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May 3, 2011 
 
 
To: Georgia Department of Community Affairs 
 60 Executive Park South, NE 
 Atlanta, Georgia 30329-2231 
 
Re: Farmington Woods, UC project 2010.0398.03 
 
Ladies/Gentlemen: 
 
I declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, I meet the definition of 
Environmental Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 C.F.R. 312. 
 
I have the specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a 
property of the nature, history and setting of the subject property.  I have developed and 
performed the all appropriate inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices set forth 
in 40 C.F.R. Part 312. 

           
May 3, 2011 _______________________________________ 
   Andrew J. Armstrong 

Project Environmental Professional 
 
We have performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and 
limitation of 40 C.F.R. Part 312 and ASTM E 1527-05 on the Farmington Woods tract, the 
property.  Any exceptions to, or deletions from this practice are described in Section 2.2 of this 
report.  We certify that the Phase I was performed by a qualified Environmental Professional 
meeting the requirements set forth in 40 C.F.R. §312.10(b). 

        
May 3, 2011 __________________________________________ 

Scott D. Smelter, Senior Executive Vice President 
Principal of Consultant Firm 

        
May 3, 2011 _______________________________________ 

John F. Clerici, P.E., Chief Environmental Consultant 
Professional Geologist or Professional Engineer 
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May 3, 2011 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. 
3825 Paces Walk SE 
Suite 100 
Atlanta, GA  30339 
Attn:  Mr. Kevin Buckner 
 
Via e-mail: KBuckner@tbgresidential.com  

 
RE: Phase I Environmental Assessment 
 Farmington Woods 

2201 Perimeter Road 
Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia 
Project No. 2010.0398.03 

 
Dear Mr. Buckner: 
 
United Consulting is pleased to submit this report of our Phase I Environmental Assessment for the 
above-referenced project.  The results of the environmental assessment and our comments pertinent 
to this project are included in the enclosed report.  The Phase I Environmental Assessment was 
performed in substantial conformance with the standards developed by the American Society for 
Testing and Materials (ASTM) and with the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), 
”All Appropriate Inquiry” Rules, dated November 1, 2005 (Rules), annotated per DCA’s 2011 
Environmental Manual requirements.  In addition, this assessment was performed to conform to the 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) guidelines referenced in the DCA manual.  This report has 
been prepared for the use of Farmington Woods, L.P., the Georgia Housing and Finance Authority 
(GHFA) and the DCA. Any materials referenced or presented herein are, according to United 
Consulting, believed to be accurate and may be relied upon by the above parties. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to assist you with this project.  Please contact us if you have any 
questions or if we can be of further assistance. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 

       
Andrew J. Armstrong      David P. Huetter 
Project Environmental Specialist    Associate Environmental Specialist 
 
AJA/DPH/tl 
 
http://ucblade10/sites/Geotechenv/10059/2010.0398.03/Environmental Documents/2010.0398.03.dca.doc 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY1 
 
United Consulting has performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the Farmington 
Woods property (hereinafter referred to as the Project Site) in substantial conformance with the 
scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-05 and the guidelines established by the Georgia 
Department of Community Affairs (DCA), Environmental Manual dated 2011. 
 
1.1 Location and Legal Description of the Property 
 
A Phase I Environmental Assessment has been completed on the Project Site, which is located 
along the southern side of Perimeter Road, and east of Ingram Road in Dawsonville, Dawson 
County, Georgia.  The Project Site was 9.34-acres of land and was referenced as located in Land 
Lot 511, 4th District, 1st Section of the City of Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia.  The text 
of the report provides more detailed discussion of the items summarized below.  A legal 
description of the Project Site was noted on the Boundary Survey provided by the client. 
 
1.2 Environmental Concerns and Conclusions 
 
The Phase I Environmental Assessment (Phase I) included document research, interviews and 
site reconnaissance.  The results of the site reconnaissance, research, and analysis are provided 
below: 
 
1.2.1 On-Site 
 
The Project Site consisted of an approximate 9.3-acre tract of land that was predominantly 
undeveloped, wooded land.  A single-family residential home was located near the southeastern 
corner.  The Project Site was historically undeveloped, wooded land prior to the development of 
the residential home on the Project Site.  The Project Site was not listed on the federal or state 
databases reviewed.  No visual evidence of Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) on 
the Project Site such as stained soils, stressed vegetation, drums, land filling, or illegal disposal 
of hazardous substances was identified.  Based on the entirety of the Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment, no on-site RECs were identified. 
 
1.2.2 Off-Site 
 
The Project Site was immediately surrounded by roads, residential developments, and a small 
poultry farm.  Based on review of the regulatory database report, no listed, regulated facilities 
were identified within the various search distances from the Project Site.  Based on the entirety 
of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, no off-site RECs were identified. 

                                                 
1   This Executive Summary is not intended to be used or relied upon without reference to the entire report and 
cannot otherwise be properly understood and interpreted. It is provided solely for the convenience of the Client and 
not as a substitute for the report or review of the report. 
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1.3 Recommendations 
 
1.3.1 On-Site 
 
No visual evidence of Recognized Environmental Conditions at the Project Site such as stained 
soils, stressed vegetation, drums, land filling or illegal disposal of hazardous substances was 
identified during our reconnaissance.  No further investigation or action is recommended to 
determine the presence of RECs originating on the Project Site. 
 
Wetlands/State Waters: 

Based on United Consulting’s investigation, wetlands and state waters requiring a buffer are 
located on the Project Site.  The client provided a site development plan showing the proposed 
developments and the wetlands and stream buffers located on the Project Site.  The proposed 
developments will not encroach into the stream buffers or wetland areas. 

 
1.3.2 Off-Site 
 
Surrounding properties were a mixture of roads, single-family residential developments, a small 
poultry farm, and undeveloped wooded land.  No listed regulated facilities were identified within 
the prescribed search distances from the Project Site.  United Consulting does not recommend 
further assessment of the Project Site for off-site sources. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
2.1 Background 
 
United Consulting was retained by Farmington Woods, L.P. to perform a Phase I 
Environmental Assessment of the Project Site.  This assessment was conducted with the 
understanding that the client proposes to develop the Project Site with an apartment community. 
 The purpose of this assessment was to determine whether the property is environmentally 
suitable for multifamily housing, and whether there is evidence of Recognized Environmental 
Conditions (RECs) on or adjacent to the Project Site, which could impose an environmental 
liability on the Project Site.  The purpose of this assessment was therefore to satisfy one of the 
requirements to qualify for the bona fide prospective purchaser limitations on CERCLA 
liability, innocent landowner protection, and the contiguous property owner protection. 
 
The intent was to identify conditions indicative of releases and threatened releases of hazardous 
substances on, at, in, or to the property, and to conduct all appropriate inquiry into the previous 
ownership and uses of the property.  A standard approach was used, which substantially 
followed the methodology developed by the American Society for Testing and Materials 
(ASTM) Practice E 1527-05 Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I 
Environmental Site Assessment Process, the All Appropriate Inquiry (AAI) Rules, 40 CFR 3122, 
and the DCA 2011 Environmental Manual requirements.  The ASTM approach constitutes a 
limited, but commercially prudent and reasonable, inquiry.  This assessment was performed to 
identify environmental concerns that may be discerned by visual observation and information-
gathering procedures. 
 
2.2 Procedures 

 
The general procedures, scope of services, deviations, United Consulting’s qualifications, and 
the limitations are included in the following sections of this report, and include: 
 
• Reconnaissance of the Project Site and surrounding area, with a focus on environmental 

issues; 
 
• Research of readily available Federal and State environmental agency records for 

evidence of hazardous substances or related activities on or near the Project Site; 
 
• Review of historic maps and aerial photographs to assess area history and past use of the 

Project Site; 
 
• Review of the Dawson County title records for evidence of hazardous waste liens, 

industrial use, or other environmental concerns pertaining to the Project Site if provided 
by the client; 

                                                 
2   Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 312 (40 CFR 312), Standards and Practices for All Appropriate 
Inquiries, Effective November 1, 2006, as published in the Federal Register: November 1, 2005 (Volume 70, 
Number 210), pages 66069-66113. 
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• Interviews with residents near the Project Site to assess past and present activities which 

may have impacted the Project Site; 
 

• Interviews with five government agencies (as required by the DCA), including local fire 
and health officials as possible; 
 

• Assess for potential vapor intrusion risks, including a tier one screening per the ASTM 
Standard for “Vapor Encroachment Screening on Property Involved in Real Estate 
Transactions”, E2600-10; 
 

• Completion of the DCA Environmental Review Documentation Information checklist 
and review of the Owner Environmental Questionnaire and Disclosure Statement, and 

 
• Preparation of this report to document the results of the site reconnaissance, historical 

and regulatory research and interviews, and to provide United Consulting's professional 
opinion of the environmental condition of the Project Site. 

 
The Phase I Environmental Assessment was performed to substantially meet the requirements of 
ASTM for such investigations.  The technical requirements of the ASTM standard, revised in the 
year 2005, were followed.  Deviations made from the ASTM standard include use of the DCA-
mandated format and review of certain non-scope issues. 
 
2.3 Significant Assumptions 
 
This Assessment was based on the following significant assumptions in the preparation of this 
report: 
 
• Site Use – This assessment was conducted for a DCA tax credit application with the 

understanding that the client proposed to develop the site with an apartment community. 
 
• Groundwater Flow Direction - The direction of groundwater flow in the area of the 

property has been inferred based on the site observations of topographic slope, proximity 
of nearby water bodies, and review of the current USGS topographic map. 

 
• Regulatory Records Information - We assume that all information provided by 

Environmental Data Resources, Inc., (EDR) regarding the regulatory status of facilities 
within the minimum search distances is complete, accurate, and current. 

 
• Data Gaps – Only the identified significant data gaps affect the assessment. 
 
• Other - This assessment is also based on all information provided through interviews of 

pertinent agencies, occupants, users, and persons familiar with the property being 
complete and unbiased. 
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These limitations are referred to in the ASTM Standard as assumptions.  They form part of the 
basis for the assessment performed for this Project Site.  If any of these items are not accurate, 
United Consulting must be so informed so appropriate re-assessment can be performed. 
 
2.4 Qualifications of Personnel/Documentation of qualifications as an 
“Environmental Professional” 
 
United Consulting has been providing engineering and environmental service for over 15 years.  
The Principals started performing Phase I Environmental Assessments in 1986 and have adapted 
the ASTM standards as they were developed and modified.  The Environmental Professionals 
(EP) performing the reconnaissance and supervising this Phase I Environmental Assessment 
have more than five and ten years of relevant environmental experience, respectively.  The 
company has performed thousands of these assessments, and over 100 in the last twelve months. 
 Resumes of the persons performing this assessment are included in Appendix H.  A few letters 
of reference are attached in Appendix O of this report. 
 
2.5 Assessment of Specialized Knowledge or Experience of User and/or 
“Environmental Professional” 
 
Based on the client provided DCA User Questionnaire, the client did not have specialized 
knowledge of an environmental nature relating to the Project Site. 
 
During completion of this Phase I Environmental Assessment, the EP conducted a 
reconnaissance of the Project Site, a visual review of the adjoining properties, reviewed the 
regulatory database report, and reviewed the results of the interviews from these sources; other 
than the previous environmental assessment performed in 2010 by United Consulting, the EP 
had no specialized knowledge of the Project Site or surrounding properties. 
 
2.6 Limitations and Exceptions 
 
United Consulting has performed appropriate inquiry for this Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment in substantial conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 
1527-05 and according to the DCA guidelines.  The Phase I Environmental Assessment was also 
written for the benefit of DCA, and GHFA, which may rely on this report in deciding whether to 
make the requested loan and/or allocations of tax credits on the property involved. 
 
No environmental site assessment can wholly eliminate uncertainty regarding the potential for 
recognized environmental conditions in connection with a site.  United Consulting's assessment 
is based on a visual evaluation of the surficial conditions only.  No other warranty or guarantee is 
expressed or implied.  This report must be considered in its entirety. 
 
This report is for the exclusive use of Farmington Woods, L.P., GHFA, and the DCA and may 
be used only in reference to the project or site described herein.  United Consulting is not 
affiliated with the owner/developer or a buyer or seller of the Project Site.  United Consulting’s 
conclusions, opinions and suggestions have been prepared using generally accepted standards 
prevailing within the relevant disciplines as practiced within the southeastern United States.  
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Nothing contained within this report is intended to supersede or replace the judgment of the 
Client.  All decisions relating to the aforementioned project or site are the sole responsibility of 
said user(s). 
 
The right to rely upon this report and the data herein may not be assigned without the express 
written permission of United Consulting.  As a prerequisite for the granting of such permission, 
the third-party users (including, but not limited to, the Client’s successors and assigns) must 
agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of the original agreement between United 
Consulting and the Client.  Further, reliance is dependent on similar uses of the property and the 
document. 
 
United Consulting’s conclusions, opinions and suggestions are based upon the information 
furnished and reviewed, including governmental records, as well as United Consulting’s 
professional experience.  This assessment may not detect or account for all conditions or factors 
present at a project area or Project Site.  Should such unexpected conditions or factors become 
manifest during subsequent activities at a site, it will be necessary for United Consulting to 
review and re-evaluate any and all conclusions, opinions and suggestions made with respect to 
this project or Project Site.  Accordingly, United Consulting should be contacted immediately in 
such a situation. 
 
In the event that there are any subsequent changes or additions to the project or Project Site 
information provided to United Consulting in connection with the preparation of this report, the 
contents of this report must be considered invalid unless such changes or additions are reviewed 
by United Consulting and the associated conclusions, opinions and suggestions are either 
verified or modified in writing.  United Consulting should also be consulted concerning any 
future work to be performed in connection with the project or Project Site so that we can 
determine whether such work is consistent with our conclusions, opinions and suggestions. 
 
2.7 Special or Additional Conditions or Contract Terms 
 
The terms and conditions for this Phase I Environmental Assessment were set forth in United 
Consulting’s proposal, dated March 24, 2011, which was executed by the client on March 24, 
2011.  A significant condition of this agreement was that Farmington Woods, L.P. would be 
responsible for providing United Consulting with an updated boundary survey, property access, 
chain-of-title search records, search of environmental liens and activity, and use limitations, and 
comment on the value of the property (per DCA requirements). 
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3.0 SITE SETTING 

 
3.1 General Description of the Site and Vicinity 
 
The Project Site was referenced by the physical street address of 2201 Perimeter Road, 
Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia.  The Project Site consisted of approximately 9.3-acres 
of land located south of Perimeter Road and east of Ingram Drive in Dawsonville, Dawson 
County, Georgia.  The general location of the Project Site is shown on Figure 5, which is located 
in Appendix U. 
 
An undated, site plan prepared by Martin Riley Associates, Architects, PC., was provided by the 
client and used as a guide to locate the boundaries of the Project Site.  A second undated 
boundary survey, compiled by TerraMark was also provided to locate the boundaries of the 
Project Site during the reconnaissance.  The client indicated the property for this assessment 
included the approximate 7-acre parcel labeled as “Tract 1” on the TerraMark survey or “Tract 
G” on the previously provided tax plat and an approximate 2.3-acre tract (western portion) of the 
parcel labeled as “Tract 2” on the TerraMark survey or ”Tract F”.  The Project Site was located 
south of Perimeter Road.  The Dawson County GIS website was also used as a guide to locate 
the Project Site.  A copy of the client provided Martin Riley site plan showing the current Project 
Site is found in Appendix A as Figure 3.  A copy of the legal description for each parcel is found 
in Appendix D.  A copy of the TerraMark boundary survey is found in Appendix U. 
 
3.1.1 Current Site Use and Description 
 
A site reconnaissance was conducted on April 6, 2011.  At that time, the Project Site was 
approximately 9.3-acres, and contained one single-family residential home.  The residential 
home was occupied at the time of the reconnaissance.  The remaining areas of the Project Site 
consisted of wooded areas. 
 
3.1.2 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties 
 
The Project Site was immediately surrounded by roads, and single-family homes with wooded 
lots. 
 
3.1.3 Description of Structures, Roads, and Other Improvements 
 
The Project Site was accessed via a gravel drive leading south from Perimeter Road.  The Project 
Site contained one single-family residential home.  The remainder of the Project Site was 
undeveloped, wooded land.  Typical utility markers indicative of easements, such as power 
poles, were observed along Perimeter Road on the northern portion of the Project Site. 
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3.2 Hydrogeology 
 
3.2.1 Geologic Setting 
 
The topography, geology and hydrogeology commonly control the migration of chemicals 
released at a site/facility.  The relative location of the properties will often define their potential 
interaction and hydraulic connection.  The description of the physical setting for the Project Site 
is provided below, starting with the topography and geology.  The estimated surface water and 
groundwater flow directions are then estimated and described. 
 
The Project Site is located in the Piedmont Physiographic Province of Georgia, which is 
characterized by medium- to high-grade metamorphic rocks and scattered igneous intrusions.  
Topography in the province is variable and ranges from gently rolling hills in the south to 
moderate to steep hills in the north.  Based on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle map of the area, Dawsonville, Georgia, 1997, elevations in the 
vicinity of the Project Site range from approximately 1,280 feet above mean sea level (ft amsl) to 
approximately 1,400 ft amsl. 
 
The metamorphic rocks comprising the Piedmont were formed when older “parent” rocks were 
subjected to high temperatures and/or pressures during regional metamorphism that occurred 
during the creation of the Appalachian Mountains.  The same high temperatures and pressures 
also caused some “parent” rocks to fully melt and subsequently re-crystallize as intrusive 
igneous rocks.  According to the Geologic Map of Georgia, the rock types underlying the Project 
Site have been mapped as mica schist and amphibolites, which are metamorphic rocks. 
 
3.2.2 Surface Drainage 
 
Topography in the area of the Project Site generally sloped down to the south with the highest 
elevations at the Project Site located along the northern boundary.  Surface water flow from the 
property flows predominantly southeast towards an unnamed tributary of Mill Creek, which is 
located approximately 300 feet across the southeast of the Project Site.  Figure 4 shows the 
topography of the Project Site and surrounding areas. 
 
3.2.3 Groundwater 
 
Groundwater in this region is contained in joints, fractures and other openings in bedrock and the 
pore spaces in the overlying residual soil.  Groundwater recharge occurs by seepage of water 
through the soil and/or rock or by flowing directly into openings in outcropping rock.  The 
primary source of recharge water is from precipitation that falls in the area, but can also originate 
from river discharge during dry periods.  The movement of groundwater typically follows the 
original surface topography, moving from hilltops and uplands to stream valleys.  The water 
table is generally 30 to 100 feet below the ground surface on hilltops and hillsides, but is at or 
near the ground surface in stream valleys and draws.  In this type of geologic setting, the 
direction of groundwater flow can be anticipated to generally conform to that of the surface 
water. 
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Based on the USGS topographic map of the area, groundwater below the Project Site is 
anticipated to flow generally south.  Areas considered up-gradient of the Project Site are to the 
north within approximately 600 feet.  This anticipated direction of groundwater flow was used to 
assist in the evaluation of potential impacts from nearby properties.  The anticipated direction of 
groundwater flow is shown on the DCA site map. 
 
3.3 Wetlands 
 
United Consulting performed an updated preliminary wetland investigation to identify wetlands 
and other jurisdictional waters of the United States (U.S.) on the Project Site.  The areas of the 
Project Site were evaluated in accordance with the guidelines outlined in the U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers (USACE) 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual. 
 
USACE has specific criteria for wetlands.  For an area to be classified as a wetland, the area 
must exhibit characteristics that satisfy criteria within the following three parameters: a 
dominance of wetland vegetation; physical evidence of wetland hydrology; and indications of 
hydric soils.  Hydric soil characteristics occur in soils that are saturated or flooded long enough 
during the growing season to develop anaerobic (low oxygen) conditions that support wetland 
(or hydrophytic) vegetation. Other jurisdictional waters of the U.S. include areas such as lakes, 
ponds, rivers, and streams. 
 
Background research was conducted to determine the potential for wetlands and other 
jurisdictional waters of the U.S. on the Project Site.  This research included review of the 
Dawson County Soil Survey, United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National 
Wetland Inventory (NWI) map, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 
Insurance Rate Map of Dawson County, Georgia.  Additionally, an on-site investigation was 
conducted for visual evidence of wetlands and other jurisdictional waters on the Project Site. 
 
The Soil Survey of Dawson, Lumpkin, and White Counties indicated the soils mapped on the 
Project Site were listed as Fannin fine sandy loam, Fannin sandy clay loam, and Cartecay 
complex soils.  The Cartecay soils mapped on the Project Site are listed on the local hydric soils 
lists.  The remainder of the soils is not listed on the national or local hydric soils lists.  A copy of 
the Soil Survey map of the area is included as Figure 6 of this report, which is located in 
Appendix U. 
 
Review of the United States Fish and Wildlife Services (USFWS) National Wetland Inventory 
(NWI) map of the area (Dawsonville, Georgia Quadrangle) did not indicate previously mapped 
wetlands on the Project Site.  A copy of the NWI map of the area is included as Figure 1 of this 
report. 
 
During the field investigation, an intermittent stream was identified on the western portion of the 
Project Site.  This stream originated at the base of the roadway fill slope and flowed to the 
southeast.  This stream was approximately two to four feet wide.  A few wetland areas were 
identified along this stream. 
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The limits of the wetlands were delineated in the field by qualified wetland personnel from 
United Consulting.  The wetland limits were then mapped for inclusion onto the site survey.  The 
complete Wetland Delineation report is included in Appendix U of this report.  Based on the 
client provided site development plan, prepared by Martin Riley Associates, the proposed 
development will not encroach into the stream buffers or wetland areas. 
 
3.4 Floodplain/Floodway 
 
The Project Site was located within the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (Community Panel 
No. 13085C0111B).  The Project Site was not located within the limits of the 100-year 
floodplain.  A copy of the FEMA floodplain map is included as Figure 2 of this report. 
 
3.5 State Waters 
 
United Consulting’s investigation of the Project Site was also conducted to identify areas that 
would meet the definition for state waters, as defined in the Official Code of Georgia Annotated 
(OCGA), Volume 10, 12-7-3: Definitions, (13) “State waters” and interpreted by the Georgia 
Environmental Protection Division (EPD).  According to the 2005 changes in the EPD rules 
concerning state waters and buffers, a stream feature must contain ‘normal stream flow’ (which 
has been interpreted to mean ‘base flow’) in order to be subject to the buffer requirements.  
Based on United Consulting’s investigation, there is an intermittent stream on the Project Site 
that would be considered state waters requiring a buffer.  The location of the stream and 
associated buffers are shown on Figure 3.  The proposed developments will not encroach into the 
stream buffers or wetland areas. 
 
3.6 Endangered Species 
 
United Consulting reviewed the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service list of endangered species for 
Dawson County.  In addition, the list of federal and state protected species for Dawson County 
was obtained from the Georgia Department of Natural Resources (DNR) website.  Further, we 
reviewed the DNR Natural Heritage Inventory Program (NHIP) for occurrence records in the 
project area.  Our review of the NHIP data did not identify federally protected species within the 
topographic quarter-quadrangle that includes the Project Site.  Further, based on our on-site 
investigation and the current conditions of the site, no threatened or endangered species have 
been identified on the Project Site.  It is not anticipated that the proposed development would 
impact species protected under the Endangered Species Act.  A copy of the DNR information 
reviewed is found in Appendix R. 
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4.0 REGULATORY INFORMATION 

 
4.1 Data Review 
 
4.1.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources 
 
Reasonably ascertainable Federal and State environmental agency records were reviewed for 
evidence of regulated or investigated facilities within the minimum search distances outlined by 
ASTM E 1527-05 and 40 C.F.R. Part 312.  The search distances are for the Project Site, 
adjoining properties, property within 0.5 mile, or property within 1.0 mile. 
 
4.1.2 Records Search 
 
United Consulting utilized a commercial database reporting company Environmental Data 
Resources, Inc., (EDR) to provide Federal, State, and Tribal environmental records.  The EDR 
databases are derived from the databases developed by various government agencies.  EDR 
contacts the government agencies and updates their databases on at least a quarterly basis.  The 
search was conducted by selecting a center point within the interior of the Project Site and then 
expanding the search distances (in ¼-mile increments) as necessary based on the distance from 
the center point to the furthest Project Site boundary.  Therefore, some facilities may appear 
within the database report that are actually beyond the required search distances.  United 
Consulting field located the listed facilities and only those facilities confirmed to be within the 
respective ASTM or AAI search distances are referenced in this report.  A copy of the database 
report used for the regulatory agency review is included in Appendix B, and includes the latest 
reporting date for the government agency records.  The number of facilities identified and search 
records reviewed are listed in Table 1. 
 

TABLE 1: REGULATORY DATABASES 
 

DATABASE 

NUMBER 
AT 

PROJECT 
SITE 

NUMBER 
WITHIN 

SEARCH RADII

SEARCH DISTANCE: 1-MILE 

United States Environmental Protection Agency (US 
EPA) National Priority List (NPL) 

0 0 

US EPA CORRACTS database 0 0 
Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) 
Hazardous Site Inventory (HSI), also referred to as the 
State Priority List (SPL) or State Hazardous Waste Sites 
(SHWS) 

0 0 

State equivalent CERCLIS database (SCL), also referred 
to as Non-HSI 

0 0 
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DATABASE 

NUMBER 
AT 

PROJECT 
SITE 

NUMBER 
WITHIN 

SEARCH RADII

SEARCH DISTANCE: ½ MILE 

U.S. Tribal Records (Indian Reservations) 0 0 
U.S. Tribal LUST Records (Indian LUST) 0 0 
Georgia Brownfields Public Records List (BROWNFIELDS) 0 0 
US EPA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act - 
Treatment, Storage and Disposal (RCRA TSD) Facilities 
List 

0 0 

US EPA Brownfields (US BROWNFIELDS) 
March 2010 0 0 

US EPA Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Information System 
(CERCLIS) database 
January 2010 

0 0 

US EPA CERCLIS, No Further Remedial Action 
Planned (NFRAP) database 

0 0 

Georgia Leaking UST List (LUST) 0 0 
Georgia EPD Operating Solid Waste Facilities List 
(SWFL) 

0 0 

DRYCLEANERS 0 0 

Delisted National Priority List (Delisted NPL) 0 0 

SEARCH DISTANCE ¼ MILE 

US EPA Toxic Release Inventory database (TRIS) 0 0 
US EPA Facility Index System (FINDS) 0 0 

SEARCH DISTANCE: PROPERTY AND ADJACENT PROPERTY 

US EPA RCRA Program Generators database (RCRA) 0 0 
Georgia EPD Registered Underground Storage Tanks 
(UST) List 

0 0 

US DOT Hazardous Materials Information Reporting 
System (HMIRS) 

0 0 

US EPA Emergency Response Network System (ERNS)  0 0 
Georgia SPILLS list 0 0 
Federally Institutional Control / Engineering Control 
Registries 

0 0 

State and Tribal Institutional Control Registries 0 0 
NON-ASTM 

DOD, Department of Defense 0 0 
EDR Proprietary Historical Database (Historical) 0 0 
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DATABASE 

NUMBER 
AT 

PROJECT 
SITE 

NUMBER 
WITHIN 

SEARCH RADII

NOTES: The database information was obtained from Environmental Data Resources (EDR). 
This data was relied upon for this Assessment. EDR updates their system information 
routinely.  Their databases are derived from databases developed by various government 
agencies.  United Consulting cannot warrant the accuracy of the information included in these 
databases. 
 
4.1.1.1 Sites Listed in Section 8.2.1 of ASTM E 1527-05 and in Exhibit B1 
 
The Project Site was not listed as a regulated facility on the Federal and State databases 
reviewed. Further, there were no listed, regulated facilities identified within the prescribed 
search distances from the Project Site.   
 
4.1.1.2 Orphan / Unmappable Facilities 
 
The regulatory database report includes a list (Orphan List) of facilities that could not be mapped 
due to poor or incomplete address information.  United Consulting reviewed this list, which 
included 39 orphan facilities, to determine if the Orphan Facilities were located within the 
respective search distances from the Project Site.  Based on United Consulting’s map review and 
field reconnaissance, the listed orphan facilities do not appear to be located within the DCA, 
ASTM or AAI distances from the Project Site. 
 
Other notable (unmapped) facilities may include those businesses, properties or facilities that 
were not listed as regulated facilities, but were observed by United Consulting during the 
reconnaissance or by EDR as a potential historical facility and may represent potential RECs.  
No other notable facilities were observed during the area reconnaissance. 
 
EDR has compiled a proprietary collection of potential historical facilities by searching business 
directories available to EDR.  The facilities identified in this compilation include those facilities 
that may have operated as gas stations/filling stations/service stations or dry cleaning 
establishments.  The EDR historical compilation did not identify potential historical facilities 
within 0.25 miles of the Project Site. 
 
4.1.2 Additional Environmental Record Sources 
 
Local County and City Agencies were contacted to try and obtain the requested Additional 
Environmental Record Sources.  The following information was utilized to enhance and 
supplement the standard environmental record sources.  A reasonable attempt was made to 
obtain the additional environmental records.  A brief description including date of contact, 
contact information, and database is found below. 
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4.1.2.1 Local Brownfield Lists 
 
At the time that the research was conducted for this report, no local Brownfield lists existed.  On 
March 30, 2011, the Georgia Environmental Protections Division Website 
(http://www.gaepd.org/) was searched, which included a list of Georgia Brownfields properties.  
No information regarding Brownfields review or listing associated with the Project Site was 
found.  A copy of this list is included within Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.2 Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites 
 
On March 30, 2011, United Consulting reviewed the document pertaining to old/current landfills 
“entitled 1968 Functional System Map of Dawson County, Georgia” reported by the EPD Land 
Protection Branch.  No information regarding local lists of landfills/solid waste disposal sites on 
the Project Site or immediate adjacent properties were observed on the 1968 Functional Maps.  
In addition, United Consulting searched the EDR Regulatory Search Report for information 
regarding landfills/solid waste disposal sites.  No landfills or solid waste disposal sites were 
reported on the Project Site, or immediately surrounding properties.  A copy of the 1968 
Functional System Map is included within Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.3 Local Lists of Hazardous Waste / Contaminated Sites 
 
On April 15, 2011, United Consulting sent an email to Ms. Verona Barnes with the EPD 
Hazardous Waste Compliance Unit requesting information regarding hazardous waste / 
contaminated sites.  A letter response from the EPD, dated April 20, 2011 indicated no 
information regarding hazardous waste or contaminated sites were available for the Project Site. 
 A copy of the email submitted to Ms. Barnes and letter received by Ms. Feagler are included 
within Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.4 Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks 
 
United Consulting contacted the Dawson County Board of Health Division of Environmental 
Health, requesting information concerning local lists of registered storage tanks.  United 
Consulting was referred to the list of USTs that is maintained by the EPD.  The EPD list was 
reviewed as presented in the EDR report, which is found in Appendix F. 
 
4.1.2.5 Local Land Records (for activity and use limitations) 
 
On March 30, 2011, United Consulting visited the Dawson County, GIS website 
(http://www.dawsoncounty.org).  No pertinent environmental records were found during the 
search. 
 
4.1.2.6 Records of Emergency Release Reports 
 
No local records of Emergency Release Reports are maintained by Dawson County or the City of 
Dawsonville. Georgia EPD maintains records of Emergency Release Reports.  United Consulting 
contacted Ms. Cindy Shelton with the EPD’s Emergency Response Team Program (ERT) via 
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telephone on April 15, 2011 in regards to emergency release reports.  A facsimile request was 
sent to Ms. Shelton, requesting information on records of hazardous spills or emergency 
responses to the Project Site.  No response from the EPD has been received as of the issuance of 
this report.  If pertinent information is received an addendum will be issued.  A copy of the 
facsimile transmittal and verification transmittal are found in Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.7 Records of Contaminated Public Wells 
 
On April 15, 2011, United Consulting sent an email to Ms. Verona Barnes with the EPD 
Hazardous Waste Compliance Unit requesting information regarding contaminated public wells. 
A letter response from the EPD, dated April 20, 2011 indicated no information regarding 
contaminated public wells were available for the Project Site.  A copy of the email submitted to 
Ms. Barnes and letter received by Ms. Feagler are included within Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.8 Planning Department Records 
 
On March 30, 2011, United Consulting visited the City of Dawsonville webpage at 
http://www.dawsonville-ga.gov to view planning/zoning records.  According to the Official 
Zoning Map the Project was currently zoned as multiple-family residential.  No planning or 
other zoning information was available from the City of Dawsonville website for the Project 
Site.  A copy of the map depicting the current zoning is found in Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.9 Local / Regional Pollution Control Agency Records 
 
On April 15, 2011, United Consulting left a telephone message for Mr. Jimmy Johnston, 
Program Manager with the Georgia EPD Air Protection Branch, Planning and Support Program 
regarding changes to the State Implementation Plan (SIP) for Georgia.  No response has been 
received as of the issuance of this report.  Previously, Mr. Johnston indicated no specific 
requirements were necessary for pollution control in residential areas. 
 
4.1.2.10 Local / Regional Water Quality Agency Records 
 
United Consulting visited the City of Dawsonville website (http://www.dawsonville-ga.gov) on 
April 15, 2011 to obtain information regarding water quality.  United Consulting contacted Ms. 
Betty McGee with the City of Dawsonville, requesting information concerning the Consumer 
Confidence Report for the City of Dawsonville.  Ms. McGee stated, the 2009 Water Quality 
Report was located on the City of Dawsonville website and the next report was due out May 
2011.  The Dawsonville Water Quality Report indicated that the required water parameters were 
within the appropriate limits.  However, Ms. Betty and Ms. Diane, from Dawson County 
indicated that the city and county do not currently supply the Project Site with municipal water 
and sewer service.  A copy of the Water Quality Reports is included in Appendix Q. 
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4.1.2.11 Local Electric Utility Company (for records related to PCBs) 
 
United Consulting previously contacted by Mr. David King, a representative of Georgia Power 
Environmental Affairs Department via telephone on June 18, 2010, to obtain information 
regarding on-site transformers.  The telephone call was in response to an email request that 
United Consulting had submitted to the Environmental General Questions section of Georgia 
Power’s webpage.  Mr. King stated that the on-site, pad mounted transformer did not have PCBs. 
 
4.1.2.12 Other 
 
No other local County or City Agencies were contacted to obtain the requested Additional 
Environmental Record Sources. 
 
4.2 Agency Contacts/Records 
 
State and local government officials who may have been familiar with the Project Site were 
contacted.  These persons were questioned as to their knowledge of any past activities at the 
Project Site that might present the potential for environmental impacts.  Documentation of these 
contact/interviews is included as Appendix G.  The interviews provided the following 
information: 
 
4.2.1 Local Fire Department Official 
 
United Consulting contacted Chief Swafford with Dawson County Fire Department via 
telephone on March 30, 2011, to obtain information regarding records of hazardous spills, 
underground storage tanks, and fires associated with the Project Site.  Chief Swafford returned 
our telephone call on April 1, 2011 and indicated he was unaware of any fires, hazardous spills, 
or environmental issues with the Project Site. 
 
4.2.2 State, Local or Regional Health or Environmental Agency 
 
United Consulting contacted Ms. Lena (would not provide last name), with the Dawson County 
Environmental Health Department, requesting information concerning septic tank and drinking 
water well records at the physical street address of 2201 Perimeter Road.  Ms. Lena responded 
via telephone on April 15, 2011 and stated the Project Site utilized one septic tank system. 
 
4.2.3 Local Building Permit Agency Official 
 
On April 15, 2011, United Consulting contacted Ms. Diane with the Dawson County Department 
of Planning and Zoning, via telephone requesting information concerning building permits 
issued for the Project Site.  Ms. Diane indicated the Project Site was within the City of 
Dawsonville and no records regarding building permits for the Project Site with the county.  In 
addition, Ms. Diane indicated to contact the City of Dawsonville regarding building permits for 
the Project Site.  On April 15, 2011, a follow-up telephone call was made with Ms. Betty McGee 
with the City of Dawsonville regarding Building Permits.  Ms. McGee indicated no building 
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permits were found during their record search.  However, Ms. McGee did indicate the Project 
Site was annexed into the City of Dawsonville in 2006 and listed as residential. 
 
4.2.4 Local Groundwater Use Permit Agency Official 
 
On April 15, 2011, United Consulting sent an email to Ms. Verona Barnes with the EPD 
Hazardous Waste Compliance Unit requesting information regarding groundwater use permits.  
A letter response from the EPD, dated April 20, 2011 indicated no information regarding 
groundwater use permits were available for the Project Site.  A copy of the email submitted to 
Ms. Barnes and letter received by Ms. Feagler are included within Appendix G. 
 
4.3 Interviews 
 
During and following the site reconnaissance, interviews were conducted with persons familiar 
with the Project Site.  These persons were questioned as to their knowledge of any past activities 
at the Project Site that might present the potential for environmental impacts.  Documentation of 
the interviews is included as Appendix G.  The interviews provided the following information: 
 
4.3.1 Current Key Site Manager, Occupants, or Owners of the Property 
 
The Project Site was occupied by a renter at the time of the reconnaissance.  The owner of the 
Project Site requested that United Consulting not interview the tenant at the Project Site. 
 
4.3.2 Current Owners or Occupants of Neighboring Properties 
 
United Consulting interviewed Mr. Daniel Centofanti, owner of the Project Site, during the 
reconnaissance.  Mr. Centofanti indicated that the Project Site used a septic tank system and had 
a drinking water well for water supply.  He was aware that the Project Site was historically used 
to channel water from a nearby goldmine.  There were two ditches that were historically used on 
the Project Site.  He stated that the home located on the Project Site was constructed in 1988 and 
he was unaware of any lead based paint or asbestos associated with the property.  Reportedly, the 
home may be removed from the Project Site and not demolished.  Mr. Centofanti was unaware of 
any environmental concerns associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.3 Past Owners, Occupants, or Operators of the Property 
 
Past occupants of the residential home were not interviewed because the Client and current 
owner did not provide their contact information, and they were not available during the site 
reconnaissance. 
 
4.3.4 User(s) 
 
The User of this report was identified as Farmington Woods, L.P. (Applicant). 
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The user supplied the DCA 2011 User Interview Questionnaire to United Consulting on April 
19, 2011.  The client indicated, via the questionnaire, that they were unaware of any 
environmental concerns associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.4.1 Title Records 
 
United Consulting reviewed the chain-of-title information, which was provided by the client on 
June 29, 2010.  The title information was compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC and 
summarized in a letter by Morris, Manning and Martin, LLP, dated June 29, 2010.  The chain of 
title indicated that the Project Site is currently owned by Mr. Dan Centofanti who gained title to 
the Project Site from Kristin Frances Deane in May of 2008.  Based on our current site visit and 
interview, the Project Site is still owned by Mr. Dan Centofanti.  A more detailed summary of 
the chain-of-title is found in Section 5.5.1 of this report. 
 
4.3.4.2 Environmental Liens 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were unaware of any 
environmental liens associated with the Project Site. The provided title information did not 
indicate environmental liens associated with the Project Site.  
 
4.3.4.3 Specialized Knowledge of the User 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated on the User Questionnaire that they did not have any 
specialized knowledge of an environmental nature associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.4.4 Commonly Known / Reasonably Ascertainable Information 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were unaware of any 
commonly known information of an environmental nature associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.4.5 Reason for Performing the Phase I 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were conducting the 
Phase I for the purpose of obtaining the innocent landowner defense and to obtain tax credits 
through the Georgia DCA. 
 
4.3.4.6 Relationship of Purchase Price to Fair Market Value (if Property being purchased) 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated that the purchase price of the Project Site was the fair market 
value of the property. 
 
4.3.4.6.1 Purchase Price 
Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated that the purchase price of the Project Site was the fair market 
value of the property. 
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4.3.4.6.2 Differential Between Purchase Price and Market Value 
There was no differential, as Farmington Woods, L.P. indicated that the purchase price of the 
Project Site was the fair market value of the property. 
 
4.3.4.6.3 Reason For Any Differential 
Not applicable. Based on the user provided information, the purchase price matches the fair 
market value. 
 
 

5.0 SITE INFORMATION AND USE 
 
5.1 Site Reconnaissance Methodology and Limiting Conditions 
 
A reconnaissance of the Project Site was performed on April 6, 2011, to look for evidence of 
possible hazardous substance contamination at the Project Site.  The reconnaissance consisted of 
an on-site, visual review by a representative from United Consulting: Mr. Andrew J. Armstrong, 
Project Environmental Specialist.  The reconnaissance was performed by walking the property 
boundaries, and interior portions of the Project Site.  The updated site plan provided by the client 
was used to determine the boundaries of the Project Site during the reconnaissance.  United 
Consulting was escorted by Mr. Dan Centofanti during the reconnaissance of the residential 
structure. 
 
5.2 General Site Setting 
 
The Project Site was wooded land that with the exception of the residential home was 
undeveloped.  The properties surrounding the Project Site were predominantly wooded lands and 
single-family residential lots. 
 
5.3 Assessment of Commonly Known/Reasonably Ascertainable Information 
 
The client indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were unaware of any commonly known 
or reasonably ascertainable information relating to the environmental status of the Project Site. 
 
5.4 Current Site Use 
 
The Project Site was used for residential purposes at the time of the reconnaissance.  An 
occupied residential home was located near the southern boundary of the Project Site.  The 
remainder of the property was undeveloped, wooded land. 
 
Additional discussions are provided below, as appropriate.  Photographs of the Project Site are 
included in Appendix B. 
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5.4.1 Storage Tanks 
 
No above ground storage tanks (ASTs) were observed on the Project Site.  No features indicative 
of USTs, such as fill caps, vent pipes, pump islands, or associated piping were observed at the 
Project Site. 
 
5.4.2 Hazardous and Petroleum Products Containers / Drums 
 
No drums were observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.3 Heating and Cooling 
 
The residential home used an electric HVAC system for heating and cooling. 
 
5.4.4 Solid Waste 
 
The Project Site did not store solid waste.  Household waste that was produced at the home was 
reportedly taken off-site for disposal.  An approximate 6 foot by 18 foot area of empty motor oil 
cans was observed just south of Perimeter Road near the northeast corner.  No stressed or dead 
vegetation or staining was observed around the cans. 
 
5.4.5 Sewage Disposal / Septic Tanks 
 
The home on the Project Site was connected to a septic tank.  Municipal sewer service for the 
vicinity of the Project Site was reportedly not available, but would be made available for the 
proposed development. 
 
5.4.6 Hydraulic Equipment 
 
No hydraulic equipment was observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.7 Contracted Maintenance Services 
 
The owner stated that he managed the maintenance services on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.8 Electrical Equipment / PCBs 
 
One transformer was observed near the residential home.  The transformer was not labeled as 
containing PCBs. United Consulting contacted Georgia Power requesting information 
concerning the presence of PCBs in the transformer. A Georgia Power representative stated that 
the transformer did not contain PCBs. 
 
The pole mounted transformers located on the Project Site were not labeled as containing PCBs. 
 The pole mounted transformers were reportedly owned and operated by Jackson EMC.  United 
Consulting previously contacted Mr. Ken Brand with Jackson EMC concerning the transformers 
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on the Project Site.  Mr. Brand indicated via email on May 27, 2010, the on-site transformers are 
owned by Jackson EMC and do not likely contain PCB oils. 
 
5.4.9 Water Supply and Wells 
 
The residential home was connected to a drinking water well.  The owner of the Project Site 
indicated that the drinking water well was approximately 350 feet deep.  Based on an interview 
with the City of Dawsonville water department, municipal water service is not currently 
available for the Project Site. 
 
5.4.10 Drains and Sumps 
 
No drains or sumps were observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.11 Pits, Ponds, Lagoons and Surface Water 
 
No pits, ponds, or lagoons were observed on the Project Site during the site visit.  There was one 
stream and associated wetlands traversing the Project Site predominantly north to south located 
along the western portion of the Project Site. 
 
5.4.12 Stressed Vegetation 
 
No stressed vegetation was observed. 
 
5.4.13 Stained Soil or Pavement 
 
No stained soil or pavement was observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.14 Odors 
 
No unusual odors were observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.15 Utilities / Roadway Easements 
 
Power poles were present along Perimeter Road, north of the Project Site.  The client provided 
boundary survey and tax plats did not indicate utility or roadway easements associated with the 
Project Site. 
 
5.4.16 Chemical Use 
 
No current or indication of past chemical use was observed on the Project Site during the site 
reconnaissance. 
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5.4.17 Water Leaks / Mold / Fungi / Microbial Growth 
 
It is United Consulting’s understanding that the home on the Project Site will be either removed 
from the site or demolished.  Based on this information, no further testing or observation is 
needed for water leaks, mold, fungi, and microbial growth. 
 
5.4.18 Asbestos 
 
The structure that is located on the Project Site will be removed or demolished.  Due to the 
occupancy of the home, a limited asbestos survey was previously conducted at the time of the 
reconnaissance in 2010.  The results of the asbestos survey are included in Appendix E. 
 
5.4.19 Lead-Based Paint 
 
The structure that is located on the Project Site will be removed or demolished.  Due to the 
occupancy of the home, a limited lead based paint survey was previously conducted at the time 
of the reconnaissance in 2010.  The results of the lead based paint survey are included in 
Appendix E. 
 
5.4.20 Lead in Drinking Water 
 
United Consulting reviewed the City of Dawsonville 2009 Drinking Water Quality Report for 
information regarding lead in the drinking water system.  The report indicated that lead was 
detected in the drinking water system, at a concentration of 2.5 parts per billion, which is below 
the maximum contaminant level of 15 parts per billion.  A copy of the drinking water quality 
reports is found in Appendix Q.  The structure located on the Project Site will be removed or 
demolished; therefore, no lead in drinking water tests are needed at this time. 
 
