgradient well and not indicative of source area concentrations; therefore, chloride is not a COC
for the site.

8 Recommendations

Stantec recommends the following:

e Continue quarterly groundwater monitoring and reporting as required by the NMOCD.
e Continue evaluating potential source(s) of the NAPL and remedial strategies.

e Submit an updated Stage 2 groundwater abatement plan that includes a remedial action plan that
summarizes and recommends abatement option(s), as directed by the NMOCD.

;
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9 Activities Planned for Second Quarter 2026

During second quarter 2026, Stantec plans to conduct the second quarter 2026 groundwater event and
submit this quarterly groundwater report. NAPL recovery will continue to be performed during the
groundwater monitoring events.
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EXPLANATION
’ & Mw-39 Groundwater monitoring well
o * Well is presumed to have been
3 0
8> @, N destroyed
2o MW-33 -
N 3,827.71 X |
~N & \ *% Well not used for contouring
~o N |
s, >~ \ I Groundwater elevation in feet
N S~ N | \ relative to mean sea level
N MW-36 ~~ - S~ b CALICHE ROAD
~ 8 ~ e (DIRT AND STONE ROAD) a Groundwater elevation is adjusted
~ . . -
3’89639 ~ ~— ~ & M2 for NAPL thickness using a relative
S - was 6 N\ 3,827.69 density of 0.83
~ e —— 3,827.94 N o
~ ~ —— NAPL=0.40" \ NAPL=0.56" Non-aqueous phase liquid thickness
- N - N\ MW-32 | in feet
'QB'\/;}VZV;B‘ISG ~ ~ N\ 3,827.61 |
o S s ~N N \ r { 5| em————— Line of equal groundwater elevation
~ 828.
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CALICHE ROAD
(DIRT AND STONE ROAD)