5.4.21 Radon3: 
 
United Consulting performed a review of literature pertaining to the potential for elevated 
accumulations of radon gas to exist at the Project Site.  Based on a review of the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) Map of Radon Zones for Georgia (dated September 
1993), Dawson County has a moderate potential for the presence of radon.  In 1989, 1,534 
homes were sampled in the State/EPA Residential Radon Survey. 
 
Based on the data from the aforementioned study, 2 homes located in Dawson County were 
tested for indoor radon gas accumulations.  Based on the reported testing results, the average 
radon gas level detected in the Dawson County homes was 1.5 picocuries per liter (pCi/L) of air 
and the maximum reading was 2.2 pCi/L of air. 

                                                 
3   Radon is a colorless, odorless and tasteless naturally occurring gas that originates from the decay of naturally 
occurring uranium and radium in soils, rock and in water. Radon gas typically moves from the ground into 
structures (through cracks, joints, pores, and other openings in the foundations) where it can accumulate. The 
Surgeon General has warned that radon is the second leading cause of lung cancer in the United States today. Radon 
gas is estimated to cause about 14,000 lung cancer deaths per year, second only to smoking. 
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The structure located on the Project Site is reportedly scheduled for removal or demolition.  
Based on this information, no radon tests are required at this time.  However, radon tests would 
be required upon completion of the new construction. 
 
5.4.22 Noise 
 
United Consulting conducted a search for the noise sources as outlined by the 2011 DCA 
Environmental Manual.  There was one major road within 1,000 feet of the Project Site.  The 
roadway was Highway 53, located east of the Project Site.  There were no railroads within 3,000 
feet of the Project Site.  There was one private civil airport located within five miles and no 
military airports located within 15 miles of Project Site.  The closest civil airport was the Elliot 
Field Airport which was approximately 4.5 miles northwest of the Project Site.  The closest 
military airport is Dobbins Air Force Reserve Base, which is located approximately 38 miles 
southwest of the Project Site.  Based on the distances to the prescribed noise sources, United 
Consulting’s opinion is that a noise assessment is required for the Project Site due to the nearby 
roadway and civil airport. 
 
Based on the results of the noise assessment, the noise at the Project Site is within the DCA and 
HUD “Acceptable” range.  The 2011 Noise Assessment report is included in Appendix J. 
 
5.4.23 Vapor Encroachment Screening 
 
The purpose of the vapor intrusion (VI) screening was to assess for potential vapor intrusion 
risks, which could impact buildings on the Project Site.  This included a tier one screening per 
the ASTM Standard for “Vapor Encroachment Screening on Property Involved in Real Estate 
Transactions,” E2600-10.  At this time, no facilities were identified within the prescribed 
distances which would constitute a potential vapor encroachment condition (VEC).  Therefore, 
no further assessment or mitigation for vapor intrusion is warranted at this time. 
 
5.4.24 Other Site Reconnaissance Issues 
 
No other site reconnaissance issues were observed during the site visit.  No visual evidence 
of RECs at the Project Site such as stained soils, or stressed vegetation were identified during 
our site reconnaissance. 
 
5.5 Past Site Use 
 
Historical research into the Project Site was conducted to assess the history of the Project Site 
and surrounding areas from an environmental perspective.  This research included reviewing 
United States Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps, Sanborn fire insurance maps, city 
directories and aerial photographs, conducting interviews with people familiar with the history of 
the Project Site and surrounding areas, and researching chain of title information to determine 
the past ownership of the Project Site.  The title review focused on determining whether past 
ownership included industrial firms, and whether environmental liens encumber title to the 
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Project Site.  The following sections summarize the results of the historical research of the 
Project Site: 
 
5.5.1 Recorded Land Title Records 
 
United Consulting reviewed the chain-of-title information, which was provided by the client on 
June 29, 2010.  The title information was compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC and 
summarized in a letter prepared by Morris, Manning and Martin, LLP, dated June 29, 2010.  The 
title information indicated that the Project Site is currently owned by Daniel Louis Centofanti, 
who acquired title to the Project Site in May 2008 from Kristin Frances Deane.  Previous owners 
of the Project Site were Stanley H. Goswick, Steve M. Goswick, Mike Thornton, Rose Anderson 
Goswick, Judy G. Bearden, J. M. Pelfrey, Kenney Pelfrey, Scott Singleton, Ethel L. Anderson, 
Hoyt C. Goswick, W.W. Goswick, Herbert Goswick, and Sanford P. Clack and Bev. Anderson.  
The title search was terminated at 1908 when Bev. Anderson received title to the Project Site 
from Sanford P. Clack.  A copy of the provided chain-of-title information can be found in 
Appendix D. 
 
5.5.2 Environmental Liens 
 
United Consulting reviewed the title information that was provided by Morris, Manning, and 
Martin, LLP and initially compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC, to look for evidence of 
environmental liens associated with the Project Site.  Based on United Consulting’s review of 
the supplied information, no environmental liens were discovered associated with the Project 
Site as of the date of the title report. 
 
5.5.3 Activity and Use Limitations (a.k.a. Engineering and/or Institutional Controls) 
 
United Consulting reviewed the title information that was provided by Morris, Manning, and 
Martin, LLP and initially compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC, to look for evidence of 
Activity and Use Limitations associated with the Project Site.  Based on United Consulting’s 
review of the supplied information, no Activity and Use Limitations were discovered associated 
with the Project Site as of the date of the title information. 
 
5.5.4 Aerial Photographs and Topographic Maps 
 
Aerial photographs obtained from EDR and taken in 1938, 1949, 1956, 1963, 1971, 1988, 1993, 
2005, and 2006 were reviewed.  Copies of the historic aerial photographs are found in Appendix 
C. 
 
The 30-minute topographic map entitled Suwanee, Georgia, dated 1894 was reviewed.  The 
USGS 7.5-minute series quadrangle topographic map of the area entitled Dawsonville, Georgia, 
dated 1964 was reviewed.  The 1964 topographic map was revised in 1985, the photo-revised 
1985 map was reviewed.  A third map, created in 1997, was also reviewed.  Copies of the 
historic topographic maps reviewed are found in Appendix C. 
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Aerial Photographs: 
The 1938, 1948, 1956, 1963 and 1971 aerial photographs showed the Project Site was 
undeveloped, wooded land.  The 1988, 1993, 2005, and 2006 showed the Project Site was 
partially developed property.  The Project Site was shown containing a single residential 
structure (the structure currently present on the site) located on the eastern portion of the 
property. 
 
USGS Topographic Maps: 
The 1894 topographic map showed the Project Site was undeveloped land.  The 1964 and the 
1985 photo-revised USGS topographic maps showed the Project Site was undeveloped, wooded 
land.  The 1997 USGS topographic map showed the Project Site was undeveloped, wooded land. 
 
5.5.5 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
 
According to a search of the most comprehensive collection of Sanborn Maps by EDR, Sanborn 
fire insurance map coverage was not available for the area of the Project Site. A copy of the No 
Coverage Letter for the Sanborn maps is found in Appendix C. 
 
5.5.6 City Directories 
 
City Directories dated 1975 to 2009 in approximate 5-year increments were reviewed.  The 
address of the parent tract of the Project Site was listed as residential in 2009.  The Project Site 
address was not listed in any of the other years searched.  A copy of the city directory 
information reviewed is included in Appendix C.  No apparent waste dumps, tank farms, or other 
potential hazardous substance contamination sources were noted on the Project Site in the 
historical information reviewed. 
 
5.5.7 Previous Environmental Studies 
 
United Consulting conducted a Phase I Environmental Assessment (Phase I ESA) on the Project 
Site in 2010 (UC Project Number 2010.0398.01).  The findings of this Phase I ESA are 
documented in a report, dated July 21, 2010.  At that time the Project Site consisted of a larger 
parent tract, which was approximately 16-acres in size.  The parent tract was predominately 
undeveloped, wooded land; however, a single-family residential structure was located on the 
south-central portion.  No on-site or off-site RECs were identified during the previous Phase I 
ESA.  Concurrent to the Phase I ESA, a limited asbestos and lead-based paint survey was 
conducted.  No asbestos containing materials or lead-based paint films were identified. 
 
A wetland investigation identified an intermittent stream on the western portion of the Project 
Site. This stream originated at the base of the roadway fill slope and flowed to the southeast. 
This stream was approximately two to four feet wide.  A few wetland areas were identified along 
this stream.  Based on the client provided plan, the developments will not encroach into the 
stream buffers or wetland areas.  A copy of the 2010 Phase I ESA is found in Appendix I. 
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Summary: No on-site RECs were identified through our review of the available historical 
information, including topographic maps, Sanborn maps, aerial photographs, city directories, and 
deed records. 
 
5.5.8 Other 
No other environmental issues were identified with the current use of the Project Site or 
information reviewed. 
 
5.6 Current Surrounding Land Use 
 
A foot and automobile tour of the surrounding area was conducted to assess area land use and to 
look for evidence of potential sources of hazardous substances on adjacent or nearby properties. 
The reconnaissance was performed by walking along the surrounding properties and driving 
along the nearby roads.  The results of the reconnaissance are summarized in Table 2.  
Additional discussion is provided following Table 2, as appropriate. 
 
5.6.1 North 
 
Perimeter Road, single-family residential and undeveloped land; 
 
5.6.2 East 
 
Undeveloped land and creek; 
 
5.6.3 South 
 
Undeveloped, wooded land and single-family residential homes; and; 
 
5.6.4 West 
 
Undeveloped land and single-family residential homes. Two chicken coops were observed 
northwest of the Project Site. 
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TABLE 2: AREA RECONNAISSANCE INFORMATION 

 

 
Area Structures/Property Use: 
The developed properties in the vicinity of the Project Site contained single-family residential 
homes.  The property located northwest of the Project Site contained two chicken coops.  The 
properties were used for residential and agricultural purposes. 
 
Tanks: 
Only small propane ASTs were observed on the residential properties surrounding the Project 
Site.  These propane ASTs were reportedly utilized for heating purposes.  No other ASTs were 
observed on properties adjacent to the Project Site.  No features indicative of USTs, such as fill 
caps, vent pipes, pump islands, or other associated piping were observed adjacent to the Project 
Site. 
 
5.7 Past Surrounding Land Use 
 
Historical research of the areas surrounding the Project Site from an environmental perspective 
was conducted.  This research included reviewing United States Geological Survey (USGS) 
topographic maps and aerial photographs, conducting interviews with people familiar with the 

ITEMS Observed 
Yes/No 

DISCUSSION 
(Blanks indicate items not observed on 

nearby properties) 

REC 
Yes/No

Area Structures Yes Discussed below. No 
Area Property Use Yes Discussed below. No 

Wells Yes 
Drinking water wells were observed on 
some of the residential properties 
surrounding the Project Site. 

No 

Tanks Yes Discussed below. No 

Drums No No drums were observed on the properties 
immediately surrounding the Project Site. No 

Other Containers No  No 

Storage Areas Yes The residential homes had associated 
garages and sheds. No 

Ponds and/or Pools of 
Liquid or Sludge No  No 

Stained Soil or Pavement No 
A de minimis amount of staining was 
observed on the nearby roads and 
driveways. 

No 

Stressed 
Vegetation/Ground Cover No  No 

Solid Waste No  No 

Odors No No unusual odors were observed on the 
properties surrounding the Project Site. No 

Drains and Sumps No  No 
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history of the areas surrounding Project Site, researching Sanborn Maps, and researching City 
Directories.  The following sections summarize the results of the historical research of the areas 
surrounding the Project Site: 
 
5.7.1 North 
 
The properties located north of the Project Site were historically wooded, undeveloped land and 
single-family residential properties. 
 
5.7.2 East 
 
The properties located east of the Project Site were historically undeveloped land. 
 
5.7.3 South 
 
The properties located south of the Project Site were historically wooded, undeveloped land and 
single-family residential properties. 
 
5.7.4 West 
 
With the exception of the chicken coops, the properties located west of the Project Site were 
historically wooded, undeveloped land and single-family residential properties.  The chicken 
houses were constructed in the late 1960s or very earlier 1970s, based on the historic maps and 
aerial photographs. 
 
Summary: In United Consulting’s professional opinion, no off-site current or historic facilities 
represent RECs in relation to the Project Site.  Further, no current or historic on-site issues were 
identified that represent RECs to the Project Site.  Based on the entirety of the historical review, 
no indications of RECs to the Project Site were identified. 
 
5.8 Historic Preservation 
 
A visual reconnaissance was conducted to look for potential historic properties in the vicinity of 
the Project Site.  In addition, a search was conducted on the NAHRGIS website.  The NAHRGIS 
research indicated one historic structure was mapped within ½-mile of the Project Site.  This 
structure based on Google Earth measurements was approximately 2,000 feet north-northwest of 
the Project Site.  In addition, United Consulting requested a review of the Project Site, from a 
historical perspective, by the Georgia Historic Preservation Division (GAHPD).  Previously the 
GAHPD indicated in a letter dated July 9, 2010 that no historic or archaeological resources 
would be impacted by the proposed development of the Project Site.  The results of the 
NAHRGIS research and HPD Review are located in Appendix S of this report. 
 



9 0 0 1 : 2 0 0 8 C e r t i f i e d  

 
Farmington Woods 

2010.0398.03 
 

Page 31 of 35 
 

 
 
 

6.0 DATA GAPS 
 
6.1 Identification of Data Gaps 
 
United Consulting conducted a thorough review on the use of the Project Site during completion 
of this Phase I Environmental Assessment.  The historical research included sources from 1895 
to present.  Table 3 below summarizes many of the common data failures/gaps encountered 
during the completion of a Phase I Environmental Assessment. 
 
6.2 Sources of Information Consulted to Address Data Gaps 
 
Per ASTM and AAI standards, United Consulting has relied on ‘User Provided Information’ to 
complete this property assessment.  If the user fails to provide this information to United 
Consulting, it could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” for this site is 
incomplete.  Further, United Consulting is not responsible for any errors or omissions associated 
with the User Provided Information. 
 
6.3 Significance of Data Gaps 
 
If a significant data gap is identified in the table, a discussion of the data gap and conclusions 
associated with the gap will follow. 
 

TABLE 3:  SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL DATA FAILURES/GAPS 
 

Report 
Section Information/Data 

Data 
See Descriptions 

Below 

Significant 
Data Gap 
(Y/N/NA) 

Additional 
Action(s) 
Required 
(Y/N/NA) 

User Provided Information 

4.3.4.1 Title History Client Previously 
Provided 

N N 

4.3.4.2 Environmental Lien Review Client Provided N N 
4.3.4.3 Specialized Knowledge Client Provided N N 

4.3.4.4 Commonly Known 
Information Client Provided N N 

4.3.4.6 Valuation Reduction for 
Environmental Issues Client Provided N N 

Historical Use Information 
5.5.4 Topographic Maps Obtained N N 
5.5.4 Aerial Photographs Obtained N N 
5.5.5 City Directories Obtained N N 
5.5.8 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps NA  NA NA 
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Report 
Section Information/Data 

Data 
See Descriptions 

Below 

Significant 
Data Gap 
(Y/N/NA) 

Additional 
Action(s) 
Required 
(Y/N/NA) 

Site Reconnaissance 
5.1 Exterior Accessibility Accessible N N 
5.1 Interior Accessibility Accessible N N 

Area Reconnaissance 
5.6 Accessibility Accessible N N 

Interviews 
4.3.1 Property Owner Obtained N N 
4.3.2 Site Manager/Occupants/Local 

Residents 
Obtained NA NA 

4.2 Local Government Officials Partially Obtained N N 
Notes:  Common Data Descriptions:  Not Provided, Provided, Not Contacted, Contacted, Accessible, Not 

Accessible, Obtained, Not Obtained, Gap, Failure, NA = Not Available 
Per ASTM E 1527-05, failure to provide the ‘user provided information’ to the environmental professional 
could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” for this site is incomplete. 

 
United Consulting conducted a historical review on the past use of the Project Site during 
completion of this Phase I Environmental Assessment.  The historical research included sources 
from 1895 to present.  Based on the historical information obtained, interviews, and information 
provided by the client, United Consulting did not identify significant data gaps that affected the 
ability of the environmental professional to render an opinion of the Project Site. 
 
 

7.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
 
7.1 On-Site 
 
The Project Site consisted of an approximate 9.3-acre tract of land that was predominantly 
undeveloped.  A single-family residential home was located on the Project Site.  The residential 
home had an associated sanitary septic system and a drinking water well.  The Project Site was 
historically residential or undeveloped, wooded land. The Project Site was not listed on the 
federal or state databases reviewed. No visual evidence of Recognized Environmental 
Conditions (RECs) on the Project Site such as stained soils, stressed vegetation, drums, land 
filling, or illegal disposal of hazardous substances was identified.  Based on the entirety of the 
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, no on-site RECs were identified. 
 
7.2 Off-Site 
 
The Project Site was immediately surrounded by roads, residential homes and undeveloped land. 
Based on review of the regulatory database report, no listed, regulated facilities were identified 
within the various search distances from the Project Site. 
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8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
8.1 On-Site 
 
United Consulting has performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the Project Site.  The 
assessment is in substantial conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 
1527-05 and with the environmental guidelines established by the DCA, dated 2011.  Based on 
this assessment, research, site reconnaissance and investigation, evidence of "on-site” RECs was 
not identified on the Project Site.  No further investigation or action is recommended to 
determine the presence of "on-site” RECs on the Project Site. 
 
8.2 Off-Site 
 
United Consulting has performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment of the Project Site in 
substantial conformance with the applicable scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-05 
and the guidelines established by the DCA, dated 2011. 
 
Based on this assessment, research, site reconnaissance, and investigation, no listed, regulated 
facilities were identified within the DCA prescribed search distances from the Project Site.  
United Consulting’s opinion is that no further investigation or action is recommended to 
determine the potential impacts from "off-site” RECs with respect to the Project Site. 
 
 

9.0 DATA REFERENCES 
 
ASTM Practice E 1527-05 
 
EPA AAI, Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 312 (40 CFR 312) 
 
DCA guidelines, dated 2011 
 
Boundary Survey for TBG Residential Located in Land Lots 56 and 511, 4th District, 1st Section, 
City of Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia, dated June 18, 2010, prepared by TerraMark 
 
Geologic Map of Georgia, 1976, Georgia Geological Survey 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Wetland Delineation Manual, 1987 
 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetland Inventory (NWI) map and 
endangered species 
 
United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, Soil Survey of Dawson, 
Lumpkin, and White Counties, http://soils.usda.gov/ 
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Federal Emergency Management Agency, National Flood Insurance Program, Flood Insurance 
Rate Map, Dawson County, Georgia, Community Panel No. 13085C0111B. September 26, 2008. 
 
Official Code of Georgia Annotated (OCGA), Volume 10, 12-7-3 
 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR), National Heritage Inventory Program (NHIP) – 
endangered species 
 
www.edrnet.com: Regulatory Review, City Directories, and aerial photographs dated 1940, 
1955, 1960, 1968, 1972, 1978, 1986, 1989, 1993, 2005, and 2006-2005 composite photograph 
 
http://www.gaepd.org  - Brownfield List, dated December 30, 2010 
 
1968 Functional System Map of Fulton County, Georgia – Landfills 
 
Ms. Verona Barnes and Ms. Kim Feagler, Georgia Department of Natural Resources, 
Environmental Protection Division, Land Protection Branch – Verona.barnes@dnr.state.ga.us 
and kim_feagler@dnr.state.ga.us  
 
Ms. Cindy Shelton, GA EPD, Emergency Response Team (ERT) – 404 656-4713 
 
Mr. Jimmy Johnston, - Program Manager, GA EPD, Air Protection Branch, Planning and 
Support – 404 363-7014 
 
http://www.dawsonville-ga.gov  Planning and Zoning Records and water quality report 
 
Mr. David King – Georgia Power (Environmental Affairs Department) 404 799-2104 
 
Chief Swafford – City of Dawsonville Fire Department – 706 344-3666 
 
Ms. Lena – Dawson County Environmental Health Department – 706 265-2930 
 
Ms. Diane – Dawson County Department of Planning and Zoning – 706 344-3604 
 
Ms. Betty McGee – City of Dawsonville – 706 265-3256 
 
Mr. Daniel Centofanti – Owner of the Project Site 
 
DCA 2010 User Questionnaire, dated April 1, 2011, provided by Farmington Woods, LP 
 
Colloway Title and Escrow, LLC (2010 chain-of-title), dated June 29, 2010 
 
EPA’s Map of Radon Zones, Georgia, Radon Division Office of Radiation and Indoor Air US 
EPA, 1993 
 
Rules of DNR…391-3-6 Water Quality Control 
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United States Geologic Survey, 30-Minute Topographic Map, Suwannee, Georgia Quadrangle, 
dated 1894 
 
United States Geologic Survey, 7.5-Minute Topographic Map, Dawsonville, Georgia 
Quadrangle, dated 1964, 1985, and 1997 
 
National Register of Historic Places (NAHRGIS) – historical preservation 
 
 

10.0 VALUATION REDUCTION 
 
10.1 Purchase Price 
 
Based on the client supplied User Questionnaire, the purchase price of the Project Site matches 
the fair market value. 
 
10.2 Interview of Broker Regarding Market Value 
 
Based on the information provided by the client, United Consulting did not attempt to obtain an 
interview with a Broker to determine the fair market value of the Project Site. 
 
10.3 Differential between Purchase Price and Market Value 
 
Based on client provided information, there was not a difference in price between the purchase 
price and the fair market value of the Project Site. 
 
10.4 Environmental Reasons For Any Differential 
 
Based on client provided information, there was not a difference in price between the purchase 
price and the fair market value of the Project Site. 
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1.  USFWS National Wetlands Inventory Map 
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2. FEMA Map 
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3. Site Map 
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4. USGS Topographic Map 





 

 
APPENDIX B – PHOTOGRAPHS 

 



SUBJECT PHOTOGRAPHS:  2010.0398.01 

 
Photo # 1: View looking at the exterior of the Project Site structure located at 2201 Perimeter Road 
in Dawsonville, Georgia. 
 

 
Photo # 2:  View looking at pad mounted transformer located on the northeast side of the Project 
Site structure. 



SUBJECT PHOTOGRAPHS:  2010.0398.01 
 

 
Photo # 3: Typical view of the wooded portion of the Project Site. 
 

 
Photo # 4:  View looking adjacent north across Perimeter Road at single-family residential 
structure. 

 



SUBJECT PHOTOGRAPHS:  2010.0398.01 
 

 
Photo # 5: View looking property to the east, which is for sale. 
 

 
Photo # 6:  Interior view of the Project Site structure. 
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1.  Historic Aerial Maps 
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2.  Fire Insurance Maps 



Certified Sanborn® Map Report

Farmington Woods - Dawsonville

1901 Perimeter Road

Dawsonville, GA 30534

Inquiry Number: 2789857.3

June 09, 2010



Certified Sanborn® Map Report 6/09/10

Site Name:
Farmington Woods -
1901 Perimeter Road
Dawsonville, GA 30534

Client Name:
United Consulting Group Ltd.
625 Holcomb Bridge Road
Norcross, GA 30071

EDR Inquiry # 2789857.3 Contact: Alex Hallford

The complete Sanborn Library collection has been searched by EDR, and fire insurance maps covering the target
property location provided by United Consulting Group Ltd. were identified for the years listed below. The certified
Sanborn Library search results in this report can be authenticated by visiting www.edrnet.com/sanborn and entering the
certification number. Only Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR) is authorized to grant rights for commercial
reproduction of maps by Sanborn Library LLC, the copyright holder for the collection.

Certified Sanborn Results:

Site Name: Farmington Woods - Dawsonville
Address: 1901 Perimeter Road
City, State, Zip: Dawsonville, GA 30534
Cross Street:
P.O. # 74501
Project: 2010.0398.01
Certification # C258-46F7-AE43

Library of Congress

University Publications of America

EDR Private Collection

The Sanborn Library LLC Since 1866™

The Sanborn Library includes more than 1.2 million
Sanborn fire insurance maps, which track historical
property usage in approximately 12,000 American
cities and towns. Collections searched:

Sanborn® Library search results
Certification # C258-46F7-AE43

UNMAPPED PROPERTY
This report certifies that the complete holdings of the Sanborn
Library, LLC collection have been searched based on client
supplied target property information, and fire insurance maps
covering the target property were not found.

Limited Permission To Make Copies
United Consulting Group Ltd. (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance
map accompanying this report solely for the limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request
made directly to an EDR Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited number of additional photocopies. This permission is
conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark notice
This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be
concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE
MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL
RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL,
INCIDENTAL CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk
levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing
any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an
environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be
construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2010 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of
Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are
the property of their respective owners.
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3. Historical Topographical Maps 
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1. Recorded Land Title Records 
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2. Records of Environmental Liens and Activity and Use Limitation 
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3.  Legal Description 
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1.  Current Phase II Scope of Work 
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2.  Current Phase II Report 
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3.  Other Testing Results 

a. Lead Based Paint 
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Background 
 
United Consulting was retained by Farmington Woods, L.P. to perform the Asbestos and Lead-
Based Paint Surveys on the Project Site.  The scope of this assessment was detailed in United 
Consulting’s proposal dated June 7, 2010, which was executed on June 8, 2010.  The purpose of 
this survey was to collect and test bulk samples of suspect asbestos-containing materials (ACM) 
and suspect Lead-Based Paint (LBP) materials that may be present in the residential structure, 
which United Consulting understands will be demolished. 
 
The location of the Project Site is shown on Figure 1 and tax plats.  Photographs of the Project 
Site structures are included in Appendix A. 
 
Description of Facilities 
 
2201 Perimeter Road: The single-family residential home consisted of two stories; the upper 
story was a living area and the lower level an unfinished basement.  The house was wood framed 
and the framing was covered with a drywall system.  The ceilings were textured and the floors 
were sheet vinyl, hardwood, carpet, or unfinished concrete.  The HVAC system was located in 
the basement and had fiberglass insulation with tape covering the seams.  The exterior of the 
house was finished with vinyl siding.  The roof was pitched and shingled.  According to the 
owner of the home, the structure was completed in 1988. 
 
Asbestos Bulk Sample Collection 
 
Overview 
Bulk sampling was performed in substantial conformance with the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency’s (EPA's), "Guidance for Controlling Asbestos-Containing Materials in 
Buildings" (EPA 560/5-85-024, 1985). 
 

Sample Location Selection 
Bulk samples were collected from typical suspect materials such as drywall, linoleum flooring 
and mastics, textured ceiling materials, and other suspect materials.  Bulk samples were not 
collected of non-suspect materials such as carpets, drapes, wood, fiberglass insulation or ceramic 
tiles.  Sample locations were randomly chosen in the field, based on the identification of suspect 
asbestos-containing material (SACM).  A distributed sampling plan based on a randomized 
sampling scheme was not used for this sampling program. 
 
Procedure 
Samples were collected by wetting the material to be sampled, by extracting a representative 
section of the suspect material and by placing the material in a sample container.  Each sample 
was assigned a unique sample number and delivered to an independent laboratory (Analytical 
Environmental Services, Inc.) for analysis.  Chain of Custody was documented and retained on-
file.  The laboratory results are attached in Appendix B.  The locations of the bulk samples 
collected during this survey are found on Figures 2-4. 
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Asbestos Bulk Sample Analysis 
 

The bulk samples were tested for detectable concentrations of asbestos (greater than one percent 
asbestos) utilizing Polarized PLM and dispersion staining techniques.  The testing method used 
was the “Interim Method for the Determination of Asbestos in Bulk Insulation Samples” (EPA 
600/M4-82020, as amended).  Bulk sample testing was performed by Analytical Environmental 
Services, Inc., a successful participant in the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation 
Program (NVLAP), certificate number 102082-0.  The laboratory certificates along with those 
conducting this asbestos survey are found in Appendix C. 
 
Data Evaluation/Assessment 
 
Based on the laboratory analysis, the samples submitted for PLM did not contain regulated 
concentrations of asbestos. 
 
In the event that inaccessible, suspect ACM are encountered within previously inaccessible 
building areas (wall cavities, columns, etc.) at the time of demolition, United Consulting should 
be contacted and proper samples of the suspect materials should be collected and submitted for 
testing, prior to continuing demolition activities which could disturb these materials and 
potentially result in an asbestos fiber release. 
 
NESHAP requires the removal of asbestos-containing materials prior to activities, which would 
disturb them.  The aforementioned asbestos-containing materials should be removed, prior to 
demolition by a qualified asbestos abatement contractor, using State of Georgia accredited 
personnel, in accordance with applicable federal, state and local regulations governing the 
removal of asbestos-containing material. 
 
A properly prepared Ten Day Notification must be forwarded to the Georgia Department of 
Natural Resources - Environmental Protection Division, by the building owner or demolition 
contractor, prior to the start of any building demolition activities.  A blank copy of the 
notification form is included in Appendix D for your use. 
 
Lead-Based Paint Bulk Sample Collection 
 
Overview/Sample Location Selection 
The purpose of the Limited Lead-Based Paint Survey was to visually identify suspect lead-based 
paint films on the interior and exterior building components, and to test the paint films for 
detectable concentrations of lead by collecting representative paint chip samples from the Project 
Site.  United Consulting performed the survey in substantial conformance with industry 
standards. 
 
Procedure 
Paint film samples were obtained by either chipping or coring the film and substrate materials. 
Each sample was removed using a clean knife or core, and placed in a new dedicated container. 
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Each container was separately labeled and taken to the laboratory for analytical testing.  Each 
sample was assigned a unique sample number and delivered to an independent laboratory 
(Analytical Environmental Services, Inc.) for analysis.  Chain of Custody was documented and 
retained on-file.  The laboratory results are attached in Appendix B.  The locations of the bulk 
samples collected during this survey are found on Figures 2 and 3. 
 
Lead-Based Paint Bulk Sample Analysis 
 

The bulk samples were tested for detectable concentrations of lead-based paint (greater than 0.5 
percent weight).  The testing method used was the EPA N7082.  Bulk sample testing was 
performed by Analytical Environmental Services, Inc., a successful participant in the National 
Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program (NVLAP), certificate number 102082-0.  The 
laboratory certificates along with those conducting this lead-based paint survey are found in 
Appendix C. 
 
Data Evaluation/Assessment 
 
None of the paint chip samples collected and submitted for laboratory analysis exceeded the lead 
concentration limits set by HUD.  Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 
regulations require that workers be protected from exposure to lead at any concentration via 
proper engineering controls and appropriate levels of personal protective equipment as per Title 
29 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 1926.62 (29 CFR 1926.62). 
 
Solid waste which leaches hazardous concentrations of lead greater than 5.0 parts per million 
(ppm) by TCLP, must be properly disposed of in an appropriately permitted hazardous waste 
landfill.  The building owner or demolition contractor must forward a proper Ten Day 
Notification to the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Environmental Protection 
Division (EPD) prior to the start of any building demolition activities. 
 
Limitations 
 
The conclusions presented in this Limited Asbestos Survey and Limited Lead-Based Paint 
Survey are based on the laboratory results and condition of the materials identified.  Asbestos 
and Lead concentrations will vary between sample locations and un-sampled locations.  No other 
warranty or guarantee is expressed or implied.  Due to the occupation of the structure at the time 
the lead based paint and asbestos surveys were conducted, destructive sampling methods were 
not used.  The asbestos survey did not include roofing materials and did not look below floors, 
above ceilings, behind walls, or in any other areas not accessible without destructive sampling 
methods. 
 
This Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey has been prepared on behalf of Farmington 
Woods, L.P., DCA, and GHFA.  Should any other person, partnership, or corporation desire to 
rely upon this report, it will be necessary for United Consulting to update the report for the new 
user. 
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Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 1:  View of vinyl sheet flooring in the bathroom of the residential structure. 
 

 
Photo # 2:  View of textured ceiling and drywall systems within the residential structure. 



Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 3:  View of the HVAC system within the unfinished basement. 
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APPENDIX D -  GEORGIA ASBESTOS NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 
DEMOLITION, RENOVATION OR ABATEMENT PROJECTS 

 



 

GEORGIA PROJECT NOTIFICATION FORM FOR ASBESTOS RENOVATION, ENCAPSULATION, OR DEMOLITION
 
ARE YOU SUBMITTING AN ADVANCE NOTIFICATION?   EPD STRONGLY DISCOURAGES SUBMITTAL OF ADVANCE 
NOTIFICATIONS, BUT IF IT IS ENTIRELY UNAVOIDABLE, CHECK ( ) THE BOX BELOW AND FAX THE FIRST PAGE ONLY OF THIS FORM TO 
(404) 362-2563.  WHEN SUBMITTING AN ADVANCE NOTIFICATION, YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO COMPLETE THIS FORM IN ITS ENTIRETY AND 
SUBMIT IT VIA  MAIL TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED.  EPD NO LONGER ACCEPTS ‘FAX ONLY’ DOCUMENTS!! 

PLEASE ACCEPT THIS FORM AS ADVANCE NOTIFICATION OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED BELOW:   

PERSON SUBMITTING ADVANCE NOTIFICATION:                    CONTACT PHONE:   ____________

FAILURE TO SUBMIT ACCURATE AND COMPLETE FORMS WITHIN THE REQUIRED TIME FRAME AND AS INSTRUCTED MAY RESULT IN 
ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY BY EPD!  INCOMPLETE OR INACCURATE FORMS WILL BE REJECTED AND RETURNED.  USE AN ATTACHMENT TO 

PROVIDE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR ANY SECTION WHEN NEEDED TO PROVIDE COMPLETE DETAILS.   
DO NOT LEAVE ANY SECTION BLANK – INSERT UNKNOWN OR N/A IF NEEDED!

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS FEES LOCKBOX 

POST OFFICE BOX 101173 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30392 

(SEE SECTION 6 FOR FEE CALCULATION INSTRUCTIONS) 

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE NOT DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS PROGRAM 

ATTN: ASBESTOS NOTIFICATIONS 
4244 INTERNATIONAL PARKWAY, SUITE 104 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30334 

SECTION 1A - TYPE OF NOTICE (USE THE APPROPRIATE CHECKBOX TO INDICATE THE TYPE OF NOTICE YOU ARE SUBMITTING) 

  ORIGINAL INITIAL    ANNUAL BLANKET ($1,000.00 FEE DUE NOW)   CANCELLATION 

  REVISION (IF REVISION, REVISION #________)   REVISION NOTE: CHECK THE REVISION BOX IN THE SECTION BEING REVISED 
      AND INSERT THE CORRECTED INFORMATION WHERE APPROPRIATE

SECTION 1B - TYPE OF PROJECT    CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

 RENOVATION/ABATEMENT ONLY            RENOVATION/ABATEMENT PRIOR TO DEMOLITION  ENCAPSULATION 
 DEMOLITION ONLY               JOINT DEMOLITION/RENOVATION           ORDERED DEMOLITION 

  EMERGENCY (SEE ASBESTOS RULES FOR DEFINITION OF EMERGENCY)    COURTESY (FOR NON-FRIABLE PROJECTS OR UNDER TRIGGER 
QUANTITY PROJECTS ONLY!!!) 

SECTION 2 – SITE INFORMATION   CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 

PROJECT CITY: ZIP: COUNTY: 

NEAREST MAJOR INTERSECTION: 

BLDG SIZE IN SQ. FT: AGE OF BUILDING IN YEARS: NUMBER OF FLOORS IN BUILDING: 

SPECIFIC LOCATION IN BUILDING OF ASBESTOS BEING REMOVED: 

SECTION 3A – ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR  CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

ASBESTOS REMOVAL CONTRACTOR: 

CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS: COMPANY CERTIFICATE #: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

LICENSED AGENT: AGENT’S ID: EXPIRES: CELL PHONE: 

3b Other Contractor     CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

GENERAL/SUB/DEMOLITION CONTRACTOR: JOB CONTRACTED: 

OTHER CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

SECTION 4 –  ACM INFORMATION   CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

IS ASBESTOS PRESENT?      YES        NO        UNKNOWN      FRIABLE           NON-FRIABLE       BOTH 

DID AN AHERA ACCREDITED INSPECTOR INSPECT THIS SITE?    YES     NO     ASSUMED ASBESTOS 

INSPECTOR NAME: INSPECTOR PHONE: 

ACCREDITATION COURSE: CERTIFICATE NUMBER: EXPIRES: 

SECTION 5 – WORK SCHEDULES    (10 WORKING DAY ADVANCE NOTIFICATION REQUIRED FOR NON-EMERGENCY NOTIFICATIONS!!!) 
      CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

ABATEMENT START DATE 
 

ABATEMENT END DATE WORK DAYS (MON-SUN) WORK HOURS (EX : 7-4) 

DEMOLITION START DATE 
 

DEMOLITION END DATE WORK DAYS (MON-SUN) WORK HOURS (EX : 7-4) 

REV083005F 



 

 
SECTION 6 – ACM AMOUNTS, TYPE CODES, AND FEE CALCULATION 

CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
FIRST, LOCATE THE MATERIAL TO BE REMOVED IN COLUMN A.  COLUMN B SHOWS THE USUAL NESHAP CATEGORY FOR THE MATERIAL.  COLUMN C SHOWS THE 
CATEGORY THE MATERIAL WILL LIKELY BECOME DURING ABATEMENT, AND THAT IS THE CODE THAT SHOULD BE USED FOR COMPLETING THIS FORM.  NOW, 
ENTER THE SQ. FT AND/OR L.F. AMOUNTS OF ACM TO BE ABATED DURING THIS PROJECT UNDER THE CORRECT HEADING ACCORDING TO TYPE IN COLUMN D, E, 
AND/OR F.  THEN, LOCATE THE CORRESPONDING TYPE CODE(S) FOR THE MATERIAL(S) IN COLUMN G AND ENTER THE CODES IN THE SPACES PROVIDED BEFORE 
PROCEEDING TO THE FEE CALCULATION SECTION. 

COL. A COL. B COL. C 
SF OR LF AMOUNT TO BE 
ABATED DURING THIS 

PROJECT 
COL. G1 

 

USUAL NESHAP CATEGORY ACM TYPE 

CAT 
 1 

CAT 
2 

RACM 

WILL LIKELY 
BECOME 
WHEN 

ABATED 

COL. D 
 

CAT 
1 

COL. E 
 

CAT 
2 

COL. F 
 

RACM 
ACM 
TYPE 
CODE 

ASBESTOS ASPHALT SHINGLES    1                   AAS 
ASBESTOS CEMENT (TRANSITE) PANELS    2 OR RACM                   ACP 

ASBESTOS CEMENT (TRANSITE) ROOFING     RACM                   ACR 
ASBESTOS CEMENT (TRANSITE) SIDING SHINGLES    RACM                   ACS 

ASBESTOS FLASHING    1                   AF 
ASBESTOS GASKET    1 & RACM                   AG 

BOILER INSULATION    RACM                   BI 
BUILT-UP ROOFING    1                   BUR 

COVE (BASEBOARD) MOLDING MASTIC    1                   CM 
CEILING PLASTER    RACM                   CP 

CEILING TILE    RACM                   CT 
DUCT SEAM MASTIC    1                   DSM 

DUCT VIBRATION DAMPENERS    1                   DVD 
EXTERIOR (OUTSIDE) DUCT INSULATION    RACM                   EDI 

FELT DUCT TAPE    RACM                   FDT 
FLOOR MASTIC    1                   FM 
FIREPROOFING    RACM                   FP 

FIREPROOFING AND OVERSPRAY    RACM                   FPO 
FLOOR TILE    1                   FT 

FLOOR TILE AND MASTIC    1 OR RACM                   FTM 
INTERIOR (INSIDE) DUCT INSULATION    RACM                   IDI 

JOINT COMPOUND ONLY    RACM                   JC 
LIGHT WEIGHT CONCRETE    2 OR RACM                   LWC 

OTHER:  FLOOR LEVELING COMPOUND, CAULKING, ETC.)    1 OR RACM                   OTR 
PIPE INSULATION STRAIGHT RUNS    RACM                   PI 

PIPE INSULATION ELBOWS AND FITTINGS    RACM                   PIE 
RESILIENT FLOOR COVERINGS (SHEET FLOORING; LINOLEUM)    1 OR RACM                   RFC 

ROOF MASTICS AND COATINGS    1                   RMC 
ROOFING SILVER COATING    1 OR RACM                   RSC 

TEXTURED CEILING    RACM                   TC 
TEXTURED CEILING PLASTER    RACM                   TCP 

TANK INSULATION    RACM                   TI 
WALL BOARD AND JOINT COMPOUND    RACM                   WBJC 

WINDOW GLAZING    1 OR RACM                   WG 
WALL PLASTER    RACM                   WP 

COL. G2:  Enter the ACM Type Codes From Col. G 1 For Each Category Below.   
CAT 1:   ________________________________________________________________ 
CAT 2:   ________________________________________________________________ 
RACM:   ________________________________________________________________ 

COL. D 
TOTAL  

 
______ 

COL. E 
TOTAL 
 
______ 

COL. F 
TOTAL 
 
______ 

 

CALCULATING FEES – Now, Check The Box Next To The Project Type To Indicate Whether This Is A Residential Or Non-Residential Project.  

BOX H.  IS THIS A RESIDENTIAL PROJECT?    YES  (USE TOTAL FROM COL. F TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION) 

RESIDENTIAL FEE SCHEDULE: 10¢  PER LF/SF  OF 
FRIABLE ACM SUBJECT TO A MINIMUM FEE OF $25 
AND A MAXIMUM FEE OF $50 PER RESIDENCE 

RESIDENTIAL PROJECT COL. F 
TOTAL 

 
    H (a)._________  SF/LF 

X .10 
EQUALS 

TOTAL FEES DUE AND PAYABLE NOW 
      

      H (b).  $______________________ 
(NOT TO BE LESS THAN $25 OR MORE THAN $50) 

BOX I.  IS THIS A NON – RESIDENTIAL PROJECT?    YES  (USE TOTAL FROM COL. F. TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION) 

NON-RESIDENTIAL FEE SCHEDULE: 10¢  PER LF/SF  
OF FRIABLE ACM SUBJECT TO A MINIMUM FEE OF 
$25 AND A MAXIMUM FEE OF $1,000 PER FACILITY 

NON-RESIDENTIAL PROJECT 
COL. F TOTAL 

 
     I(a).__________SF/LF 

X .10  
EQUALS 

TOTAL FEES DUE AND PAYABLE NOW 
 

       I (b).  $____________________ 
(NOT TO BE LESS THAN $25 OR MORE THAN $1,000) 

Finally, Enter The Check Number For The Fee Payment You Are Submitting, Or Explain WHY The Fee Is Not Being Submitted And WHEN And By 
WHOM It Will Be Sent 

CHECK NUMBER _________________ FOR THE AMOUNT SHOWN IN THE TOTAL FEES DUE COLUMN (S) ABOVE HAS BEEN SENT:    YES 

IF NOT, WHY NOT? ______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

REV 083005F



 

 
SECTION 7 - WASTE TRANSPORTER, DISPOSAL SITE, AND BUILDING OWNER INFORMATION 
           CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
WASTE TRANSPORTER 
WASTE TRANSPORTER NAME TRANSPORTER CONTACT PERSON: 

TRANSPORTER’S MAILING ADDRESS: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

DISPOSAL SITE 
DISPOSAL SITE NAME: DISPOSAL SITE COUNTY: 

DISPOSAL SITE STREET ADDRESS: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

PROJECT OWNER 
PROJECT OWNER’S NAME: OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE: 

OWNER’S STREET ADDRESS: 

OWNER’S MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 
SECTION 8 - WORK METHODS: METHOD OF DEMOLITION AND/OR RENOVATION ACTIVITY (DESCRIPTION OF WORK PRACTICES AND 
ENGINEERING CONTROLS TO BE USED)    CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

 

 

 

SECTION 9 – ADDITIONAL PROJECT INFORMATION  CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
WILL ASBESTOS REMAIN IN THE PROJECT AREA?         NO    YES    UNKNOWN 

EXPLAIN ‘YES’ OR ‘UNKNOWN’: 

IF NO ASBESTOS IS PRESENT, WAS THIS PROJECT PREVIOUSLY ABATED?      NO    YES    UNKNOWN 

PRIOR ABATEMENT COMPANY: YEAR ABATED: 

THAT COMPANY CONTACT PERSON: PHONE: 
CERTIFICATION OF INFORMATION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT   

CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
 
I THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFY THAT AN INDIVIDUAL TRAINED IN THE PROVISIONS OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS (NESHAP/40 CFR PART 61 
SUBPART M) WILL BE ON THE PROJECT SITE DURING DEMOLITION AND/OR RENOVATION ACTIVITIES DESCRIBED IN THE NOTIFICATION.  
EVIDENCE THAT THIS PERSON AND ALL OTHER PROJECT PERSONNEL HAVE ACCOMPLISHED THIS TRAINING WILL BE AVAILABLE FOR 
INSPECTION DURING NORMAL BUSINESS HOURS AND ANYTIME REGULATED ACTIVITIES ARE BEING CONDUCTED ON SITE.   
 