DATE | 02/12/26 DATE | 02/12/26
B <0.00050 MW-33 B <0.00050
T <0.00050 MW-34 T <0.00050
DATE 2/12/2 Py
E <0.00050 5 30/0065% & E <0.00050
DATE 02/12/26 X <0.0010 T <0.00050 X <0.0010
B <0.00050 T NAPH | <0.00010 = <0.00050 T NAPH | <0.00010
T <0.00050 X <0.0010
E <0.00050 MW-36 T NAPH [ 0.000017 Mw-22
X <0.0010 DATE | 02/12/26
T NAPH | 0.000017
B <8.88828 MW-26 DATE | 02/11/26
T <0.
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MW-35 E <0.00050 T NAPH | <0.00010 MW-32 X <0.0010
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T NAPH | <0.00010 DATE | 02/12/26
MW_28L DATE | 02/09/26 .?_ SooggggoJ
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Mw-21 DATE [ 02/09/26 B <0.00050
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e walor] e o ==
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EXPLANATION
DATE | 02/12/26 4 Mw-39 Groundwater monitoring well
i CALICHE ROAD H
Ch_ll%rgie 1214100 (BIRT AN STONE ROAD) * Well is presumed to have been
DATE 02/12/26 Arsoric 20,100 N destroyed
Chloride 280 Barium 0.285 S DATE 02/12/26 < Less than the stated laboratory
DS 894 MW-33 | i han the
Arsenic 20.100 Chromium <0.0500 Chloride 80 reporting limit
: : Mercury | <0.000200 MW-34 TDS 703
Csi)r;‘irﬂm <8'(1)ggo &———— | T Arsenic <0.100 J Estimated value between method
- i Barium 0.0991 i imi i
DATE 02/12/26 Mercury | <0.000200 : Sromi 1 <6.0500 detection limit and practical
Chloride 230 | : quantitation limit
DS 992 3 Mercury <0.000200
Arseni <0.100 ~0.56' ) L
B:,:Sr.: 0101 MW-36 SATE NPRRIPE MW-22 NAPL=0.56 ir;l]ofge:iqueous phase liquid thickness
Chromium | _<0.0500 Chioride 280 DATE 02/11/26
<0.000200 TDS 1040 MW-26 Chloride 26
Arsenic <0.100 DS 662 1160 Exceeds NMED WQCC HHS or DWS
Barium 0.0523 DATE { 02/09/26 Arsenic 0.0152J (250 mgl/I for chloride)
Chromium | _<0.0500 NAPL | 0.0 I Barium 0.0225 (1000 mg/L for TDS )
Vs Mercury | <0.000200 Mw32 | Chromium | <0.0500 (0.01 mg/L for arsenic)
£ Mercury <0.000200 (2 mg/L for barium)
R || .
DATE 02/12/26 Mw-27 T BATE 0373736 (0.05 mg/L for chromium)
Chloride 170 MW-28 SATE T 05/05/26 Chloride 23 (0.002 mg/L for mercury)
TDS 1100 & : TDS 597
Arsenic_|__<0.100 i L NAPL | 007 rsoric O 1510 Exceeds WQCC HHS and
Barium 0.0450 - Barium 0.288 background value
Chromium | <0.0500 MW-20 MW-17 Chromium | <0.0500 (409 mg/L for chloride)
Mercury <0.000200 DATE | 02/09/26 Mercury <0.000200 (1 310 mg/L for TDS )
MW-25 NAPL | 0.11 MW-12 = = ' (0.23 mg/L for arsenic)
—————————————————————— | DATE 02/11/26 i
DATE 02/12/26 DATE [ 02/09/26 3 I Chioras =5 (8-;g4m9/ I7Lfofr baﬂum).
Chioride 170 SATE T 0209726 NAPL | 024 iﬁf BERM 1! DS 501 (0.364 mg/L for chromium)
DS 665 NAPL | 0.09 i i Arsenic <0.100 _ .
Arsenic <0.100 SATE T 0209736 !T Barium 0.0411 Chloride Chloride
Barium 0.0391 MW-18 |2 i ; ;
Chromium | <0.0500 NAPL | 055 i C'\::)rrc“u':;“ <(<)°0-8§(2)80 TDS_ Total dissolved solids
Mercury | <0.000200 z’:yi ozéo(?égs MW-24 i : Arsenic | Arsenic
' DATE | 02/09/26 | 32709736 l MW-10 MW-11 Barium Barium
NAPL | 036 i 025 I $DRY DATE 02/11/26 Chromium | Chromium
% MW-21 5ATE 152705726 I™ i i Chloride 93 Mercury | Mercury
MW-13 NAPL | 055 TDS 749 )
DATE | 02/09/26 PIPELINE STUB A Arsenic | <0.100 All sample results are listed
NAPL | 0.02 ! i . in milli i
DATE 02/12/26 DATE | 02/09/26 | cﬁfc:rl:mm <8 828 - in milligrams per liter (mg/L)
C%rg s 2;28 Mw-23 S i' Mercury | <0.000200 Overhead electric line
Arsenic _|_0.0104J MW-15 DATE [ 02/09/26 I ) W ___________ Fence
Barium 0.0562 W-5 \NAPL 0.27' I ——
Chromium | _<0.0500 o MW-7 DATE | 02/09/26 ActiROpR®sline
H C - A .
Mercury | <0.000200 | gk DRY. _—MW-8 ‘: NAPL | 0.10' yg:éﬂed fr?énfénaps provnde?gttés;
RQLE 02é059é?6 | MW-3 Li Groundwatg':‘?%nviroe?‘imlentaﬁﬁ ervices, Inc.
MW-30 W-14 : | DATE 02/12/26 ImagePatch.com © 2016 Microsoft Corporation
DATE | 02/09/26 | TRANSFORMER Chloride 22 Google Earth Pro, AECOM and Kleinfelder, Inc.
NAPL | 0.16' I n/_ STATION TDS 1510
el o] Arsenic | 0.0197 J APPROXIMATE SCALE
'_ _________________ — Barium 9.58 e
i Chromium <0.0500
! y Mercury | <0.000200 0 60 120
& Mw-19 | vt MV FeET
FN 2037249970007
RAPL | 508 DATE | 0200076 ] [_DATE | 02712726 (BNAEE B rono)
' NAPL | 0.30 Chloride 3.6
Torde | 58 GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL
DATE 02/11/26 Arsenic 0.0572J RESULTS - METALS AND
e o Barim | 0.692 MW-39 ADDITIONAL PARAMETERS
DS 699 Chromium | _<0.0500
Arsenic 0.0260J Mercury <0.000200 FEBRUARY 2026
Barium 1.87
Chromium | 0.0390J DATE 02/11/26 FORMER EXXONMOBIL GLADIOLA STATION
Mercury | <0.000200 MW.57 MW-38 Chioride 410 DATE 02711726 Lea County, New Mexico
[ s 1180 -
Chloride 140
Arsenic <0.100 TDS 659 PROJECT NO.
Barium 0.141 Arsenic <0.100
Chromium <0.0500 Barium 0.0428 203724997
Mercury <0.000200 Chromium <0.0500 ta nte( :
Mercury | <0.000200 FIGURE
5
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Released to Imaging: 4/21/2026 8:07:14 AM