I FURTHERMORE UNDERSTAND THAT I AM RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS OF THE INFORMATION CONTAINED 
WITHIN THIS NOTIFICATION SUBMITTAL, AND FOR PROMPT SUBMITTAL OF ALL REVISIONS, SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS, AND PROJECT 
FEES.  
PRINTED NAME OF AGENT/DESIGNEE: 

SIGNATURE OF AGENT/DESIGNEE: DATE: 

REPRESENTING:     OWNER       CONSULTING FIRM        OTHER TRADE CONTRACTOR   OTHER TRADE TYPE: 

  GA ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR COMPANY CERTIFICATE # EXPIRATION DATE: 
• ALWAYS REFER TO THE INSTRUCTIONS WHEN IN DOUBT ABOUT PROPER COMPLETION OF ANY SECTION 
• NEVER LEAVE BLANK SPACES – INSERT ‘N/A’ OR ‘UNKNOWN’ FOR ANY BLANK WHERE YOU DO NOT HAVE THE INFORMATION 

REQUESTED  

• ALWAYS PRINT RESPONSES NEATLY AND LEGIBLY 
• ALWAYS KEEP A COPY OF THIS FORM FOR YOUR RECORDS, AND PROVIDE COPIES TO ALL OTHER INVOLVED PARTIES 

• DO NOT FAX THE ENTIRE NOTIFICATION WHEN SUBMITTING ADVANCE NOTIFICATIONS – USE THE FIRST PAGE ONLY OF THIS 
FORM.  SUBMIT THE ENTIRE FORM VIA MAIL TO THE LOCKBOX FOR FEE PROJECTS OR TO THE EPD OFFICES FOR COURTESY & 
DEMOLITION NOTIFICATIONS 

• EPD NO LONGER ACCEPTS ‘FAX ONLY DOCUMENTS’ – DO NOT FAX THE ENTIRE PROJECT NOTIFICATION – SUBMIT THE ENTIRE 
FORM VIA MAIL.   

• NEVER SUBMIT PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE DUE WITHOUT ATTACHING THE REQUIRED FEE CHECK OR MONEY ORDER 

• NOTIFICATIONS WITH FEES MUST BE MAILED TO THE EPD ASBESTOS FEES POST OFFICE ADDRESS.  NOTIFICATIONS WITHOUT 
FEES MAY BE MAILED DIRECTLY TO THE EPD OFFICES. 

• DO NOT SUBMIT ‘TWO-SIDED’ PHOTO COPIES 
IT IS YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TO SUBMIT THIS FORM ACCURATELY COMPLETED AND ACCOMPANIED BY ALL APPLICABLE FEES.  
EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY, YOU WILL BE ISSUED A NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY FOR THE FIRST FAILURE TO SUBMIT A COMPLETE & 
ACCURATE FORM AND ALL APPLICABLE FEES, A NOTICE OF VIOLATION ON THE SECOND FAILURE, AND WILL BE REQUIRED TO 
ATTEND AN ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE ON THE THIRD FAILURE.  BEGINNING JULY 31, 2006, PROJECT NOTIFICATIONS 
SUBMITTED ON ANY FORM OTHER THAN THIS ONE FORMS WILL BE RETURNED AND YOU WILL BE REQUIRED TO RESUBMIT THE 
NOTIFICATION ON THE CORRECT FORM  
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE GEORGIA EPD  

PROJECT NOTIFICATION FOR ASBESTOS RENOVATION, ENCAPSULATION, OR DEMOLITION PROJECTS 
 

The Georgia EPD realizes that paperwork completion is tedious and time-consuming, but treats paperwork infractions with the 
same gravity with which it views work practice violations.  It is incumbent upon all individuals engaged in regulated asbestos-
related activities to become familiar with all state and federal requirements, including proper paperwork completion.  The 
following instructions are a step-by-step guide that should lead you successfully through the notification completion process.  
Should you still have questions or need assistance with completion of the notification documents, please call the Asbestos 
Program at (404) 363-7026. 
 
HOW SHOULD YOU SUBMIT YOUR NOTIFICATION?
‘ADVANCE NOTIFICATIONS’: EPD STRONGLY discourages the submittal of advance notifications.  However, if it is completely unavoidable due 
to extenuating circumstances, EPD requests that you not submit the entire project notification via fax.  If you must submit an advance 
notification, ONLY FAX THE COMPLETED FIRST PAGE OF THE NOTIFICATION FORM!  Submit the entire completed form via mail, 
following instructions for submittal of notifications that EITHER do or do not involve fees.   
 

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS FEES LOCKBOX 

POST OFFICE BOX 101173 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30392 

(SEE SECTION 6 FOR FEE CALCULATION INSTRUCTIONS) 

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE NOT DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS PROGRAM 

ATTN: ASBESTOS NOTIFICATIONS 
4244 INTERNATIONAL PARKWAY, SUITE 104 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30334 
 
MAILED FORMS:  If your notification is a courtesy notification (see explanation below);  a demolition only notification (the only two types of projects that are 
fee exempt); or a revision of a previously submitted notification where the fee amount does not change (a date change revision, for example), you may send the 
form directly to the EPD office at the address shown on the right above (not the lockbox address). 
 
WHAT TYPE OF NOTICE SHOULD YOU SUBMIT?  (SECTION 1A) 
Asbestos Project Notifications will always fall into one of the following categories.  ALWAYS check the box ( ) applicable to your current submittal:   

 ORIGINAL INITIAL - The first time a project notification is submitted for the project to which the notification applies. 

 ANNUAL BLANKET – The Annual Blanket Notification runs for one calendar year (January through December) and is designed solely for use on single large 
facilities where multiple small projects (less than 160 square feet, 260 linear feet, or 35 cubic feet in size) are to be conducted, but where the TOTAL amount 
of small abatement work will exceed these parameters.  Typical candidates for the annual blanket notification include factories, power plants, and large 
educational facilities.  Recipients of an Annual Blanket Notification must still submit a separate 10-Day project notification and fees when any single project 
exceeds the ‘small project’ definition.  Each individual project handled under the Annual Blanket Notice must be less than 160 square feet, 260 linear feet or 
35 cubic feet of friable asbestos containing material.  A $1,000 fee must be submitted with each Blanket Notification.  

 REVISION – To notify the EPD of any changes to the project after the Original Initial notification has been submitted.  Correct use of the revision option can 
prevent the need to submit a separate Notice of Change for the project, and is a convenience for Contractors and Building Owners when used as it is 
designed to be used.  To submit a revision, CHECK THE BOX ( ) in Section 1A and list the revision number.  Also check the box in the heading of the section 
you are revising, strike through the incorrect information, and insert the correction.  If additional fees are due, be sure to submit them to the lockbox and 
include the additional fee check information in the fee schedule.  DATE CHANGE REVISIONS SHOULD BE SENT DIRECTLY TO THE EPD OFFICE STREET 
ADDRESS. For all revisions, re-sign and re-date the certification section of the project notification before resubmitting. 

 CANCELLATION – Many times despite the best of planning a project must be cancelled.  To cancel a project, resubmit the notification form IN WRITING 
and place a ( ) in the cancellation box.  You may submit a written Letter of Credit for fees previously paid for this project and mail it to the EPD office along 
with the cancelled notification.  If you are requesting a refund, be sure to include your federal employer identification (FEI) or Social Security number on your 
refund request, and allow 6-8 weeks for the refund to be processed and mailed to you. 

 
WHAT TYPE OF PROJECT ARE YOU CONDUCTING? (SECTION 1B) 
This section is designed to allow you to communicate the type of project you will be conducting.  You can also use this space to indicate that you are submitting 
an emergency notification.  Frequently, more than one of these boxes should be checked ( ) to completely convey the type of project you will be conducting.  It 
is very important that ALL applicable boxes be checked. 

 RENOVATION/ABATEMENT ONLY – Where the project only involves the removal and disposal of asbestos containing materials.  “Renovation” means the 
altering of, taking out, stripping, clean up, disposal of, or removal of friable or potentially friable asbestos containing materials from any facility, facility 
component or residential dwelling, equal to or greater than 10 square feet or 10 linear feet, for renovation or maintenance purposes. 

 RENOVATION/ABATEMENT PRIOR TO DEMOLITION - Removal/abatement of friable asbestos containing materials equal to or greater than 10 square 
feet or 10 linear feet (see definition of Renovation Only above), in preparation for demolition activities to be performed by someone else. 

 DEMOLITION ONLY – Where the projects only entails demolition of any structure that has been thoroughly inspected for the presence or absence of 
asbestos.  "Demolition" means the wrecking or taking out of any load supporting structural member of a facility together with related handling operations, or 
the intentional burning of any structure.  Notification is required regardless of the p esence or absence of asbestos containing materials. r

 

 ENCAPSULATION – A project in which special coatings approved for asbestos encapsulation will be used to cover the asbestos containing materials and 
prevent any future release of asbestos fibers.  ‘Encapsulation’ means the process of coating, binding, or resurfacing walls, ceilings, pipes, or other structures 
with a sealant to prevent friable asbestos from becoming airborne.

 JOINT RENOVATION/DEMOLITION – Where both renovation and demolition activities as described above will be conducted by the same Contractor.  In 
other words, if the same Contractor will perform the removal/abatement of friable asbestos containing materials equal to or greater than 10 square feet or 10 
linear feet followed by demolition activities, then he may submit a Joint Notification  If demolition is to be conducted by a different company, that company 
must submit a separate notification. 

 ORDERED DEMOLITION – A demolition project ordered by a government agency.  If the property has been condemned, the Order of Condemnation must 
be included with the project notification. 
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ADDITIONAL PROJECT NOTATIONS 
 EMERGENCY – Abatement, Encapsulation or Demolition projects that were unplanned, but result from a sudden, unexpected event that if not immediately 

attended to presents a safety or public health hazard, is necessary to protect equipment from damage, or is necessary to avoid imposing an unreasonable 
financial burden.  Waiver of the requi ed 10 working day notifica ion period will be granted on a case by-case basis.  A letter of explanation regarding the 
emergency situation from the Owner of the Project, or their representative, must accompany the notification.  EPD must be notified of the emergency 
situation within 24 hours from the time of its occurrence, or from the time you are contacted with a request for emergency work to be performed.  We highly 
recommend you call an associate in the EPD Asbestos Program to discuss the situation to obtain their agreement on the emergency project.  The main 
number for the Asbestos Program is 404-363-7026.  Complete and fax the FIRST PAGE only of the Project Notification form to (404)362-2563.  The entire 
original notification and fee payment must be mailed to the Lockbox address within 7 days from the date of emergency work beginning. 

r t -

 COURTESY – A Courtesy Notification is ONLY submitted for small asbestos abatement/disturbance/encapsulation projects that ordinarily would not be 
regulated.  In other words, any project involving friable asbestos removal of less than 10 square feet or 10 linear feet; it may also be used to cover a non-
friable asbestos removal project.  

SECTION 2 – SITE INFORMATION 
PROJECT NAME - Identify the exact location where abatement or demolition work is going to take place.  Provide the name of the building, company, or other 
description of all structures involved in the project here.  For example: “Vacant House”, “Residence”, “Commercial Bldg”, “ABC Company”, “Office Bldg”).  If the 
project is part of a DOT road-widening project, please include parcel number and structure number. 
 
PROJECT ADDRESS - Street address where abatement, encapsulation, or demolition will take place.  
*If project involves multiple buildings/structures at one location, list all addresses, building names, unit numbers, etc.  Use a separate sheet of paper as an 
attachment, if necessary.  
*If project involves multiple buildings/structures at different addresses, you may group together those addresses on the same street and/or adjacent streets, 
(within a few block radius).  Use a separate sheet of paper as an attachment, if necessary.  Include a site map or diagram showing locations. 
 
 CITY/ZIP/COUNTY - Complete all areas.  YOU MUST LIST THE COUNTY – DO NOT SUBMIT THE NOTIFICATION WITHOUT THE COUNTY NAME 

INCLUDED! 
  

 NEAREST MAJOR INTERSECTION - For example: “State Hwy 41 near Windy Hill Rd”; “South Houston Lake Rd near State Hwy 96”) 
 BLDG SIZE IN SQ. FEET - Square foot measurement of the entire building (all floors and spaces) combined. 
 AGE OF BLDG IN YEARS - Age of building in years. 
 NUMBER OF FLOORS IN BUILDING - Total number of floors in building, including sub-basement, basement, mezzanine, attic, and penthouse.  Each 

level that can be occupied should be counted as a separate floor. 
 SPECIFIC LOCATION OF ASBESTOS BEING REMOVED - Provide specific area(s) of the structure that are being abated or demolished.  For example:  

“Roof”, “Kitchen Floor”, “Steam Pipes in Basement”, “Throughout Building”, “Hallway”,  “Floor Number _____”, “Room Number______”, etc). 
 
SECTION 3 – PROJECT CONTRACTORS 
In this section, you must list all CONTRACTORS to be involved with the actual removal and/or demolition of the project.  If you are a Contractor removing the 
asbestos prior to a demolition, you should still list the name of the demolition company if known.    BE SURE TO CHECK ( ) THE CORRECT BOX FOR THE TYPE 
OF PROJECT YOU ARE DIRECTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR CONDUCTING AND FOR WHICH YOU ARE SUBMITTING THE NOTIFICATION!!! 

 

3A – ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR – Name of the company that will perform the actual asbestos renovation/abatement.  
• CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS – The actual physical location of the Asbestos Removal Contractor’s place of business.  DO NOT USE A POST OFFICE 
BOX IN THIS SPACE! 
• COMPANY CERTIFICATE NUMBER – Recently issued asbestos contractor company certificates include a new identifying number.  For established 
contractors, this number is being assigned as licenses are renewed, so if you have not yet been issued a certificate number there is no need for alarm.  You will 
be issued the number during your next license renewal.  The certificate issued for your Company license bears or will bear a number similar to this: “20-0708-
123”.  When your new certificate is issued, or if you already have the revised Asbestos Contractor License Certificate, this is the number you should list in the 
Company Certificate space. 
 CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX – You must complete each space. 
 LICENSED AGENTS NAME – Name of the person licensed by EPD as the Principal Agent for this company 
 AGENT’S ID NUMBER – The agent’s identification card issued by EPD bears a number similar to this one:  “50123”, and should be placed here. 
 EXPIRES – The date on which the above described identification card expires. 
 CELL PHONE – The cellular or pager number for the Principal Agent. 

 
3B – OTHER (DEMO/SUB/GENERAL) CONTRACTOR – Name of company performing work OTHER THAN asbestos removal. 
• JOB CONTRACTED – Place a short, concise description of the additional work contracted here.  For example:  “General Contractor”, “Demolition”, 
“Clearing & Grading”, “Debris Clean-up”, etc. 
• OTHER CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS – The actual physical location of this Contractor’s place of business.  DO NOT USE A POST OFFICE BOX IN 
THIS SPACE! 
• CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX – You must complete each blank.  

(If more than 2 Contractors are involved with the project, use a separate sheet as an attachment to provide additional information) 

SECTION 4 – ASBESTOS CONTAINING MATERIAL(S) (ACM) INFORMATION 
IS ASBESTOS PRESENT? 
• YES – A thorough inspection for the presence of absence of asbestos has been conducted and the written results indicate that asbestos IS present. 
• NO – A thorough inspection for the presence of absence of asbestos has been conducted and the written results indicate that asbestos IS NOT present. 
• FRIABLE – “Friable Asbestos-Containing Material” means any material which is applied onto ceilings, walls, structural members, piping, boilers, tanks, 
pumps, ductwork or any other part of the building containing more than 1 percent asbestos, by weight, and which when dry may be crumbled, pulverized, or 
reduced to powder by hand pressure. (See Definitions Section of Instructions & Section 6 of Notification Form) 
• NON-FRIABLE – “Non-Friable Asbestos-Containing Material” means any asbestos-containing material that does not meet the definition of “FRIABLE”. See 
Definitions Section of Instructions & Section 6 of Notification Form) 
• BOTH – Both “Friable” and “Non-friable” materials are present on this project. 
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DID AN AHERA ACCREDITED INSPECTOR INSPECT THIS SITE? 
Was the portion of the abatement project, or demolition area described in Section 2 of this form, thoroughly inspected by an AHERA Accredited Asbestos 

Inspector?  Check  the appropriate answer.   
• YES 
• NO 
• UNKNOWN 
• ASSUMED ASBESTOS   - A thorough inspection for the presence of absence of asbestos HAS NOT been conducted but based on the type of material(s) 

being disturbed the decision has been made to treat the material(s) as ACM, meaning that all necessary precautions and procedures will be followed. 
• INSPECTOR NAME – Name of individual who performed the inspection. 
• INSPECTOR PHONE – Number at which the Inspector may be reached, starting with area code. 
• ACCREDITATION COURSE – Name of course taken to obtain ASBESTOS INSPECTOR accreditation.  For example:  “Asbestos Inspector Initial”, 

“Inspector Refresher” 
• CERTIFICATE NUMBER – Number on the Asbestos Inspector Certificate of Completion issued by the Training Provider. 
• EXPIRES – Expiration date on certificate issued by Training Provider. 
 
SECTION 5 – WORK SCHEDULES 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FOR ALL PROJECTS – 

IMPORTANT NOTICE:  A 10 (TEN) WORKING DAY NOTIFICATION IS REQUIRED FOR NON-EMERGENCY NOTIFICATIONS PRIOR TO 
COMMENCING ANY REGULATED ASBESTOS ACTIVITY!!!! 

WORKING DAYS ARE CONSIDERED MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY.  A HOLIDAY FALLING ON THESE DAYS WILL BE COUNTED AS A WORKING DAY.  
WORKING DAYS ARE COUNTED FROM THE DATE OF: 

 US POST OFFICE POSTMARK DATE 
 FEDEX/UPS SHIPPING DATE 
 HAND DELIVERY OF NOTIFICATION 
 DATE OF ADVANCE NOTIFICATION VIA FAX 
 ELECTRONIC FILING OF PROJECT NOTIFICATION 

NOTIFICATIONS POSTMARKED ON A SATURDAY OR SUNDAY DO NOT BEGIN THE 10 WORKING DAY NOTIFICATION PERIOD UNTIL THE 
FOLLOWING MONDAY. 

Provide the project START date and END dates.  NOTE:  If the Consultant or Project Owner is submitting the project notification, and project dates are as yet 
undetermined, submit dates as TBD (To Be Determined).  THE ABATEMENT OR DEMOLITION CONTRACTOR WHO RECEIVES THE CONTRACT MUST SUBMIT A 
REVISION TO UPDATE THE PROJECT DATES BEFORE WORK BEGINS.    
WORK DAYS - Provide actual days of the week on which work will be performed – NOT the number of days worked per week.  For example:  “M, Tu, Th” or “M-
F” 
WORK HOURS - Provide the actual times of the day the crew will be on site – NOT the number of hours worked per day.  For example “7A – 4P” or “5P – 
MIDNIGHT” 
PHASED PROJECTS - If multiple buildings/structures are involved, break project into Phases, and identify project dates per Phase.  Use an additional page to 
described phased project start and stop dates and work hours in detail. 
 
SECTION 6 – ACM TYPES INFORMATION AND FEE SCHEDULE  
Use this section to identify and type and total quantity of asbestos that will be disturbed during this project and calculate fees owed based on your findings.  All 
ACM’s identified in Section 4 must be described completely here. 
 
ACM TYPE(S) 
 

• Step 1 - Locate the type of ACM you will be disturbing in COLUMN A.  Use the Category 1, 2 and RACM headings in COLUMN B to determine the 
material’s current status, then locate the category the material will MOST LIKELY BECOME as a result of your abatement activities in COLUMN C.   

 
• Step 2 - Show the combined LINEAR FOOT (LF) and/or SQUARE FOOTAGE of the material to be disturbed in COLUMN D, E, or F, depending on the 

determination made from the code in COLUMN C 
 
• Step 3 - In COLUMN G1, circle the corresponding ACM type code for any material amount listed in COLUMN(S) D, E, or F.  In COLUMN G2, enter the 

type code(s) in the space(s) labeled CAT 1, CAT 2, and RACM; and 
 
• Step 4 – Total COLUMNS D, E, and F and insert the total(s) in the appropriate space(s) provided.   

 
 
DEFINITIONS: 
CATEGORY 1 NON-FRIABLE ACM includes asbestos-containing packing, gaskets, resilient floor covering, mastics, and asphalt roof products that contain greater 
than 1% asbestos.  Catego y 1 materials that will ikely become friable as a result of removal activity mus  be listed in the RACM category instead of here.r l t  

r t

 
CATEGORY 2 NON-FRIABLE ACM includes any material, excluding Category 1 non-friable ACM, containing more than 1% asbestos that, when dry, cannot be 
crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by hand pressure.  These are the asbestos-cement products, including Transite.  Category 2 materials that will likely 
become f iable as a result of removal activity must be listed in the RACM category ins ead of here.  
 
RACM (Regulated Asbestos-Containing Material) means friable asbestos containing material, Category 1 non-friable ACM that has become friable, Category 1 non-
friable ACM that will be or has been subjected to sanding, grinding, cutting, or abrading, or Category 2 non-friable ACM that has a high probability of becoming or 
has become crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by the forces expected to act on the material in the course of demolition or renovation operations 
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FEE CALCULATION SECTION 
 

Step 1 - Use the check box  to indicate whether the project is RESIDENTIAL (BOX H.) or NON-RESIDENTIAL (BOX I.).  

Step 2 - Place the total from COLUMN F on the correct line provided in either “BOX H(a). – RESIDENTIAL” or “BOX I(a). – NON-RESIDENTIAL”. 

Step 3 – Multiply the number in BOX H.(a) or I(a) by .10 (Ten Cents - 10¢) and place the resulting amount in line H(b). or I(b).  THE RESULTING FIGURE IS 
THE AMOUNT OF FEES OWED AND WHICH MUST ACCOMPANY THE NOTIFICATION, SUBJECT TO THE MINIMUM/MAXIMUM FESS OUTLINED 
BELOW.  IF FEES ARE DUE FOR ANY PROJECT, SHOW THE CHECK NUMBER AND TOTAL AMOUNT OF FEES DUE IN THE SPACE PROVIDED.  IF 
YOU ARE NOT IMMEDIATELY SUBMITTING THE FEE CHECK, YOU MUST EXPLAIN WHY NOT AND IDENTIFY WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE FEE 
PAYMENT AND WHEN IT WILL BE SUBMITTED. 
RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS:  Residential projects are subject to a minimum fee of $25 and a maximum fee of $50.  THEREFORE, THE FEE YOU SUBMIT FOR 
RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS SHOULD NEVER BE LESS THAN $25 AND NEVER BE MORE THAN $50.   

NON-RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS:  Non-residential projects are subject to a minimum fee of $25 and a maximum fee of $1,000.  THEREFORE, THE FEE YOU 
SUBMIT FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS SHOULD NEVER BE LESS THAN $25 AND NEVER BE MORE THAN $1,000. 

DEFINITIONS: 
RESIDENTIAL PROJECT:  A residential dwelling means any family residence or apartment building with four or fewer dwelling units. 

NONRSIDENTIAL PROJECT:  A non-residential project means any project conducted on any building that would fall outside the guidelines established by the 
definition of a residential dwelling.  I.E.:  any non-residential structure, or any residential structure with five or more dwelling units. 

SECTION 7 – BUILDING OWNER, WASTE TRANSPORTER, AND DISPOSAL SITE INFORMATION 
WASTE TRANSPORTER: 

• NAME OF COMPANY 
• CONTACT NAME:  Name of person at Transport Company to call, if necessary. 
• ADDRESS/CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX:  Complete all areas 

DISPOSAL SITE INFORMATION 
• WASTE DISPOSAL SITE NAME:  Name of Landfill 
• DISPOSAL SITE COUNTY:  Provide County name 
• ADDRESS/CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX:  Complete all areas 

BUILDING OWNER 
• OWNER OF PROJECT SITE/FACILITY:  Name of legal owner of facility/property. 
• OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE:  Name of person (other than Contractor) acting on behalf of Owner, particularly if completing & submitting this form. 
• OWNER’S STREET ADDRESS:  For service of legal process if required. 
• OWNER’S MAILING ADDRESS 
• CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX Complete all areas 
• TELEPHONE NUMBER: Number at which Contact person may be reached, starting with area code 

 
SECTION 8 – WORK PRACTICES 
The method(s) of demolition and/or renovation activity and a description of work practices and engineering controls to be used on this project.  Describe fully 
what types of abatement and/or demolition activities are going to take place, the method(s) of removal and/or demolition that will be used, and controls in place 
to prevent asbestos emissions.  Describe what clearance criteria will be used.  Attach a separate sheet of paper if more room is needed to answer this section. 
FOR EXAMPLE:  
• “Wet spud bar and chemical removal of FT M with c itical barriers.  1 negative air.  Visual clearance only”;  r  

f  
f

• “Wet spud bar removal of ACS over 6 mil plastic on ground.  Place in plastic lined roll o f dumpster.  Visual clearance only”  
• “Demo with front end loader.  Push down, wet, and machine load into 30 CY roll o f dumpster” 
 
SECTION 9 - ADDITIONAL PROJECT INFORMATION 
 
• WILL ASBESTOS REMAIN IN THE PROJECT AREA?  Please answer “YES”, “NO”, or “UNKNOWN”, and explain a YES or UNKNOWN answer. 
• IF NO ASBESTOS IS PRESENT, WAS THIS THE RESULT OF A PREVIOUS ABATEMENT? 
• IF THE PROJECT WAS PREVIOUSLY ABATED, PROVIDE ALL REQUESTED INFORMATION FOR THE PRIOR ABATEMENT COMPANY. 
 

CERTIFICATION OF INFORMATION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
PROVIDE ALL REQUESTED INFORMATION - DO NOT LEAVE ANY SPACES BLANK AND INCLUDE SIGNATURE 

 
PRINTED NAME OF AGENT/DESIGNEE - Print or type full name of person submitting form 
SIGNATURE OF AGENT OR DESIGNEE - The person submitting this form must sign here 
DATE - Date project notification is signed 
REPRESENTING - Place check ( ) mark at appropriate title 

 OWNER - Owner of Facility in which project is being performed 

 CONSULTING FIRM - Asbestos or Environmental Consultant; Architect, Engineer 

 OTHER TRADE CONTRACTOR/OTHER TRADE TYPE – Representing any other trade involved on this project.  For example:  “General Contractor”, 
“Demolition”, “Clearing & Grading”, “Debris Clean-up”, etc. 

 GA ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR – An EPD Licensed Asbestos Abatement Contractor  
• COMPANY CERTIFICATE NUMBER – See “Company Certificate Number” Information in Section 3 Instructions. 
• EXPIRATION DATE - The date the company certificate expires 

 

NOTE:  If an Advance Project Notification form is submitted by someone other than the Contractor(s) who perform the asbestos abatement or demolition 
activities - such as the Consultant or Owner - in order to start the 10 working day notification period while the contract is out for bid, A REVISED 
NOTIFICATION MUST BE SUBMITTED BY THE CONTRACTOR TO WHOM THE PROJECT IS AWARDED BEFORE WORK BEGINS, AND THAT 
CONTRACTOR MUST SIGN THE CERTIFICATION AREA OF THE REVISED NOTIFICATION FORM. 
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3.  Other Testing Results 

b. Lead in Soil 
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3.  Other Testing Results 

c. Lead in Water 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NOT APPLICABLE 



 
 
 

APPENDIX E 
__________________________________________________________ 

 
3.  Other Testing Results 

d. Asbestos 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SEE APPENDIX E – SECTION 3a 
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3.  Other Testing Results 

e. Radon 
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3.  Other Testing Results 
f. Vapor Encroachment Screening 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

SEE REPORT SECTION 5.4.23 
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4.  Previous Phase II Reports 
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

TC3026489.1s  EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 1

A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-05) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

2201 PERIMETER ROAD
DAWSONVILLE, GA 30534

COORDINATES

34.408700 - 34˚ 24’ 31.3’’Latitude (North): 
84.110800 - 84˚ 6’ 38.9’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 16Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
765573.8UTM X (Meters): 
3811063.2UTM Y (Meters): 
1394 ft. above sea levelElevation:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

34084-D1 DAWSONVILLE, GATarget Property Map:
1997Most Recent Revision:

34084-D2 JUNO, GAWest Map:
1997Most Recent Revision:

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL National Priority List
Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPL LIENS Federal Superfund Liens

Federal Delisted NPL site list

Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions
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Federal CERCLIS list

CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
FEDERAL FACILITY Federal Facility Site Information listing

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERC-NFRAP CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS Corrective Action Report

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-SQG RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRA-CESQG RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

US ENG CONTROLS Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROL Sites with Institutional Controls

Federal ERNS list

ERNS Emergency Response Notification System

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS Hazardous Site Inventory
GA NON-HSI Non-Hazardous Site Inventory

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF Solid Waste Disposal Facilities

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LUST List of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

UST Underground Storage Tank Database
AST Above Ground Storage Tanks
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
FEMA UST Underground Storage Tank Listing

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL Public Record List
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State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

INDIAN VCP Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing
VIC Voluntary Cleanup Program site

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS Brownfields Public Record List

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

DEBRIS REGION 9 Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
ODI Open Dump Inventory
HIST LF Historical Landfills

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US CDL Clandestine Drug Labs
DEL SHWS Delisted Hazardous Site Inventory Listing
US HIST CDL National Clandestine Laboratory Register

Local Land Records

LIENS 2 CERCLA Lien Information
LUCIS Land Use Control Information System

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
SPILLS Spills Information

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA-NonGen RCRA - Non Generators
DOT OPS Incident and Accident Data
DOD Department of Defense Sites
FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites
CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
ROD Records Of Decision
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
MINES Mines Master Index File
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
FTTS FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
                                                Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
HIST FTTS FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
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ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System
PADS PCB Activity Database System
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
RADINFO Radiation Information Database
FINDS Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
NPDES NPDES Wastewater Permit List
DRYCLEANERS Drycleaner Database
AIRS Permitted Facility and Emissions Listing
TIER 2 Tier 2 Data Listing
INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
SCRD DRYCLEANERS State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
COAL ASH Coal Ash Disposal Site Listing
COAL ASH DOE Sleam-Electric Plan Operation Data
PCB TRANSFORMER PCB Transformer Registration Database
COAL ASH EPA Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

Manufactured Gas Plants EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were not identified.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.
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Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped. Count: 39 records. 

Site Name  Database(s)____________  ____________

DAWSON COUNTY SHOAL HOLE ROAD MSWL  SHWS
DAWSON FOREST DRUMS  CERCLIS
DAVID K. TURNER-HIGHWAY 53 INERT L  SWF/LF
CECIL REEVES-ANDERSON LAKE INERT L  SWF/LF
400 NORTH LANDFILL WASTE TRANSFER  SWF/LF
GEORGE PUGH GA. HIGHWAY 53 INERT L  SWF/LF
SHOAL CREEK SUPPLY INC  LUST, UST
BIG T MARKET  LUST, UST
KINGCAID GROCERY  LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE SERVICE CENTER  LUST, UST
DON STEPHENS  LUST, UST
SILVER CITY SERVICE STATION  LUST, UST
NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE  LUST
4191 HWY 53  LUST
AMICALOLA FALLS STATE PARK  AST
LIBERTY HARDWARE (CLOSED)  AST
KANGAROO #66  AST
TOTO CREEK FOOD MART (CLOSED)  AST
DAWSON COUNTY SCHOOL- CLOSED  AST
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #2  AST
LEON’S FOOD MART #2(CLOSED)  AST
LYONS FARM INCORP  AST
ELLIOTT AIRPORT  UST
IVEY’S QUICK STOP  UST
GA DNR/BLACKBURN MAINT FAC  UST
THE KROGER COMPANY GA 470  UST
NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE  UST
RIVERVIEW MIDDLE SCHOOL  UST
SILVER CITY CITGO  UST
4191 HWY 53  UST
TOP CLEANERS  DRYCLEANERS
DODD WASTE OIL SERVICE  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
TOWN & COUNTRY CLEANERS  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
KINCAIDS GROCERY  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
GA POWER CO CLERMONT JUNCTION-DAWS  RCRA-NonGen
COUNTRY CUPBOARD # 2  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #20  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #40  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #00  RCRA-NonGen, FINDS

http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdcAcJj9qms3wch3meB6z3O1kGE5JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn2wdc5cJj3qms4wch7meB9z3O5kGE3JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdc8cJj7qms7wch7meB2z3O2kGE9JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdc8cJj7qms7wch6meBAz3O1kGE6JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdc9cJj4qms2wch1meBAz3OAkGE8JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdc8cJj7qms7wch7meB3z3OAkGE1JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc2cJj5qms8wch7meB5z3O5kGE9JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc4cJj8qms3wch9meB2z3O6kGE3JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc4cJj1qms1wch4meBAz3O4kGE3JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn1wdc7cJj8qms8wch5meB4z3O5kGE2JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc4cJj1qms1wch6meB5z3O9kGE1JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc4cJj1qms1wch4meBAz3O4kGE4JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdcAcJj9qms5wchAmeB8z3O8kGE7JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdc8cJjAqms2wch5meB2z3O9kGE7JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O9kGE8JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O8kGEAJRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O9kGEAJRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O8kGE9JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O9kGE7JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3OAkGE1JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O8kGE8JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9BNoa2Dvn1wdc1cJj4qms3wchAmeB8z3O9kGE9JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc4cJj1qms1wch6meB5z3O8kGE4JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn1wdc7cJj8qms9wch4meB9z3O7kGEAJRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn1wdc7cJj8qms9wch6meB1z3O4kGE6JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc5cJj1qms7wch1meB8z3O2kGEAJRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc4cJj1qms1wch3meB3z3OAkGE6JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc5cJj1qms3wch3meB6z3O2kGE9JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc5cJj1qms7wch1meB8z3O2kGE6JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9VNoa1Dvn1wdc5cJj1qms7wch1meB8z3O2kGE1JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO9TNoa2Dvn1wdcAcJj6qms1wch7meB4z3O9kGE5JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn1wdc1cJj2qms9wch5meB2z3O7kGE7JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn1wdc1cJj6qms1wch7meB2z3O5kGE4JRH1
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=2Y21YO1o1v8dOJ2moc1ev32GdR95JD1Mm49Hcw6peX2VYv1U1V7gOl1noh4tvE4qdu1oJ42HmJ2icf2XYW2A1u1pOo44ok1qv938dD7NJh5Emh9kcMA5eC0l3Q2rG2taRd2dYH2Z1s1HO92Noa1Dvn1wdc2cJj3qms3wch8meB5z3OAkGEAJRH1
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250NPL
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250Proposed NPL
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500NPL LIENS

Federal Delisted NPL site list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Delisted NPL

Federal CERCLIS list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750CERCLIS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250FEDERAL FACILITY

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750CERC-NFRAP

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250CORRACTS

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750RCRA-TSDF

Federal RCRA generators list

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-LQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-SQG
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-CESQG

Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500US INST CONTROL

Federal ERNS list

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250ERNS

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250SHWS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250GA NON-HSI

State and tribal landfill and/or
solid waste disposal site lists

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750SWF/LF

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750LUST
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750INDIAN LUST

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250UST
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250AST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250INDIAN UST
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250FEMA UST

State and tribal institutional
control / engineering control registries

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INST CONTROL

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500INDIAN VCP
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500VIC

State and tribal Brownfields sites

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750BROWNFIELDS

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750US BROWNFIELDS

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500DEBRIS REGION 9
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500ODI
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500HIST LF

Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS CDL
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250DEL SHWS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPUS HIST CDL

Local Land Records

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPLIENS 2
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500LUCIS

Records of Emergency Release Reports

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250HMIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250SPILLS

Other Ascertainable Records

    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250RCRA-NonGen
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPDOT OPS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.250DOD
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000FUDS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000CONSENT
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000ROD
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500UMTRA
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250MINES
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500TRIS
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPFTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPHIST FTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPSSTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPICIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPPADS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPMLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRADINFO
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500FINDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPRAATS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPDES
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.750DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPAIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPTIER 2
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000INDIAN RESERV
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500SCRD DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500COAL ASH
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCOAL ASH DOE
    0  NR   NR    NR      0    0 0.250PCB TRANSFORMER
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.500COAL ASH EPA

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 1.000Manufactured Gas Plants

NOTES:

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

NO SITES FOUND
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

Count: 39 records.

DAWSONVILLE         U003005473 ELLIOTT AIRPORT HWY 183 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329787 AMICALOLA FALLS STATE PARK HWY 183 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         1000184166 DODD WASTE OIL SERVICE RTE 3 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         1006783869 IVEY’S QUICK STOP RT 3 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         1006785035 GA DNR/BLACKBURN MAINT FAC RT 3 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U001476448 SHOAL CREEK SUPPLY INC RT 3 30534 LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329779 LIBERTY HARDWARE (CLOSED) RT 4 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329789 KANGAROO #66 5100 HWY 400 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         1000506143 TOWN & COUNTRY CLEANERS HWY 400 & HWY 53 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         U003728152 BIG T MARKET HWY 400 30534 LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE         U003003932 KINGCAID GROCERY 4504 HWY 52 E 30534 LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE         1001227499 KINCAIDS GROCERY 4504 HWY 52 EAST 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         S109506384 TOP CLEANERS 6625 HWY 53 E 30534 DRYCLEANERS
DAWSONVILLE         1006774341 DAWSONVILLE SERVICE CENTER HWY 53 W 30534 LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329778 TOTO CREEK FOOD MART (CLOSED) HWY 53 &  HWY 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329786 DAWSON COUNTY SCHOOL- CLOSED HWY 53 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329790 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #2 HWY 53 W 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         1006816814 GA POWER CO CLERMONT JUNCTION-DAWS 2945 HWY 53 E 30534 RCRA-NonGen
DAWSONVILLE         U004060719 THE KROGER COMPANY GA 470 6625 HWY 53 E 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         1004686878 COUNTRY CUPBOARD # 2 HWY 53 WEST 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         1004686886 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #20 HWY 53 EAST 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         1004686904 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #40 HWY 53 & GA 400 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         S107666118 DAVID K. TURNER-HIGHWAY 53 INERT L HWY 53      SWF/LF
DAWSONVILLE         U003005480 DON STEPHENS RT 7 30534 LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE         U003003933 SILVER CITY SERVICE STATION 6495 HWY 9 S 30534 LUST, UST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329777 LEON’S FOOD MART #2(CLOSED) HWY 9 S 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         U003002295 NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE 75 HWY 9 N 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U004022518 RIVERVIEW MIDDLE SCHOOL 5126 HWY 9 S 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U004060715 SILVER CITY CITGO 6623 HWY 9 S 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         1004687254 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #00 HWY 9 NORTH 30534 RCRA-NonGen, FINDS
DAWSONVILLE         S109849776 NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE 75 HWY 9 N 30534 LUST
DAWSONVILLE         S107665905 CECIL REEVES-ANDERSON LAKE INERT L ANDERSON LAKE RD SW      SWF/LF
DAWSONVILLE         S108310997 400 NORTH LANDFILL WASTE TRANSFER 2059 BRUNT STAND RD      SWF/LF
DAWSONVILLE         S107666290 GEORGE PUGH GA. HIGHWAY 53 INERT L GA      SWF/LF
DAWSONVILLE         A100329788 LYONS FARM INCORP 2732 HWY S      AST
DAWSONVILLE         S109822504 DAWSON COUNTY SHOAL HOLE ROAD MSWL SHOAL HOLE RD 30534 SHWS
DAWSONVILLE         U004060710 4191 HWY 53 4191 STATE ROUTE 53 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         S107914186 4191 HWY 53 4191 STATE ROUTE 53 30534 LUST
DAWSONVILLE         1014236842 DAWSON FOREST DRUMS STEVE TATE RD 30534 CERCLIS
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To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reporting records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date the government agency made the information available to the public.

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL:  National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/13/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/25/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 7
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 913-551-7247

EPA Region 4 EPA Region 8
Telephone 404-562-8033 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 5 EPA Region 9
Telephone 312-886-6686 Telephone: 415-947-4246

EPA Region 10
Telephone 206-553-8665

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites
A site that has been proposed for listing on the National Priorities List through the issuance of a proposed rule
in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments on the site, responds to the comments, and places on
the NPL those sites that continue to meet the requirements for listing.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/13/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/25/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by CERCLA of 1980, the USEPA has the authority
to file liens against real property in order to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner
received notification of potential liability. USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1991
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/1994
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/30/2011
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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Federal Delisted NPL site list

DELISTED NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/13/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/25/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS list

CERCLIS:  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 11/30/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/30/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 03/01/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FEDERAL FACILITY:  Federal Facility Site Information listing
A listing of National Priority List (NPL) and Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) sites found in the Comprehensive
Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Information System (CERCLIS) Database where EPAa??s Federal
Facilities Restoration and Reuse Office is involved in cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 12/10/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/11/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/16/2011
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8704
Last EDR Contact: 01/11/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/25/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERCLIS-NFRAP:  CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
Archived sites are sites that have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS sites. Archived status
indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge, assessment at a site has been completed and that EPA has determined
no further steps will be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL), unless information indicates
this decision was not appropriate or other considerations require a recommendation for listing at a later time.
This decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that,
based upon available information, the location is not judged to be a potential NPL site. 

Date of Government Version: 10/28/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/01/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 86

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 03/01/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.
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Date of Government Version: 05/25/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 06/02/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/04/2010
Number of Days to Update: 124

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/30/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF:  RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Transporters are individuals or entities that
move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the
waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 01/06/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG:  RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate
over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 01/06/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-SQG:  RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 01/06/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-CESQG:  RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
(CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 01/06/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

US ENG CONTROLS:  Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 01/05/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/14/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 03/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US INST CONTROL:  Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally
required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 01/05/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/14/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 03/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal ERNS list

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/07/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 73

Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-267-2180
Last EDR Contact: 01/07/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS:  Hazardous Site Inventory
State Hazardous Waste Sites. State hazardous waste site records are the states’ equivalent to CERCLIS. These sites
may or may not already be listed on the federal CERCLIS list. Priority sites planned for cleanup using state funds
(state equivalent of Superfund) are identified along with sites where cleanup will be paid for by potentially
responsible parties. Available information varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/26/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/09/2010
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NON HSI:  Non-Hazardous Site Inventory
This list was obtained by EDR in 1998 and contains property listings that have reported contamination of soil
or groundwater under the Georgia Hazardous Site Response Act (HSRA). These sites were not placed on the Georgia
Priority list (Hazardous Site Inventory or HSI) because their hazard evaluation scores did not exceed the threshold
levels established for sites posing an imminent threat to health or the environment. Disclaimer provided by Rindt-McDuff
Associates - the database information has been obtained from publicly available sources produced by other entities.
While reasonable steps have been taken to insure the accuracy of the data, RMA does not guarantee the accuracy
of the data. No claim is made for the actual existence of pollution at any site. This data does not constitute
a legal opinion.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/17/2011
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Rindt-McDuff Associates, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF:  Solid Waste Disposal Facilities
Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill Sites. SWF/LF type records typically contain an inventory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills in a particular state. Depending on the state, these may be active or inactive facilities
or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal
sites.

Date of Government Version: 03/15/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/12/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/09/2010
Number of Days to Update: 58

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-362-2696
Source:  Center for GIS, Georgia Institute of Technology
Telephone:  404-385-0900
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/23/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LUST:  List of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground
storage tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 11/02/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/17/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/24/2010
Number of Days to Update: 7

Source:  Environmental Protection Division
Telephone:  404-362-2687
Last EDR Contact: 03/23/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/04/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming.

Date of Government Version: 02/04/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6271
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska

Date of Government Version: 11/04/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/04/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/07/2010
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 05/04/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R6:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in New Mexico and Oklahoma.

Date of Government Version: 02/03/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-6597
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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INDIAN LUST R1:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of leaking underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/05/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 84

Source:  EPA Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 02/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R10:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 02/03/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 01/31/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/01/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R4:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Florida, Mississippi and North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: 08/27/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/30/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/04/2010
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-8677
Last EDR Contact: 02/16/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

UST:  Underground Storage Tank Database
Registered Underground Storage Tanks. UST’s are regulated under Subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) and must be registered with the state department responsible for administering the UST program. Available
information varies by state program.

Date of Government Version: 09/14/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/21/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/29/2010
Number of Days to Update: 69

Source:  Environmental Protection Division
Telephone:  404-362-2687
Last EDR Contact: 03/25/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/04/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

AST:  Above Ground Storage Tanks
A listing of LP gas tank site locations.

Date of Government Version: 03/03/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/11/2011
Number of Days to Update: 7

Source:  Office of Insurance & Safety Fire Commissioner
Telephone:  404-656-5875
Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R5:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 5 (Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin and Tribal Nations).
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Date of Government Version: 02/11/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/11/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 60

Source:  EPA Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-6136
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R1:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 1 (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont and ten Tribal
Nations).

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/05/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 84

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 02/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R10:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 10 (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/03/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R7:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 7 (Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 9 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 11/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/02/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 02/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R8:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 8 (Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming and 27 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/04/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6137
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R9:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 9 (Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, the Pacific Islands, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 01/31/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/01/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R6:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 6 (Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas and 65 Tribes).
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Date of Government Version: 02/03/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/04/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-7591
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R4:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 4 (Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee
and Tribal Nations)

Date of Government Version: 08/27/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/30/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/04/2010
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-9424
Last EDR Contact: 02/16/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FEMA UST:  Underground Storage Tank Listing
A listing of all FEMA owned underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  FEMA
Telephone:  202-646-5797
Last EDR Contact: 01/17/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL:  Public Record List
Sites on the Public Record Listing that have institutional controls or limitations on use are sites with Risk
Reduction Standards of 3, 4, and 5.

Date of Government Version: 12/30/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/17/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/15/2011
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/30/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

INDIAN VCP R1:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 1.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/05/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 75

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1102
Last EDR Contact: 01/05/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN VCP R7:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Lisitng
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 7.

Date of Government Version: 03/20/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/19/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA, Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7365
Last EDR Contact: 04/20/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/20/2009
Data Release Frequency: Varies

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program site
Georgia?s Voluntary Remediation Program Act was created to encourage voluntary investigation and remediation of
contaminated properties.
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Date of Government Version: 03/07/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/08/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/15/2011
Number of Days to Update: 7

Source:  DNR
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 03/08/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/20/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS:  Brownfields Public Record List
The Brownfields Public Record lists properties where response actions under the Georgia Hazardous Site Reuse and
Redevelopment Act are planned, ongoing or completed.

Date of Government Version: 12/30/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/17/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/15/2011
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 02/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/30/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Included in the listing are brownfields properties addresses by Cooperative Agreement Recipients and brownfields
properties addressed by Targeted Brownfields Assessments. Targeted Brownfields Assessments-EPA’s Targeted Brownfields
Assessments (TBA) program is designed to help states, tribes, and municipalities--especially those without EPA
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration Pilots--minimize the uncertainties of contamination often associated with
brownfields. Under the TBA program, EPA provides funding and/or technical assistance for environmental assessments
at brownfields sites throughout the country. Targeted Brownfields Assessments supplement and work with other efforts
under EPA’s Brownfields Initiative to promote cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields. Cooperative Agreement
Recipients-States, political subdivisions, territories, and Indian tribes become Brownfields Cleanup Revolving
Loan Fund (BCRLF) cooperative agreement recipients when they enter into BCRLF cooperative agreements with the
U.S. EPA. EPA selects BCRLF cooperative agreement recipients based on a proposal and application process. BCRLF
cooperative agreement recipients must use EPA funds provided through BCRLF cooperative agreement for specified
brownfields-related cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 12/29/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/30/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 81

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Last EDR Contact: 03/29/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/11/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258
Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/1985
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/2004
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DEBRIS REGION 9:  Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
A listing of illegal dump sites location on the Torres Martinez Indian Reservation located in eastern Riverside
County and northern Imperial County, California.

Date of Government Version: 01/12/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/2009
Number of Days to Update: 137

Source:  EPA, Region 9
Telephone:  415-947-4219
Last EDR Contact: 03/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/11/2011
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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HIST LF:  Historical Landfills
Landfills that were closed many years ago.

Date of Government Version: 01/15/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/20/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/06/2004
Number of Days to Update: 17

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-362-2696
Last EDR Contact: 01/20/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US CDL:  Clandestine Drug Labs
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 12/03/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/30/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/16/2011
Number of Days to Update: 48

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 03/08/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/20/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DEL SHWS:  Delisted Hazardous Site Inventory Listing
A listing of sites delisted from the Hazardous Site Inventory.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/26/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/09/2010
Number of Days to Update: 45

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-657-8636
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 10/18/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

US HIST CDL:  National Clandestine Laboratory Register
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/19/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/2009
Number of Days to Update: 131

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 03/23/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/22/2009
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Local Land Records

LIENS 2:  CERCLA Lien Information
A Federal CERCLA (’Superfund’) lien can exist by operation of law at any site or property at which EPA has spent
Superfund monies. These monies are spent to investigate and address releases and threatened releases of contamination.
CERCLIS provides information as to the identity of these sites and properties.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/16/2011
Number of Days to Update: 92

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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LUCIS:  Land Use Control Information System
LUCIS contains records of land use control information pertaining to the former Navy Base Realignment and Closure
properties.

Date of Government Version: 12/09/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/11/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Department of the Navy
Telephone:  843-820-7326
Last EDR Contact: 02/22/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/06/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/05/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 51

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Last EDR Contact: 01/05/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SPILLS:  Spills Information
Oil or Hazardous Material Spills or Releases.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/21/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/23/2011
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-656-6905
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA-NonGen:  RCRA - Non Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous
waste.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 01/06/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DOT OPS:  Incident and Accident Data
Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety Incident and Accident data.

Date of Government Version: 10/13/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

Source:  Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety
Telephone:  202-366-4595
Last EDR Contact: 02/11/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/23/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-692-8801
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually
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FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/12/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 112

Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Government Version: 10/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/29/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 91

Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Last EDR Contact: 01/03/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/18/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 02/25/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/16/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 5

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Last EDR Contact: 03/16/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized.

Date of Government Version: 09/14/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/21/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/28/2011
Number of Days to Update: 99

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 03/04/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes
violation information.

Date of Government Version: 08/04/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/09/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 84

Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Last EDR Contact: 03/09/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/20/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/17/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 94

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Last EDR Contact: 03/01/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually
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TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/29/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 64

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Last EDR Contact: 03/29/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/11/2011
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
A listing of FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) inspections and enforcements.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HIST FTTS:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA regions. The
information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation of FIFRA
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some EPA regions
are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing EPA Headquarters
with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that may not be included
in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

HIST FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Inspection & Enforcement Case Listing
A complete inspection and enforcement case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA
regions. The information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation
of FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some
EPA regions are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing
EPA Headquarters with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that
may not be included in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/25/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4203
Last EDR Contact: 01/31/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ICIS:  Integrated Compliance Information System
The Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS) supports the information needs of the national enforcement
and compliance program as well as the unique needs of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program.

Date of Government Version: 01/07/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/21/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 59

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-5088
Last EDR Contact: 03/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/11/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 11/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/16/2011
Number of Days to Update: 98

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0500
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 03/18/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/06/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 51

Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
Last EDR Contact: 03/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RADINFO:  Radiation Information Database
The Radiation Information Database (RADINFO) contains information about facilities that are regulated by U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for radiation and radioactivity.

Date of Government Version: 01/11/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/13/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/16/2011
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-343-9775
Last EDR Contact: 01/13/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/25/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).
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Date of Government Version: 04/14/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  (404) 562-9900
Last EDR Contact: 03/14/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/1995
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/1995
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
Last EDR Contact: 06/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/01/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/25/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 03/01/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Biennially

NPDES:  NPDES Wastewater Permit List
A listing of NPDES wastewater permits issued by the Watershed Protection Branch.

Date of Government Version: 01/27/2011
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/15/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/23/2011
Number of Days to Update: 8

Source:  Department of Natural Resoruces
Telephone:  404-362-2680
Last EDR Contact: 02/15/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/30/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DRYCLEANERS:  Drycleaner Database
A list of drycleaners in the state. The listing includes drycleaner facilities, that use perchloroethylene, that
responded to the Notification of Compliance Status forms. It also includes those businesses that are pick-up stores
only and do not conduct dry cleaning on site.

Date of Government Version: 09/18/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/18/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/09/2009
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-363-7000
Last EDR Contact: 03/18/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/30/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

AIRS:  Permitted Facility & Emissions Lising
A listing of permitted Air facilities and emissions data.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/16/2011
Number of Days to Update: 15

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-363-7000
Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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TIER 2:  Tier 2 Data Listing
A listing of facilities which store or manufacture hazardous materials and submit a chemical inventory report.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/24/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/24/2010
Number of Days to Update: 61

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-656-4852
Last EDR Contact: 03/07/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/20/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/08/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SCRD DRYCLEANERS:  State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
The State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners was established in 1998, with support from the U.S. EPA Office
of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation. It is comprised of representatives of states with established
drycleaner remediation programs. Currently the member states are Alabama, Connecticut, Florida, Illinois, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 08/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/01/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/02/2010
Number of Days to Update: 92

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  615-532-8599
Last EDR Contact: 02/22/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/09/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

FEDLAND:  Federal and Indian Lands
Federally and Indian administrated lands of the United States. Lands included are administrated by: Army Corps
of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, National Wild and Scenic River, National Wildlife Refuge, Public Domain Land,
Wilderness, Wilderness Study Area, Wildlife Management Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management,
Department of Justice, Forest Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 339

Source:  U.S. Geological Survey
Telephone:  888-275-8747
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: N/A

PCB TRANSFORMER:  PCB Transformer Registration Database
The database of PCB transformer registrations that includes all PCB registration submittals.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/18/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/29/2009
Number of Days to Update: 100

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-0517
Last EDR Contact: 02/04/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/16/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH EPA:  Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
A listing of coal combustion residues surface impoundments with high hazard potential ratings.

Date of Government Version: 08/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/03/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/21/2011
Number of Days to Update: 77

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/18/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/27/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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COAL ASH DOE:  Sleam-Electric Plan Operation Data
A listing of power plants that store ash in surface ponds.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/22/2009
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  202-586-8719
Last EDR Contact: 01/18/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH:  Coal Ash Disposal Site Listing
A listing of coal ash landfills.

Date of Government Version: 08/30/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/30/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/09/2010
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-362-2537
Last EDR Contact: 02/07/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/23/2011
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

Manufactured Gas Plants:  EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
The EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plant Database includes records of coal gas plants (manufactured gas plants)
compiled by EDR’s researchers. Manufactured gas sites were used in the United States from the 1800’s to 1950’s
to produce a gas that could be distributed and used as fuel. These plants used whale oil, rosin, coal, or a mixture
of coal, oil, and water that also produced a significant amount of waste. Many of the byproducts of the gas production,
such as coal tar (oily waste containing volatile and non-volatile chemicals), sludges, oils and other compounds
are potentially hazardous to human health and the environment. The byproduct from this process was frequently
disposed of directly at the plant site and can remain or spread slowly, serving as a continuous source of soil
and groundwater contamination.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

CT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd facility.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/26/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  860-424-3375
Last EDR Contact: 02/25/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/06/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NJ MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/22/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/26/2010
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 01/21/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/02/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NY MANIFEST:  Facility and Manifest Data
Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through transporters to a TSD
facility.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/09/2011
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/04/2011
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8651
Last EDR Contact: 02/09/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 05/23/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

PA MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/01/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/14/2009
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  717-783-8990
Last EDR Contact: 02/18/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/06/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

RI MANIFEST:  Manifest information
Hazardous waste manifest information

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/26/2010
Number of Days to Update: 38

Source:  Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  401-222-2797
Last EDR Contact: 02/28/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/13/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

WI MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/06/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 07/26/2010
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/21/2011
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/04/2011
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Oil/Gas Pipelines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including some oil, but primarily
gas pipelines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source:  Rextag Strategies Corp.
Telephone: (281) 769-2247
U.S. Electric Transmission and Power Plants Systems Digital GIS Data

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.

AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.
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Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Child Care Centers
Source: Department of Human Resources
Telephone: 404-651-5562

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 2003 & 2009 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 and 2005 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2010 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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1.  User/Applicant Interview 
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2. (Abandoned Properties)  Interview of Owners and Occupants  

of Neighboring Properties 
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3.  Documentation of Attempts to Interview: 

a. Local Fire Department 
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3.  Documentation of Attempts to Interview: 

b. State or Local Health Department or Environmental Agency 
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3.  Documentation of Attempts to Interview: 

c. Local Agency Responsible for Issuance of Building Permits 
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3.  Documentation of Attempts to Interview: 

d. Local Agency Responsible for Issuance of Groundwater 
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3.  Documentation of Attempts to Interview: 

e. Other 
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UNITED CONSULTING SENIOR EXECUTIVE VICE PRESIDENT / DIRECTOR 

SCOTT D. SMELTER 

Summary  

As Co-Founder and Senior Executive Vice President, Mr. Smelter 
directs and coordinates all company projects relating to Environmental 
Services, and many which also include Geotechnical Services. He has 
over 26 years of experience and oversees a wide range of technical, 
administrative, management and business development activities. He is 
responsible for the daily work of over 34 engineers and environmental 
specialists.  
 
Mr. Smelter’s experience includes the completion of thousands of 
Environmental Assessments and Geotechnical Investigations for 
Government and private clients. His experience includes quality control 
review, budgeting, determining scope of environmental and geotechnical 
investigations, staffing requirements, and extensive client 
communication. He has advised numerous clients, including their 
lenders and attorneys, regarding environmental risk levels.  
 
Mr. Smelter has consulted with numerous private clients and 
Government Agencies regarding environmental issues, including various 
State Environmental Protection Division Underground Storage Tank 
Programs, State Hazardous Site Response Programs, the Georgia 
Department of Education and the Federal Environmental Protection 
Agency. Technical expertise includes evaluation of contamination levels 
of groundwater and soil versus various State Program threshold levels, 
conducting and reviewing hydrogeologic investigations for proposed 
landfills, dam evaluations and design, failure investigations, design of 
dewatering systems, geotechnical instrumentation and monitoring 
installations of drilled piers, piles and shallow foundation systems and 
review and analysis of plans and specifications. 
 
Related Project Experience  
 
REPRESENTATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL PROJECTS 

 
United States Postal Service Facilities-Georgia 
Mr. Smelter served as Project Director for our contract for Environmental 
A/E Services. Services included Phase I Environmental Assessments, 

Wetland and Endangered Species Evaluations, Asbestos & Lead Based Paint Surveys, Indoor Air Quality 
Assessments, Underground Storage Tank Investigations, Abatement Design and Abatement monitoring 
and mitigation. Activities including proposal preparation, budgeting, staffing, coordination of work within 
United Consulting’s multiple offices, with Sub-consultants and client coordination. 

Location 
Norcross, Georgia 

Primary Focus 
Environmental Services 

Years of Experience 
Firm -30   Total-30 

Education 
BS | Civil Engineering | Minor 
Engineering Geology- 1982 

Licenses 
PE – GA 16314 (1987-1996) 

Expertise 
• Phase I/II Environmental 

Assessments 
• Remediation Design and 

Implementation  
• Geotechnical Investigations 
• Asbestos/Lead Based 

Paint Services 
• Wetlands 
• Dams 
• Water/Wastewater 

Treatment Plants 
• Landfills 
• Transportation Projects 
• Telecommunications 

Projects 
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Crown Central Petroleum Assessments - Georgia 
Mr. Smelter supervised UST Closure, Site Assessments and Corrective Action Plans at twenty four (24) 
separate Crown service facilities located throughout Georgia. Included analysis of soil and groundwater 
laboratory test results and recommended actions. Coordinated work with Georgia Environmental Protection 
Division (EPD). Obtained “No further Action Required and/or Monitor Only” status from the EPD on all 
closure projects, saving Crown considerable money. 
 
Communication Towers-United States 
Mr. Smelter served as Principal-in-charge for Phase I and II Environmental Assessments, NEPA Screens, 
Section 106 Documentations and Geotechnical Investigations conducted on over 2,200 communication 
towers for Cingular Wireless, Nextel, AT&T Wireless, Sprint PCS, Verizon Wireless, GTE, American Tower, 
BellSouth, SBA, Crown Castle and others. Sites were located from Arizona to Vermont. Included 
occasional Phase II Environmental Assessments and EA’s pursuant to NEPA Screens. Included evaluation 
of multiple foundation options, such as drilled pier, mat foundations and rock anchor foundations. Activities 
including negotiations with Government agencies pursuant to NEPA, evaluation of contamination levels 
with various State Programs, coordination of work with United Consulting’s branch offices and Sub-
consultants, budgeting, staffing requirements and extensive Client communication. 
 
Clorox Site Assessment - Atlanta, Georgia 
Mr. Smelter supervised a Phase II Site Assessment and Geotechnical Investigation of a property in South 
Atlanta prior to purchase by Clorox. Included asbestos sampling and testing of existing buildings, and 
Phase II soil testing and sampling and testing of groundwater from a deep, abandoned well found at the 
site. Included remediation recommendations. 
 
DeKalb County Fleet Maintenance - Decatur, Georgia 
Mr. Smelter managed a Phase II Environmental Assessment and Remediation Design for DeKalb County, 
which involved the development of a Corrective Action Plan for the removal of free product from an 
Underground Storage Tank (UST) site. The site was significantly contaminated with gasoline in the soil and 
groundwater. A Phase II Assessment was conducted in order to delineate the lateral extent of the 
contamination, the groundwater gradient and to define the contaminant plume. A free product removal 
system was designed which included the installation of three (3) monitoring wells, a 4 inch diameter 70 foot 
deep recovery well, an oil/water separator tank and various pumps, hoses and cables. We provided training 
and technical oversight for the DeKalb County staff, which operated the remediation system. 

 



UNITED CONSULTING  DIRECTOR OF ECOLOGICAL SERVICES 

 

DAVID P. HUETTER 

Summary  
Mr. Huetter has extensive experience conducting and reviewing over 500 Phase I 
Environmental Assessments since 1994. He has successfully completed 
environmental due diligence investigations utilizing standards that are more stringent 
than current ASTM guidelines, such as outlined by agencies such as the Georgia 
Department of Community Affairs, SunAmerica, and Fannie Mae/Munnie Mae. He 
has reviewed hundreds of sites for compliance with the National Environmental 
Policy Act, Georgia Environmental Policy Act and/or the National Historic 
Preservation Act. 
 
Mr. Huetter has also conducted sediment surveys on several ponds and lakes to 
determine the effects of sediment loading as a result of upstream construction 
activities. In addition, Mr. Huetter has performed ecological research and 
assessments for state and federal government agencies, as well as for private 
individuals. His experience includes mapping of wetlands and vegetative 
communities, investigations for protected species and their related habitat. Mr. 
Huetter has conducted wetland delineations and assisted with wetland permitting 
throughout the Southeast. In addition, Mr. Huetter has assisted with the preparation 
of several wetland mitigation plans as well as supervising wetland creation and 
restoration projects. He has provided several Wetland training seminars to clients 
and to professional organizations such as the American Consulting Engineers 
Council. 
 
Representative Environmental Assessment Projects 
ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS – GEORGIA DCA 
Mr. Huetter has been involved with conducting or reviewing more than 30 projects 
conducted in accordance with the Georgia Department of Community Affairs 
standards. His duties included conducting the Phase I ESA site reconnaissance, 
reviewing historical documentation, conducting Phase II field investigations, 
delineating streams and wetlands, providing environmental expertise regarding 
evaluating RECs, and reviewing final reports. Some of the projects Mr. Huetter has 
been involved with include: Marcus Street Senior Residences, Hope Estates Senior 
Residences, Grove Park, MLK Senior Residences, Mossy Branch Apartments, 
Columbia Senior Residences at Wheat Street, Mechanicsville Apartments, William 
Holmes Borders Senior Residences, and Thomson Senior Residences. 
 
SOUTHLAND TRACT - STONE MOUNTAIN, GEORGIA 
Mr. Huetter performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment on a 90-acre tract. 
The Phase I identified the potential for environmental concern relating to illegally 

dumped trash and debris including a drum and several automotive batteries. A Phase II Environmental Site Assessment was 
performed to determine if contamination had occurred to the site. Mr. Huetter conducted test pit investigations and collected 
soil samples for laboratory analysis of lead, volatile and semi-volatile organic compounds. The results of the investigation 
identified that significant contamination had not occurred on the site. 
 

Education 

BS | Forest Resources Majoring in 
Wildlife Biology | University of Georgia 
| 1993 

Years Experience 

Firm-17     Total-18 

Certification/Training 

• GSWCC - Level 1A Certified-
00000165284  

• 36 Hour Wetland Delineation 
Course 

• Red-Cockaded Woodpecker, 
Identification and Management 

• Wetland Plant Identification Course 
• 40 Hour OSHA Training  
• Fundamentals of Erosion and 

Sedimentation Control 
• Restoring Forested Wetlands 

Workshop 
• Applied Fluvial Geomorphology 
• Stream Restoration Design 

Principles 
• NPDES Level 1A Inspector 
• Stream Restoration Project 

Implementation and Evaluation 
• Endangered Species – Section 7 

Consultation 

Expertise 

• Environmental Assessments 
• Wetland and Ecological Services 
• Sedimentation Analyses 
• NEPA/GEPA Evaluations 
• Telecommunications Towers 
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LANGFORD DRIVE SITE - NORCROSS, GEORGIA 
Mr. Huetter performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment on a tract containing an old home site. The Phase I identified 
the potential for environmental concern relating to an area of apparent soil contamination. A Phase II Environmental Site 
Assessment was performed to determine the constituents of the contamination and the proper method of disposal. Mr. Huetter 
collected soil samples for analytical testing and then supervised the excavation and disposal of the contaminated soil. The 
residential development project was then able to proceed as planned.  
 
HINESVILLE POST OFFICE SITE - HINESVILLE/FT. STEWART, GEORGIA 
Mr. Huetter supervised the completion of a Phase I Environmental Assessment on a wooded parcel in accordance with the 
USPS guidelines. In addition, Mr. Huetter conducted a follow-up investigation of the site to delineate wetlands and conduct a 
detailed investigation for protected species. A small area of wetlands on the site was delineated and no protected species 
were discovered. Construction was able to proceed with limited permit coordination. 
 
FULTON COUNTY SCHOOL SITES – FULTON COUNTY, GEORGIA 
Mr. Huetter conducted Environmental Evaluations in accordance with the Georgia Environmental Policy Act guidelines to 
assess potential environmental impacts associated with construction of several new school sites. Evaluations included 
assessing potential impacts to various natural resources including; streams, wetlands, protected species, forest resources, 
and soil erosion. 
 
FORT VALLEY STATE COLLEGE, DAIRY GOAT RESEARCH CENTER - FORT VALLEY, GEORGIA 
Mr. Huetter conducted a pre-construction environmental assessment for a dairy goat research processing facility at Fort Valley 
State College. USDA guidelines were required for the assessment, which included endangered species, wetlands, and natural 
resources evaluation for the site. He also prepared the reports and supporting documents for submittal with a grant application 
to the USDA. 
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JOHN F. CLERICI, PE 

Summary  

Mr. Clerici has extensive experience on hydrogeologic, geotechnical, 
and environmental projects throughout the United States (U.S.). This 
includes work at sites in most physiographic provinces in the U.S. and 
a large variety of regulatory programs, both State and Federal. In 
addition, the vast percentage of projects have been for industrial 
clients, such as steel, mining (many types), petroleum, chemical, 
pharmaceutical, waste disposal (municipal and hazardous waste), 
railroads, power and manufacturing companies. Government projects 
have included environmental work for the United States Postal Service 
(USPS), such as property assessments and closures of fuel distribution 
systems.  
 
With United Consulting, the Built industry has been a major client base. 
Phase I Environmental Assessments (Phase I) and Phase II 
Environmental Assessments (Phase II) have often led to regulatory 
interactions under the Hazardous Site Response Program (HSRP) and 
Brownfields Program (BFP) in Georgia. The Georgia BFP is unique in 
the protections offered to those seeking to buy contaminated 
properties. Through these programs we have saved clients many 
thousands of dollars and significant liability exposures.  
 
The services covered most aspects of siting, design, and permitting. 
Technical services have included foundation and slope stability 
studies, groundwater system evaluation, surface water controls, 
groundwater and surface water resources evaluations, groundwater 
modeling, air monitoring and modeling, wetlands evaluations, and 
ecological assessments. These have been used for supply systems, 
disposal systems, site development, and remediation. Many programs 
include permitting and regulatory interaction under a variety of state 
and federal programs. The work has included performance of all 
aspects of the programs, from scoping, field-testing, analyses, to 
management. Detailed quality assurance and quality control (QA/QC), 
and health and safety programs have been performed for many 
projects. 
 
The environmental projects he has managed include: preparing the 
first Part B permit for a hazardous waste facility under the Resource 
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) at the Emelle TSD Facility, in 
Livingston, Alabama); performing the first RCRA Facility Investigation 
(RFI) under the RCRA Corrective Action Rules for the Model City TSD 
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Facility, n Niagara Falls, New York). His experience includes work on Remedial Investigations and Feasibility 
Studies (RI/FS), and corrective or remedial action studies/designs under the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA, or Superfund) at over 20 sites. In addition, Mr. Clerici 
has directed over 300 Phase I Environmental Assessments, and an equal number of contaminant studies 
and/or underground storage tank (UST) investigations. Many projects have included ecological assessments 
and hydrogeologic evaluations.  
 
Projects Mr. Clerici has managed have ranged in size up to $3,000,000.00. Several projects involved the 
management of numerous teams in the field and office, with as many a seven drilling rigs on-site at one time. 
His successes include approval of probably the only exception to the minimum technology requirements 
under the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments of 1984, saving the client over $2,500,000.00. Similarly, 
detailed investigations, studies and negotiations have saved three facilities over $500,000.00 to 
$1,300,000.00 in investigation and monitoring costs. He also successfully negotiated the shutdown of a 
remedial system, by demonstrating no adverse impacts and potentially greater hazard associated with its 
operation, over a five year period saving an industrial client about $3,500,000.00. Simple studies in the 
Atlanta area have been performed that have saved commercial clients over $200,000.00. 
 
Mr. Clerici is currently Chief Environmental Consultant for United Consulting. Previous experience includes 
being a Principal in a large multi-national consulting firm. He has been the Environmental Manager, directly 
supervising over 35 people. He also directed the establishment of offices in Buffalo and Jacksonville, both still 
in operation. Finally, he was the Safety Officer responsible for a 1,400-person firm. Mr. Clerici has directed 
over 10 Brownfield site projects, including: 
 
ALADDIN DRY CLEANERS, CLIENT – UNITED REAL PROPERTY INVESTMENT: One of the first BFP sites in Georgia. 
Soil investigations and remediation were performed in 2003 to 2006. Under GA BFP groundwater was 
assessed, but not remediated. The site had soil removed that exceeded the risk reduction standards (RRS) 
for commercial property usage. Investigations, demolition, and remediation costs were about $300,000.00. 
The property was subsequently sold and the new owner obtained the Limitations of Liability (LoL) granted 
under BFP. 
 
FOUNTAIN OAKS SHOPPING CENTER, CLIENT – BVT This was the only BFP site to obtain LoL under the 
grandfather clause of Senate Bill 277 allowing for purchasers between 2002 and 2006 to qualify for the BFP. 
The investigations and associated fees were about $300,000 and soil remedial costs about $1,200,000.00. 
The initial environmental firm was sued and costs in excess of the amount requested were granted to BVT. 
Brownfield associated services extended from 2005 to 2008, and included demonstrating no DNAPL present, 
the migration timing to groundwater, and RRS. Previous owners are investigating the groundwater under the 
BFP and HSRP. 
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Summary  
Mr. Armstrong has completed over 150 Phase I Environmental Site Assessments 
since August 2002.  He has successfully completed environmental assessments 
utilizing standards that are more stringent than current ASTM guidelines, such as 
outlined by the Georgia Department of Community Affairs.  Mr. Armstrong has 
worked with a variety of clients including private landowners and corporate clients.  
Mr. Armstrong has completed radon and mold testing, asbestos surveys, lead-based 
paint surveys, and water sampling.  Mr. Armstrong has also assisted in numerous 
wetland investigations.  Mr. Armstrong has conducted Hazard Screens per the 
Georgia Board of Education requirements, for multiple school systems in the State of 
Georgia.  Finally, Mr. Armstrong has experience in materials testing including soil 
density testing, the monitoring of fill placement, and the monitoring of concrete 
placement. 
 
Related Project Experience  
 
DCA ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENTS 
Mr. Armstrong has worked on over 15 projects for review by the Georgia Department 
of Community Affairs, including Grove Park Tracts, Columbia at Mechanicsville 
Apartments, Harbour Oaks Apartments, Dorsey Manor Tower, Newton D. Baker 
Village, Hope Estates, Oak Forest Apartments, Marcus Street Senior Residences, 
William Holmes Borders Senior Residences, Columbia Hill Apartments, and 
Columbia Senior Residences at Wheat Street. 
 

GROVE PARK TRACTS – ATLANTA, GEORGIA 
Mr. Armstrong served as Project Manager and performed a Phase I Environmental 
Assessment, for the four Grove Park Tract sites as prescribed by the Georgia 
Department of Community Affairs (DCA).  The Phase I Environmental Assessment 
indicated the Project Site might have been impacted from previous an on-site 
disposal facility, a previous on-site landfill, and from an adjacent regulated facility. 
Recommendations were made to the client which included the need for a Phase II 
Environmental Assessment.  In addition, United Consulting recommended resources 
be allocated for the proper removal of the trash and debris on the Project Site prior to 
development. 

COLUMBIA AT MECHANICSVILLE APARTMENTS – ATLANTA, GEORGIA 
Mr. Armstrong served as Project Manager and performed a Phase I Environmental 

Assessment for the Columbia at Mechanicsville Apartments site as prescribed by the Georgia Department of Community 
Affairs (DCA).  An asbestos survey, preliminary wetlands investigation, and lead-based paint survey were also 
conducted.  The Phase I Environmental Assessment indicated the Project Site might have been impacted from one off-
site source. Mr. Armstrong visually surveyed the building materials for the presence of suspect friable and non-friable 
asbestos containing building materials.  Mr. Armstrong prepared an Asbestos Survey Report that identified the types and 
condition of asbestos containing materials present, the locations of the asbestos containing material and an estimated 
quantity of asbestos containing material present.   
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HARBOUR OAKS APARTMENTS – MARIETTA, GEORGIA 
Mr. Armstrong served as Project Manager for a Phase I Environmental Assessment, as prescribed by the Georgia 
Department of Community Affairs (DCA), for the Harbour Oaks Apartments site, which was planned to be renovated.  An 
asbestos survey, preliminary wetlands investigation, and lead-based paint survey were also conducted by Mr. Armstrong 
on the property.  Mr. Armstrong visually surveyed the building materials for the presence of suspect asbestos containing 
building materials.  Mr. Armstrong prepared an Asbestos Survey Report that identified the types and condition of 
asbestos containing materials present, the locations of the asbestos containing material and an estimated quantity of 
asbestos containing material present.  United Consulting recommended a Phase II Environmental Assessment to 
determine the impacts from several off-site facilities, which included a (leaking underground storage tank) LUST facility 
and automobile repair facilities, two historic gasoline stations, and a paint and body shop.  Mr. Armstrong assisted with 
the Phase II Environmental Assessment, which indicted the Harbour Oaks property had not been impacted by off-site 
sources at that time.   
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July 21, 2010 
 
 
To: Georgia Department of Community Affairs 
 60 Executive Park South, NE 
 Atlanta, Georgia  30329-2231 
 
Re: Farmington Woods, UC project 2010.0398.01 
 
Ladies/Gentlemen: 
 
I declare that, to the best of my professional knowledge and belief, I meet the definition of 
Environmental Professional as defined in §312.10 of 40 C.F.R. 312. 
 
I have the specific qualifications based on education, training, and experience to assess a 
property of the nature, history and setting of the subject property.  I have developed and 
performed the all appropriate inquiries in conformance with the standards and practices set forth 
in 40 C.F.R. Part 312. 
 
 
July 21, 2010  ________________________________________ 
   Alex B. Hallford, P.E. 

Project Environmental Professional 
 
We have performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and 
limitation of 40 C.F.R. Part 312 and ASTM E 1527-05 of the Farmington Hills tract, the 
property.  Any exceptions to, or deletions from this practice are described in Section 2.2.2 of this 
report.  We certify that the Phase I was performed by a qualified Environmental Professional 
meeting the requirements set forth in 40 C.F.R. §312.10(b). 
 

     
July 21, 2010  __________________________________________ 

Scott D. Smelter, P.E., Senior Executive Vice President 
Principal of Consultant Firm 

    
July 21, 2010  _______________________________________ 

John F. Clerici, P.E., Chief Environmental Consultant 
Professional Geologist or Professional Engineer 



 

 
 
 
 
July 21, 2010 
 
 
Farmington Woods, L.P. 
3825 Paces Walk SE 
Suite 100 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
 
Attn:  Mr. Kevin Buckner 
Via e-mail:  kbuckner@tbgresidential.com  

  
 

RE: Phase I Environmental Assessment 
Farmington Woods 
2201 Perimeter Road 
Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia 30534 
Project No. 2010.0398.01 

 
Dear Mr. Buckner: 
 
United Consulting is pleased to submit this report of our Phase I Environmental Assessment for the 
above-referenced project.  The results of the environmental assessment and our comments pertinent to this 
project are included in the enclosed report.  The Phase I Environmental Assessment was performed in 
substantial conformance with the standards developed by the American Society for Testing and Materials 
(ASTM) and with the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), ”All Appropriate 
Inquiry” Rules, dated November 1, 2005 (Rules), annotated per DCA’s 2010 Environmental Manual 
requirements.  In addition, this assessment was performed to conform with the Housing and Urban 
Development (HUD) guidelines referenced in the DCA manual.  This report has been prepared for the use 
of Farmington Woods, L.P., the Georgia Housing and Finance Authority (GHFA) and the DCA. Any 
materials referenced or presented herein are, according to United Consulting, believed to be accurate and 
may be relied upon by the above parties. 
 
We appreciate the opportunity to assist you with this project.  Please contact us if you have any questions 
or if we can be of further assistance. 
 
Respectfully, 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 
 

         
     
Alex B. Hallford, P.E.      David P. Huetter 
Project Environmental Specialist    Associate Environmental Specialist 
 
ABH/DPH/ 
http://ucblade10/sites/Geotechenv/10059/2010.0398.01/Environmental Documents/2010.0398.01.dca.doc 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY1 
 
United Consulting has performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the Farmington 
Woods property (hereinafter referred to as the Project Site) in substantial conformance with the 
scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-05 and the guidelines established by the Georgia 
Department of Community Affairs (DCA), dated 2010. 
 
1.1 Location and Legal Description of the Property 
 
A Phase I Environmental Assessment has been completed on the Project Site located along the 
southern side of Perimeter Road, and east of Ingram Road in Dawsonville, Dawson County, 
Georgia.  The Project Site was approximately 16-acres of land, and was referenced as located in 
Land Lots 56 and 511, 4th District, 1st Section of the City of Dawsonville, Dawson County, 
Georgia.  The text of the report provides more detailed discussion of the items summarized 
below.  A legal description of the Project Site was noted on the Boundary Survey provided by 
the client. 
 
1.2 Environmental Concerns and Conclusions 
 
The Phase I Environmental Assessment (Phase I) included document research, interviews and 
site reconnaissance.  The results of the site reconnaissance, research, and analysis are provided 
below: 
 
1.2.1 On-Site 
 
The Project Site consisted of an approximate 16-acre tract of land that was predominantly 
undeveloped, wooded land.  A single-family residential home was located along the southern 
boundary, near the approximate center.  The Project Site was historically undeveloped, wooded 
land prior to the development of the residential home on the Project Site.  The Project Site was 
not listed on the federal or state databases reviewed.  No visual evidence of Recognized 
Environmental Conditions (RECs) on the Project Site such as stained soils, stressed vegetation, 
drums, land filling, or illegal disposal of hazardous substances was identified.  Based on the 
entirety of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, no on-site RECs were identified. 
 
1.2.2 Off-Site 
 
The Project Site was immediately surrounded by roads, residential developments, and a small 
poultry farm.  Based on review of the regulatory database report, no listed, regulated facilities 
were identified within the various search distances from the Project Site.  Based on the entirety 
of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, no off-site RECs were identified. 
 

                                                 
1   This Executive Summary is not intended to be used or relied upon without reference to the entire report and 
cannot otherwise be properly understood and interpreted. It is provided solely for the convenience of the Client and 
not as a substitute for the report or review of the report. 
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1.3 Recommendations 
 
1.3.1 On-Site 
 
No visual evidence of Recognized Environmental Conditions at the Project Site such as stained 
soils, stressed vegetation, drums, land filling or illegal disposal of hazardous substances was 
identified during our reconnaissance.  No further investigation or action is recommended to 
determine the presence of RECs originating on the Project Site. 
 
Wetlands/State Waters: 

Based on United Consulting’s investigation, wetlands and state waters requiring a buffer are 
located on the Project Site.  The client provided a site development plan showing the proposed 
developments and the wetlands and stream buffers located on the Project Site.  The proposed 
developments will not encroach into the stream buffers or wetland areas. 

 
1.3.2 Off-Site 
 
Surrounding properties were a mixture of roads, single-family residential developments, a small 
poultry farm, and undeveloped wooded land.  No listed regulated facilities were identified within 
the prescribed search distances from the Project Site.  United Consulting does not recommend 
further assessment of the Project Site for off-site sources. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
2.1 Background 
 
United Consulting was retained by Farmington Woods, L.P. to perform a Phase I Environmental 
Assessment of the Project Site.  This assessment was conducted with the understanding that the 
client proposes to develop the Project Site with an apartment community.  The purpose of this 
assessment was to determine whether the property is environmentally suitable for multifamily 
housing, and whether there is evidence of Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) on or 
adjacent to the Project Site, which could impose an environmental liability on the Project Site.  
The purpose of this assessment was therefore to satisfy one of the requirements to qualify for the 
bona fide prospective purchaser limitations on CERCLA liability, innocent landowner 
protection, and the contiguous property owner protection. 
 
The intent was to identify conditions indicative of releases and threatened releases of hazardous 
substances on, at, in, or to the property, and to conduct all appropriate inquiry into the previous 
ownership and uses of the property.  A standard approach was used, which substantially 
followed the methodology developed by the American Society for Testing and Materials 
(ASTM) Practice E 1527-05 Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments: Phase I 
Environmental Site Assessment Process, the All Appropriate Inquiry (AAI) Rules, 40 CFR 3122, 
and the DCA 2010 Environmental Manual requirements.  The ASTM approach constitutes a 
limited, but commercially prudent and reasonable, inquiry.  This assessment was performed to 
identify environmental concerns that may be discerned by visual observation and information-
gathering procedures. 
 
2.2 Procedures 

 
The general procedures, scope of services, deviations, United Consulting’s qualifications, and 
the limitations are included in the following sections of this report, and include: 
 
• Reconnaissance of the Project Site and surrounding area, with a focus on environmental 

issues; 
 
• Research of readily available Federal and State environmental agency records for 

evidence of hazardous substances or related activities on or near the Project Site; 
 
• Review of historic maps and aerial photographs to assess area history and past use of the 

Project Site; 
 

                                                 
2   Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 312 (40 CFR 312), Standards and Practices for All Appropriate 
Inquiries, Effective November 1, 2006, as published in the Federal Register: November 1, 2005 (Volume 70, 
Number 210), pages 66069-66113. 
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• Review of the Dawson County title records for evidence of hazardous waste liens, 
industrial use, or other environmental concerns pertaining to the Project Site if provided 
by the client; 

 
• Interviews with residents near the Project Site to assess past and present activities which 

may have impacted the Project Site; 
 

• Interviews with five government agencies (as required by the DCA), including local fire 
and health officials as possible; 
 

• Assess for potential vapor intrusion risks, including a tier one screening per the ASTM 
Standard for “Assessment of Vapor Intrusion into Structures”, E2600-08; 
 

• Completion of the DCA Environmental Review Documentation Information checklist 
and review of the Owner Environmental Questionnaire and Disclosure Statement, and 

 
• Preparation of this report to document the results of the site reconnaissance, historical 

and regulatory research and interviews, and to provide United Consulting's professional 
opinion of the environmental condition of the Project Site. 

 
The Phase I Environmental Assessment was performed to substantially meet the requirements of 
ASTM for such investigations.  The technical requirements of the ASTM standard, revised in the 
year 2005, were followed.  Deviations made from the ASTM standard include use of the DCA-
mandated format and review of certain non-scope issues. 
 
2.3 Significant Assumptions 
 
This Assessment was based on the following significant assumptions in the preparation of this 
report:   
 
• Site Use – This assessment was conducted for a DCA tax credit application with the 

understanding that the client proposed to develop the site with an apartment community. 
 
• Groundwater Flow Direction - The direction of groundwater flow in the area of the 

property has been inferred based on the site observations of topographic slope, proximity 
of nearby water bodies, and review of the current USGS topographic map. 

 
• Regulatory Records Information - We assume that all information provided by 

Environmental Data Resources, Inc., (EDR) regarding the regulatory status of facilities 
within the minimum search distances is complete, accurate, and current. 

 
• Data Gaps – Only the identified significant data gaps affect the assessment. 
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• Other - This assessment is also based on all information provided through interviews of 
pertinent agencies, occupants, users, and persons familiar with the property being 
complete and unbiased. 

 
These limitations are referred to in the ASTM Standard as assumptions.  They form part of the 
basis for the assessment performed for this Project Site.  If any of these items are not accurate, 
United Consulting must be so informed so appropriate re-assessment can be performed. 
 
2.4 Qualifications of Personnel/Documentation of qualifications as an 
“Environmental Professional” 
 
United Consulting has been providing engineering and environmental service for over 15 years.  
The Principals started performing Phase I Environmental Assessments in 1986 and have adapted 
the ASTM standards as they were developed and modified.  The Environmental Professionals 
(EP) performing the reconnaissance and supervising this Phase I Environmental Assessment 
have more than five and ten years of relevant environmental experience, respectively.  The 
company has performed thousands of these assessments, and over 100 in the last twelve months. 
 Resumes of the persons performing this assessment are included in Appendix H.  A few letters 
of reference are attached in Appendix O of this report. 
 
2.5 Assessment of Specialized Knowledge or Experience of User and/or 
“Environmental Professional” 
 
Based on the client provided DCA User Questionnaire, the client did not have specialized 
knowledge of an environmental nature relating to the Project Site. 
 
During completion of this Phase I Environmental Assessment, the EP conducted a 
reconnaissance of the Project Site, a visual review of the adjoining properties, reviewed the 
regulatory database report, and reviewed the results of the interviews from these sources; the EP 
had no specialized knowledge of the Project Site or surrounding properties. 
 
2.6 Limitations and Exceptions 
 
United Consulting has performed appropriate inquiry for this Phase I Environmental Site 
Assessment in substantial conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 
1527-05 and according to the DCA guidelines.  The Phase I Environmental Assessment was also 
written for the benefit of DCA, HUD, and GHFA, which may rely on this report in deciding 
whether to make the requested loan and/or allocations of tax credits on the property involved. 
 
No environmental site assessment can wholly eliminate uncertainty regarding the potential for 
recognized environmental conditions in connection with a site.  United Consulting's assessment 
is based on a visual evaluation of the surficial conditions only.  No other warranty or guarantee is 
expressed or implied.  This report must be considered in its entirety. 
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This report is for the exclusive use of Farmington Woods, L.P., GHFA, and the DCA and may 
be used only in reference to the project or site described herein.  United Consulting is not 
affiliated with the owner/developer or a buyer or seller of the Project Site.  United Consulting’s 
conclusions, opinions and suggestions have been prepared using generally accepted standards 
prevailing within the relevant disciplines as practiced within the southeastern United States.  
Nothing contained within this report is intended to supersede or replace the judgment of the 
Client.  All decisions relating to the aforementioned project or site are the sole responsibility of 
said user(s). 
 
The right to rely upon this report and the data herein may not be assigned without the express 
written permission of United Consulting.  As a prerequisite for the granting of such permission, 
the third-party users (including, but not limited to, the Client’s successors and assigns) must 
agree to be bound by the terms and conditions of the original agreement between United 
Consulting and the Client.  Further, reliance is dependent on similar uses of the property and the 
document. 
 
United Consulting’s conclusions, opinions and suggestions are based upon the information 
furnished and reviewed, including governmental records, as well as United Consulting’s 
professional experience.  This assessment may not detect or account for all conditions or factors 
present at a project area or Project Site.  Should such unexpected conditions or factors become 
manifest during subsequent activities at a site, it will be necessary for United Consulting to 
review and re-evaluate any and all conclusions, opinions and suggestions made with respect to 
this project or Project Site.  Accordingly, United Consulting should be contacted immediately in 
such a situation. 
 
In the event that there are any subsequent changes or additions to the project or Project Site 
information provided to United Consulting in connection with the preparation of this report, the 
contents of this report must be considered invalid unless such changes or additions are reviewed 
by United Consulting and the associated conclusions, opinions and suggestions are either 
verified or modified in writing.  United Consulting should also be consulted concerning any 
future work to be performed in connection with the project or Project Site so that we can 
determine whether such work is consistent with our conclusions, opinions and suggestions. 
 
2.7 Special or Additional Conditions or Contract Terms 
 
The terms and conditions for this Phase I Environmental Assessment were set forth in United 
Consulting’s proposal, dated June 7, 2010, which was executed by the client on June 8, 2010.  A 
significant condition of this agreement was that Farmington Woods, L.P. would be responsible 
for providing United Consulting with a boundary survey, property access, chain-of-title search 
records, search of environmental liens and activity and use limitations, and comment on the 
value of the property (per DCA requirements). 
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3.0 SITE SETTING 

 
3.1 General Description of the Site and Vicinity 
 
The Project Site was referenced by the address of 2201 Perimeter Road, Dawsonville, Dawson 
County, Georgia.  The Project Site consisted of approximately 16-acres of land located south of 
Perimeter Road and east of Ingram Drive in Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia.  The 
general location of the Project Site is shown on Figure 5. 
 
An undated, partial tax plat was provided by the client.  The tax plat showed the Project Site as 
two parcels located south of Perimeter Road.  Further, a deed for each of the parcels was 
provided.  The provided tax maps were used as a guide to locate the boundaries of the Project 
Site.  The Dawson County GIS website was also used as a guide to locate the Project Site.  A 
copy of the client provided plats and maps, are found in Appendix A as Figure 3.  A copy of the 
legal description is found within the chain-of-title report, which is reproduced in Appendix D. 
 
3.1.1 Current Site Use and Description 
 
A site reconnaissance was conducted on June 15, 2010.  At that time, the Project Site was 
approximately 16-acres, and contained one single-family residential home.  The residential home 
was occupied at the time of the reconnaissance.  The remaining areas of the Project Site 
consisted of wooded areas. 
 
3.1.2 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties 
 
The Project Site was immediately surrounded by roads, and single-family homes with wooded 
lots. 
 
3.1.3 Description of Structures, Roads, and Other Improvements 
 
The Project Site was accessed via a gravel drive leading south from Perimeter Road.  The Project 
Site contained one single-family residential home.  The remainder of the Project Site was 
undeveloped, wooded land.  Typical utility markers indicative of easements, such as power 
poles, were observed along Perimeter Road on the northern portion of the Project Site. 
 
3.2 Hydrogeology 
 
3.2.1 Geologic Setting 
 
The topography, geology and hydrogeology commonly control the migration of chemicals 
released at a site/facility.  The relative location of the properties will often define their potential 
interaction and hydraulic connection.  The description of the physical setting for the Project Site 
is provided below, starting with the topography and geology.  The estimated surface water and 
groundwater flow directions are then estimated and described. 
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The Project Site is located in the Piedmont Physiographic Province of Georgia, which is 
characterized by medium- to high-grade metamorphic rocks and scattered igneous intrusions.  
Topography in the province is variable and ranges from gently rolling hills in the south to 
moderate to steep hills in the north.  Based on the United States Geological Survey (USGS) 7.5-
minute topographic quadrangle map of the area, Dawsonville, Georgia, 1997, elevations in the 
vicinity of the Project Site range from approximately 1,280 feet above mean sea level (ft amsl) to 
approximately 1,400 ft amsl. 
 