AutoCAD SHX Text
FIGURE

AutoCAD SHX Text
PROJECT NO.

AutoCAD SHX Text
GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL

AutoCAD SHX Text
RESULTS - METALS AND

AutoCAD SHX Text
ADDITIONAL PARAMETERS

AutoCAD SHX Text
FEBRUARY 2026


Received by OCD: 4/15/2026 5:27:21 PM Page 22 of 329

EXPLANATION
& Mw-39 Groundwater monitoring well
CALICHE ROAD
(DIRT AND STONE ROAD) * Well is presumed to have been
DATE 02712126 N destroyed
Mw.33 |__Fluoride 2.0 ‘ A
NAPL=0.56" Non-aqueous phase liquid thickness
MW-34 DATE 02/12/26 in feot
&——— [ Fluoride 2.2
DATE 02/12/26 |
Fluoride 1.4 ' 3.9 Exceeds NMED WQCC HHS
; (1.6 mg/L for fluoride)
Mw-36 Mw-22 Fluoride Fluoride
DATE 02/12/26 DATE 02/11/26
Fluoride 2.2 MW-26 Fluoride 2.7 All sample results are listed
DATE T 02/09/26 in milligrams per liter (mg/L)
DATE 02/12/26 NAPL | 040 | Overhead electric |
i ; verhead electric line
MW-35 Fluoride 1.6 MW-32 l
Mw-27 i~ _DATE [ O2f2p6] | | o Fence
‘ [ Fluoride | 13 |
MW-28 ¥ . . .
DATE [ 02/09/26 ¢ Active pipeline
&
I Fmgfe I 02/11;/26 I » DATE | 02/09/26 NAPL | 0.07'
' NAPL | 0.56' Inactive pipeline
MW-20 MW-17
DATE | 02/09/26
MW-25 NAPL | 0.1 MW-12 L
————————————————————————————————— i
DATE | 02/09/26 3 e I
DATE | 02/09/26 NAPL | 0.24 [ﬁf L
NAPL | 0.09 ||l
MW-18 DATE | 02/09/26 I DATE | 02/11/26
DATE 02/12/26 NAPL | 0.5 I Fluoride 18
Fluoride 35 LAt ozéo(?ége MW-24 i '
' DATE | 02/09/26 ‘ 3509736 l MW-10 MW-11
NAPL | 0.36 | 0,55 | $DRY
MW-21 DATE | 02/09/26 |~ f
MW-29 MW-13 NAPL 0.55'
DATE | 02/09/26 PIPELINE STUB
NAPL | 0.02 SATE T 02/09726 Q FIDAT_dE 02/111/26
NAPL 0.11" \i uoride R
MW-23 . q
MW-15 DATE | 02/09/26 i MW-9 MW
W-5 NAPL [ 0.27' & i ? o
[ DATE [ 02/12/26 \o Mw-7 DATE [ 02/09/26 SOURCE:
[ Fluoride | 2.1 | RE%E)F('ER DRY. _&—Mw-8 i: NAPL 0.10' éllodifietzd fro'ran maps&p)&ovide‘dtby
i ! onesltoga-rovers Ssociates
ﬁﬁyﬁ 02(;059(;,26 | MW-3 “ Groundwater & Environmental Services, Inc.
MW-30 W-14 - | 02/12/26 ImagePatch.com © 2016 Microsoft Corporation
DATE :
DATE | 02/09/26 | TRANSFORMER Fluoride 39 Google Earth Pro, AECOM and Kleinfelder, Inc.
NAPL 0.16' | D/_STATION :
O O <t APPROXIMATE SCALE
P T TTRTTT — ey M—
! 0 60 120
MW L @wwias _ _ME 120
________________ - I FN 2037249970007
DATE | 02/09/26 (I
DATE 02/12/26 UNNAMED ROAD
NAPL 0.04' Bﬁ;i 02(;0:%,26 Fluoride 15 | \ (DIRT AND STONE ROAD)
} | GROUNDWATER ANALYTICAL
| - RESULTS - FLUORIDE
DATE 02/11/26 ! FEBRUARY 2026
Fluoride 3.0
FORMER EXXONMOBIL GLADIOLA STATION
MW-37 MW-38 DATE 02/11/26 Lea County, New Mexico
DATE 02/11/26 Fluoride 58
Fluoride 27 PROJECT NO.
203724997
Stantec =
6
DATE: 04/15/26
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GRAPH 1
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-1