The metamorphic rocks comprising the Piedmont were formed when older “parent” rocks were 
subjected to high temperatures and/or pressures during regional metamorphism that occurred 
during the creation of the Appalachian Mountains.  The same high temperatures and pressures 
also caused some “parent” rocks to fully melt and subsequently re-crystallize as intrusive 
igneous rocks.  According to the Geologic Map of Atlanta 30-minute x 60-minute, Georgia, the 
rock types underlying the Project Site have been mapped as granite undifferentiated. 
 
3.2.2 Surface Drainage 
 
Topography in the area of the Project Site generally sloped down to the south with the highest 
elevations at the Project Site located along the northern boundary.  Surface water flow from the 
property flows predominantly south, towards the southeast and southwest, towards unnamed 
tributaries of Mill Creek, which are located on the eastern and western portions of the Project 
Site.  Figure 4 shows the topography of the Project Site and surrounding areas. 
 
3.2.3 Groundwater 
 
Groundwater in this region is contained in joints, fractures and other openings in bedrock and the 
pore spaces in the overlying residual soil.  Groundwater recharge occurs by seepage of water 
through the soil and/or rock or by flowing directly into openings in outcropping rock.  The 
primary source of recharge water is from precipitation that falls in the area, but can also originate 
from river discharge during dry periods.  The movement of groundwater typically follows the 
original surface topography, moving from hilltops and uplands to stream valleys.  The water 
table is generally 30 to 100 feet below the ground surface on hilltops and hillsides, but is at or 
near the ground surface in stream valleys and draws.  In this type of geologic setting, the 
direction of groundwater flow can be anticipated to generally conform to that of the surface 
water. 
 
Based on the USGS topographic map of the area, groundwater below the Project Site is 
anticipated to flow generally south.  Areas considered up-gradient of the Project Site are to the 
north within approximately 600 feet.  This anticipated direction of groundwater flow was used to 
assist in the evaluation of potential impacts from nearby properties.  The anticipated direction of 
groundwater flow is shown on the DCA site map. 
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3.3 Wetlands 
 
United Consulting performed a preliminary wetland investigation to identify wetlands and other 
jurisdictional waters of the United States (U.S.) on the Project Site.  The areas of the Project Site 
were evaluated in accordance with the guidelines outlined in the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
(USACE) 1987 Wetland Delineation Manual. 
 
USACE has specific criteria for wetlands.  For an area to be classified as a wetland, the area 
must exhibit characteristics that satisfy criteria within the following three parameters: a 
dominance of wetland vegetation; physical evidence of wetland hydrology; and indications of 
hydric soils.  Hydric soil characteristics occur in soils that are saturated or flooded long enough 
during the growing season to develop anaerobic (low oxygen) conditions that support wetland 
(or hydrophytic) vegetation.  Other jurisdictional waters of the U.S. include areas such as lakes, 
ponds, rivers, and streams. 
 
Background research was conducted to determine the potential for wetlands and other 
jurisdictional waters of the U.S. on the Project Site.  This research included review of the Fulton 
County Soil Survey, United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetland 
Inventory (NWI) map, and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood 
Insurance Rate Map of Dawson County, Georgia.  Additionally, an on-site investigation was 
conducted for visual evidence of wetlands and other jurisdictional waters on the Project Site. 
 
The Soil Survey of Dawson, Lumpkin, and White Counties indicated the soils mapped on the 
Project Site were listed as Fannin fine sandy loam, Fannin sandy clay loam, and Cartecay 
complex soils.  The Cartecay soils mapped on the Project Site are listed on the local hydric soils 
lists.  The remainder of the soils are not listed on the national or local hydric soils lists.  A copy 
of the Soil Survey map of the area is included as Figure 6 of this report. 
 
Review of the USFWS NWI map of the area (Dawsonville, Georgia Quadrangle) did not 
indicate previously mapped wetlands on the Project Site.  A copy of the NWI map of the area is 
included as Figure 1 of this report. 
 
During the field investigation, an intermittent stream was observed on the eastern portion of the 
Project Site, flowing generally to the south and originating at a pipe near Perimeter Road. This 
stream was poorly defined in some areas and was typically two to three feet wide. Areas of 
forested wetlands were located along the stream.  
 
A second intermittent stream was identified on the western portion of the Project Site. This 
stream originated at the base of the roadway fill slope and flowed to the southeast. This stream 
was approximately two to four feet wide. A few wetland areas were identified along this stream.  
 
The limits of the wetlands were delineated in the field by qualified wetland personnel from 
United Consulting. The wetland limits were then mapped for inclusion onto the site survey. The 
complete Wetland Delineation report is included in Appendix Q of this report.  Based on the 
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client provided site development plan, prepared by Martin Riley Associates, the proposed 
development will not encroach into the stream buffers or wetland areas. 
 
 
3.4 Floodplain/Floodway 
 
The Project Site was located within the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (Community Panel 
No. 13085C0111B).  The Project Site was not located within the limits of the 100-year 
floodplain.  A copy of the FEMA floodplain map is included as Figure 2 of this report. 
 
3.5 State Waters 
 
United Consulting’s investigation of the Project Site was also conducted to identify areas that 
would meet the definition for state waters, as defined in the Official Code of Georgia Annotated 
(OCGA), Volume 10, 12-7-3: Definitions, (13) “State waters” and interpreted by the Georgia 
Environmental Protection Division (EPD).  According to the 2005 changes in the EPD rules 
concerning state waters and buffers, a stream feature must contain ‘normal stream flow’ (which 
has been interpreted to mean ‘base flow’) in order to be subject to the buffer requirements.  
Based on United Consulting’s investigation, there are two intermittent streams on the Project 
Site that would be considered state waters requiring a buffer. The location of the streams and 
associated buffers are shown on Figure 3.  The proposed developments will not encroach into the 
stream buffers or wetland areas. 
 
3.6 Endangered Species 
 
United Consulting reviewed the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service list of endangered species for 
Dawson County.  In addition, the list of federal and state protected species for Dawson County 
was obtained from the Georgia Department of Natural Resources (DNR) website.  Further, we 
reviewed the DNR Natural Heritage Inventory Program (NHIP) for occurrence records in the 
project area.  Our review of the NHIP data did not identify federally protected species within the 
topographic quarter-quadrangle that includes the Project Site.  Further, based on our on-site 
investigation and the current conditions of the site, no threatened or endangered species have 
been identified on the Project Site.  It is not anticipated that the proposed development would 
impact species protected under the Endangered Species Act. 
 
 

4.0 REGULATORY INFORMATION 
 
4.1 Data Review 
 
4.1.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources 
 
Reasonably ascertainable Federal and State environmental agency records were reviewed for 
evidence of regulated or investigated facilities within the minimum search distances outlined by 
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ASTM E 1527-05 and 40 C.F.R. Part 312.  The search distances are for the Project Site, 
adjoining properties, property within 0.5 mile, or property within 1.0 mile. 
 
United Consulting utilized a commercial database reporting company (Environmental Data 
Resources, Inc., or EDR) to provide Federal, State, and Tribal environmental records.  The 
search was conducted by selecting a center point within the interior of the Project Site and then 
expanding the search distances (in ¼-mile increments) as necessary based on the distance from 
the center point to the furthest Project Site boundary.  Therefore, some facilities may appear 
within the database report that are actually beyond the required search distances.  United 
Consulting field located the listed facilities and only those facilities confirmed to be within the 
respective ASTM or AAI search distances are referenced in this report.  A copy of the database 
report used for the regulatory agency review is included in Appendix F.  The facilities identified 
and search records reviewed are listed in Table 1. 
 

 
TABLE 1: REGULATORY DATABASES 

 

DATABASE DATE 
UPDATED 

NUMBER 
AT 

PROJECT 
SITE 

NUMBER 
WITHIN 

SEARCH RADII

SEARCH DISTANCE: 1-MILE 

United States Environmental 
Protection Agency (US EPA) National 
Priority List (NPL) 

March 2010 0 0 

US EPA CORRACTS database December 2009 0 0 
Georgia Environmental Protection 
Division (EPD) Hazardous Site 
Inventory (HSI), also referred to as the 
State Priority List (SPL) or State 
Hazardous Waste Sites (SHWS) 

July 2009 0 0 

State equivalent CERCLIS database 
(SCL), also referred to as Non-HSI 

March 2010 0 0 

SEARCH DISTANCE: ½ MILE 

U.S. Tribal Records (Indian 
Reservations) December 2005 0 0 

U.S. Tribal LUST Records (Indian 
LUST) N/A* 0 0 

Georgia Brownfields Public Records List 
(BROWNFIELDS) February 2010 0 0 

US EPA Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act - Treatment, Storage and 
Disposal (RCRA TSD) Facilities List 

February 2010 0 0 
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DATABASE DATE 
UPDATED 

NUMBER 
AT 

PROJECT 
SITE 

NUMBER 
WITHIN 

SEARCH RADII

US EPA Brownfields (US 
BROWNFIELDS) March 2010 0 0 

US EPA Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability 
Information System (CERCLIS) 
database 

January 2010 0 0 

US EPA CERCLIS, No Further 
Remedial Action Planned (NFRAP) 
database 

June 2009 0 0 

Georgia Leaking UST List (LUST) March 2010 0 0 
Georgia EPD Operating Solid Waste 
Facilities List (SWFL) 

July 2009 0 0 

DRYCLEANERS September 
2009 0 0 

Delisted National Priority List 
(Delisted NPL) March 2010 0 0 

SEARCH DISTANCE ¼ MILE 

US EPA Toxic Release Inventory 
database (TRIS) 

December 2008 0 0 

US EPA Facility Index System 
(FINDS) 

October 2009 0 0 

SEARCH DISTANCE: PROPERTY AND ADJACENT PROPERTY 

US EPA RCRA Program Generators 
database (RCRA) 

February 2010 0 0 

Georgia EPD Registered Underground 
Storage Tanks (UST) List 

July 2009 0 0 

US DOT Hazardous Materials 
Information Reporting System 
(HMIRS) 

December 2009 0 0 

US EPA Emergency Response 
Network System (ERNS)  

December 2009 0 0 

Georgia SPILLS list April 2010 0 0 
Federally Institutional Control / 
Engineering Control Registries 

December 2009 
December 2009 

0 0 

State and Tribal Institutional Control 
Registries 

January 2010 0 0 

NON-ASTM 
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DATABASE DATE 
UPDATED 

NUMBER 
AT 

PROJECT 
SITE 

NUMBER 
WITHIN 

SEARCH RADII

DOD, Department of Defense December 2005 0 0 
EDR Proprietary Historical Database 
(Historical) N/A 0 0 

NOTES: The database information was obtained from Environmental Data Resources (EDR). 
This data was relied upon for this Assessment. EDR updates their system information 
routinely.  Their databases are derived from databases developed by various government 
agencies.  United Consulting cannot warrant the accuracy of the information included in these 
databases. 
 
4.1.1.1 Sites Listed in Section 8.2.1 of ASTM E 1527-05 and in Exhibit B1 
 
The Project Site was not listed as a regulated facility on the Federal and State databases 
reviewed.  Further, there were no listed, regulated facilities identified within the prescribed 
search distances from the Project Site.  A discussion of the regulated or identified facilities that 
may have an impact to the Project Site, including reviews of regulatory files, is provided in 
Section 4.1.1.1 and 4.1.1.2. 
 
4.1.1.2 Orphan/Unmappable Facilities 
 
The regulatory database report includes a list (Orphan List) of facilities that could not be mapped 
due to poor or incomplete address information.  United Consulting reviewed this list, which 
included 33 orphan facilities, to determine if the Orphan Facilities were located within the 
respective search distances from the Project Site.  Based on United Consulting’s map review and 
field reconnaissance, the listed orphan facilities do not appear to be located within the DCA, 
ASTM or AAI distances from the Project Site. 
 
Other notable (unmapped) facilities may include those businesses, properties or facilities that 
were not listed as regulated facilities, but were observed by United Consulting during the 
reconnaissance or by EDR as a potential historical facility and may represent potential RECs. 
 
EDR has compiled a proprietary collection of potential historical facilities by searching business 
directories available to EDR.  The facilities identified in this compilation include those facilities 
that may have operated as gas stations/filling stations/service stations or dry cleaning 
establishments.  The EDR historical compilation did not identify potential historical facilities 
within 0.25 miles of the Project Site. 
 
4.1.2 Additional Environmental Record Sources 
 
Local County and City Agencies were contacted to try and obtain the requested Additional 
Environmental Record Sources.  The following information was utilized to enhance and 
supplement the standard environmental record sources.  A reasonable attempt was made to 



16 
 

obtain the additional environmental records.  A brief description including date of contact, 
contact information, and database is found below. 
 
4.1.2.1 Local Brownfield Lists 
 
At the time that the research was conducted for this report, no local Brownfield lists existed.  On 
June 16, 2010, the Georgia Environmental Protections Division Website (http://www.gaepd.org/) 
was searched, which included a list of Georgia Brownfields properties dated May 20, 2010.  No 
information regarding Brownfields review or listing associated with the Project Site was found.  
A copy of this list is included within Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.2 Local Lists of Landfill/Solid Waste Disposal Sites 
 
On June 16, 2010, United Consulting reviewed the document pertaining to old/current landfills 
“entitled 1968 Functional System Map of Dawson County, Georgia” reported by the EPD Land 
Protection Branch.  No information regarding local lists of landfills/solid waste disposal sites on 
the Project Site or immediate adjacent properties were observed on the 1968 Functional Maps.  
In addition, United Consulting searched the EDR Regulatory Search Report for information 
regarding landfills/solid waste disposal sites.  No landfills or solid waste disposal sites were 
reported on the Project Site, or immediately surrounding properties.  A copy of the 1968 
Functional System Map is included within Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.3 Local Lists of Hazardous Waste/Contaminated Sites 
 
United Consulting contacted the Dawson County Board of Health Division of Environmental 
Health, requesting information concerning listings of local Hazardous Waste and Contaminated 
Sites.  The Environmental Health Department indicated that they do not keep listings of 
hazardous waste and contaminated sites.  A copy of the phone interview is included within 
Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.4 Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks 
 
United Consulting contacted the Dawson County Board of Health Division of Environmental 
Health, requesting information concerning local lists of registered storage tanks.  United 
Consulting was referred to the list of USTs that is maintained by the EPD.  The EPD list was 
reviewed as presented in the EDR report, which is found in Appendix F. 
 
4.1.2.5 Local Land Records (for activity and use limitations) 
 
On June 16, 2010, United Consulting visited the Dawson County, GIS website 
(http://www.dawsoncounty.org).  No pertinent environmental records were found during the 
search. 



17 
 

 
4.1.2.6 Records of Emergency Release Reports 
 
No local records of Emergency Release Reports are maintained by Dawson County.  Georgia 
EPD maintains records of Emergency Release Reports.  United Consulting contacted Ms. Mary 
Whatley with the EPD’s Emergency Response Team Program (ERT) via telephone in regards to 
emergency release reports on June 14, 2010.  Ms. Whatley indicated no records of emergency 
release reports were identified in their database. 
 
4.1.2.7 Records of Contaminated Public Wells 
 
United Consulting interviewed Mr. Gary Barr, representative of the Dawson County Water 
Authority, requesting information concerning records of contaminated public wells.  Mr. Barr 
stated that Dawson County does not maintain a list of contaminated public wells.  A copy of the 
phone interview is included in Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.8 Planning Department Records 
 
On June 14, 2010, United Consulting visited the Dawson County webpage at 
http://www.dawsoncounty.org/ to view planning/zoning records.  According to the Official 
Zoning Map the Project was currently zoned as multiple family residential.  No planning or other 
zoning information was available from the Dawson County website for the Project Site.  A copy 
of the map depicting the current zoning is found in Appendix G. 
 
4.1.2.9 Local/Regional Pollution Control Agency Records 
 
United Consulting contacted Mr. Jimmy Johnston, Program Manager with the Georgia EPD Air 
Protection Branch, Planning and Support Program to obtain information regarding the State 
Implementation Plan (SIP) for Georgia.  He indicated no specific requirements were necessary 
for pollution control in residential areas. 
 
4.1.2.10 Local/Regional Water Quality Agency Records 
 
United Consulting visited the Dawson County, Georgia watershed website 
(http://www.dawsoncounty.org) on June14, 2010 to obtain information regarding water quality.  
United Consulting contacted Mr. Gary Barr, Director of the Water Authority, requesting 
information concerning the Consumer Confidence Report for the Dawson County Water System. 
United Consulting obtained the 2009 Water Quality Report from the Dawsonville City Hall.  The 
Dawsonville Water Quality Report indicated that the required water parameters were within the 
appropriate limits.  However, Mr. Barr indicated that the city and county do not currently supply 
the vicinity of the Project Site with municipal water and sewer service.  A copy of the Water 
Quality Reports is included in Appendix R. 
 
4.1.2.11 Local Electric Utility Company (for records related to PCBs) 
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On June 18, 2010, United Consulting was contacted by Mr. David King, a representative of 
Georgia Power Environmental Affairs Department via telephone to obtain information regarding 
on-site transformers.  The telephone call was in response to an email request that United 
Consulting had submitted to the Environmental General Questions section of Georgia Power’s 
webpage.  Mr. King stated that the on-site, pad mounted transformer did not have PCBs. 
 
4.1.2.12 Other 
 
No other local County or City Agencies were contacted to obtain the requested Additional 
Environmental Record Sources. 
 
4.2 Agency Contacts/Records 
 
State and local government officials who may have been familiar with the Project Site were 
contacted.  These persons were questioned as to their knowledge of any past activities at the 
Project Site that might present the potential for environmental impacts.  Documentation of these 
contact/interviews is included as Appendix G.  The interviews provided the following 
information: 
 
4.2.1 Local Fire Department Official 
 
United Consulting contacted the City of Dawsonville Fire Department via email on June 14, 
2010, to obtain information regarding records of hazardous spills, underground storage tanks, 
and fires associated with the Project Site.  Ms. Betty Martin replied via email on June 16, 2010 
and indicated that no activity had been reported on the Project Site. 
 
4.2.2 State, Local or Regional Health or Environmental Agency 
 
United Consulting contacted the Dawson County Board of Health Division of Environmental 
Health, requesting information concerning septic tank records at the addresses of 1901 and 2201 
Perimeter Road.  The Department responded stating that 1901 Perimeter Road was not found in 
their databases and a response for 2201 Perimeter Road, received on June 16, 2010, indicated 
that the Project Site had one septic tank system.  A copy of the supplied materials are found in 
Appendix G. 
 
4.2.3 Local Building Permit Agency Official 
 
United Consulting contacted the Dawson County Department of Planning and Zoning, 
requesting information concerning building permits issued for the Project Site.  Ms. Bonnie 
Warne, responded indicating that the address of 1901 Perimeter Road was not found in the tax 
assessor’s database.  A follow-up request was sent requesting information concerning 2201 
Perimeter Road and a response was not received.  A copy of the supplied materials are located in 
Appendix G. 
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4.2.4 Local Groundwater Use Permit Agency Official 
 
United Consulting interviewed Mr. Gary Barr, representative of the Dawson County Water 
Authority, requesting information concerning the permitting of groundwater for use.  Mr. Barr 
stated that he was unaware of permits issued for the Project Site and surrounding area. 
 
4.3 Interviews 
 
During and following the site reconnaissance, interviews were conducted with persons familiar 
with the Project Site.  These persons were questioned as to their knowledge of any past activities 
at the Project Site that might present the potential for environmental impacts.  Documentation of 
the interviews is included as Appendix G.  The interviews provided the following information: 
 
4.3.1 Current Key Site Manager, Occupants, or Owners of the Property 
 
The Project Site was occupied by a renter at the time of the reconnaissance.  The owner of the 
Project Site requested that United Consulting not interview the tenant at the Project Site. 
 
4.3.2 Current Owners or Occupants of Neighboring Properties 
 
United Consulting interviewed Mr. Daniel Centofanti, owner of the Project Site, during the 
reconnaissance.  Mr. Centofanti indicated that the Project Site used a septic tank system and had 
a drinking water well as a water supply.  He was aware that the Project Site was historically used 
to channel water from a nearby goldmine.  There were two ditches that were historically used on 
the Project Site.  He stated that the home located on the Project Site was constructed in 1988 and 
he was unaware of any lead based paint or asbestos associated with the property.  Reportedly, the 
home may be removed from the Project Site and not demolished.  Mr. Centofanti was unaware of 
any environmental concerns associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.3 Past Owners, Occupants, or Operators of the Property 
 
Past occupants of the residential home were not interviewed because the Client and current 
owner did not provide their contact information, and they were not available during the site 
reconnaissance. 
 
4.3.4 User(s) 
 
The User of this report was identified as Farmington Woods, L.P. (Applicant). 
 
The user supplied the DCA 2010 User Interview Questionnaire to United Consulting on July 1, 
2010.  The client indicated, via the questionnaire, that they were unaware of any environmental 
concerns associated with the Project Site. 
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4.3.4.1 Title Records 
 
United Consulting reviewed the chain-of-title information, which was provided by the client on 
June 29, 2010.  The title information was compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC and 
summarized in a letter by Morris, Manning and Martin, LLP, dated June 29, 2010.  The chain of 
title indicated that the Project Site is currently owned by Mr. Dan Centofanti who gained title to 
the Project Site from Kristin Frances Deane in May of 2008.  A more detailed summary of the 
chain-of-title is found in Section 5.5.1 of this report. 
 
4.3.4.2 Environmental Liens 
 
Farmington Woods indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were unaware of any 
environmental liens associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.4.3 Specialized Knowledge of the User 
 
Farmington Woods indicated on the User Questionnaire that they did not have any specialized 
knowledge of an environmental nature associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.4.4 Commonly Known/Reasonably Ascertainable Information 
 
Farmington Woods indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were unaware of any 
commonly known information of an environmental nature associated with the Project Site. 
 
4.3.4.5 Reason for Performing the Phase I 
 
Farmington Woods indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were conducting the Phase I 
for the purpose of obtaining the innocent landowner defense and to obtain tax credits through the 
Georgia DCA. 
 
4.3.4.6 Relationship of Purchase Price to Fair Market Value (if Property being purchased) 
 
Farmington Woods indicated that the purchase price of the Project Site was the fair market value 
of the property. 
 
4.3.4.6.1 Purchase Price 
Farmington Woods indicated that the purchase price of the Project Site was the fair market value 
of the property. 
 
4.3.4.6.2 Differential Between Purchase Price and Market Value 
Farmington Woods indicated that the purchase price of the Project Site was the fair market value 
of the property. 
 
4.3.4.6.3 Reason For Any Differential 
Based on the user provided information, the purchase price matches the fair market value. 
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5.0 SITE INFORMATION AND USE 

 
5.1 Site Reconnaissance Methodology and Limiting Conditions 
 
A reconnaissance of the Project Site was performed on June 15, 2010, to look for evidence of 
possible hazardous substance contamination at the Project Site.  The reconnaissance consisted of 
an on-site, visual review by a representative from United Consulting: Mr. Alex B. Hallford, 
Project Environmental Specialist and Mr. Seth H. Hobson, Senior Environmental Specialist.  The 
reconnaissance was performed by walking the property boundaries, and interior portions of the 
Project Site.  An undated tax plat provided by the client was used to determine the boundaries of 
the Project Site during the reconnaissance.  United Consulting was escorted by Mr. Dan 
Centofanti during the reconnaissance of the residential structure. 
 
 
5.2 General Site Setting 
 
The Project Site was wooded land that with the exception of the residential home was 
undeveloped.  The properties surrounding the Project Site were predominantly wooded lands and 
single-family residential lots. 
 
5.3 Assessment of Commonly Known/Reasonably Ascertainable Information 
 
The client indicated on the User Questionnaire that they were unaware of any commonly known 
or reasonably ascertainable information relating to the environmental status of the Project Site. 
 
5.4 Current Site Use 
 
The Project Site was used for residential purposes at the time of the reconnaissance.  An 
occupied residential home was located near the southern boundary of the Project Site.  The 
remainder of the property was undeveloped, wooded land. 
 
Additional discussions are provided below, as appropriate.  Photographs of the Project Site are 
included in Appendix B. 
 
5.4.1 Storage Tanks 
 
No above ground storage tanks (ASTs) were observed on the Project Site.  No features indicative 
of USTs, such as fill caps, vent pipes, pump islands, or associated piping were observed at the 
Project Site. 
 
5.4.2 Hazardous and Petroleum Products Containers/Drums 
 
No drums were observed on the Project Site. 
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5.4.3 Heating and Cooling 
 
The residential home used an electric HVAC system for heating and cooling. 
 
5.4.4 Solid Waste 
 
The Project Site did not store solid waste.  Household waste that was produced at the home was 
taken off-site for disposal. 
 
5.4.5 Sewage Disposal / Septic Tanks 
 
The home on the Project Site was connected to a septic tank.  Municipal sewer service for the 
vicinity of the Project Site was reportedly not available, but would be made available for the 
proposed development. 
 
5.4.6 Hydraulic Equipment 
 
No hydraulic equipment was observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.7 Contracted Maintenance Services 
 
The owner stated that he managed the maintenance services on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.8 Electrical Equipment / PCBs 
 
One transformer was observed near the residential home.  The transformer was not labeled as 
containing PCBs. United Consulting contacted Georgia Power requesting information 
concerning the presence of PCBs in the transformer.   
 
The pole mounted transformers located on the Project Site were not labeled as containing PCBs. 
 The pole mounted transformers were reported owned and operated by Jackson EMC.  United 
Consulting contacted Mr. Ken Brand with Jackson EMC concerning the transformers on the 
Project Site.  He indicated via email on May 27, 2010, the on-site transformers are owned by 
Jackson EMC and do not likely contain PCB oils. 
 
5.4.9 Water Supply and Wells 
 
The residential home was connected to a drinking water well.  The owner of the Project Site 
indicated that the drinking water well was approximately 350 feet deep.  Based on an interview 
with the City of Dawsonville water department, municipal water service is not available for the 
Project Site. 
 
5.4.10 Drains and Sumps 
 
No drains or sumps were observed on the Project Site. 
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5.4.11 Pits, Ponds, Lagoons and Surface Water 
 
No pits, ponds, or lagoons were observed on the Project Site during the site visit.  There were 
two streams and associated wetlands traversing the Project Site predominantly north to south 
located along the eastern and western portions of the Project Site. 
 
5.4.12 Stressed Vegetation 
 
No stressed vegetation was observed. 
 
5.4.13 Stained Soil or Pavement 
 
No stained soil or pavement was observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.14 Odors 
 
No unusual odors were observed on the Project Site. 
 
5.4.15 Utilities / Roadway Easements 
 
Power poles were present along Perimeter Road, north of the Project Site.  The client provided 
boundary survey and tax plats did not indicate utility or roadway easements associated with the 
Project Site.  
 
5.4.16 Chemical Use 
 
No current or indication of past chemical use was observed on the Project Site during the site 
reconnaissance. 
 
5.4.17 Water Leaks / Mold / Fungi / Microbial Growth 
 
It is United Consulting’s understanding that the home on the Project Site will be either removed 
from the site or demolished.  Based on this information, no further testing or observation is 
needed for water leaks, mold, fungi, and microbial growth. 
 
5.4.18 Asbestos 
 
The structure that is located on the Project Site will be removed or demolished.  Due to the 
occupancy of the home, a limited asbestos survey was conducted at the time of the 
reconnaissance.  The results of the asbestos survey are included in Appendix Q. 
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5.4.19 Lead-Based Paint 
 
The structure that is located on the Project Site will be removed or demolished.  Due to the 
occupancy of the home, a limited lead based paint survey was conducted at the time of the 
reconnaissance.  The results of the lead based paint survey are included in Appendix Q. 
 
5.4.20 Lead in Drinking Water 
 
United Consulting reviewed the City of Dawsonville 2009 Drinking Water Quality Report for 
information regarding lead in the drinking water system.  The report indicated that lead was 
detected in the drinking water system, at a concentration of 2.5 parts per billion, which is below 
the maximum contaminant level of 15 parts per billion.  A copy of the drinking water quality 
reports is found in Appendix R.  The structure located on the Project Site will be removed or 
demolished; therefore, no lead in drinking water tests are needed at this time. 
 
5.4.21 Radon3: 
 
United Consulting performed a review of literature pertaining to the potential for elevated 
accumulations of radon gas to exist at the Project Site.  Based on a review of the United States 
Environmental Protection Agency’s (EPA’s) Map of Radon Zones for Georgia (dated September 
1993), Dawson County has a moderate potential for the presence of radon.  In 1989, 1,534 
homes were sampled in the State/EPA Residential Radon Survey. 
 
Based on the data from the aforementioned study, 2 homes located in Dawson County were 
tested for indoor radon gas accumulations.  Based on the reported testing results, the average 
radon gas level detected in the Dawson County homes was 1.5 picocuries per liter (pCi/L) of air 
and the maximum reading was 2.2 pCi/L of air. 
 
The structure located on the Project Site is reportedly scheduled for removal or demolition.  
Based on this information, no radon tests are required at this time.  However, radon tests would 
be required upon completion of the new construction. 
 
5.4.22 Noise 
 
United Consulting conducted a search for the noise sources as outlined by the 2010 DCA 
Environmental Manual.  There was one major road within 1,000 feet of the Project Site.  The 
roadway was Highway 53, located east of the Project Site.  There were no railroads within 3,000 
feet of the Project Site.  There was one private civil airport located within five miles and no 
military airports located within 15 miles of Project Site.  The closest civil airport was the Elliot 
Field Airport which was approximately 4.5 miles northwest of the Project Site.  The closest 

                                                 
3   Radon is a colorless, odorless and tasteless naturally occurring gas that originates from the decay of naturally 
occurring uranium and radium in soils, rock and in water. Radon gas typically moves from the ground into 
structures (through cracks, joints, pores, and other openings in the foundations) where it can accumulate. The 
Surgeon General has warned that radon is the second leading cause of lung cancer in the United States today. Radon 
gas is estimated to cause about 14,000 lung cancer deaths per year, second only to smoking. 
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military airport is Dobbins Air Force Reserve Base, which is located approximately 38 miles 
southwest of the Project Site.  Based on the distances to the prescribed noise sources, United 
Consulting’s opinion is that a noise assessment is required for the Project Site due to the nearby 
roadway and civil airport.  
 
Based on the results of the noise assessment, the noise at the Project Site is within the DCA and 
HUD “Acceptable” range.  The Noise Assessment report is included in Appendix J. 
 
5.4.23 Other Site Reconnaissance Issues 
 
No other site reconnaissance issues were observed during the site visit.  No visual evidence 
of RECs at the Project Site such as stained soils, or stressed vegetation were identified during 
our site reconnaissance. 
 
Vapor Intrusion 
The purpose of this screening was to assess for potential vapor intrusion risks, which could 
impact the existing or future building on the Project Site.  This includes a tier one screening per 
the ASTM Standard for “Assessment of Vapor Intrusion into Structures,” E2600-08.  At this 
time, no facilities were identified within the prescribed distances which would constitute a 
potential vapor intrusion condition (PVIC).  Therefore, no further assessment or mitigation for 
vapor intrusion is warranted at this time. 
 
5.5 Past Site Use 
 
Historical research into the Project Site was conducted to assess the history of the Project Site 
and surrounding areas from an environmental perspective.  This research included reviewing 
United States Geological Survey (USGS) topographic maps, Sanborn fire insurance maps, city 
directories and aerial photographs, conducting interviews with people familiar with the history of 
the Project Site and surrounding areas, and researching chain of title information to determine 
the past ownership of the Project Site.  The title review focused on determining whether past 
ownership included industrial firms, and whether environmental liens encumber title to the 
Project Site.  The following sections summarize the results of the historical research of the 
Project Site: 
 
5.5.1 Recorded Land Title Records 
 
United Consulting reviewed the chain-of-title information, which was provided by the client on 
June 29, 2010.  The title information was compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC and 
summarized in a letter prepared by Morris, Manning and Martin, LLP, dated June 29, 2010.  The 
title information indicated that the Project Site is currently owned by Daniel Louis Centofanti, 
who acquired title to the Project Site in May 2008 from Kristin Frances Deane.  Previous owners 
of the Project Site were Stanley H. Goswick, Steve M. Goswick, Mike Thornton, Rose Anderson 
Goswick, Judy G. Bearden, J.M. Pelfrey, Kenney Pelfrey, Scott Singleton, Ethel L. Anderson, 
Hoyt C. Goswick, W.W. Goswick, Herbert Goswick, and Sanford P. Clack and Bev. Anderson.  
The title search was terminated at 1908 when Bev. Anderson received title to the Project Site 
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from Sanford P. Clack.  A copy of the provided chain-of-title information can be found in 
Appendix D. 
 
5.5.2 Environmental Liens 
 
United Consulting reviewed the title information that was provided by Morris, Manning, and 
Martin, LLP and initially compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC, to look for evidence of 
environmental liens associated with the Project Site.  Based on United Consulting’s review of 
the supplied information, no environmental liens were discovered associated with the Project 
Site. 
 
5.5.3 Activity and Use Limitations (a.k.a. Engineering and/or Institutional Controls) 
 
United Consulting reviewed the title information that was provided by Morris, Manning, and 
Martin, LLP and initially compiled by Calloway Title and Escrow, LLC, to look for evidence of 
Activity and Use Limitations associated with the Project Site.  Based on United Consulting’s 
review of the supplied information, no Activity and Use Limitations were discovered associated 
with the Project Site. 
 
5.5.4 Aerial Photographs and Topographic Maps 
 
Aerial photographs obtained from EDR and taken in 1938, 1949, 1956, 1963, 1971, 1988, 1993, 
2005, and 2006 were reviewed.  Copies of the historic aerial photographs are found in Appendix 
C. 
 
The 30-minute topographic map entitled Suwanee, Georgia, dated 1894 was reviewed.  The 
USGS 7.5-minute series quadrangle topographic map of the area entitled Dawsonville, Georgia, 
dated 1964 was reviewed.  The 1964 topographic map was revised in 1985, the photo-revised 
1985 map was reviewed.  A third map, created in 1997, was also reviewed.  Copies of the 
historic topographic maps reviewed are found in Appendix C. 
 
Aerial Photographs: 
The 1938, 1948, 1956, 1963 and 1971 aerial photographs showed the Project Site was 
undeveloped, wooded land.  The 1988, 1993, 2005, and 2006 showed the Project Site was 
developed property.  The Project Site was shown containing a single residential structure (the 
structure currently present on the site) located near the approximate center of the property. 
 
USGS Topographic Maps: 
The 1894 topographic map showed the Project Site was undeveloped land.  The 1964 and the 
1985 photo-revised USGS topographic maps showed the Project Site was undeveloped, wooded 
land.  The 1997 USGS topographic map showed the Project Site was undeveloped, wooded land. 
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5.5.5 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps 
 
According to a search of the most comprehensive collection of Sanborn Maps by EDR, Sanborn 
fire insurance map coverage was not available for the area of the Project Site. A copy of the No 
Coverage Letter for the Sanborn maps are found in Appendix C. 
 
5.5.6 City Directories 
 
City Directories dated 1975 to 2009 in approximate 5-year increments were reviewed.  The 
address of the parent tract of the Project Site was listed as residential in 2009.  The Project Site 
address was not listed in any of the other years searched.  A copy of the city directory 
information reviewed is included in Appendix C.  No apparent waste dumps, tank farms, or other 
potential hazardous substance contamination sources were noted on the Project Site in the 
historical information reviewed. 
 
5.5.7 Previous Environmental Studies 
 
No other previous environmental assessments have been provided at this time.  If pertinent 
information is received an addendum will be issued. 
 
Summary: No on-site RECs were identified through our review of the available historical 
information, including topographic maps, Sanborn maps, aerial photographs, city directories, and 
deed records.   
 
5.6 Current Surrounding Land Use 
 
A foot and automobile tour of the surrounding area was conducted to assess area land use and to 
look for evidence of potential sources of hazardous substances on adjacent or nearby properties. 
The reconnaissance was performed by walking along the surrounding properties and driving 
along the nearby roads.  The results of the reconnaissance are summarized in Table 3.  
Additional discussion is provided following Table 3, as appropriate. 
 
5.6.1 North 
 
Single-family residential undeveloped land. 
 
5.6.2 East 
 
Undeveloped land. 
 
5.6.3 South 
 
Undeveloped, wooded land and single-family residential homes. 
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5.6.4 West 
 
Undeveloped land and single-family residential homes.  Two chicken coops were observed 
northwest of the Project Site. 
 

TABLE 2: AREA RECONNAISSANCE INFORMATION 
 

 
Area Structures/Property Use: 
The developed properties in the vicinity of the Project Site contained single-family residential 
homes.  The property located northwest of the Project Site contained two chicken coops.  The 
properties were used for residential and agricultural purposes. 
 
Tanks: 
No ASTs were observed on properties adjacent to the Project Site.  No features indicative of 
USTs, such as fill caps, vent pipes, pump islands, or other associated piping were observed 
adjacent to the Project Site. 
 

ITEMS Observed 
Yes/No 

DISCUSSION 
(Blanks indicate items not observed on 

nearby properties) 

REC 
Yes/No

Area Structures Yes Discussed below. No 
Area Property Use Yes Discussed below. No 
Wells Yes While not observed, the area of the Project 

Site does not have municipal water supply, 
which indicates that the residential homes 
use drinking water wells. 

No 

Tanks No Discussed below. No 
Drums No No drums were observed on the properties 

immediately surrounding the Project Site. 
No 

Other Containers No  No 
Storage Areas Yes The residential homes had associated 

garages and sheds. 
No 

Ponds and/or Pools of 
Liquid or Sludge 

No  No 

Stained Soil or Pavement No A de minimis amount of staining was 
observed on the nearby roads and 
driveways. 

No 

Stressed 
Vegetation/Ground Cover 

No  No 

Solid Waste No Discussed below. No 
Odors No No unusual odors were observed on the 

properties surrounding the Project Site. 
No 

Drains and Sumps No Typical storm drains were observed along 
the roads and parking areas. 

No 
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5.7 Past Surrounding Land Use 
 
Historical research of the areas surrounding the Project Site from an environmental perspective 
was conducted.  This research included reviewing United States Geological Survey (USGS) 
topographic maps and aerial photographs, conducting interviews with people familiar with the 
history of the areas surrounding Project Site, researching Sanborn Maps, and researching City 
Directories.  The following sections summarize the results of the historical research of the areas 
surrounding the Project Site: 
 
5.7.1 North 
 
The properties located north of the Project Site were historically wooded, undeveloped land and 
single-family residential properties. 
 
5.7.2 East 
 
The properties located east of the Project Site were historically undeveloped land. 
 
5.7.3 South 
 
The properties located south of the Project Site were historically wooded, undeveloped land and 
single-family residential properties. 
 
5.7.4 West 
 
With the exception of the chicken coops, the properties located west of the Project Site were 
historically wooded, undeveloped land and single-family residential properties.  The chicken 
houses were constructed in the late 1960s or very earlier 1970s, based on the historic maps and 
aerial photographs. 
 
Summary: In United Consulting’s professional opinion, no off-site current or historic facilities 
represent RECs in relation to the Project Site. Further, no current or historic on-site issues were 
identified that represent RECs to the Project Site. Based on the entirety of the historical review, 
no indications of RECs to the Project Site were identified. 
 
5.8 Historic Preservation 
 
A visual reconnaissance was conducted to look for potential historic properties in the vicinity of 
the Project Site.  In addition, a search was conducted on the NAHRGIS website.  The NAHRGIS 
research did not indicate historic structures mapped within ½-mile of the Project Site.  United 
Consulting requested a review of the Project Site, from a historical perspective, by the Georgia 
Historic Preservation Division (GAHPD).  The GAHPD indicated in a letter dated July 9, 2010 
that no historic or archaeological resources would be impacted by the proposed development of 
the Project Site.  The results of the NAHRGIS research and HPD Review are located in 
Appendix T of this report. 
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6.0 DATA GAPS 

 
6.1 Identification of Data Gaps 
 
United Consulting conducted a thorough review on the use of the Project Site during completion 
of this Phase I Environmental Assessment.  The historical research included sources from 1895 
to present.  Table 4 below summarizes many of the common data failures/gaps encountered 
during the completion of a Phase I Environmental Assessment. 
 
6.2 Sources of Information Consulted to Address Data Gaps 
 
Per ASTM and AAI standards, United Consulting has relied on ‘User Provided Information’ to 
complete this property assessment.  If the user fails to provide this information to United 
Consulting, it could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” for this site is 
incomplete.  Further, United Consulting is not responsible for any errors or omissions associated 
with the User Provided Information. 
 
6.3 Significance of Data Gaps 
 
If a significant data gap is identified in the table, a discussion of the data gap and conclusions 
associated with the gap will follow. 
 

TABLE 3:  SUMMARY OF POTENTIAL DATA FAILURES/GAPS 
 

Report 
Section 

Information/Data Data 
 

See Descriptions 
Below 

Significant 
Data Gap  

 
(Y/N/NA) 

Additional 
Action(s) 
Required 
(Y/N/NA) 

User Provided Information 
4.3.4.1 Title History Client Provided N N 
4.3.4.2 Environmental Lien Review Client Provided N N 
4.3.4.3 Specialized Knowledge Client Provided N N 
4.3.4.4 Commonly Known 

Information 
Client Provided N N 

4.3.4.6 Valuation Reduction for 
Environmental Issues 

Client Provided N N 

Historical Use Information 
5.5.4 Topographic Maps Obtained N N 
5.5.4 Aerial Photographs Obtained N N 
5.5.5 City Directories Obtained N N 
5.5.6 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps Not Available  N N 

Site Reconnaissance 
5.1 Exterior Accessibility Accessible N N 
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Report 
Section 

Information/Data Data 
 

See Descriptions 
Below 

Significant 
Data Gap  

 
(Y/N/NA) 

Additional 
Action(s) 
Required 
(Y/N/NA) 

5.1 Interior Accessibility Accessible N N 
Area Reconnaissance 

5.6 Accessibility Accessible N N 
Interviews 

4.3.1 Property Owner Obtained NA NA 
4.3.2 Site Manager/Occupants/Local 

Residents 
Obtained N N 

4.2 Local Government Officials Partially Obtained N N 
Notes:  Common Data Descriptions:  Not Provided, Provided, Not Contacted, Contacted, Accessible, Not 

Accessible, Obtained, Not Obtained, Gap, Failure, NA = Not Available 
Per ASTM E 1527-05, failure to provide the ‘user provided information’ to the environmental professional 
could result in a determination that “all appropriate inquiry” for this site is incomplete. 

 
United Consulting conducted a historical review on the past use of the Project Site during 
completion of this Phase I Environmental Assessment.  The historical research included sources 
from 1895 to present.  Based on the historical information obtained, interviews, and information 
provided by the client, United Consulting did not identify significant data gaps that affected the 
ability of the environmental professional to render an opinion of the Project Site. 
 
 

7.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS 
 
7.1 On-Site 
 
The Project Site consisted of an approximate 16-acre tract of land that was predominantly 
undeveloped.  A single-family residential home was approximately centrally located east to west 
along the southern boundary.  The residential home had an associated sanitary septic system and 
a drinking water well.  The Project Site was historically residential or undeveloped, wooded, 
land.  The Project Site was not listed on the federal or state databases reviewed. No visual 
evidence of Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) on the Project Site such as stained 
soils, stressed vegetation, drums, land filling, or illegal disposal of hazardous substances was 
identified.  Based on the entirety of the Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, no on-site RECs 
were identified. 
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7.2 Off-Site 
 
The Project Site was immediately surrounded by roads, residential homes and undeveloped land. 
Based on review of the regulatory database report, no listed, regulated facilities were identified 
within the various search distances from the Project Site. 
 
 

8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
8.1 On-Site 
 
United Consulting has performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment for the Project Site.  The 
assessment is in substantial conformance with the scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 
1527-05 and with the environmental guidelines established by the DCA, dated 2010.  Based on 
this assessment, research, site reconnaissance and investigation, evidence of "on-site” RECs was 
not identified on the Project Site.  No further investigation or action is recommended to 
determine the presence of "on-site” RECs on the Project Site. 
 
8.2 Off-Site 
 
United Consulting has performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment of the Project Site in 
substantial conformance with the applicable scope and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527-05 
and the guidelines established by the DCA, dated 2009. 
 
Based on this assessment, research, site reconnaissance, and investigation, no listed, regulated 
facilities were identified within the DCA prescribed search distances from the Project Site.  
United Consulting’s opinion is that no further investigation or action is recommended to 
determine the potential impacts from "off-site” RECs with respect to the Project Site. 
 
 

9.0 DATA REFERENCES 
 
ASTM Practice E 1527-05 
 
EPA AAI, Title 40 of the Code of Federal Regulations, Part 312 (40 CFR 312) 
 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Guidelines 
 
DCA guidelines, dated 2010 
 
Boundary Survey for TBG Residential Located in Land Lots 56 and 511, 4th District, 1st Section, 
City of Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia, dated June 18, 2010, prepared by TerraMark 
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Geologic Map of Atlanta, Georgia 30-minute x 60-minute Quadrangle, 2006, Georgia 
Geological Survey 
 
U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE), Wetland Delineation Manual, 1987 
 
United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) National Wetland Inventory (NWI) map and 
endangered species 
 
United States Department of Agriculture, Soil Conservation Service, Soil Survey of Dawson, 
Lumpkin, and White Counties, http://soils.usda.gov/ 
 
Federal Emergency Management Agency, National Flood Insurance Program, Flood Insurance 
Rate Map, Dawson County, Georgia, Community Panel No. 13085C0111B. September 26, 2008. 
 
Official Code of Georgia Annotated (OCGA), Volume 10, 12-7-3 
 
Department of Natural Resources (DNR), National Heritage Inventory Program (NHIP) – 
endangered species 
 
www.edrnet.com: Regulatory Review, City Directories, and aerial photographs dated 1940, 
1955, 1960, 1968, 1972, 1978, 1986, 1989, 1993, 2005, and 2006-2005 composite photograph 
 
http://www.gaepd.org  - Brownfield List dated May 5, 2010 
 
1968 Functional System Map of Fulton County, Georgia – Landfills 
 
Ms. Mary Whatley, GA EPD, Emergency Response Team (ERT) - 404-656-6905 
 
Mr. Jimmy Johnston, - Program Manager, GA EPD, Air Protection Branch, Planning and 
Support – 404 363-7014 
 
Mr. David King – Georgia Power (Environmental Affairs Department) 404 799-2104 
 
Mr. Daniel Centofanti – Owner of the Project Site 
 
DCA 2010 User Questionnaire, dated June 17, 2010, provided by Farmington Woods, LP 
 
Colloway Title and Escrow, LLC (2010 chain-of-title), dated June 29, 2010 
 
EPA’s Map of Radon Zones, Georgia, Radon Division Office of Radiation and Indoor Air US 
EPA, 1993 
 
Rules of DNR…391-3-6 Water Quality Control 
 
United States Geologic Survey, 30 Minute Topographic Map, Suwannee, Georgia Quadrangle, 
dated 1894 
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United States Geologic Survey, 7.5-Minute Topographic Map, Dawsonville, Georgia 
Quadrangle, dated 1964, 1985, and 1997 
 
National Register of Historic Places (NAHRGIS) – historical preservation 
 
 

10.0 VALUATION REDUCTION 
 
10.1 Purchase Price 
 
Based on the client supplied User Questionnaire, the purchase price of the Project Site matches 
the fair market value. 
 
10.2 Interview of Broker Regarding Market Value 
 
Based on the information provided by the client, United Consulting did not attempt to obtain an 
interview with a Broker to determine the fair market value of the Project Site. 
 
10.3 Differential between Purchase Price and Market Value 
 
Based on client provided information, there was not a difference in price between the purchase 
price and the fair market value of the Project Site. 
 
10.4 Environmental Reasons For Any Differential 
 
Based on client provided information, there was not a difference in price between the purchase 
price and the fair market value of the Project Site. 
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APPENDIX B – PHOTOGRAPHS 
 



Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 1:  Wooded area located on the southeastern portion of the Project Site. 
 

 
Photo # 2:  View of the property located northeast of the Project Site. 



Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 3:  View of the residential home located on the Project Site. 
 

 
Photo # 4:  View of the southern central portion of the Project Site. 



Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
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Photo # 5:  View of the northwestern portion of the Project Site and adjacent property. 
 

 
Photo # 6:  View of the chicken houses located northwest of the Project Site. 



Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 7:  View of the adjacent roadway facing east along the northern boundary. 
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Certified Sanborn® Map Report 6/09/10

Site Name:
Farmington Woods -
1901 Perimeter Road
Dawsonville, GA 30534

Client Name:
United Consulting Group Ltd.
625 Holcomb Bridge Road
Norcross, GA 30071

EDR Inquiry # 2789857.3 Contact: Alex Hallford

The complete Sanborn Library collection has been searched by EDR, and fire insurance maps covering the target
property location provided by United Consulting Group Ltd. were identified for the years listed below. The certified
Sanborn Library search results in this report can be authenticated by visiting www.edrnet.com/sanborn and entering the
certification number. Only Environmental Data Resources Inc. (EDR) is authorized to grant rights for commercial
reproduction of maps by Sanborn Library LLC, the copyright holder for the collection.

Certified Sanborn Results:

Site Name: Farmington Woods - Dawsonville
Address: 1901 Perimeter Road
City, State, Zip: Dawsonville, GA 30534
Cross Street:
P.O. # 74501
Project: 2010.0398.01
Certification # C258-46F7-AE43

Library of Congress

University Publications of America

EDR Private Collection

The Sanborn Library LLC Since 1866™

The Sanborn Library includes more than 1.2 million
Sanborn fire insurance maps, which track historical
property usage in approximately 12,000 American
cities and towns. Collections searched:

Sanborn® Library search results
Certification # C258-46F7-AE43

UNMAPPED PROPERTY
This report certifies that the complete holdings of the Sanborn
Library, LLC collection have been searched based on client
supplied target property information, and fire insurance maps
covering the target property were not found.

Limited Permission To Make Copies
United Consulting Group Ltd. (the client) is permitted to make up to THREE photocopies of this Sanborn Map transmittal and each fire insurance
map accompanying this report solely for the limited use of its customer. No one other than the client is authorized to make copies. Upon request
made directly to an EDR Account Executive, the client may be permitted to make a limited number of additional photocopies. This permission is
conditioned upon compliance by the client, its customer and their agents with EDR's copyright policy; a copy of which is available upon request.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark notice
This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be
concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR
IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE
MAKING OF ANY SUCH WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR PURPOSE. ALL
RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF
ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL,
INCIDENTAL CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings, environmental risk
levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing
any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an
environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be
construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2010 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc. All rights reserved. Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part, of any report or map of
Environmental Data Resources, Inc., or its affiliates, is prohibited without prior written permission.

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All other trademarks used herein are
the property of their respective owners.
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800.352.0050
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EDR CITY DIRECTORY ABSTRACT

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Abstract is a screening report designed to assist 
environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities. EDR’s 
City Directory Abstract includes a search and abstract of available city directory data. For each address, the 
directory lists the name of the corresponding occupant at five year intervals.

NO COVERAGE

Thank you for your business. 
Please contact EDR at  1-800-352-0050 

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental 
Data Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties 
does not exist from other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION
WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. SPECIFICALLY DISCLAIMS THE MAKING OF ANY SUCH 
WARRANTIES, INCLUDING WITHOUT LIMITATION, MERCHANTABILITY OR FITNESS FOR A PARTICULAR USE OR 
PURPOSE. ALL RISK IS ASSUMED BY THE USER. IN NO EVENT SHALL ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. BE 
LIABLE TO ANYONE, WHETHER ARISING OUT OF ERRORS OR OMISSIONS, NEGLIGENCE, ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER 
CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OR DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL, CONSEQUENTIAL, OR 
EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY 
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, 
estimates, ratings, environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are 
not intended to provide, nor should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction orforecast of, any 
environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional 
can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not 
to be construed as legal advice.

Copyright 2009 by Environmental Data Resources, Inc.  All rights reserved.  Reproduction in any media or format, in whole or in part,  
of any report or map of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates is prohibited without prior written permission.   

EDR and its logos (including Sanborn and Sanborn Map) are trademarks of Environmental Data Resources, Inc. or its affiliates. All 
other trademarks used herein are the property of their respective owners.
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Thank you for your business.
Please contact EDR at 1-800-352-0050

with any questions or comments.

Disclaimer - Copyright and Trademark Notice

This Report contains certain information obtained from a variety of public and other sources reasonably available to Environmental Data
Resources, Inc. It cannot be concluded from this Report that coverage information for the target and surrounding properties does not exist from
other sources. NO WARRANTY EXPRESSED OR IMPLIED, IS MADE WHATSOEVER IN CONNECTION WITH THIS REPORT. ENVIRONMENTAL
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ACCIDENT OR ANY OTHER CAUSE, FOR ANY LOSS OF DAMAGE, INCLUDING, WITHOUT LIMITATION, SPECIAL, INCIDENTAL,
CONSEQUENTIAL, OR EXEMPLARY DAMAGES. ANY LIABILITY ON THE PART OF ENVIRONMENTAL DATA RESOURCES, INC. IS STRICTLY
LIMITED TO A REFUND OF THE AMOUNT PAID FOR THIS REPORT. Purchaser accepts this Report "AS IS". Any analyses, estimates, ratings,
environmental risk levels or risk codes provided in this Report are provided for illustrative purposes only, and are not intended to provide, nor
should they be interpreted as providing any facts regarding, or prediction or forecast of, any environmental risk for any property. Only a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment performed by an environmental professional can provide information regarding the environmental risk for any
property. Additionally, the information provided in this Report is not to be construed as legal advice.
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A search of available environmental records was conducted by Environmental Data Resources, Inc (EDR).
The report was designed to assist parties seeking to meet the search requirements of EPA’s Standards
and Practices for All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments (E 1527-05) or custom requirements developed for the evaluation of
environmental risk associated with a parcel of real estate.

TARGET PROPERTY INFORMATION

ADDRESS

1901 PERIMETER ROAD
DAWSONVILLE, GA 30534

COORDINATES

34.409130 - 34˚ 24’ 32.9’’Latitude (North): 
84.109400 - 84˚ 6’ 33.8’’Longitude (West): 
Zone 16Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
765701.2UTM X (Meters): 
3811114.8UTM Y (Meters): 
1409 ft. above sea levelElevation:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP ASSOCIATED WITH TARGET PROPERTY

34084-D1 DAWSONVILLE, GATarget Property Map:
1997Most Recent Revision:

34084-D2 JUNO, GAWest Map:
1997Most Recent Revision:

AERIAL PHOTOGRAPHY IN THIS REPORT

2005, 2006Portions of Photo from:
USDASource:

TARGET PROPERTY SEARCH RESULTS

The target property was not listed in any of the databases searched by EDR.

DATABASES WITH NO MAPPED SITES

No mapped sites were found in EDR’s search of available ("reasonably ascertainable ") government
records either on the target property or within the search radius around the target property for the
following databases:

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL National Priority List
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Proposed NPL Proposed National Priority List Sites
NPL LIENS Federal Superfund Liens

Federal Delisted NPL site list

Delisted NPL National Priority List Deletions

Federal CERCLIS list

CERCLIS Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
FEDERAL FACILITY Federal Facility Site Information listing

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERC-NFRAP CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS Corrective Action Report

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRA-SQG RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRA-CESQG RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generator

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries

US ENG CONTROLS Engineering Controls Sites List
US INST CONTROL Sites with Institutional Controls

Federal ERNS list

ERNS Emergency Response Notification System

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS Hazardous Site Inventory
GA NON-HSI Non-Hazardous Site Inventory

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF Solid Waste Disposal Facilities

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LUST List of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
INDIAN LUST Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

UST Underground Storage Tank Database
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AST Above Ground Storage Tanks
INDIAN UST Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
FEMA UST Underground Storage Tank Listing

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL Public Record List

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VIC Voluntary Cleanup Program site
INDIAN VCP Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS Brownfields Public Record List

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS A Listing of Brownfields Sites

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

ODI Open Dump Inventory
DEBRIS REGION 9 Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
HIST LF Historical Landfills

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US CDL Clandestine Drug Labs
DEL SHWS Delisted Hazardous Site Inventory Listing
US HIST CDL National Clandestine Laboratory Register

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

AST Above Ground Storage Tanks

Local Land Records

LIENS 2 CERCLA Lien Information
LUCIS Land Use Control Information System

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
SPILLS Spills Information

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA-NonGen RCRA - Non Generators
DOT OPS Incident and Accident Data
DOD Department of Defense Sites
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FUDS Formerly Used Defense Sites
CONSENT Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
ROD Records Of Decision
UMTRA Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
MINES Mines Master Index File
TRIS Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act
FTTS FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide
                                                Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
HIST FTTS FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
SSTS Section 7 Tracking Systems
ICIS Integrated Compliance Information System
PADS PCB Activity Database System
MLTS Material Licensing Tracking System
RADINFO Radiation Information Database
FINDS Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
RAATS RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
NPDES NPDES Wastewater Permit List
DRYCLEANERS Drycleaner Database
AIRS Permitted Facility and Emissions Listing
TIER 2 Tier 2 Data Listing
INDIAN RESERV Indian Reservations
SCRD DRYCLEANERS State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
COAL ASH Coal Ash Disposal Site Listing
COAL ASH DOE Sleam-Electric Plan Operation Data
PCB TRANSFORMER PCB Transformer Registration Database
COAL ASH EPA Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

Manufactured Gas Plants EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants

SURROUNDING SITES: SEARCH RESULTS

Surrounding sites were not identified.

Unmappable (orphan) sites are not considered in the foregoing analysis.
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Due to poor or inadequate address information, the following sites were not mapped: 

Site Name  Database(s)____________  ____________

DAVID K. TURNER-HIGHWAY 53 INERT L  LF
GEORGE PUGH GA. HIGHWAY 53 INERT L  LF
BIG T MARKET  LUST,UST
KINGCAID GROCERY  LUST,UST
DAWSONVILLE SERVICE CENTER  LUST,UST
SILVER CITY SERVICE STATION  LUST,UST
NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE  LUST
4191 HWY 53  LUST
AMICALOLA FALLS STATE PARK  AST
LIBERTY HARDWARE (CLOSED)  AST
KANGAROO #66  AST
TOTO CREEK FOOD MART (CLOSED)  AST
DAWSON COUNTY SCHOOL- CLOSED  AST
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #2  AST
LEON’S FOOD MART #2(CLOSED)  AST
LYONS FARM INCORP  AST
ELLIOTT AIRPORT  UST
THE KROGER COMPANY GA 470  UST
NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE  UST
RIVERVIEW MIDDLE SCHOOL  UST
SILVER CITY CITGO  UST
4191 HWY 53  UST
TOP CLEANERS  DRYCLEANERS
DODD WASTE OIL SERVICE  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
TOWN & COUNTRY CLEANERS  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
KINCAIDS GROCERY  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
GA POWER CO CLERMONT JUNCTION-DAWS  RCRA-NLR
COUNTRY CUPBOARD # 2  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #20  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #40  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
COUNTRY CUPBOARD #00  FINDS,RCRA-NLR
WINDSTREAM - DAWSONVILLE LAKES OFF  TIER 2
WINDSTREAM - DAWSONVILLE CENTRAL O  TIER 2

http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswUsVvUhYe33.viFkLiW266yNtfuU96l85MKBs8htJ6dFE68XrfdEtzz80SYRj.YH3zJDZt2eh3jJjskOa9AXcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswUsVvUhYe33.viFkLiW266yNtfuU96l85MKBs8htJ6dFE68XrfdEtzz80SYRj.YH4zJDZt2ehBjJjskOa92XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswWsVvUhYe32.viFkLiW266yNtfuU56l85MKBs9htJ6dFE64XrfdEtzzA0SYRj.YH3zJDZt2eh7jJjskOa94XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswWsVvUhYe32.viFkLiW266yNtfuU56l85MKBs2htJ6dFE62XrfdEtzz50SYRj.YHBzJDZt2eh5jJjskOa94XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2ksw3sVvUhYe32.viFkLiW266yNtfuU86l85MKBs9htJ6dFE69XrfdEtzz60SYRj.YH5zJDZt2eh6jJjskOa93XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswWsVvUhYe32.viFkLiW266yNtfuU56l85MKBs2htJ6dFE62XrfdEtzz50SYRj.YHBzJDZt2eh5jJjskOa95XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswUsVvUhYe33.viFkLiW266yNtfuUB6l85MKBsAhtJ6dFE66XrfdEtzzB0SYRj.YH9zJDZt2eh9jJjskOa98XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswUsVvUhYe33.viFkLiW266yNtfuU96l85MKBsBhtJ6dFE63XrfdEtzz60SYRj.YH3zJDZt2ehAjJjskOa98XcYQkR9z2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4T94r8Twk9vY2iLryf88K9JFwftkY.3D2vjOYYR2ugiEHLOJ39KyMkfU3AdG8UkKhS2I8J7oFiwAlif9vtkh7CNYwA.UY4HnTB693t2B8r058sT8HRwcBkK62qJvswYeF8hri6xLRT3.Ey9zfMu2Z089XKhB3MfJ.GFTs25BfEGt7O4eCTcc9x.3UHrDj8qJ2juwi8kc74fQvOCYmb9ociSKLskASKyERfY4BKw8SGKepAixJnLFZk7VJfy2tdZ9KiYlf.2e1DuDZ32Y2402j8MOrDuuHYZvRrC4wSTjr9cZ3D0r5M8wj2PVwS2kswCsVvUhYe33.viFkLiW266yNtfuU26l85MKBs5htJ6dFE64XrfdEtzzB0SYRj.YH9zJDZt2ehAjJjskOa99XcYQkR9z2
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125NPL
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125Proposed NPL
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPNPL LIENS

Federal Delisted NPL site list

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125Delisted NPL

Federal CERCLIS list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625CERCLIS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125FEDERAL FACILITY

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625CERC-NFRAP

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125CORRACTS

Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625RCRA-TSDF

Federal RCRA generators list

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375RCRA-LQG
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375RCRA-SQG
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375RCRA-CESQG

Federal institutional controls /
engineering controls registries

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625US ENG CONTROLS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625US INST CONTROL

Federal ERNS list

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125ERNS

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125SHWS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125GA NON-HSI

State and tribal landfill and/or
solid waste disposal site lists

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625SWF/LF

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625LUST
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625INDIAN LUST

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375UST
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375AST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375INDIAN UST
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375FEMA UST

State and tribal institutional
control / engineering control registries

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625INST CONTROL

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625VIC
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625INDIAN VCP

State and tribal Brownfields sites

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625BROWNFIELDS

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625US BROWNFIELDS

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid
Waste Disposal Sites

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625ODI
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625DEBRIS REGION 9
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625HIST LF

Local Lists of Hazardous waste /
Contaminated Sites

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125US CDL
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125DEL SHWS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125US HIST CDL

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375AST

Local Land Records

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125LIENS 2
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625LUCIS

Records of Emergency Release Reports

    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125HMIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125SPILLS

Other Ascertainable Records

    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375RCRA-NonGen
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125DOT OPS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125DOD
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125FUDS
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125CONSENT
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125ROD
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MAP FINDINGS SUMMARY

Search
Target Distance Total

Database Property (Miles) < 1/8 1/8 - 1/4 1/4 - 1/2 1/2 - 1 > 1 Plotted

    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625UMTRA
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375MINES
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375TRIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125TSCA
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125FTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125HIST FTTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125SSTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125ICIS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125PADS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125MLTS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125RADINFO
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375FINDS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125RAATS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125NPDES
    0  NR   NR      0      0    0 0.375DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125AIRS
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125TIER 2
    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125INDIAN RESERV
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625SCRD DRYCLEANERS
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625COAL ASH
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR  NR   TPCOAL ASH DOE
    0  NR   NR    NR    NR    0 0.125PCB TRANSFORMER
    0  NR     0      0      0    0 0.625COAL ASH EPA

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

    0    0     0      0      0    0 1.125Manufactured Gas Plants

NOTES:

   TP = Target Property

   NR = Not Requested at this Search Distance

   Sites may be listed in more than one database
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MAP FINDINGSMap ID
Direction

EDR ID NumberDistance
EPA ID NumberDatabase(s)SiteElevation

NO SITES FOUND
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ORPHAN SUMMARY

City EDR ID Site Name Site Address Zip Database(s)

DAWSONVILLE         1000184166 DODD WASTE OIL SERVICE RTE 3 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1000506143 TOWN & COUNTRY CLEANERS HWY 400 & HWY 53 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1001227499 KINCAIDS GROCERY 4504 HWY 52 EAST 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1004686878 COUNTRY CUPBOARD # 2 HWY 53 WEST 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1004686886 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #20 HWY 53 EAST 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1004686904 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #40 HWY 53 & GA 400 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1004687254 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #00 HWY 9 NORTH 30534 FINDS,RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         1006774341 DAWSONVILLE SERVICE CENTER HWY 53 WEST 30534 LUST,UST
DAWSONVILLE         1006816814 GA POWER CO CLERMONT JUNCTION-DAWS 2945 HWY 53 E 30534 RCRA-NLR
DAWSONVILLE         A100329777 LEON’S FOOD MART #2(CLOSED) HIGHWAY 9 SOUTH 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329778 TOTO CREEK FOOD MART (CLOSED) HIGHWY 53 & 136 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329779 LIBERTY HARDWARE (CLOSED) ROUTE 4, BOX 4116 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329786 DAWSON COUNTY SCHOOL- CLOSED P.O. BOX 208, HWY. 53 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329787 AMICALOLA FALLS STATE PARK STAR ROUTE 213, HWY. 183 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329788 LYONS FARM INCORP 2732 HIGHWAY SOUTH      AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329789 KANGAROO #66 5100 HIGHWAY 400 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         A100329790 COUNTRY CUPBOARD #2 HWY 53 WEST 30534 AST
DAWSONVILLE         S107666118 DAVID K. TURNER-HIGHWAY 53 INERT L HIGHWAY 53      LF
DAWSONVILLE         S107666290 GEORGE PUGH GA. HIGHWAY 53 INERT L GA. HIGHWAY 53      LF
DAWSONVILLE         S107914186 4191 HWY 53 4191 HWY 53 30534 LUST
DAWSONVILLE         S108416056 WINDSTREAM - DAWSONVILLE CENTRAL O 148 HWY 9 SOUTH 30534 TIER 2
DAWSONVILLE         S108416384 WINDSTREAM - DAWSONVILLE LAKES OFF 6247 HWY 53E 30534 TIER 2
DAWSONVILLE         S109506384 TOP CLEANERS 6625 HIGHWAY 53 E # 300 30534 DRYCLEANERS
DAWSONVILLE         S109849776 NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE 75 HWY 9 N 30534 LUST
DAWSONVILLE         U003002295 NEIGHBORS CONVENIENT STORE 75 HWY 9 N 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U003003932 KINGCAID GROCERY 4504 HWY 52 EAST 30534 LUST,UST
DAWSONVILLE         U003003933 SILVER CITY SERVICE STATION 6495 HWY 9 SOUTH 30534 LUST,UST
DAWSONVILLE         U003005473 ELLIOTT AIRPORT HWY 183 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U003728152 BIG T MARKET HWY 400 30534 LUST,UST
DAWSONVILLE         U004022518 RIVERVIEW MIDDLE SCHOOL 5126 HWY 9 SOUTH 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U004060710 4191 HWY 53 4191 HWY 53 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U004060715 SILVER CITY CITGO 6623 HWY 9 SOUTH 30534 UST
DAWSONVILLE         U004060719 THE KROGER COMPANY GA 470 6625 HWY 53 E 30534 UST
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http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4q84YFqfP8ga2RlYNRFzg9gef6oP3e3WUgyDaCB2m2RyFlEd3PsNvKRbkAz9zfggQE2Hig8he3.A9d6T2ore7XL3lOe2Q4ZwqDQ8nc2BIYf7F7g8wCf8rPpJ28DgZFasS8gLRC8lt33JSNwwREN2BTzPygyd35yg25e3c2La6PCotd4hgqeg8Qi3XTY6dFaC29gfkOPGn4Zvgi9ayx9fcR5elGXAKANUmRP6BhczskgDQAhqg0cep67nP605ose9fW33ceUX1rHWpUUo04VTyLiDelu4rCMuB8s4w9q4Z8On3JoYmHFsP2KLfBiPURWF8gPeaxl2ocRa2laT2cxNFhRlf6Zbz.Ig3y2NTgK6ey34Yd6zZoTX4xq3UAelI7J6WuEU5F3WeyweDF8AxXCnNB9M2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4q84YFqfP8ga2RlYNRFzg9gef6oP3e3WUgyDaCB2m2RyFlEd3PsNvKRbkAz9zfggQE2Hig8he3.A9d6T2ore7XL3lOe2Q4ZwqDQ8nc2BIYf7F7g8wCf8rPpJ28DgZFasS8gLRC8lt33JSNwwREN2BTzPygyd35yg25e3c2La6PCotd4hgqeg8Qi3XTY6dFaC29gfkOPGn4Zvgi9ayx9fcR5elGXAKANUmRP6BhczskgDQAhqg0cep67nP605ose9fW33ceUX1rHWpUUo04VTyLiDelu4rCMuB8s4w9q4Z8On3JoYmHFsP2KLfBiPURWF8gPeaxl2ocRa2laT2cxNFhRlf6Zbz.Ig3y2NTgK6ey38Yd6zZoTX2xq3UAelI9J6WuEU5F3WeyweDF82xXCnNB9M2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4q84YFqfP8ga2RlYNRFzg9gef6oP3e3WUgyDaCB2m2RyFlEd3PsNvKRbkAz9zfggQE2Hig8he3.A9d6T2ore7XL3lOe2Q4ZwqDQ8nc2BIYf7F7g8wCf8rPpJ28DgZFasS8gLRC8lt33JSNwwREN2BTzPygyd35yg25e3c2La6PCotd4hgqeg8Qi3XTY6dFaC29gfkOPGn4Zvgi9ayx9fcR5elGXAKANUmRP6BhczskgDQAhqg0cep67nP605ose9fW33ceUX1rHWpUUo04VTyLiDelu4rCMuB8s4w9q4Z8On3JoYmHFsP2KLfBiPURWF8gPeaxl2ocRa2laT2cxNFhRlf6Zbz.Ig3y2NTgK6ey38Yd6zZoTX2xq3UAelI9J6WuEU5F3WeyweDF87xXCnNB9M2
http://www.edrnet.com/srf2/FinalSiteReport.aspx?ID=4q84YFqfP8ga2RlYNRFzg9gef6oP3e3WUgyDaCB2m2RyFlEd3PsNvKRbkAz9zfggQE2Hig8he3.A9d6T2ore7XL3lOe2Q4ZwqDQ8nc2BIYf7F7g8wCf8rPpJ28DgZFasS8gLRC8lt33JSNwwREN2BTzPygyd35yg25e3c2La6PCotd4hgqeg8Qi3XTY6dFaC29gfkOPGn4Zvgi9ayx9fcR5elGXAKANUmRP6BhczskgDQAhqg0cep67nP605ose9fW33ceUX1rHWpUUo04VTyLiDelu4rCMuB8s4w9q4Z8On3JoYmHFsP2KLfBiPURWF8gPeaxl2ocRa2laT2cxNFhRlf6Zbz.Ig3y2NTgK6ey38Yd6zZoTX2xq3UAelI9J6WuEU5F3WeyweDF8BxXCnNB9M2


To maintain currency of the following federal and state databases, EDR contacts the appropriate governmental agency
on a monthly or quarterly basis, as required.

Number of Days to Update: Provides confirmation that EDR is reporting records that have been updated within 90 days
from the date the government agency made the information available to the public.

STANDARD ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Federal NPL site list

NPL:  National Priority List
National Priorities List (Superfund). The NPL is a subset of CERCLIS and identifies over 1,200 sites for priority
cleanup under the Superfund Program. NPL sites may encompass relatively large areas. As such, EDR provides polygon
coverage for over 1,000 NPL site boundaries produced by EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center
(EPIC) and regional EPA offices.

Date of Government Version: 03/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/02/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 05/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/26/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL Site Boundaries

Sources:

EPA’s Environmental Photographic Interpretation Center (EPIC)
Telephone: 202-564-7333

EPA Region 1 EPA Region 6
Telephone 617-918-1143 Telephone: 214-655-6659

EPA Region 3 EPA Region 7
Telephone 215-814-5418 Telephone: 913-551-7247

EPA Region 4 EPA Region 8
Telephone 404-562-8033 Telephone: 303-312-6774

EPA Region 5 EPA Region 9
Telephone 312-886-6686 Telephone: 415-947-4246

EPA Region 10
Telephone 206-553-8665

Proposed NPL:  Proposed National Priority List Sites
A site that has been proposed for listing on the National Priorities List through the issuance of a proposed rule
in the Federal Register. EPA then accepts public comments on the site, responds to the comments, and places on
the NPL those sites that continue to meet the requirements for listing.

Date of Government Version: 03/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/02/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 05/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/26/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

NPL LIENS:  Federal Superfund Liens
Federal Superfund Liens. Under the authority granted the USEPA by CERCLA of 1980, the USEPA has the authority
to file liens against real property in order to recover remedial action expenditures or when the property owner
received notification of potential liability. USEPA compiles a listing of filed notices of Superfund Liens.

Date of Government Version: 10/15/1991
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/02/1994
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/1994
Number of Days to Update: 56

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4267
Last EDR Contact: 05/17/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/30/2010
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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Federal Delisted NPL site list

DELISTED NPL:  National Priority List Deletions
The National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan (NCP) establishes the criteria that the
EPA uses to delete sites from the NPL. In accordance with 40 CFR 300.425.(e), sites may be deleted from the
NPL where no further response is appropriate.

Date of Government Version: 03/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/02/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 05/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/26/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal CERCLIS list

CERCLIS:  Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Information System
CERCLIS contains data on potentially hazardous waste sites that have been reported to the USEPA by states, municipalities,
private companies and private persons, pursuant to Section 103 of the Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,
and Liability Act (CERCLA). CERCLIS contains sites which are either proposed to or on the National Priorities
List (NPL) and sites which are in the screening and assessment phase for possible inclusion on the NPL.

Date of Government Version: 01/29/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/09/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 05/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/12/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FEDERAL FACILITY:  Federal Facility Site Information listing
A listing of NPL and Base Realighnment & Closure sites found in the CERCLIS database where FERRO is involved in
cleanup projects.

Date of Government Version: 06/23/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/15/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/10/2010
Number of Days to Update: 26

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-8704
Last EDR Contact: 04/30/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/26/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal CERCLIS NFRAP site List

CERCLIS-NFRAP:  CERCLIS No Further Remedial Action Planned
Archived sites are sites that have been removed and archived from the inventory of CERCLIS sites. Archived status
indicates that, to the best of EPA’s knowledge, assessment at a site has been completed and that EPA has determined
no further steps will be taken to list this site on the National Priorities List (NPL), unless information indicates
this decision was not appropriate or other considerations require a recommendation for listing at a later time.
This decision does not necessarily mean that there is no hazard associated with a given site; it only means that,
based upon available information, the location is not judged to be a potential NPL site. 

Date of Government Version: 06/23/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/02/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/2009
Number of Days to Update: 19

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-412-9810
Last EDR Contact: 05/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/14/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA CORRACTS facilities list

CORRACTS:  Corrective Action Report
CORRACTS identifies hazardous waste handlers with RCRA corrective action activity.

Date of Government Version: 03/25/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/31/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 05/17/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/30/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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Federal RCRA non-CORRACTS TSD facilities list

RCRA-TSDF:  RCRA - Treatment, Storage and Disposal
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Transporters are individuals or entities that
move hazardous waste from the generator offsite to a facility that can recycle, treat, store, or dispose of the
waste. TSDFs treat, store, or dispose of the waste.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 04/29/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Federal RCRA generators list

RCRA-LQG:  RCRA - Large Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Large quantity generators (LQGs) generate
over 1,000 kilograms (kg) of hazardous waste, or over 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 04/29/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-SQG:  RCRA - Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Small quantity generators (SQGs) generate
between 100 kg and 1,000 kg of hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 04/29/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RCRA-CESQG:  RCRA - Conditionally Exempt Small Quantity Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Conditionally exempt small quantity generators
(CESQGs) generate less than 100 kg of hazardous waste, or less than 1 kg of acutely hazardous waste per month.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 04/29/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal institutional controls / engineering controls registries
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US ENG CONTROLS:  Engineering Controls Sites List
A listing of sites with engineering controls in place. Engineering controls include various forms of caps, building
foundations, liners, and treatment methods to create pathway elimination for regulated substances to enter environmental
media or effect human health.

Date of Government Version: 12/20/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/20/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

US INST CONTROL:  Sites with Institutional Controls
A listing of sites with institutional controls in place. Institutional controls include administrative measures,
such as groundwater use restrictions, construction restrictions, property use restrictions, and post remediation
care requirements intended to prevent exposure to contaminants remaining on site. Deed restrictions are generally
required as part of the institutional controls.

Date of Government Version: 12/20/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/20/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 82

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  703-603-0695
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Federal ERNS list

ERNS:  Emergency Response Notification System
Emergency Response Notification System. ERNS records and stores information on reported releases of oil and hazardous
substances.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/22/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/11/2010
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  National Response Center, United States Coast Guard
Telephone:  202-267-2180
Last EDR Contact: 04/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

State- and tribal - equivalent CERCLIS

SHWS:  Hazardous Site Inventory
State Hazardous Waste Sites. State hazardous waste site records are the states’ equivalent to CERCLIS. These sites
may or may not already be listed on the federal CERCLIS list. Priority sites planned for cleanup using state funds
(state equivalent of Superfund) are identified along with sites where cleanup will be paid for by potentially
responsible parties. Available information varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/26/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2009
Number of Days to Update: 23

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 04/05/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NON HSI:  Non-Hazardous Site Inventory
This list was obtained by EDR in 1998 and contains property listings that have reported contamination of soil
or groundwater under the Georgia Hazardous Site Response Act (HSRA). These sites were not placed on the Georgia
Priority list (Hazardous Site Inventory or HSI) because their hazard evaluation scores did not exceed the threshold
levels established for sites posing an imminent threat to health or the environment. Disclaimer provided by Rindt-McDuff
Associates - the database information has been obtained from publicly available sources produced by other entities.
While reasonable steps have been taken to insure the accuracy of the data, RMA does not guarantee the accuracy
of the data. No claim is made for the actual existence of pollution at any site. This data does not constitute
a legal opinion.
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Date of Government Version: 03/31/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/09/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  Rindt-McDuff Associates, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

State and tribal landfill and/or solid waste disposal site lists

SWF/LF:  Solid Waste Disposal Facilities
Solid Waste Facilities/Landfill Sites. SWF/LF type records typically contain an inventory of solid waste disposal
facilities or landfills in a particular state. Depending on the state, these may be active or inactive facilities
or open dumps that failed to meet RCRA Subtitle D Section 4004 criteria for solid waste landfills or disposal
sites.

Date of Government Version: 07/17/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/27/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2009
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-362-2696
Source:  Center for GIS, Georgia Institute of Technology
Telephone:  404-385-0900
Last EDR Contact: 05/12/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/23/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

State and tribal leaking storage tank lists

LUST:  List of Leaking Underground Storage Tanks
Leaking Underground Storage Tank Incident Reports. LUST records contain an inventory of reported leaking underground
storage tank incidents. Not all states maintain these records, and the information stored varies by state.

Date of Government Version: 03/23/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/24/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/2010
Number of Days to Update: 6

Source:  Environmental Protection Division
Telephone:  404-362-2687
Last EDR Contact: 03/24/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/05/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R4:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Florida, Mississippi and North Carolina.

Date of Government Version: 03/10/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-8677
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN LUST R9:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Arizona, California, New Mexico and Nevada

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/03/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  415-972-3372
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN LUST R10:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Alaska, Idaho, Oregon and Washington.

Date of Government Version: 05/04/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/05/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly
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INDIAN LUST R1:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
A listing of leaking underground storage tank locations on Indian Land.

Date of Government Version: 02/19/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/16/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R6:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in New Mexico and Oklahoma.

Date of Government Version: 05/03/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/05/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-6597
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R7:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Iowa, Kansas, and Nebraska

Date of Government Version: 03/24/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/20/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 06/17/2009
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 05/04/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN LUST R8:  Leaking Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
LUSTs on Indian land in Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah and Wyoming.

Date of Government Version: 02/25/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/25/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 46

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6271
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

State and tribal registered storage tank lists

UST:  Underground Storage Tank Database
Registered Underground Storage Tanks. UST’s are regulated under Subtitle I of the Resource Conservation and Recovery
Act (RCRA) and must be registered with the state department responsible for administering the UST program. Available
information varies by state program.

Date of Government Version: 07/23/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/15/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 11/02/2009
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  Environmental Protection Division
Telephone:  404-362-2687
Last EDR Contact: 12/29/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 04/05/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

AST:  Above Ground Storage Tanks
A listing of LP gas tank site locations.

Date of Government Version: 03/04/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/04/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Office of Insurance & Safety Fire Commissioner
Telephone:  404-656-5875
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R6:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 6 (Louisiana, Arkansas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, Texas and 65 Tribes).
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Date of Government Version: 05/03/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/05/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  EPA Region 6
Telephone:  214-665-7591
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R4:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 4 (Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, Tennessee
and Tribal Nations)

Date of Government Version: 03/10/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA Region 4
Telephone:  404-562-9424
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

INDIAN UST R5:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 5 (Michigan, Minnesota and Wisconsin and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/11/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/11/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 60

Source:  EPA Region 5
Telephone:  312-886-6136
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R10:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 10 (Alaska, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 05/04/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/05/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  EPA Region 10
Telephone:  206-553-2857
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R1:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 1 (Connecticut, Maine, Massachusetts, New Hampshire, Rhode Island, Vermont and ten Tribal
Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/19/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/16/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1313
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN UST R9:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 9 (Arizona, California, Hawaii, Nevada, the Pacific Islands, and Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 02/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/03/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  EPA Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3368
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R8:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 8 (Colorado, Montana, North Dakota, South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming and 27 Tribal Nations).
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Date of Government Version: 02/25/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/25/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 46

Source:  EPA Region 8
Telephone:  303-312-6137
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

INDIAN UST R7:  Underground Storage Tanks on Indian Land
The Indian Underground Storage Tank (UST) database provides information about underground storage tanks on Indian
land in EPA Region 7 (Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Nebraska, and 9 Tribal Nations).

Date of Government Version: 04/01/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/30/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/16/2009
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  EPA Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7003
Last EDR Contact: 05/12/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

FEMA UST:  Underground Storage Tank Listing
A listing of all FEMA owned underground storage tanks.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  FEMA
Telephone:  202-646-5797
Last EDR Contact: 04/19/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal institutional control / engineering control registries

INST CONTROL:  Public Record List
Sites on the Public Record Listing that have institutional controls or limitations on use are sites with Risk
Reduction Standards of 3, 4, and 5.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/04/2010
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 05/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/30/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal voluntary cleanup sites

VCP:  Voluntary Cleanup Program site
Georgia?s Voluntary Remediation Program Act was created to encourage voluntary investigation and remediation of
contaminated properties.

Date of Government Version: 03/11/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/12/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/2010
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  DNR
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 06/08/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/20/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN VCP R7:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Lisitng
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 7.

Date of Government Version: 03/20/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/19/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA, Region 7
Telephone:  913-551-7365
Last EDR Contact: 04/20/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/20/2009
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN VCP R1:  Voluntary Cleanup Priority Listing
A listing of voluntary cleanup priority sites located on Indian Land located in Region 1.
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Date of Government Version: 04/02/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/22/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/19/2008
Number of Days to Update: 27

Source:  EPA, Region 1
Telephone:  617-918-1102
Last EDR Contact: 04/05/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

State and tribal Brownfields sites

BROWNFIELDS:  Brownfields Public Record List
The Brownfields Public Record lists properties where response actions under the Georgia Hazardous Site Reuse and
Redevelopment Act are planned, ongoing or completed.

Date of Government Version: 02/16/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/04/2010
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-657-8600
Last EDR Contact: 05/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/30/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ADDITIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS

Local Brownfield lists

US BROWNFIELDS:  A Listing of Brownfields Sites
Included in the listing are brownfields properties addresses by Cooperative Agreement Recipients and brownfields
properties addressed by Targeted Brownfields Assessments. Targeted Brownfields Assessments-EPA’s Targeted Brownfields
Assessments (TBA) program is designed to help states, tribes, and municipalities--especially those without EPA
Brownfields Assessment Demonstration Pilots--minimize the uncertainties of contamination often associated with
brownfields. Under the TBA program, EPA provides funding and/or technical assistance for environmental assessments
at brownfields sites throughout the country. Targeted Brownfields Assessments supplement and work with other efforts
under EPA’s Brownfields Initiative to promote cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields. Cooperative Agreement
Recipients-States, political subdivisions, territories, and Indian tribes become Brownfields Cleanup Revolving
Loan Fund (BCRLF) cooperative agreement recipients when they enter into BCRLF cooperative agreements with the
U.S. EPA. EPA selects BCRLF cooperative agreement recipients based on a proposal and application process. BCRLF
cooperative agreement recipients must use EPA funds provided through BCRLF cooperative agreement for specified
brownfields-related cleanup activities.

Date of Government Version: 03/02/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/23/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 55

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-2777
Last EDR Contact: 03/23/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/12/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

Local Lists of Landfill / Solid Waste Disposal Sites

ODI:  Open Dump Inventory
An open dump is defined as a disposal facility that does not comply with one or more of the Part 257 or Part 258
Subtitle D Criteria.

Date of Government Version: 06/30/1985
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/09/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/17/2004
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

DEBRIS REGION 9:  Torres Martinez Reservation Illegal Dump Site Locations
A listing of illegal dump sites location on the Torres Martinez Indian Reservation located in eastern Riverside
County and northern Imperial County, California.

Date of Government Version: 01/12/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/21/2009
Number of Days to Update: 137

Source:  EPA, Region 9
Telephone:  415-972-3336
Last EDR Contact: 06/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/20/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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HIST LF:  Historical Landfills
Landfills that were closed many years ago.

Date of Government Version: 01/15/2003
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/20/2004
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/06/2004
Number of Days to Update: 17

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-362-2696
Last EDR Contact: 01/20/2004
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Local Lists of Hazardous waste / Contaminated Sites

US CDL:  Clandestine Drug Labs
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 08/19/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/29/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/10/2010
Number of Days to Update: 43

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 03/08/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/20/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

DEL SHWS:  Delisted Hazardous Site Inventory Listing
A listing of sites delisted from the Hazardous Site Inventory.

Date of Government Version: 07/01/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/18/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/14/2010
Number of Days to Update: 57

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-657-8636
Last EDR Contact: 04/05/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

US HIST CDL:  National Clandestine Laboratory Register
A listing of clandestine drug lab locations. The U.S. Department of Justice ("the Department") provides this
web site as a public service. It contains addresses of some locations where law enforcement agencies reported
they found chemicals or other items that indicated the presence of either clandestine drug laboratories or dumpsites.
In most cases, the source of the entries is not the Department, and the Department has not verified the entry
and does not guarantee its accuracy. Members of the public must verify the accuracy of all entries by, for example,
contacting local law enforcement and local health departments.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/19/2008
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/30/2009
Number of Days to Update: 131

Source:  Drug Enforcement Administration
Telephone:  202-307-1000
Last EDR Contact: 03/23/2009
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/22/2009
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

AST:  Above Ground Storage Tanks
A listing of LP gas tank site locations.

Date of Government Version: 03/04/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/04/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 39

Source:  Office of Insurance & Safety Fire Commissioner
Telephone:  404-656-5875
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Local Land Records
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LIENS 2:  CERCLA Lien Information
A Federal CERCLA (’Superfund’) lien can exist by operation of law at any site or property at which EPA has spent
Superfund monies. These monies are spent to investigate and address releases and threatened releases of contamination.
CERCLIS provides information as to the identity of these sites and properties.

Date of Government Version: 02/05/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/11/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 60

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-6023
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

LUCIS:  Land Use Control Information System
LUCIS contains records of land use control information pertaining to the former Navy Base Realignment and Closure
properties.

Date of Government Version: 12/09/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/11/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 31

Source:  Department of the Navy
Telephone:  843-820-7326
Last EDR Contact: 05/24/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/06/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

Records of Emergency Release Reports

HMIRS:  Hazardous Materials Information Reporting System
Hazardous Materials Incident Report System. HMIRS contains hazardous material spill incidents reported to DOT.

Date of Government Version: 04/06/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/07/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 50

Source:  U.S. Department of Transportation
Telephone:  202-366-4555
Last EDR Contact: 04/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

SPILLS:  Spills Information
Oil or Hazardous Material Spills or Releases.

Date of Government Version: 04/06/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/07/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-656-6905
Last EDR Contact: 04/05/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

Other Ascertainable Records

RCRA-NonGen:  RCRA - Non Generators
RCRAInfo is EPA’s comprehensive information system, providing access to data supporting the Resource Conservation
and Recovery Act (RCRA) of 1976 and the Hazardous and Solid Waste Amendments (HSWA) of 1984. The database
includes selective information on sites which generate, transport, store, treat and/or dispose of hazardous waste
as defined by the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). Non-Generators do not presently generate hazardous
waste.

Date of Government Version: 02/17/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 87

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  (404) 562-8651
Last EDR Contact: 04/29/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DOT OPS:  Incident and Accident Data
Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety Incident and Accident data.
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Date of Government Version: 01/12/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/09/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  Department of Transporation, Office of Pipeline Safety
Telephone:  202-366-4595
Last EDR Contact: 05/12/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/23/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DOD:  Department of Defense Sites
This data set consists of federally owned or administered lands, administered by the Department of Defense, that
have any area equal to or greater than 640 acres of the United States, Puerto Rico, and the U.S. Virgin Islands.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 11/10/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  703-692-8801
Last EDR Contact: 04/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

FUDS:  Formerly Used Defense Sites
The listing includes locations of Formerly Used Defense Sites properties where the US Army Corps of Engineers
is actively working or will take necessary cleanup actions.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/30/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/01/2009
Number of Days to Update: 62

Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers
Telephone:  202-528-4285
Last EDR Contact: 03/18/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

CONSENT:  Superfund (CERCLA) Consent Decrees
Major legal settlements that establish responsibility and standards for cleanup at NPL (Superfund) sites. Released
periodically by United States District Courts after settlement by parties to litigation matters.

Date of Government Version: 04/11/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/19/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 28

Source:  Department of Justice, Consent Decree Library
Telephone:  Varies
Last EDR Contact: 04/05/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/19/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

ROD:  Records Of Decision
Record of Decision. ROD documents mandate a permanent remedy at an NPL (Superfund) site containing technical
and health information to aid in the cleanup.