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station

Lea County, New Mexico
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GRAPH 2
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-2

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station

Lea County, New Mexico
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GRAPH 3
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-3
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 4
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-4
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 5
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-5
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 6
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-6
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station

—0— GW DEPTH

CINAPL

L/ c-uer
oz-Ine
oz-uer
EG2-ine
EGeg-uer
Teally
Lyg-uer
fez-ne
Lcg-uer
raalily
Lgc-uer
EL2-Ine
L Z-uer
0z-In
LOg-uer
E6L-In
Lo L -uer
EgL-In
g -uer
E/L-Inp
L/ | -uer
EL-Inp
Lo -uer
EGL-Ine
G L -uer
i L-Ine
Ey7 ) -uer
EeL-inp
e L -uer
EZL-Ine
L2 -uer
ELLAIne
L] | -uer
LI
LO L -uer
E60-I
E60-uer
EQ0-I
EQ0-uer
E/0-In0
[/ 0-uer
90-I
LO0-uer
EG0-InF
LGO-uer
Ev0-InF

T T T T yo-uer
< ™ o~ - o

(1994) ssawyo1y L 1dVN



50
- 45
L 40
- 35

(yo@9)) yydaq 183EMpUNOID)

I o

GRAPH 7
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-7
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 8
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-8
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 9
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-9
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 10
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-10
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 11
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-11
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 12
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-12
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 13
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-13
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 14
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-14
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 15
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-15
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 16
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-16
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 17
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-17

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station

Lea County, New Mexico
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GRAPH 18
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-18
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 19
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-19
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 20

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-20
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 21
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-21
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 22

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-22
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 23

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-23
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 25

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-25
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 26

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-26
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 27

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-27
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 28

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-28
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 29

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-29
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station

—0— GW DEPTH

CINAPL

L/ c-uer
oz-Ine
oz-uer
EG2-ine
EGeg-uer
Al
Lyg-uer
Lrally
Lcg-uer
raalily
Lgc-uer
EL2-Ine
L Z-uer
0z-In
LOg-uer
E6L-In
Lo L -uer
EgL-In
g -uer
E/L-Inp
L/ | -uer
EL-Inp
Lo -uer
EGL-ine
G L -uer
i L-Ine
Ey7 ) -uer
EeL-inp
e L -uer
EZL-Ine
L2 -uer
ELLAIne
L] | -uer
LI
LO L -uer
E60-I
E60-uer
EQ0-I
EQ0-uer
E/0-In0
[/ 0-uer
90-I
LO0-uer
EG0-InF
LGO-uer
Ev0-InF