Date of Government Version: 04/29/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 20

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-416-0223
Last EDR Contact: 05/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

UMTRA:  Uranium Mill Tailings Sites
Uranium ore was mined by private companies for federal government use in national defense programs. When the mills
shut down, large piles of the sand-like material (mill tailings) remain after uranium has been extracted from
the ore. Levels of human exposure to radioactive materials from the piles are low; however, in some cases tailings
were used as construction materials before the potential health hazards of the tailings were recognized.

Date of Government Version: 01/05/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 05/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/08/2009
Number of Days to Update: 1

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  505-845-0011
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

MINES:  Mines Master Index File
Contains all mine identification numbers issued for mines active or opened since 1971. The data also includes
violation information.
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Date of Government Version: 02/12/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/10/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 68

Source:  Department of Labor, Mine Safety and Health Administration
Telephone:  303-231-5959
Last EDR Contact: 06/09/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/20/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

TRIS:  Toxic Chemical Release Inventory System
Toxic Release Inventory System. TRIS identifies facilities which release toxic chemicals to the air, water and
land in reportable quantities under SARA Title III Section 313.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/13/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/18/2010
Number of Days to Update: 36

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0250
Last EDR Contact: 06/04/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

TSCA:  Toxic Substances Control Act
Toxic Substances Control Act. TSCA identifies manufacturers and importers of chemical substances included on the
TSCA Chemical Substance Inventory list. It includes data on the production volume of these substances by plant
site.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2002
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/14/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/30/2006
Number of Days to Update: 46

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-260-5521
Last EDR Contact: 04/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/12/2010
Data Release Frequency: Every 4 Years

FTTS:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
FTTS tracks administrative cases and pesticide enforcement actions and compliance activities related to FIFRA,
TSCA and EPCRA (Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act). To maintain currency, EDR contacts the
Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA/Office of Prevention, Pesticides and Toxic Substances
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/ TSCA Tracking System - FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, & Rodenticide Act)/TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act)
A listing of FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) inspections and enforcements.

Date of Government Version: 04/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 25

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-1667
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

HIST FTTS:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Administrative Case Listing
A complete administrative case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA regions. The
information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation of FIFRA
(Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some EPA regions
are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing EPA Headquarters
with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that may not be included
in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2007
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned
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HIST FTTS INSP:  FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System Inspection & Enforcement Case Listing
A complete inspection and enforcement case listing from the FIFRA/TSCA Tracking System (FTTS) for all ten EPA
regions. The information was obtained from the National Compliance Database (NCDB). NCDB supports the implementation
of FIFRA (Federal Insecticide, Fungicide, and Rodenticide Act) and TSCA (Toxic Substances Control Act). Some
EPA regions are now closing out records. Because of that, and the fact that some EPA regions are not providing
EPA Headquarters with updated records, it was decided to create a HIST FTTS database. It included records that
may not be included in the newer FTTS database updates. This database is no longer updated.

Date of Government Version: 10/19/2006
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/01/2007
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/10/2007
Number of Days to Update: 40

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-2501
Last EDR Contact: 12/17/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 03/17/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

SSTS:  Section 7 Tracking Systems
Section 7 of the Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, as amended (92 Stat. 829) requires all
registered pesticide-producing establishments to submit a report to the Environmental Protection Agency by March
1st each year. Each establishment must report the types and amounts of pesticides, active ingredients and devices
being produced, and those having been produced and sold or distributed in the past year.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/06/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/10/2010
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4203
Last EDR Contact: 05/03/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

ICIS:  Integrated Compliance Information System
The Integrated Compliance Information System (ICIS) supports the information needs of the national enforcement
and compliance program as well as the unique needs of the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
program.

Date of Government Version: 04/24/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/29/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 18

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-564-5088
Last EDR Contact: 03/29/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/12/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

PADS:  PCB Activity Database System
PCB Activity Database. PADS Identifies generators, transporters, commercial storers and/or brokers and disposers
of PCB’s who are required to notify the EPA of such activities.

Date of Government Version: 09/01/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 10/21/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/01/2009
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-566-0500
Last EDR Contact: 04/22/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

MLTS:  Material Licensing Tracking System
MLTS is maintained by the Nuclear Regulatory Commission and contains a list of approximately 8,100 sites which
possess or use radioactive materials and which are subject to NRC licensing requirements. To maintain currency,
EDR contacts the Agency on a quarterly basis.

Date of Government Version: 03/18/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/06/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 51

Source:  Nuclear Regulatory Commission
Telephone:  301-415-7169
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RADINFO:  Radiation Information Database
The Radiation Information Database (RADINFO) contains information about facilities that are regulated by U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulations for radiation and radioactivity.

TC2789857.2s     Page GR-14

GOVERNMENT RECORDS SEARCHED / DATA CURRENCY TRACKING



Date of Government Version: 04/13/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/14/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 33

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-343-9775
Last EDR Contact: 04/14/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/26/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

FINDS:  Facility Index System/Facility Registry System
Facility Index System. FINDS contains both facility information and ’pointers’ to other sources that contain more
detail. EDR includes the following FINDS databases in this report: PCS (Permit Compliance System), AIRS (Aerometric
Information Retrieval System), DOCKET (Enforcement Docket used to manage and track information on civil judicial
enforcement cases for all environmental statutes), FURS (Federal Underground Injection Control), C-DOCKET (Criminal
Docket System used to track criminal enforcement actions for all environmental statutes), FFIS (Federal Facilities
Information System), STATE (State Environmental Laws and Statutes), and PADS (PCB Activity Data System).

Date of Government Version: 04/14/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 04/16/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/27/2010
Number of Days to Update: 41

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  (404) 562-9900
Last EDR Contact: 03/15/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Quarterly

RAATS:  RCRA Administrative Action Tracking System
RCRA Administration Action Tracking System. RAATS contains records based on enforcement actions issued under RCRA
pertaining to major violators and includes administrative and civil actions brought by the EPA. For administration
actions after September 30, 1995, data entry in the RAATS database was discontinued. EPA will retain a copy of
the database for historical records. It was necessary to terminate RAATS because a decrease in agency resources
made it impossible to continue to update the information contained in the database.

Date of Government Version: 04/17/1995
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/03/1995
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/07/1995
Number of Days to Update: 35

Source:  EPA
Telephone:  202-564-4104
Last EDR Contact: 06/02/2008
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/01/2008
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

BRS:  Biennial Reporting System
The Biennial Reporting System is a national system administered by the EPA that collects data on the generation
and management of hazardous waste. BRS captures detailed data from two groups: Large Quantity Generators (LQG)
and Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/25/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  EPA/NTIS
Telephone:  800-424-9346
Last EDR Contact: 05/25/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/06/2010
Data Release Frequency: Biennially

NPDES:  NPDES Wastewater Permit List
A listing of NPDES wastewater permits issued by the Watershed Protection Branch.

Date of Government Version: 05/01/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/04/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2009
Number of Days to Update: 14

Source:  Department of Natural Resoruces
Telephone:  404-362-2680
Last EDR Contact: 05/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/30/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

DRYCLEANERS:  Drycleaner Database
A list of drycleaners in the state. The listing includes drycleaner facilities, that use perchloroethylene, that
responded to the Notification of Compliance Status forms. It also includes those businesses that are pick-up stores
only and do not conduct dry cleaning on site.

Date of Government Version: 09/18/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/18/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/09/2009
Number of Days to Update: 21

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-363-7000
Last EDR Contact: 05/17/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/30/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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AIRS:  Permitted Facility & Emissions Lising
A listing of permitted Air facilities and emissions data.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 03/31/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/29/2009
Number of Days to Update: 29

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-363-7000
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

TIER 2:  Tier 2 Data Listing
A listing of facilities which store or manufacture hazardous materials and submit a chemical inventory report.

Date of Government Version: 09/22/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 09/29/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/09/2009
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-656-4852
Last EDR Contact: 06/07/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/20/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

INDIAN RESERV:  Indian Reservations
This map layer portrays Indian administered lands of the United States that have any area equal to or greater
than 640 acres.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/08/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  USGS
Telephone:  202-208-3710
Last EDR Contact: 04/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: Semi-Annually

SCRD DRYCLEANERS:  State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners Listing
The State Coalition for Remediation of Drycleaners was established in 1998, with support from the U.S. EPA Office
of Superfund Remediation and Technology Innovation. It is comprised of representatives of states with established
drycleaner remediation programs. Currently the member states are Alabama, Connecticut, Florida, Illinois, Kansas,
Minnesota, Missouri, North Carolina, Oregon, South Carolina, Tennessee, Texas, and Wisconsin.

Date of Government Version: 02/10/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/11/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 04/12/2010
Number of Days to Update: 60

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  615-532-8599
Last EDR Contact: 05/10/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/09/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

FEDLAND:  Federal and Indian Lands
Federally and Indian administrated lands of the United States. Lands included are administrated by: Army Corps
of Engineers, Bureau of Reclamation, National Wild and Scenic River, National Wildlife Refuge, Public Domain Land,
Wilderness, Wilderness Study Area, Wildlife Management Area, Bureau of Indian Affairs, Bureau of Land Management,
Department of Justice, Forest Service, Fish and Wildlife Service, National Park Service.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/06/2006
Date Made Active in Reports: 01/11/2007
Number of Days to Update: 339

Source:  U.S. Geological Survey
Telephone:  888-275-8747
Last EDR Contact: 04/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: N/A

COAL ASH:  Coal Ash Disposal Site Listing
A listing of coal ash landfills.

Date of Government Version: 08/26/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/27/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/18/2009
Number of Days to Update: 22

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  404-362-2537
Last EDR Contact: 05/24/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/23/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies
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PCB TRANSFORMER:  PCB Transformer Registration Database
The database of PCB transformer registrations that includes all PCB registration submittals.

Date of Government Version: 01/01/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/18/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 05/29/2009
Number of Days to Update: 100

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  202-566-0517
Last EDR Contact: 05/14/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/16/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH EPA:  Coal Combustion Residues Surface Impoundments List
A listing of coal combustion residues surface impoundments with high hazard potential ratings.

Date of Government Version: 11/09/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/18/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/10/2010
Number of Days to Update: 54

Source:  Environmental Protection Agency
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/16/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 06/28/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

COAL ASH DOE:  Sleam-Electric Plan Operation Data
A listing of power plants that store ash in surface ponds.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2005
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/07/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 10/22/2009
Number of Days to Update: 76

Source:  Department of Energy
Telephone:  202-586-8719
Last EDR Contact: 04/21/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: Varies

EDR PROPRIETARY RECORDS

EDR Proprietary Records

Manufactured Gas Plants:  EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plants
The EDR Proprietary Manufactured Gas Plant Database includes records of coal gas plants (manufactured gas plants)
compiled by EDR’s researchers. Manufactured gas sites were used in the United States from the 1800’s to 1950’s
to produce a gas that could be distributed and used as fuel. These plants used whale oil, rosin, coal, or a mixture
of coal, oil, and water that also produced a significant amount of waste. Many of the byproducts of the gas production,
such as coal tar (oily waste containing volatile and non-volatile chemicals), sludges, oils and other compounds
are potentially hazardous to human health and the environment. The byproduct from this process was frequently
disposed of directly at the plant site and can remain or spread slowly, serving as a continuous source of soil
and groundwater contamination.

Date of Government Version: N/A
Date Data Arrived at EDR: N/A
Date Made Active in Reports: N/A
Number of Days to Update: N/A

Source:  EDR, Inc.
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: N/A
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: N/A
Data Release Frequency: No Update Planned

OTHER DATABASE(S)

Depending on the geographic area covered by this report, the data provided in these specialty databases may or may not be
complete.  For example, the existence of wetlands information data in a specific report does not mean that all wetlands in the
area covered by the report are included.  Moreover, the absence of any reported wetlands information does not necessarily
mean that wetlands do not exist in the area covered by the report.

CT MANIFEST:  Hazardous Waste Manifest Data
Facility and manifest data. Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through
transporters to a tsd facility.
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Date of Government Version: 12/31/2007
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 08/26/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 09/11/2009
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  860-424-3375
Last EDR Contact: 06/04/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/06/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NJ MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 01/20/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/05/2010
Number of Days to Update: 16

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 04/23/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/02/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

NY MANIFEST:  Facility and Manifest Data
Manifest is a document that lists and tracks hazardous waste from the generator through transporters to a TSD
facility.

Date of Government Version: 01/04/2010
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/11/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 03/17/2010
Number of Days to Update: 34

Source:  Department of Environmental Conservation
Telephone:  518-402-8651
Last EDR Contact: 05/13/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 08/23/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

PA MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 12/01/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 12/14/2009
Number of Days to Update: 13

Source:  Department of Environmental Protection
Telephone:  717-783-8990
Last EDR Contact: 05/24/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/06/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

RI MANIFEST:  Manifest information
Hazardous waste manifest information

Date of Government Version: 11/03/2009
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 02/12/2010
Date Made Active in Reports: 02/22/2010
Number of Days to Update: 10

Source:  Department of Environmental Management
Telephone:  401-222-2797
Last EDR Contact: 06/01/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 09/13/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

WI MANIFEST:  Manifest Information
Hazardous waste manifest information.

Date of Government Version: 12/31/2008
Date Data Arrived at EDR: 07/17/2009
Date Made Active in Reports: 08/10/2009
Number of Days to Update: 24

Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:  N/A
Last EDR Contact: 03/22/2010
Next Scheduled EDR Contact: 07/05/2010
Data Release Frequency: Annually

Oil/Gas Pipelines: This data was obtained by EDR from the USGS in 1994. It is referred to by USGS as GeoData Digital Line Graphs
from 1:100,000-Scale Maps. It was extracted from the transportation category including some oil, but primarily
gas pipelines.

Electric Power Transmission Line Data
Source: PennWell Corporation
Telephone: (800) 823-6277
This map includes information copyrighted by PennWell Corporation. This information is provided
on a best effort basis and PennWell Corporation does not guarantee its accuracy nor warrant its
fitness for any particular purpose.  Such information has been reprinted with the permission of PennWell.

Sensitive Receptors: There are individuals deemed sensitive receptors due to their fragile immune systems and special sensitivity
to environmental discharges.  These sensitive receptors typically include the elderly, the sick, and children.  While the location of all
sensitive receptors cannot be determined, EDR indicates those buildings and facilities - schools, daycares, hospitals, medical centers,
and nursing homes - where individuals who are sensitive receptors are likely to be located.
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AHA Hospitals:
Source: American Hospital Association, Inc.
Telephone: 312-280-5991
The database includes a listing of hospitals based on the American Hospital Association’s annual survey of hospitals.

Medical Centers: Provider of Services Listing
Source: Centers for Medicare & Medicaid Services
Telephone: 410-786-3000
A listing of hospitals with Medicare provider number, produced by Centers of Medicare & Medicaid Services,
a federal agency within the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services.

Nursing Homes
Source: National Institutes of Health
Telephone: 301-594-6248
Information on Medicare and Medicaid certified nursing homes in the United States.

Public Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on elementary
and secondary public education in the United States.  It is a comprehensive, annual, national statistical
database of all public elementary and secondary schools and school districts, which contains data that are
comparable across all states.

Private Schools
Source: National Center for Education Statistics
Telephone: 202-502-7300
The National Center for Education Statistics’ primary database on private school locations in the United States. 

Daycare Centers: Child Care Centers
Source: Department of Human Resources
Telephone: 404-651-5562

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 2003 & 2009 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 and 2005 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

Scanned Digital USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map (DRG)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
A digital raster graphic (DRG) is a scanned image of a U.S. Geological Survey topographic map. The map images
are made by scanning published paper maps on high-resolution scanners. The raster image
is georeferenced and fit to the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) projection.

STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2010 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.
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geologic strata.
of the soil, and nearby wells.  Groundwater flow velocity is generally impacted by the nature of the
Groundwater flow direction may be impacted by surface topography, hydrology, hydrogeology, characteristics

  2.  Groundwater flow velocity.
  1.  Groundwater flow direction, and

Assessment of the impact of contaminant migration generally has two principle investigative components:

forming an opinion about the impact of potential contaminant migration.
EDR’s GeoCheck Physical Setting Source Addendum is provided to assist the environmental professional in

1997Most Recent Revision:
34084-D2 JUNO, GAWest Map:

1997Most Recent Revision:
34084-D1 DAWSONVILLE, GATarget Property Map:

USGS TOPOGRAPHIC MAP

1409 ft. above sea levelElevation:
3811114.8UTM Y (Meters): 
765701.2UTM X (Meters): 
Zone 16Universal Tranverse Mercator: 
84.1094 - 84˚ 6’ 33.8’’Longitude (West): 
34.40913 - 34˚ 24’ 32.9’’Latitude (North): 

TARGET PROPERTY COORDINATES

DAWSONVILLE, GA 30534
1901 PERIMETER ROAD
FARMINGTON WOODS - DAWSONVILLE

TARGET PROPERTY ADDRESS

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE ADDENDUM®
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should be field verified.
on a relative (not an absolute) basis. Relative elevation information between sites of close proximity
Source: Topography has been determined from the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model and should be evaluated

SURROUNDING TOPOGRAPHY: ELEVATION PROFILES
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General SEGeneral Topographic Gradient:
TARGET PROPERTY TOPOGRAPHY

should contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
assist the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or,
Surface topography may be indicative of the direction of surficial groundwater flow.  This information can be used to
TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

collected on nearby properties, and regional groundwater flow information (from deep aquifers).
sources of information, such as surface topographic information, hydrologic information, hydrogeologic data
using site-specific well data. If such data is not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary to rely on other
Groundwater flow direction for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW DIRECTION INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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Not Reported

GENERAL DIRECTIONLOCATION
GROUNDWATER FLOWFROM TPMAP ID

hydrogeologically, and the depth to water table.
authorities at select sites and has extracted the date of the report, groundwater flow direction as determined
flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted by environmental professionals to regulatory
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

AQUIFLOW®

 Search Radius: 1.000 Mile.

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
of groundwater flow direction in the immediate area.  Such hydrogeologic information can be used to assist the
Hydrogeologic information obtained by installation of wells on a specific site can often be an indicator
HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapDAWSONVILLE

NATIONAL WETLAND INVENTORY
NWI Electronic
Data CoverageNWI Quad at Target Property

Not ReportedAdditional Panels in search area:

13085C  - FEMA DFIRM Flood dataFlood Plain Panel at Target Property:

YES - refer to the Overview Map and Detail MapDAWSON, GA

FEMA FLOOD ZONE
FEMA Flood
Electronic DataTarget Property County

and bodies of water).
Refer to the Physical Setting Source Map following this summary for hydrologic information (major waterways

contamination exist on the target property, what downgradient sites might be impacted.
the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the impact of nearby contaminated properties or, should
Surface water can act as a hydrologic barrier to groundwater flow.  Such hydrologic information can be used to assist
HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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> 20 inchesDepth to Bedrock Max:

> 10 inchesDepth to Bedrock Min:

LOW     Corrosion Potential - Uncoated Steel:

Hydric Status: Soil does not meet the requirements for a hydric soil.

water table is more than 6 feet.
Well drained. Soils have intermediate water holding capacity. Depth toSoil Drainage Class:

movement of water, or soils with moderately fine or fine textures.
Class C - Slow infiltration rates. Soils with layers impeding downwardHydrologic Group:

gravelly - fine sandy loamSoil Surface Texture:

TALLAPOOSA                    Soil Component Name:

The following information is based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data.
in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO) soil survey maps.
for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation of soil patterns
Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil survey information
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Soil Conservation Service (SCS) leads the National Cooperative Soil

DOMINANT SOIL COMPOSITION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).
of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - a digital representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman
Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology

ROCK STRATIGRAPHIC UNIT GEOLOGIC AGE IDENTIFICATION

Metamorphic RocksCategory:PaleozoicEra:
PennsylvanianSystem:
mafic paragneiss(=hornblendite,amphibolite)Series:
mm2Code:    (decoded above as Era, System & Series)

at which contaminant migration may be occurring.
Geologic information can be used by the environmental professional in forming an opinion about the relative speed
GEOLOGIC INFORMATION IN GENERAL AREA OF TARGET PROPERTY

move more quickly through sandy-gravelly types of soils than silty-clayey types of soils.
characteristics data collected on nearby properties and regional soil information. In general, contaminant plumes
to rely on other sources of information, including geologic age identification, rock stratigraphic unit and soil
using site specific geologic and soil strata data. If such data are not reasonably ascertainable, it may be necessary
Groundwater flow velocity information for a particular site is best determined by a qualified environmental professional
GROUNDWATER FLOW VELOCITY INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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gravelly - sandy loam
sandy loam
loam
fine sandy loamDeeper Soil Types:

clay loam
clay
sandy clay loam
silt loamShallow Soil Types:

loam
fine sandy loam
clay loam
sandy loamSurficial Soil Types:

loam
fine sandy loam
clay loam
sandy loamSoil Surface Textures:

appear within the general area of target property.
Based on Soil Conservation Service STATSGO data, the following additional subordinant soil types may

OTHER SOIL TYPES IN AREA

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.00

Min:    0.00
Max:   0.06Not reportedNot reported

bedrock
weathered60 inches19 inches 4

Min:    4.50
Max:   5.00

Min:    0.60
Max:   2.00

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly - loam19 inches10 inches 3

Min:    4.50
Max:   5.00

Min:    0.60
Max:   2.00

Clayey sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Claygravelly - loam10 inches 4 inches 2

Min:    4.50
Max:   5.00

Min:    0.60
Max:   2.00

Silty Sand.
Sands with fines,
SOILS, Sands,
COARSE-GRAINED

Soils.
200), Silty
passing No.
than 35 pct.
Materials (more
Silt-Clay

sandy loam
gravelly - fine 4 inches 0 inches 1

Soil Layer Information           

Boundary Classification

Permeability
Rate (in/hr)

Layer Upper Lower Soil Texture Class AASHTO Group Unified Soil Soil Reaction
(pH)

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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No Wells Found

STATE DATABASE WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

Note: PWS System location is not always the same as well location.

1/2 - 1 Mile WestGA0850000   1

FEDERAL FRDS PUBLIC WATER SUPPLY SYSTEM INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

No Wells Found

FEDERAL USGS WELL INFORMATION

LOCATION
FROM TPWELL IDMAP ID

1.000State Database
Nearest PWS within 1 mileFederal FRDS PWS
0.000Federal USGS

WELL SEARCH DISTANCE INFORMATION

SEARCH DISTANCE (miles)DATABASE

opinion about the impact of contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells.
professional in assessing sources that may impact ground water flow direction, and in forming an
EDR Local/Regional Water Agency records provide water well information to assist the environmental

LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE SUMMARY®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:

PARK WELL PLANTFacility name:
2746Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:SpringFacility type:
DAWSONVILLE SPRINGFacility name:
11487Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Consecutive_connectionFacility type:
ETOWAH WATER AUTHORITYFacility name:
11486Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

1
West
1/2 - 1 Mile
Higher

GA0850000FRDS PWS

Map ID
Direction
Distance
Elevation EDR ID NumberDatabase

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:

DAWSONVILLE SPRING PLANTFacility name:
3769Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
SPRING WELL PLANTFacility name:
3631Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
HELEN WELL PLANTFacility name:
3368Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:

PARK WELLFacility name:
5751Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:
SHOLE HOLE RD WELLFacility name:
5750Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
MAPLE ST WELL PLANTFacility name:
3835Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:

MAPLE ST WELLFacility name:
5754Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:
SPRING WELLFacility name:
5753Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:
HELEN WELLFacility name:
5752Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Distribution_system_zoneFacility type:

DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMFacility name:
11485Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Distribution_system_zoneFacility type:
DISTRIBUTION SYSTEMFacility name:
11485Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
SHOLE HOLE RD WELL PLANTFacility name:
771Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:

PARK WELL PLANTFacility name:
2746Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:SpringFacility type:
DAWSONVILLE SPRINGFacility name:
11487Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Consecutive_connectionFacility type:
ETOWAH WATER AUTHORITYFacility name:
11486Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®



TC2789857.2s   Page A-14

disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:

DAWSONVILLE SPRING PLANTFacility name:
3769Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
SPRING WELL PLANTFacility name:
3631Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
HELEN WELL PLANTFacility name:
3368Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:

PARK WELLFacility name:
5751Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:
SHOLE HOLE RD WELLFacility name:
5750Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
MAPLE ST WELL PLANTFacility name:
3835Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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disinfectionTreatment objective:
hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:

MAPLE ST WELLFacility name:
5754Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:
SPRING WELLFacility name:
5753Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:WellFacility type:
HELEN WELLFacility name:
5752Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Intentional no-actionEnf action:

2/16/2001 0:00:00Enfdate:8/21/2001 0:00:00Complperen:
10/1/1997 0:00:00Complperbe:
Follow-up and Routine Tap SamplingViol. Type:

LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:10204Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

Violations information not reported.

837Population:TreatedTreatment Class:
Not ReportedCity Served:

084 07 08Facility Longitude:34 25 05Facility Latitude:
084 06 56Facility Longitude:34 25 17Facility Latitude:
084 07 19Facility Longitude:34 24 34Facility Latitude:
084 05 58Facility Longitude:34 26 04Facility Latitude:

Not ReportedAddressee / Facility: 

DAWSONVILLE,  GA 305340006
POB 6 - PUBLIC SQUARE HWY 53
CITY OF DAWSONVILLE
DAWSONVILLEPWS Name:

Not ReportedDate Deactivated:Not ReportedDate Initiated:
GA0850000PWS ID:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:
disinfectionTreatment objective:

hypochlorination, postTreatment process:Treatment_plantFacility type:
SHOLE HOLE RD WELL PLANTFacility name:
771Facility id:

Local_GovtOwner type:ActiveStatus:
CWSPws type:
Purch_surface_waterPWS Source:

870Pwssvcconn:1342Population Served:
DAWSONVILLEPws name:

DawsonCounty:GAState:
04Epa region:GA0850000Pwsid:

30534-0006Contact zip:
DAWSONVILLEContact city:
Not ReportedContact address2:

POB 6Contact address1:706-265-3256Contact phone:
BARR, GARYOriginal name:
BARR, GARYContact name:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Public Notif ReceivedEnf action:

5/23/2007 0:00:00Enfdate:2/28/2007 0:00:00Complperen:
2/1/2007 0:00:00Complperbe:
Monitoring, Routine Major (TCR)Viol. Type:

COLIFORM (TCR)Contaminant:10507Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Public Notif RequestedEnf action:

3/16/2007 0:00:00Enfdate:2/28/2007 0:00:00Complperen:
2/1/2007 0:00:00Complperbe:
Monitoring, Routine Major (TCR)Viol. Type:

COLIFORM (TCR)Contaminant:10507Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Violation/Reminder NoticeEnf action:

3/16/2007 0:00:00Enfdate:2/28/2007 0:00:00Complperen:
2/1/2007 0:00:00Complperbe:
Monitoring, Routine Major (TCR)Viol. Type:

COLIFORM (TCR)Contaminant:10507Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Compliance AchievedEnf action:

8/2/2005 0:00:00Enfdate:8/2/2005 0:00:00Complperen:
1/1/2005 0:00:00Complperbe:
Monitoring and Reporting Stage 1Viol. Type:

0400Contaminant:10405Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Violation/Reminder NoticeEnf action:

6/16/2005 0:00:00Enfdate:8/2/2005 0:00:00Complperen:
1/1/2005 0:00:00Complperbe:
Monitoring and Reporting Stage 1Viol. Type:

0400Contaminant:10405Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Compliance AchievedEnf action:

8/21/2001 0:00:00Enfdate:8/21/2001 0:00:00Complperen:
10/1/1997 0:00:00Complperbe:
Follow-up and Routine Tap SamplingViol. Type:

LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:10204Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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State Compliance AchievedEnf. Action:8/21/2001 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10204Violation ID:
10/1/1997 0:00:00 - 8/21/2001 0:00:00Compliance Period:
LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:
Follow-up and Routine Tap SamplingViolation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Intentional no-actionEnf. Action:2/16/2001 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10204Violation ID:
10/1/1997 0:00:00 - 8/21/2001 0:00:00Compliance Period:
LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:
Follow-up and Routine Tap SamplingViolation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Intentional no-actionEnf. Action:2/16/2001 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10204Violation ID:
10/1/1997 0:00:00 - 8/21/2001 0:00:00Compliance Period:
LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:
Follow-up and Routine Tap SamplingViolation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Compliance AchievedEnf action:

8/14/2008 0:00:00Enfdate:8/14/2008 0:00:00Complperen:
7/1/2008 0:00:00Complperbe:
CCR Complete Failure to ReportViol. Type:

7000Contaminant:10808Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State CCR Follow-up NoticeEnf action:

8/12/2008 0:00:00Enfdate:8/14/2008 0:00:00Complperen:
7/1/2008 0:00:00Complperbe:
CCR Complete Failure to ReportViol. Type:

7000Contaminant:10808Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Compliance AchievedEnf action:

7/9/2007 0:00:00Enfdate:7/9/2007 0:00:00Complperen:
7/1/2007 0:00:00Complperbe:
CCR Complete Failure to ReportViol. Type:

7000Contaminant:10607Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

Not ReportedViolmeasur:
State Intentional no-actionEnf action:

7/12/2007 0:00:00Enfdate:7/9/2007 0:00:00Complperen:
7/1/2007 0:00:00Complperbe:
CCR Complete Failure to ReportViol. Type:

7000Contaminant:10607Vioid:
CPwstypecod:2424Retpopsrvd:

DAWSONVILLEPwsname:
GA0850000Pwsid:03/31/2009Truedate:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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GA, 30 706-2
DAWSONVILLEAddress 2:
POB 6Address:

Not ReportedPhone:BARR, GARYContact:
2424Population:DAWSONVILLEName:

CONTACT INFORMATION:

State Public Notif RequestedEnf. Action:1995-02-01Enforcement Date:
9500100Violation ID:
1994-12-01 - 1994-12-31Compliance Period:
COLIFORM (TCR)Contaminant:
Monitoring, Routine Major (TCR)Violation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Violation/Reminder NoticeEnf. Action:6/16/2005 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10405Violation ID:
1/1/2005 0:00:00 - 8/2/2005 0:00:00Compliance Period:
0400Contaminant:
Monitoring and Reporting Stage 1Violation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Compliance AchievedEnf. Action:8/2/2005 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10405Violation ID:
1/1/2005 0:00:00 - 8/2/2005 0:00:00Compliance Period:
0400Contaminant:
Monitoring and Reporting Stage 1Violation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Violation/Reminder NoticeEnf. Action:6/16/2005 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10405Violation ID:
1/1/2005 0:00:00 - 8/2/2005 0:00:00Compliance Period:
0400Contaminant:
Monitoring and Reporting Stage 1Violation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Compliance AchievedEnf. Action:8/2/2005 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10405Violation ID:
1/1/2005 0:00:00 - 8/2/2005 0:00:00Compliance Period:
0400Contaminant:
Monitoring and Reporting Stage 1Violation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

State Compliance AchievedEnf. Action:8/21/2001 0:00:00Enforcement Date:
10204Violation ID:
10/1/1997 0:00:00 - 8/21/2001 0:00:00Compliance Period:
LEAD & COPPER RULEContaminant:
Follow-up and Routine Tap SamplingViolation Type:
DAWSONVILLESystem Name:

ENFORCEMENT INFORMATION:

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS®
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Not ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedBasement
Not ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedNot ReportedLiving Area - 2nd Floor
0%0%100%1.500 pCi/LLiving Area - 1st Floor

% >20 pCi/L% 4-20 pCi/L% <4 pCi/LAverage ActivityArea

Number of sites tested: 2

Federal Area Radon Information for Zip Code:   30534

             : Zone 3 indoor average level < 2 pCi/L.
             : Zone 2 indoor average level >= 2 pCi/L and <= 4 pCi/L.
     Note: Zone 1 indoor average level > 4 pCi/L.

Federal EPA Radon Zone for DAWSON County:  2 

AREA RADON INFORMATION

GEOCHECK   - PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE MAP FINDINGS
RADON

®



TOPOGRAPHIC INFORMATION

USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model (DEM)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
EDR acquired the USGS 7.5’ Digital Elevation Model in 2002 and updated it in 2006. The 7.5 minute DEM corresponds
to the USGS 1:24,000- and 1:25,000-scale topographic quadrangle maps. The DEM provides elevation data
with consistent elevation units and projection.

Scanned Digital USGS 7.5’ Topographic Map (DRG)
Source: United States Geologic Survey
A digital raster graphic (DRG) is a scanned image of a U.S. Geological Survey topographic map. The map images
are made by scanning published paper maps on high-resolution scanners. The raster image
is georeferenced and fit to the Universal Transverse Mercator (UTM) projection.

HYDROLOGIC INFORMATION

Flood Zone Data: This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR in 2003 & 2009 from the Federal
Emergency Management Agency (FEMA).  Data depicts 100-year and 500-year flood zones as defined by FEMA.

NWI: National Wetlands Inventory.  This data, available in select counties across the country, was obtained by EDR
in 2002 and 2005 from the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service.

HYDROGEOLOGIC INFORMATION

AQUIFLOW       Information SystemR

Source:  EDR proprietary database of groundwater flow information
EDR has developed the AQUIFLOW Information System (AIS) to provide data on the general direction of groundwater

flow at specific points. EDR has reviewed reports submitted to regulatory authorities at select sites and has
extracted the date of the report, hydrogeologically determined groundwater flow direction and depth to water table
information.

GEOLOGIC INFORMATION

Geologic Age and Rock Stratigraphic Unit
Source: P.G. Schruben, R.E. Arndt and W.J. Bawiec, Geology of the Conterminous U.S. at 1:2,500,000 Scale - A digital
representation of the 1974 P.B. King and H.M. Beikman Map, USGS Digital Data Series DDS - 11 (1994).

STATSGO: State Soil Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services
The U.S. Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Natural Resources Conservation Service (NRCS) leads the national
Conservation Soil Survey (NCSS) and is responsible for collecting, storing, maintaining and distributing soil
survey information for privately owned lands in the United States. A soil map in a soil survey is a representation
of soil patterns in a landscape. Soil maps for STATSGO are compiled by generalizing more detailed (SSURGO)
soil survey maps.

SSURGO: Soil Survey Geographic Database
Source:  Department of Agriculture, Natural Resources Conservation Services (NRCS)
Telephone:  800-672-5559
SSURGO is the most detailed level of mapping done by the Natural Resources Conservation Services, mapping
scales generally range from 1:12,000 to 1:63,360. Field mapping methods using national standards are used to
construct the soil maps in the Soil Survey Geographic (SSURGO) database. SSURGO digitizing duplicates the
original soil survey maps. This level of mapping is designed for use by landowners, townships and county
natural resource planning and management.
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LOCAL / REGIONAL WATER AGENCY RECORDS

FEDERAL WATER WELLS

PWS: Public Water Systems
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Public Water System data from the Federal Reporting Data System.  A PWS is any water system which provides water to at

least 25 people for at least 60 days annually.  PWSs provide water from wells, rivers and other sources.

PWS ENF: Public Water Systems Violation and Enforcement Data
Source:  EPA/Office of Drinking Water
Telephone:  202-564-3750
Violation and Enforcement data for Public Water Systems from the Safe Drinking Water Information System (SDWIS) after

August 1995.  Prior to August 1995, the data came from the Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS).

USGS Water Wells: USGS National Water Inventory System (NWIS)
This database contains descriptive information on sites where the USGS collects or has collected data on surface
water and/or groundwater. The groundwater data includes information on wells, springs, and other sources of groundwater.

STATE RECORDS

Georgia Public Supply Wells
Source:  Georgia Department of Community Affairs
Telephone:  404-894-0127

USGS Georgia Water Wells
Source:  USGS, Georgia District Office
Telephone:  770-903-9100

DNR Managed Lands
Source:  Department of Natural Resources
Telephone:   706-557-3032
This dataset provides 1:24,000-scale data depicting boundaries of land parcels making up the public lands managed

by the Georgia Department of Natural Resources (GDNR). It includes polygon representations of State Parks, State
Historic Parks, State Conservation Parks, State Historic Sites, Wildlife Management Areas, Public Fishing Areas,
Fish Hatcheries, Natural Areas and other specially-designated areas. The data were collected and located by the
Georgia Department of Natural Resources. Boundaries were digitized from survey plats or other information.

OTHER STATE DATABASE INFORMATION

RADON

Area Radon Information
Source: USGS
Telephone:  703-356-4020
The National Radon Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
(USEPA) and is a compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon Survey.
The study covers the years 1986 - 1992. Where necessary data has been supplemented by information collected at
private sources such as universities and research institutions.

EPA Radon Zones
Source:  EPA
Telephone:  703-356-4020
Sections 307 & 309 of IRAA directed EPA to list and identify areas of U.S. with the potential for elevated indoor
radon levels.

OTHER

Airport Landing Facilities: Private and public use landing facilities
Source:  Federal Aviation Administration, 800-457-6656

Epicenters: World earthquake epicenters, Richter 5 or greater
Source:  Department of Commerce, National Oceanic and Atmospheric Administration
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STREET AND ADDRESS INFORMATION

© 2010 Tele Atlas North America, Inc. All rights reserved.  This material is proprietary and the subject of copyright protection
and other intellectual property rights owned by or licensed to Tele Atlas North America, Inc.  The use of this material is subject
to the terms of a license agreement.  You will be held liable for any unauthorized copying or disclosure of this material.

TC2789857.2s     Page A-24

PHYSICAL SETTING SOURCE RECORDS SEARCHED



 

 
 

APPENDIX G – RECORD OF COMMUNICATIONS AND INTERVIEWS 
 

 
 
 
 
 
 



UNITED CONSULTING 
RECORD OF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
Project Name: Farmington Woods Project Number:  2010.0398.01  

Communications with:  

Of:  Dawson County Board of Health – Environmental Division-  

Location:   Phone:  706-265-7529  

 
Communication via: ( x ) Telephone Conversation ( ) Discussions During Site Inspection 

(  ) Office Visit/Meeting at  (  ) Other    

Recorded by:  Alex Hallford  of   United Consulting  

At: (time)     on (date)    June 11, 2010  

Re:    

Subject:  Request of information concerning septic tanks, and hazardous waste  

 

Summary of Communication: United Consulting contacted the Dawson County Environmental 
Health Department to request information concerning septic tanks and hazardous wastes.  United 
Consulting was informed that there are no records of hazardous wastes kept and that information 
requests for septic tanks should be faxed.  Sent fax requesting information for 1901 and 2201 
Perimeter Road. 
 
 
 
 
Conclusions, Actions Taken, Required, or Recommended:    

  

  

 

Follow up Required:  When, With and By Whom:    

  

  
 
 
 
Document Control No. 6000-1015 Rev. 0   
 
 



 

 

UNITED CONSULTING 
RECORD OF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
Project Name: Farmington Woods Project Number:  2010.0398.01  

Communications with: Mr. Gary Barr  

Of:  Dawson Water and Sewer Authority  

Location:   Phone:  706-429-6211  

 
Communication via: ( x ) Telephone Conversation (  ) Discussions During Site Inspection 

(  ) Office Visit/Meeting at  (  ) Other    

Recorded by:  Alex Hallford  of   United Consulting  

At: (time)   1515  on (date)    June 11, 2010  

Re:    

Subject:  Water and sewer connections, water quality, drinking well permits, contaminated wells  

 

Summary of Communication: Mr. Barr indicated that there were not water or sewer 
connections available for the Project Site.  The water quality report was available at City Hall.  
The county does not keep permits for wells or a list of contaminated wells. 
 
 
 
 
Conclusions, Actions Taken, Required, or Recommended:    

  

  

 

Follow up Required:  When, With and By Whom:    

  

  
 
 
 
Document Control No. 6000-1015 Rev. 0   
 



 
 

 

UNITED CONSULTING 
RECORD OF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
Project Name: Farmington Woods Project Number:  2010.0398.01  

Communications with: Ms. Bonnie Warne  

Of:  Dawson County Department of Planning and Zoning  

Location:   Phone:    

 
Communication via: (  ) Telephone Conversation (  ) Discussions During Site Inspection 

(  ) Office Visit/Meeting at  (  ) Other    

Recorded by:  Alex Hallford  of   United Consulting  

At: (time)     on (date)    June 11, 2010  

Re:    

Subject:  Building Permits  

 

Summary of Communication: Information concerning building permits was requested for the 
address of 1901 Perimeter Road.  Ms. Warne indicated that the address of 1901 did not show up 
in the Tax Assessors database.  A follow-up was made with the correct address of 2201 
Perimeter Road. 
 
 
Conclusions, Actions Taken, Required, or Recommended:  A response was not received for 

the follow-up request.  

  

  

 

Follow up Required:  When, With and By Whom:    

  

  
 
 
Document Control No. 6000-1015 Rev. 0    



 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 
RECORD OF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
Project Name: Farmington Woods Project Number:  2010.0398.01  

Communications with: Mr. David King  

Of:  Georgia Power  

Location:   Phone:    

 
Communication via: ( x ) Telephone Conversation (  ) Discussions During Site Inspection 

(  ) Office Visit/Meeting at  (  ) Other    

Recorded by:  Alex Hallford  of   United Consulting  

At: (time)     on (date)    June 25, 2010  

Re:    

Subject:  PCB containing transformers  

 

Summary of Communication: United Consulting requested information via email from Georgia 
Power concerning PCBs in the on-site transformer.  Mr. King called United Consulting on June 
25, 2010 and stated that the pad mounted transformer on the Project Site did not contain PCBs. 
 
 
 
 
Conclusions, Actions Taken, Required, or Recommended:    

  

  

 

Follow up Required:  When, With and By Whom:    

  

  
 
 
Document Control No. 6000-1015 Rev. 0    
 
 
 



 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 
RECORD OF COMMUNICATION 
 
 
Project Name: Farmington Woods Project Number:  2010.0398.01  

Communications with:  Ms. Betty Martin  

Of:  Dawson County Fire Department  

Location:   Phone:    

 
Communication via: ( x ) Telephone Conversation (  ) Discussions During Site Inspection 

(  ) Office Visit/Meeting at  (  ) Other    

Recorded by:  Alex Hallford  of   United Consulting  

At: (time)    on (date)    June 16, 2010  

Re:    

Subject:  Emergency responses to the Project Site  

 

Summary of Communication: Ms. Martin indicated that there were no activity records 
concerning fires or hazardous material spills at the Project Site. 
 
 
 
 
Conclusions, Actions Taken, Required, or Recommended:    

  

  

 

Follow up Required:  When, With and By Whom:    

  

  
 
 
Document Control No. 6000-1015 Rev. 0    
 
 
 
 





















































































 

 
 

APPENDIX H – AUTHOR CREDENTIALS, DOCUMENTATION OF 
QUALIFICATION AS AN “ENVIRONMENTAL PROFESSIONAL” 

 
 



UNITED CONSULTING

David P. Huetter 
Senior Wetlands and Environmental Specialist/ Wildlife Ecologist 

Environmental/ Wetlands Services 
       

EDUCATION AND TRAINING  

BS | Forest Resources | University of Georgia | 1993 

        Majoring in Wildlife Biology 

 

TRAINING 

• 36 Hour Wetland Delineation Course – University of Georgia, 1995 

 Red-Cockaded Woodpecker: Identification and Management – 

University of Georgia, 1995 

• Wetland Plant Identification – Biotic Consultants, Inc., 1996 

• 40 Hour OSHA Training (Hazardous Waste Operations) 

• Fundamentals of Erosion and Sedimentation Control – University of  

 Georgia, 1997 

• Telecommunications Towers: NEPA and NHPA Review – National  

 Preservation Institute, 2000 

• Restoring Forested Wetlands – University of Georgia, 2001 

• Applied Fluvial Geomorphology – Wildland Hydrology, 2004 

• Stream Restoration Design Principles – NC Stream Restoration  

 Institute, 2006 

• NPDES Level 1A Certification – Riverbend Environmental, 2006 

• Stream Restoration: Project Implementation and Evaluation – NC 

Stream Restoration Institute, 2007 

 

PROFESSIONAL MEMBERSHIPS 

• The Wildlife Society 

• Society of Wetland Scientists  

 

SUMMARY OF EXPERIENCE 
Mr. Huetter joined United Consulting in 1994 and has performed 

ecological research and site evaluations for state and federal government 

agencies, as well as for private firms and individuals. His experience 

includes field assessment and mapping of streams, wetlands, and 

vegetative communities, endangered species surveys, and conducting 

research of several wildlife species and their related habitat. Mr. Huetter 

has conducted field delineations and permitting for wetland and stream 

impacts throughout the Southeast United States. In addition, he has 

prepared several stream and wetland mitigation plans as well as 

supervising wetland creation and restoration projects, implementing 

stream and riparian restoration and enhancement mitigation, and 

monitoring wetland and stream mitigation sites. Mr. Huetter has also 

conducted sediment evaluations on numerous streams, ponds and lakes to 

determine the effects of channel erosion and sediment loading. 

Evaluations include assessing historic and recent sediment deposition, 

water quality, and general impacts to aquatic systems. 

EXPERTISE 

 

Environmental  

Assessments 

  

  Wetland and  

Ecological 

Services 

  

Sedimentation 

Analyses 

 

NEPA/GEPA 

Evaluations 

 

Telecommunic

ations Towers 
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Huetter, David P. (Continued) 
 

 

REPRESENTATIVE ENVIRONMENTAL ASSESSMENT PROJECTS 
 
Environmental Assessments – Georgia DCA 

Mr. Huetter has been involved with conducting or reviewing more than 20 projects conducted in 

accordance with the Georgia Department of Community Affairs standards. His duties included 

conducting the Phase I ESA site reconnaissance, reviewing historical documentation, conducting 

Phase II field investigations, delineating streams and wetlands, providing environmental expertise 

regarding evaluating RECs, and reviewing final reports. Some of the projects Mr. Huetter has been 

involved with include: Marcus Street Senior Residences, Hope Estates Senior Residences, Grove 

Park, MLK Senior Residences, Mossy Branch Apartments, Columbia Senior Residences at Wheat 

Street, Mechanicsville Apartments, William Holmes Borders Senior Residences, and Thomson 

Senior Residences. 