T T T T yo-uer
< ™ o~ - o

(1994) ssawyo1y L 1dVN



50
- 45
L 40
- 35

(yo@9)) yydaq 183EMpUNOID)

I o

GRAPH 30

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-30
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 31
NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-31
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 32

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-32
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 33

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-33
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 34

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-34
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 35

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-35
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 36

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-36
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 37

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-37
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 38

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-38
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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GRAPH 39

NAPL THICKNESS AND GROUNDWATER DEPTH VS. TIME - MW-39
Lea County, New Mexico

Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
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TABLE 1
WATER LEVEL MEASUREMENTS AND GROUNDWATER ANALYSES
Former ExxonMobil Gladiola Station
Lea County, New Mexico

Date TOC Elev GW Depth GW Elev NAPL Benzene Toluene Ethylbenzene Xylenes
(feet) (feet) (feet) (feet) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mg/L) (mgl/L)
NMED WQCC HHS 0.005 1 0.7 0.62
Field Point MW-1 Well Screen Interval (feet): 22.71-42.71
02/09/26 3866.77 38.86 3,828.13 0.27
Field Point MW-2 Well Screen Interval (feet): 27.59-47.59
02/09/26 3869.40 42.13 3,827.48 0.25
Field Point MW-3 Well Screen Interval (feet): 24.20-44.20
02/09/26 3865.34 37.22 3,828.12 0.00
02/12/26 3865.34 0.220 <0.0050 0.260 <0.010
Field Point MW-4 Well Screen Interval (feet): 23.97-38.97
02/09/26 3866.32 38.66 3,828.12 0.55
Field Point MW-5 Well Screen Interval (feet): 27.19-47.19
02/09/26 3868.65 40.78 3,828.29 0.50
Field Point MW-6 Well Screen Interval (feet): 27.05-42.05
02/09/26 3868.44 40.74 3,827.70 0.00
02/12/26 3868.44 <0.00050 <0.00050 <0.00050 <0.0010
Field Point MW-7 Well Screen Interval (feet): 24.35-39.35
02/09/26 3865.76 Dry
Field Point MW-8 Well Screen Interval (feet): 23.05-38.05
02/09/26 3865.32 Unable to locate.
Field Point MW-9 Well Screen Interval (feet): 27.64-42.64
02/09/26 3869.90 42.01 3,827.97 0.10
Field Point MW-10 Well Screen Interval (feet): 28.08-43.08
02/09/26 3870.47 Dry
Field Point MW-11 Well Screen Interval (feet): 29.00-44.00
02/09/26 3869.68 41.89 3,827.79 0.00
02/11/26 3869.68 <0.00050 <0.00050 <0.00050 <0.0010
Field Point MW-12 Well Screen Interval (feet): 30.00-45.00
02/09/26 3869.40 41.57 3,827.92 0.11
Field Point MW-13 Well Screen Interval (feet): 30.00-45.00
02/09/26 3868.76 40.78 3,828.28 0.36
Field Point MW-14 Well Screen Interval (feet): 27.00-42.00
02/09/26 3868.62 40.34 3,828.41 0.16
Field Point MW-15 Well Screen Interval (feet): 29.00-44.00
02/09/26 3868.86 40.65 3,828.30 0.11
Field Point MW-16 Well Screen Interval (feet): 26.50-41.50
02/09/26 3868.46 40.21 3,828.50 0.30
Field Point MW-17 Well Screen Interval (feet): 29.50-44.50
02/09/26 3869.27 41.38 3,827.95 0.07
Field Point MW-18 Well Screen Interval (feet): 27.00-42.00
02/09/26 3868.94 40.77 3,828.24 0.09
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