 

Southland Tract - Stone Mountain, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment on a 90-acre tract.  The Phase I 

identified the potential for environmental concern relating to illegally dumped trash and debris 

including a drum and several automotive batteries.  A Phase II Environmental Site Assessment 

was performed to determine if contamination had occurred to the site.  Mr. Huetter conducted test 

pit investigations and collected soil samples for laboratory analysis of lead, volatile and 

semi-volatile organic compounds. The results of the investigation identified that significant 

contamination had not occurred on the site. 

 

Langford Drive Site - Norcross, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment on a tract containing an old home 

site. The Phase I identified the potential for environmental concern relating to an area of apparent 

soil contamination.  A Phase II Environmental Site Assessment was performed to determine the 

constituents of the contamination and the proper method of disposal. Mr. Huetter collected soil 

samples for analytical testing and then supervised the excavation and disposal of the contaminated 

soil.  The residential development project was then able to proceed as planned.  

 
Hinesville Post Office Site - Hinesville/Ft. Stewart, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter supervised the completion of a Phase I Environmental Assessment on a wooded parcel 

in accordance with the USPS guidelines. In addition, Mr. Huetter conducted a follow-up 

investigation of the site to delineate wetlands and conduct a detailed investigation for protected 

species. A small area of wetlands on the site was delineated and no protected species were 

discovered. Construction was able to proceed with limited permit coordination. 
 
Fulton County School Sites – Fulton County, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted Environmental Evaluations in accordance with the Georgia Environmental 

Policy Act guidelines to assess potential environmental impacts associated with construction of 

several new school sites. Evaluations included assessing potential impacts to various natural 

resources including; streams, wetlands, protected species, forest resources, and soil erosion. 
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Huetter, David P. (Continued) 
 

 
Fort Valley State College, Dairy Goat Research Center - Fort Valley, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted a pre-construction environmental assessment for a dairy goat research 

processing facility at Fort Valley State College.  USDA guidelines were required for the 

assessment, which included endangered species, wetlands, and natural resources evaluation for the 

site.  He also prepared the reports and supporting documents for submittal with a grant application 

to the USDA. 

 

Roswell Gables Apartment, Phase II - Roswell, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted a Phase I Environmental Assessment, which was completed with no cause 

for environmental contamination concerns.  He also performed a Wetland Delineation for the 

Roswell Gables Apartment Complex. 

 

Memorial Drive Krispy Kreme - Atlanta, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted a well and receptor survey in accordance with the rules for Underground 

Storage Tank Management and the Hazardous Site Response Program for petroleum and 

hazardous substance contamination at the site.  In addition, notifications were prepared for both 

agencies and based on the results of the survey and environmental calculations, requests were 

made for “no further action.” 
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Huetter, David P. (Continued) 
 

REPRESENTATIVE WETLAND AND ECOLOGICAL PROJECTS 

 
Cape San Blas Ecological Study - St. Joseph’s Pennisula, Florida 

Mr. Huetter conducted vegetation surveys along St. Joseph's Peninsula in Florida for mapping the 

major vegetation types located throughout the peninsula.  Other responsibilities included 

monitoring nesting of federal threatened loggerhead sea turtles and surveying bird populations 

including the endangered snowy plover. 

 
Chickamauga National Park, White-tailed Deer Project - Georgia 

The University of Georgia was contracted to determine the effects of deer browsing on understory 

vegetation.  Mr. Huetter assisted with vegetation surveys which were conducted to monitor 

understory regeneration, as well as competition between native and exotic species. Transects were 

set up for long term monitoring of two rare plant species located in the park's unique cedar glade 

communities. 

 
United States Department of Agriculture - Alabama 

Mr. Huetter mapped out wetlands sites along Interstate 85 for the Alabama Department of 

Transportation to determine potential impacts on the roadbed.   He installed water control 

structures in two large wetlands sites on Talladega National Forest for the purpose of managing 

water levels. 

 
Rosewood Park Developments - Cobb County, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted wetlands delineations for three associated developments.  Each delineation 

report was sent to the Corps of Engineers to verify the delineation and necessary permits.  A 

pre-discharge notification was prepared for the combined wetland impacts and was submitted to 

the Corps of Engineers for authorization of impacts. 

 
Discovery Industrial Park - Atlanta, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted a preliminary investigation for wetlands on a 400-acre proposed industrial 

park.  The wetland investigation included delineating a 100-acre wetland conservation area.  In 

addition, investigations were conducted to determine the potential for protected species and 

cultural resources occurring on the site. 

 
Atria Communities – Gainesville and Marco Island, Florida 

Mr. Huetter conducted ecological surveys of two proposed development sites, which included 

vegetation and wildlife surveys, and wetlands delineations.  The field assessments identified 

gopher tortoise burrows on both sites and recommendations were made concerning development 

implications, permit compliance, and relocation of tortoises. 

 
Nance Road Tract - Acworth, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter conducted a wetlands delineation for an 80 acre proposed residential development and 

assisted the client with site plan modifications to reduce wetland impacts and avoid individual 

permitting.  He also assisted the client with implementation of sediment and erosion control during 

development to prevent impacts to the federally protected Cherokee darter, which occurs in a 
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Huetter, David P. (Continued) 
 

nearby creek.  The Corps of Engineers provided concurrence with the delineation, nationwide 

permitting, and provided a statement of “no effects” concerning the Cherokee darter. 

 
Huntcliff Village - Fulton County, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter assisted with the development of a wetland restoration plan and supervised the 

implementation of the restoration efforts.  Wetland restoration included mechanized removal of 

approximately 1,000 cubic yards of sediment, restoration of site hydrology, and planting of 

wetland vegetation.  Post restoration monitoring was conducted and included analysis of 

vegetation survival and regeneration, hydrologic measurements, and water quality analysis. 

 
Chestatee Tract - Dawson County, Georgia 

United Consulting was contracted to conduct a wetland delineation, protected species, and cultural 

resources review for a proposed residential and golf course development on a 520-acre tract in 

Dawson County.  Mr. Huetter delineated wetlands and other jurisdictional waters for the entire 

tract as well as performed a reconnaissance for federal and state protected species including their 

critical habitat.  No potential impacts to protected species were identified. 
 
Cobb International Expansion - Cobb County, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter delineated wetlands for a proposed road crossing and building development and 

received Corps of Engineers concurrence with the delineation and nationwide permitting. 

Improper grading of the site by the contractor resulted in a violation of the nationwide permit and 

United Consulting was contracted to assist with the situation.  Mr. Huetter prepared and submitted 

an after-the-fact discharge notification to the Corps for the additional wetland impacts and 

prepared a compensatory mitigation plan.  Grading and planting of the wetland creation area was 

completed as specified in the approved mitigation plan.   

 
Habersham County Airport Expansion - Clarksville, Georgia 

United Consulting was contracted to conduct a wetland delineation, protected species, and cultural 

resources review for a proposed expansion of the existing airport facility.  Mr. Huetter delineated 

wetlands and other jurisdictional waters for the entire tract as well as performed a reconnaissance 

for federal and state protected species.  No potential impacts to protected species were identified.  

The Section 404 Individual Permit application is pending final approval. 
 
Lake Lochwolde Subdivision - Covington, Georgia 

United Consulting was contracted to conduct the wetlands consultation for this proposed 

residential development. The developer was issued a stop work order for the project due to 

extensive erosion problems and unauthorized wetland impacts. United Consulting was brought in 

to work with the Corps of Engineers and assess the wetland impact problem. Mr. Huetter met the 

developer and Corps on site, developed a plan to mitigate the impacts, and worked to resolve the 

problem. Mr. Huetter quickly mobilized a team to delineated wetlands and other jurisdictional 

waters for the entire tract as well as assess the area of wetland impacts. The total impact was 

determined, a resolution was made, and the developer was able to re-start the site work. Mr. 

Huetter prepared a mitigation plan, which was approved by the Corps and monitored the 

implementation. The mitigation plan included five years of monitoring, which is currently in its 

fourth year.  To date, the mitigation area is properly functioning and appears to be successful. 
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Huetter, David P. (Continued) 
 

 

REPRESENTATIVE SEDIMENTATION ANALYSES PROJECTS 

 
Berkeley Lake - Gwinnett County, Georgia 

United Consulting was contracted to conduct a sediment analysis of several coves within Berkeley 

Lake to determine if increased sediment loading had occurred within the lake.  Mr. Huetter set up 

transects across the lake in the areas of concern to measure the depth of unconsolidated sediments 

at points along the transects.  Sediment depths were then compared to previously obtained data.  

The results of the study determined that the upstream development had resulted in only minor 

discharges of sediment into the lake. In addition, Mr. Huetter made recommendations for 

maintenance and improvement of the existing sediment and erosion controls on the development 

site.  

 
Betony Woods Pond - Henry County, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter performed a series of sediment analyses on a pond located in Henry County. Analyses 

were performed in consecutive years on the same areas of the pond to determine the effects of 

sediment runoff from an up-stream development.  Sediment depths were measured at points along 

the established transects.  The analysis concluded that sediment and erosion controls at the 

upstream development were sufficient to minimize downstream loading and that the development 

did not result in significant sediment accumulations within the pond. 

 
Holben Pond - Gwinnett County, Georgia 

Mr. Huetter performed a series of sediment analyses the pond to determine the volume of sediment 

deposition from an upstream development.  A series of analyses were performed to document the 

extensive sediment deposition.  Sediment depths were measured at points along the established 

transects.  The analysis concluded that significant sediment accumulation had occurred within the 

pond as a direct result of the upstream development. 
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REPRESENTATIVE TELECOMMUNICATION TOWER PROJECTS 
 
Proposed Telecommunications Towers, Nationwide 

United Consulting has been contracted by several telecommunications carriers and contractors to 

prepare environmental checklists for compliance with the National Environmental Policy Act for 

proposed tower sites within Georgia, Florida, Virginia, Tennessee, Colorado, Wyoming, Arizona, 

Arkansas, Alabama, Mississippi, Indiana, South Carolina and North Carolina.  Mr. Huetter has 

been responsible for conducting research, collecting required data, preparing and/or reviewing 

Environmental Compliance Checklists for over 500 proposed tower sites and co-locates.  

Completion of the checklists included coordinating with the respective State Historic Preservation 

Offices for compliance with the National Historic Preservation Act. 

 
Proposed Tower Sites- Georgia 

United Consulting was contracted to prepare review submittals to the State Historic Preservation 

Office (SHPO) to assess the potential for impacts to historic resources resulting from construction 

of telecommunications towers.  Review by the SHPO was required for compliance with Section 

106 of the National Historic Preservation Act and the National Environmental Policy Act.  Mr. 

Huetter assisted in developing United Consulting’s submittal format, collecting necessary review 

documentation, and reviewing nearly all submittals that have been sent to the SHPOs in Georgia, 

Alabama, Florida, Tennessee, South Carolina, North Carolina, and Virginia. 

 
 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Alex B. Hallford, PE 
Environmental Specialist 

Environmental Services 
   

 

EDUCATION AND TRAINING 

Bachelor of Science in Engineering 

Mercer University, May 2002 

 
PROFESSIONAL REGISTRATION 

Professional Engineer | State of Georgia #033635 

 
PROFESSIONAL CERTIFICATION 

Georgia Asbestos in Buildings: Inspector Refresher, No. 11263 

 
SUMMARY OF EXPERIENCE 

Mr. Hallford is responsible for performing all aspects of Phase I 

Environmental Site Assessments, project management, and client 

consultation. The Phase I Assessments have been conducted to client 

standards including: All Appropriate Inquires (AAI), ASTM 1527-05, 

Department of Community Affairs (DCA), MMA, and SunAmerica 

standards.  Mr. Hallford has worked with a variety of clients including 

private landowners, government agencies, and corporate clients. Many of 

Mr. Hallford’s projects have also required conducting site assessments 

for substances such as radon gas and asbestos containing materials.  Mr. 

Hallford has conducted Hazard Screens and Evaluations, per the Georgia 

Board of Education requirements, for multiple school systems in the 

State of Georgia. 

 

 
 

EXPERTISE 
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HYDROLOGY SITE ASSESSMENT PROJECT EXPERIENCE 

 
Dobbins Air Reserve Base – Marietta, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford conducted a hydrology and hydraulic study of a portion of the airfield drainage 

system to assess the capacity of the current piping system.  The study included the use of a 25-

year, 24-hour storm event. The pipes were assessed for flow quantities and hydraulic capacities 

using SCS Technical Release 55 (TR-55) specifically was used for run-off (RO) calculations, and 

primarily to calculate the peak flow from the watershed to the inlet structure. 

 

Pipe capacities were assessed using nomographs based on the Darcy–Weisbach equations for 

pipe flow, which considers their material, friction head lose, etc. As a check, several reaches pipe 

capacities were also assessed using Bentley’s hydraulic flow computer model, Flow-Master.  

This included the pipe type, diameter, length, and allowable head if flowing full.  Flow capacity 

was then calculated using the Bureau of Public Roads (1963) nomographs to determine the 

maximum flow for the pipe. The main reaches from the pipe system were used to determine the 

flow within which pipes would be compared with the computed RO using TR-55 to determine if 

the pipe was appropriately sized for volumetric flow, diameter, slope, and length.  The flat slope 

of the pipes resulted in barrel control for most.  If the maximum inlet head resulted in flows 

exceeding the RO from the contributing watershed (WS), then the pipe had adequate flow 

capacity.  Then the pipe area and the maximum flow from TR-55 were used to calculate the 

velocities within the modeled pipes and at their outfalls.  These were based on continuity with 

flow equal to the velocity times the flow area.  From this, pipe flow and discharge velocities were 

calculated. Recommendations were then provided concerning the sizing and outflow structures of 

the piping system. 

 
PHASE I ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT PROJECT EXPERIENCE 

 
Grady Homes Senior Residences – Atlanta, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment 

for the proposed Grady Homes Senior Residences. The Phase I investigations was conducted to 

the DCA 2006 standard and included researching the federal and state records for regulated sites 

that could potentially impact the project site, contacting governmental agencies to gather 

information of the past history of the project site, conducing a Noise Assessment, and 

interviewing individuals familiar with the project site.  Historical research conducted by Mr. 

Hallford revealed that the Project Site was located in a manufacturing area and was also 

developed with an automobile repair facility.  The results of the Phase I identified several 

potential hazards at the Project Site and within the vicinity of the Project Site, warranting a Phase 

II Environmental Assessment. United Consulting recommended that a Phase II be conducted to 

determine the impacts, if any, from the potential hazards identified in the Phase I.  The Phase II 

assessment indicated impacts to the groundwater below the Project Site and United Consulting 

conducted vapor migration analysis and designed a vapor mitigation system based on the results 

of the Phase II assessment. 
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Marcus Street – Atlanta, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment 

for the proposed Marcus Street Residences. The Phase I investigations was conducted to the 

DCA 2006 standard and included researching the federal and state records for regulated sites that 

could potentially impact the project site, contacting governmental agencies to gather information 

of the past history of the project site, conducing a Noise Assessment, and interviewing 

individuals familiar with the project site.  Historical research conducted by Mr. Hallford revealed 

that the Project Site was located in a manufacturing area and the surrounding properties were 

listed on multiple state and federal environmental databases.  Research of the regulatory files for 

the nearby facilities was conducted by Mr. Hallford to determine the reported extent of regulated 

impacts at the facilities. United Consulting opined that the nearby facilities had not likely 

impacted the Project Site via groundwater migration and a Phase II Environmental Assessment 

was not recommended. 

 
Abram’s Fixture Corporation Site – Atlanta, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment 

for the Abram’s Fixture Corporation manufacturing and warehouse facility. Phase I 

investigations include researching the federal and state records for regulated sites that could 

potentially impact the project site, contacting governmental agencies to gather information of the 

past history of the project site, and interviewing individuals familiar with the project site.  

Historical research conducted by Mr. Hallford revealed that the facility had utilized heavy metals 

and solvents for plating processes and that a fueling station predating regulations had been 

located on the property.  The results of the Phase I identified several potential hazards at the 

Project Site and within the vicinity of the Project Site, warranting a Phase II Environmental 

Assessment. United Consulting recommended that a Phase II be conducted to determine the 

impacts, if any, from the potential hazards identified in the Phase I. 

 
Verizon Wireless – Various Locations 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed Phase I Environmental Assessments for 

proposed tower sites and retail stores located throughout Georgia.  Phase I investigations include 

researching the federal and state records for regulated sites that could potentially impact the 

project site, contacting governmental agencies to gather information of the past history of the 

project site, and interviewing individuals familiar with the project site. 

 
Wachovia Bank, NA – Various Locations 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed Phase I Environmental Assessments for 

proposed bank locations throughout Georgia. Phase I investigations include researching the 

federal and state records for regulated sites that could potentially impact the project site, 

contacting governmental agencies to gather information of the past history of the project site, and 

interviewing individuals familiar with the project site. 

 
Wendy’s Restaurants – Various Locations 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed Phase I Environmental Assessments for 

real estate transactions involving Wendy’s Restaurants. Mr. Hallford identified recognized 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hallford, Alex B. (Continued) 
 

environmental concerns (RECs) in relation to the properties and recommended Phase II 

Environmental Assessments. Mr. Hallford proceeded to conduct the Phase II Environmental 

Assessments, which involved analytical testing of the soils and groundwater at the properties to 

determine if the properties had been adversely impacted from off-site sources. 

 
US Highway 411 – Cartersville, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Phase I Environmental Assessment 

for the proposed US Highway 411 improvements in Cartersville, Georgia. The Phase I 

Environmental Assessment was conducted in accordance with the Georgia Department of 

Transportation standard for Underground Storage Tank and Hazard Waste Site Investigation 

Procedure.  Phase I investigations include researching the federal and state records for regulated 

sites that could potentially impact the project site, contacting governmental agencies to gather 

information of the past history of the project site, and interviewing individuals familiar with the 

project site. The Project Site was an approximately 22 mile long corridor of proposed roadway 

that traversed residential areas, retail areas, agricultural areas, and heavy industrial areas. The 

results of the Phase I identified numerous potential hazards on the Project Site and within the 

vicinity of the Project Site, warranting a Phase II Environmental Assessment.  United Consulting 

recommended that a Phase II be conducted to determine the impacts, if any, from the potential 

hazards identified in the Phase I. 

 
HAZARD SCREEN AND ANALYSIS PROJECT EXPERIENCE 

 
Lake Forrest Proposed School Site – Atlanta, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Hazard Screen for the proposed Lake 

Forrest School Site. The purpose of this assessment was to determine whether if evidence of 

hazardous substances (including hazardous wastes and/or petroleum products) on or adjacent to 

the Project Site, which could impose an environmental liability. The purpose of the hazard screen 

was to review readily available documents and perform a reconnaissance of the Project Site area 

to identify potential sources of hazards, such as buried transmission lines, petroleum facilities, 

and industrial operations that could affect the use of the property as a school site. The results of 

the Hazard Screen identified several potential hazards within the vicinity of the Project Site, 

warranting a Hazard Evaluation. United Consulting recommended that a Hazard Evaluation be 

conducted to determine the impacts, if any, and associated mitigating procedures for the potential 

hazards identified in this screening process. 

 
Gwinnett County Proposed School Site – Lawrenceville, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Hazard Screen for the proposed 

Gwinnett County Central Cluster School Site.  The purpose of this assessment was to determine 

whether if evidence of hazardous substances (including hazardous wastes and/or petroleum 

products) on or adjacent to the Project Site, which could impose an environmental liability.  The 

purpose of the hazard screen was to review readily available documents and perform a 

reconnaissance of the Project Site area to identify potential sources of hazards, such as buried 

transmission lines, petroleum facilities, airports, and industrial operations that could affect the 

use of the property as a school site.  The results of the Hazard Screen identified several potential 

hazards within the vicinity of the Project Site, warranting a Hazard Evaluation. United 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hallford, Alex B. (Continued) 
 

Consulting recommended that a Hazard Evaluation be conducted to determine the impacts, if 

any, and associated mitigating procedures for the potential hazards identified in this screening 

process.  

 

Mr. Hallford served as the Project Site Manager for the Hazard Evaluation for the proposed 

Gwinnett County Central Cluster School Site.  Research was conducted for the nearby industrial 

facilities, buried petroleum pipeline, buried natural gas pipeline, and the Gwinnett County 

Airport.  United Consulting determined that the proposed school property was below a flight path 

for training pilots. Based on the proximity of the flight path to the proposed school property, 

United Consulting recommended that the Gwinnett County School System not construct a school 

at the proposed location. 

 
Forsyth County Proposed School Site – Cumming, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Hazard Screen for the proposed 

Forsyth County School Site. The purpose of this assessment was to determine whether if 

evidence of hazardous substances (including hazardous wastes and/or petroleum products) on or 

adjacent to the Project Site, which could impose an environmental liability.  The purpose of the 

hazard screen was to review readily available documents and perform a reconnaissance of the 

Project Site area to identify potential sources of hazards, such as buried transmission lines, 

petroleum facilities, airports, and industrial operations that could affect the use of the property as 

a school site.  The results of the Hazard Screen identified several potential hazards within the 

vicinity of the Project Site, warranting a Hazard Evaluation. United Consulting recommended 

that a Hazard Evaluation be conducted to determine the impacts, if any, and associated mitigating 

procedures for the potential hazards identified in this screening process.  

 

Mr. Hallford served as the Project Site Manager for the Hazard Evaluation for the proposed 

Forsyth County School Site. Research was conducted for the nearby industrial facilities, and 

buried petroleum pipeline. After the research was conducted, United Consulting utilized a 

modeling program to assess the effects of a catastrophic event occurring at the industrial 

facilities. Based on the results of the modeling, United Consulting concluded that the proposed 

school could be developed with the incorporation of several safety measures that could be 

implemented in the event of a catastrophic event at a nearby industrial facility. 

 
DeKalb County High School Renovation – Tucker, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed a Hazard Screen for the renovation of 

the DeKalb County Tucker High School Site. The purpose of this assessment was to determine 

whether if evidence of hazardous substances (including hazardous wastes and/or petroleum 

products) on or adjacent to the Project Site, which could impose an environmental liability.  The 

purpose of the hazard screen was to review readily available documents and perform a 

reconnaissance of the Project Site area to identify potential sources of hazards, such as buried 

transmission lines, petroleum facilities, airports, and industrial operations that could affect the 

use of the property as a school site.  The results of the Hazard Screen identified several potential 

hazards within the vicinity of the Project Site, including an adjacent gasoline fueling station, a 

nearby railroad, and industrial facilities. United Consulting recommended that a Hazard 

Evaluation be conducted to determine the impacts, if any, and associated mitigating procedures 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hallford, Alex B. (Continued) 
 

for the potential hazards identified in this screening process.  

 

Mr. Hallford served as the Project Site Manager for the Hazard Evaluation for the renovation of 

the DeKalb County Tucker High School Site.  Research was conducted for the nearby industrial 

facilities, railroad and gasoline service station. After the research was conducted, United 

Consulting utilized a modeling program to assess the effects of a catastrophic event occurring at 

the industrial facilities, gasoline station, and railroad. Based on the results of the modeling, 

United Consulting concluded that the proposed school could be developed with the incorporation 

of several safety measures that could be implemented in the event of a catastrophic event at a 

nearby industrial facility, the adjacent gasoline service station and associated fueling trucks, 

and/or the nearby railroad. 

 



 

   

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

Hallford, Alex B. (Continued) 
 

 
RADON ASSESSMENT PROJECT EXPERIENCE 

 
City of Atlanta 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and coordinated with the City of Atlanta Department of 

Watershed Management to assess contamination on a resident’s property after a sewer and storm 

drain trunk line burst. The assessment consisted of gathering soil and water samples at various 

locations to be analyzed for fecal coliform.  Recommendations for remedial actions were made 

based on the analytical results. 
 

Apartment Complexes – Various Locations 

Mr. Hallford served as a Project Manager and performed Radon Gas Testing activities at various 

apartment complexes located across Georgia. The testing was performed in compliance with the 

EPA’s Publication No. 402-R-93-003, “Protocols for Radon and Radon Decay Product 

Measurements in Homes,” dated June, 1993. The radon testing allowed clients to make decisions 

concerning radon mitigation, if needed.  

 
PHASE II ENVIRONMENTAL SITE ASSESSMENT PROJECT EXPERIENCE 

 
Burt Creek Road Development – Dawsonville, GA 

Mr. Hallford conducted a Phase II Environmental Assessment on an undeveloped property 

located in Dawsonville, Georgia. The assessment was performed due to the existence of a landfill 

adjacent to the Project Site. Initially, seven borings were drilled on the Project Site to collect 

groundwater samples and install methane monitoring wells. The groundwater samples were 

submitted for analytical testing of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), semi-volatile organic 

compounds (SVOCs) and RCRA metals. One chlorinated solvent was detected in the 

groundwater at concentrations in excess of its respective notification concentration, if applicable. 

Due to the landfill’s presence adjacent to the Project Site, United Consulting concluded that the 

chlorinated solvent was being carried to the Project Site via methane migration.  United 

Consulting recommended a more aggressive methane removal system be employed by Dawson 

County to mitigate the migration of methane onto the Project Site.  United Consulting re-sampled 

the monitoring wells for the detected constituent after modifications were made to the methane 

removal system.  Based on the results of the re-sampling, notification to the Hazardous Site 

Response Program (HSRP) of the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD) was not 

required. 

 
Georgia State University Housing – Edgewood Avenue 

Mr. Hallford conducted a Phase II Environmental Assessment on a property for which residential 

development was proposed for student housing.  The assessment was performed due to the 

historic operations on and adjacent to the Project Site, including metal working, automotive 

facilities, dry cleaning facilities, and electrical transformer repair facilities. Initially, six borings 

were drilled on the Project Site to collect soil samples. The soil samples were submitted for 

analytical testing of volatile organic compounds (VOCs), lead, and polychlorinated biphenyls 

(PCBs).  Elevated concentrations of lead were detected in several of the soil samples. 

Subsequently, thirty-three additional borings and one hundred and ninety additional soil samples 
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were obtained in an effort to delineate the impacted soils on the Project Site.  United Consulting 

recommended the completion of a Release Notification to the Hazardous Site Response Program 

(HSRP) of the Georgia Environmental Protection Division (EPD).  The Project Site was not 

listed on the Hazardous Site Inventory.  Based on the delineation assessment, United Consulting 

was able to assist with providing volume estimates for the removal and disposal of the impacted 

soils. 

 
US Highway 411 – Cartersville, Georgia 

Mr. Hallford conducted a Phase II Environmental Assessment on the proposed roadway 

expansion and addition along a corridor of approximately 22 miles of US Highway 411 in 

Cartersville, Georgia.  The Phase II Environmental Assessment was conducted in accordance 

with the Georgia Department of Transportation’s (GDOT) Underground Storage Tank and 

Hazardous Waste Site Investigation Procedure.  The assessment was performed due to the 

existence of several gasoline service stations and industrial facilities located either within or in 

close proximity to the boundaries of the Project Site corridor.  Forty-six direct push borings were 

drilled on the Project Site to collect soil samples and install temporary monitoring wells.  The 

soil samples were chosen based on the planned grading profile for worker safety within the 

proposed roadway additions.  The groundwater samples were submitted for analytical testing of 

volatile organic compounds (VOCs), polynuclear aromatic hydrocarbons (PAHs), semi-volatile 

organic compounds (SVOCs) and/or RCRA metals, based on the facility type.  Based on the 

results of the analytical testing, impacts were identified to the soil and groundwater at various 

locations across the Project Site.  In some instances, the presence of impacts present concerns for 

worker safety during roadway construction and for potential liability associated with property 

acquisition for GDOT.  United Consulting provided recommendations concerning further actions 

that could be utilized by GDOT to limit the liability associated with purchasing the impacted 

properties for the roadway expansion. 

 
Central Piedmont Community College Allied Health Building – Charlotte, North Carolina 

Mr. Hallford assisted with a Vapor Intrusion Mitigation System Design for the Belk 

Building/Allied Health Building Expansion for the Central Piedmont Community College on 

East Independence Boulevard in Charlotte, Mecklenburg County, North Carolina.  The Project 

Site was developed with a building that was scheduled to be renovated and have an additional 

structure attached.  Previous soil and groundwater sampling had identified impacts to the soil and 

groundwater at the Project Site from historic dry cleaning facilities and gasoline service stations.  

The previously acquired data from the Project Site was reviewed to determine an appropriate 

vapor intrusion mitigation system (VIMS).  As recommended by EPA in their “Draft Guidance 

for Evaluating the Indoor Air Pathway for Groundwater and Soils” this risk can be effectively 

mitigated with the installation of an adequate vapor venting system.  For a slab on-grade 

structure, as at the Project Site, the vapor venting system included slotted collection piping 

within a sand/gravel vapor collection layer, which was topped with a geomembrane vapor barrier.  

This system would be below the concrete slab and located below the existing and proposed 

building.  The system was designed to actively remove soil gas vapors from below the building 

by using vacuum pumps connected to discharge pipes above the roof. 
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July 21, 2010 
 
 
 
Mr. Kevin Buckner 
Farmington Woods, LP 
3825 Paces Walk, SE 
Suite 100 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
 
Via Email: KBuckner@tbgresidential.com 
 
RE: Noise Assessment 
 Farmington Woods  
 1901 Perimeter Road 
 Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia 
 Project No. 2010.0398.02 
 
Dear Mr. Smith: 
 
United Consulting is pleased to submit the following report of the noise assessment for the 
Farmington Woods Project Site.  Included in this report is a discussion of the limits projected for 
this site.   
 
We have enjoyed working with you on this project. If you have any questions, or if we can be of 
further assistance, please feel free to contact us at your convenience. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 

     
Henry C. Esterly, P.G.     R. Hayne Palmer, Jr., P.G. 
Team Leader       Executive Vice President 
 
HCE/RHP/tl 
H:\Geophys\Noise Survey\2010\2010.0398.02.noise 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY1 
 
A Noise Assessment has been completed on the Farmington Woods site, (hereinafter referred to 
as the Project Site) located at 1901 Perimeter Road in Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia.  
The text of the report provides more detailed discussion of the items summarized below. 
 
1. United Consulting performed this noise assessment for the Project Site based on the 

location of the proposed structures.  The purpose was to estimate the amount of noise 
generated by the roadway at each Noise Assessment Location (NAL) point. 

 
2. Three NAL points were selected for the Project Site.  The points were located at the east 

side of the building in the southeast corner of the Project Site, the recreation area in the 
north central portion of the Project Site, and the east side of the building in the east 
central portion of the Project Site.  Noise levels were calculated utilizing the United 
States Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Noise Assessment Guidelines (NAG) 
manual. 

 
3. An “Acceptable,” noise level, as defined by HUD, was calculated at all three of the NAL 

points.  The noise levels at all three NAL point yielded a day-night average sound level 
(DNL) that ranged from 54 to 55 decibels (dB).  
 

 
4. United Consulting recommends that the architect, or noise consultant verify that the 

building materials used in the construction at the Project Site aid in mitigating the indoor 
day-night average sound level (DNL) to below 45 dB at the Project Site. 

 
 

                                                           
1   This Executive Summary is not intended to be used or relied upon without reference to the entire report and 
cannot otherwise be properly understood and interpreted.  It is provided solely for the convenience of the Client and 
not as a substitute for the report or review of the report. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
United Consulting was retained by Farmington Woods, LP to conduct a Noise Assessment on 
the Project Site.  The purpose of the Noise Assessment was to determine the noise levels that 
would be present near the exteriors of the proposed residential structures and in the common area 
of the proposed development of the undeveloped land located at 1901 Perimeter Road in 
Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia. 
 
 

3.0 SCOPE 
 
In performing the assessment, United Consulting's representative: 
 
1. Reviewed the supplied site plans to determine effective positions for the NAL points; 

 
2. Contacted the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), and researched the nearby 

airport to obtain NAG required information; 
 

3. Utilized the HUD NAG manual and worksheets to complete the noise assessment 
calculations;  

 
4. Prepared this report to document the noise levels at the NAL points. 
 
 

4.0 NOISE ASSESSMENT APPROACH 
 
The HUD Office of Policy Development and Research has developed a Noise Assessment 
Guidelines (NAG) manual, dated September 1991.  This manual provides information and 
procedures for assessing the amounts of noise generated by aircraft, roadways and railways.  The 
noise assessment at this Project Site was accomplished by those methods mentioned in this 
manual. 
 
Based on the manual, suitable noise levels, expressed in dB, are determined by outdoor day-night 
average sound levels (DNL).  The DNL value is the 24 hour average sound level in decibels, 
which is obtained after a 10 dB penalty, is added for nighttime (10 pm to 7 am) noises.  The A-
weighting calculations mimic the frequencies of sounds that the human ear is able to hear.  The 
Department of Defense utilizes a C-weighting calculation for loud impulsive sound DNLs.  Loud 
impulsive sounds are defined by HUD as a discrete event where the sound level increases to a 
maximum and then decreases to the ambient level within one second or less.  The C-weighted 
DNL values can be converted to A-weighted values using HUD formulas. 
 
The DNL values are determined by the Project Site’s exposure to aircraft, roadway and railway 
noise using the A-weighting process for sound.  After the DNL values are calculated, the manual 
further states that a site will fall under one of the following three categories, using the A-
weighted calculation method: 
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1. ACCEPTABLE:  The DNL levels do not exceed 65 dB. In this category, the noise 
exposure may be of some concern, but common building constructions will make the 
indoor environment acceptable and the outdoor environment will be reasonably pleasant 
for recreation and play. 

 
2. NORMALLY UNACCEPTABLE:  The DNL levels are over 65 dB but do not exceed 75 

dB.  In this category, the noise exposure is significantly more severe; barriers may be 
necessary between the site and prominent noise sources to make the outdoor environment 
acceptable; special building constructions may be necessary to ensure that people indoors 
are sufficiently protected from outdoor noise. 

 
3. UNACCEPTABLE:  DNL levels consistently above 75 dB. In this category, the noise 

exposure at the site is so severe that the construction cost to make the indoor noise 
environment acceptable may be prohibitive and the outdoor environment would still be 
unacceptable. 

 
To determine if a Project Site is “Acceptable”, the NAG manual provides worksheets and charts 
used for determining DNL values based on various levels of traffic, railways, airports, their 
respective distances from the Project Site and the hours of operation.  The DCA Guidelines are 
slightly different and the requirements are as follows.  The calculations require obtaining 
information from the GDOT for major roadways within 1,000 feet of the Project Site with ADTs 
greater than 10,000, railways within 3,000 feet of the Project Site, and military airports within 15 
miles and civil airports with five miles of the Project Site. 
 
When the information is available, HUD recommends that projected noise levels for 10 years 
into the future be utilized in the calculations.  However, if 10-year projection data is not available 
for the major roadways, HUD suggests that using a 3 percent (%) increase in automobile traffic 
per year will produce a conservative projected traffic count. 
 
The information provided by the DOT, railways and airports was utilized with the NAG 
worksheets and workcharts to determine the DNL for each source at each NAL.  The DNLs for 
the individual sources are then summed for each NAL to define the total DNL. 
 
 

5.0 MAJOR AIRPORTS, ROADWAYS AND, RAILWAYS 
 
United Consulting conducted a map review to determine the locations of roads, railroad tracks 
and airports in relation to the Project Site, within the HUD defined distances.  Based on the 
information from the map review the following information was obtained.  One civil airport, 
Elliot Field Airport, was present within 5 miles and no military airports were present within 15 
miles of the Project Site.  The end of the nearest Elliot Field Airport runway is 24,816 feet from 
the edge of the Project Site.  The GDOT was contacted requesting traffic counts for roadways 
nearby the Project Site.  No railway was present within 3,000 feet of the Project Site. 
 
The data utilized for the airport calculations were obtained from the Elliot Field Airport 
Administrative representative who supplied United Consulting with the raw data utilized in the 
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calculations contained in this report.  The airport representative indicated that future projected 
data did not exist; however, she supplied us with current data.  The airport is a private field and 
is only used by the owner.  Total operations are about two flights per week. 
 
Based on information from the GDOT, one major roadway was present within 1,000 feet of the 
Project Site, State Route (SR) 53.  The distances from the nearest property line to the nearest 
curb line were obtained using Google Earth.  The distance from the nearest edge of the property 
line to the edge of SR 53 was 625 feet.  The widths of these roadways were also obtained using 
Google Earth. 
 
No projected data was available from GDOT for the major roadway near the Project Site; 
therefore the HUD suggested 3% per year increase was utilized in our noise assessment 
calculations. 
 
 

6.0 NOISE ASSESSMENT ANALYSIS 
 
Three noise assessment location (NAL) points were calculated at the Project Site.  The locations 
of the NAL points are shown on Figure 1.  Table 1 is a summary of the data for the NAL points 
across the Project Site.  The worksheets used in the calculations for the NAL points are attached 
in Appendix A. 
 

TABLE 1: SUMMARY OF INDIVIDUAL NOISE SOURCES 
 

NAL 
POINT ROADWAYS RAILWAYS AIRPORTS 

1 SR 53 – 54.6 dB No Railways Elliot Field Airport – < 55 dB 

2 SR 53 – 54 dB No Railways Elliot Field Airport – < 55 dB 

3 SR 53 – 54.5 dB No Railways Elliot Field Airport – < 55 dB 

 
In evaluating the Project Site, the noise is predominantly created by State Route 53 to the east of 
the Project Site.  The Noise Assessment for the proposed development at the Project Site yielded 
DNL values ranging from 54 to 55 decibels (dB).  It should be noted that although the DNL 
value assigned to the Elliot Field Airport, in the worksheets attached, was 55 dB it would be 
lower in reality.  It was set at this minimum value because the calculations provided in the HUD 
NAG manual do not provide for a way to calculate the actual DNL value below 55 dB.  
Therefore, it was not considered as a noise multiplier in the Final Site Evaluation calculation. 
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TABLE 2: TOTAL DNL VALUES FOR NAL POINTS 
 

NAL 
POINT LOCATION dB LEVEL 

ACCEPTABILITY 
CATEGORY 

1 
East side of the building in the 
southeast corner of the Project 
Site 

55 Acceptable 

2 Recreation Area in the north central 
portion of the Project Site 54 Acceptable 

3 
East side of the building in the 
east central portion of the 
Project Site  

55 Acceptable 

 
 
Based on the results of the DNL calculations, an “Acceptable” noise level, as defined by HUD, 
was calculated at all three NAL points.  The major source of the noise for the NAL points was 
the State Route 53. 
 
 

7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
United Consulting recommends that the architect or noise consultant verify that the building 
materials used in the construction aid in mitigating the noise level to below 45 dB for the 
interiors of the structures on the Project Site. 
 
 

8.0 LIMITATIONS 
 
The conclusions presented in this Noise Assessment are based on information provided by 
GDOT, and Columbus Metropolitan Airport.  Noise levels will vary in differing locations and 
from the interior to exterior of the structures.  No other warranty or guarantee is expressed or 
implied. 
 
The NAL points selected are believed to be representative of typical noise exposure on the 
Project Site.  United Consulting shall not be held responsible for errors, miscalculations, 
assumptions, misinterpretations or other problems or liabilities arising from, or associated with, 
firms or individuals bidding on noise remediation work that rely solely, or in part, on this 
document. 
 
These sound levels are conservative estimates for the Project Site based on the Noise Assessment 
Guidelines (NAG) manual and gives no credit for local geography between the Project Site and 
the major noise sources. 
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Note that methods other than those documented in the HUD Noise Guidebook would be required 
in order to accurately predict the levels that would exist once the buildings are in place, and also 
to account for the local geography between the Project Site and the major noise sources. 
 
United Consulting’s conclusions, opinions and suggestions are based upon information furnished 
and United Consulting’s professional experience.  Normal assessment may not detect or account 
for all conditions or factors present at a project area or Project Site.  Should such unexpected 
conditions or factors become manifest during subsequent activities at a site, it will be necessary 
for United Consulting to review and re-evaluate any and all conclusions, opinions and 
suggestions made with respect to this project or Project Site.  Accordingly, United Consulting 
should be contacted immediately in such a situation. 
 
This Noise Assessment report has been prepared on behalf of Farmington Woods, LP, DCA, 
and GHFA.  Should any other person, partnership, or corporation desire to rely upon this report, 
it will be necessary for United Consulting to update the report for the new user. 
 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 
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and Information Checklist   

PROPERTY LOG AND INFORMATION CHECKLIST  

This form MUST be completed by the Qualified Environmental Professional who 

performed the Phase I and/or Phase II.  All entries must be fully documented and 

explained in the environmental reports.  This form, together with all supporting 

documentation relating to the Phase I, must be submitted to DCA before any application 

can be accepted for processing. 

 
PROPERTY LOG 

Property Address:  2201 Perimeter Road, Dawsonville, Dawson County, GA 
 

 
Developer’s Name and Address: Farmington Woods, LP 
 

 
Developer’s e-mail Address: KBuckner@tbgresidential.com 

 
 
Developer’s Telephone Number: 678-324-5551 
 

 
Qualified Environmental Professional’s’ Name: Alex B. Hallford, P.E. 
 

 
Qualified Environmental Professional’s’ Telephone Number and e-mail address: 
770-582-2827, ahallford@unitedconsulting.com 

 
Environmental Consulting Firm’s Name and Address: 
United Consulting, 625 Holcomb Bridge Road, Norcross, GA 30071 

 
Date Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Completed: 
July 21, 2010 

Summary of Phase I Results:  Project Site was historically undeveloped or residential.  
No on-site or off-site RECs were identified. The Project Site did contain wetlands; 
development plans will not impact the wetlands.
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and Information Checklist   

INFORMATION CHECKLIST 
 

Check [√] any information sources used to perform the Phase I Review. 

 

1. Overall Property Description 

_X_ Building Specifications 

_X_ Zoning or Land Use Maps 

_X_ Aerial Photos (e.g., Sanborn) 

__ List of Commercial Tenants On-Site 

_X_ Title History 

_X_ Site Survey 

_X_ Verification of Public Water and Sewer – NOT CURRENTLY 

AVAILABLE 

_X_ Interviews with Local Fire, Health, Land Use or Environmental Officials 

_X_ Interviews with Builder, and/or Property Manager 

_X_ Review of records of local, state and federal regulatory agencies 

_X_ Review of adjacent properties 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

2. Asbestos 

__ Dated Building Construction Or Rehabilitation Specifications 

_X_ Engineer’s/Consultant’s Asbestos Report 

__ Other (Specify)  -  no suspected ACBM was observed during the 

reconnaissance. 

 

3. Polychlorinated Biphenyls 

_X_ Utility Transformer Records – interview with GA Power 

__ Site Survey of Transformers 

__ Site Soil and Groundwater PCB Test Results 

__ Other (Specify) 
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and Information Checklist   

4. Radon 

__ Water Utility Records 

__ Gas Utility Records 

__ On-Site Radon Test Results 

_X_ Other (Specify) EPA Radon Map 

 

5. Underground Storage Tanks 

_X_ Oil, Motor Fuel and Waste Oil Systems Reports, EPD, LUST & ERNS 

Records 

_X_ CERCLIS/RCRIS Results of Neighborhood search (within radius of one 

mile) 

__ Site Soil and Groundwater Tests 

__ Site Tank Survey 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

6. Waste Sites 

_X_ CERCLIS/RCRIS Results of neighborhoods search (within radius of one 

mile) 

_X_ State EPD site lists for neighborhoods (within radius of one mile) 

__ Federal Facilities Docket 

__ Site Soil and Groundwater Test Results 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

7. Lead Based Paint -  N/A 

_X_ Lead Paint Survey 

__ Certification/Compliance Records 

__ Site Soil Test Results 

__ Other (Specify) 
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and Information Checklist   

8. Additional Hazards – N/A 

__ Urea Formaldehyde Foam Insulation Survey 

__ Interior Air Test Results 

__ Lead in Drinking Water Test Results 

__ Mold Inspection Results 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

 

Checklist completed by:        . 

 

Name (Type or Print):        . 

 

Date:        . 

 



 

 
 

APPENDIX N – PROOF OF INSURANCE 
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APPENDIX P – ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION 
 

 



1.                 The Phase I Report for the above referenced project has
been prepared according to the applicable DCA required format.        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 2.1

2.        The Phase I Report and/or update was performed under the
supervision of an "Environmental Professional" as defined in 40 C.F.R.
§ 312.10(b) (hereinafter referred to as an Environmental Professional).
Résumés describing the qualifications of all personnel involved with
the Phase I environmental site assessment must be included.        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 2.4

3.          The Environmental Professional is not affiliated with the
Owner/developer or a buyer or seller of the project.        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 2.6

4.         The Phase I Report and/or update was prepared less than 180
days prior to Application submission and within 30 days of the site
reconnaissance. In addition, the date of the Report appears of the cover
page of the Report.        Page/Sec./App.__

Cover 
Page

5.         The Georgia Housing and Finance Authority and DCA have the
right to rely upon the Phase I and/or Phase II Report prepared for the
property in the same way as the Owner, client and any other authorized
users of the Report(s).        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 2.6

6.            The Phase I Report was prepared in accordance with the
applicable ASTM and DCA standards.        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 2.1

7.         The Environmental Professional employed by the consulting
firm has supervised the performance of the Phase I, reviewed, signed
and stamped both the Phase I and Phase II Reports (if applicable) and
any amendments, addenda and updates thereto.

       Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 2.5

8.         The Environmental Professional has included a comprehensive
historical review of the subject property back to 1940 or the property’s
first developed use, whichever is earlier.        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 5.5

ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION

The undersigned being first duly sworn on oath do certify to the Georgia Department of Community
Affairs (DCA)/Georgia Housing and Finance Authority (GHFA) that the statements contained in this
certification are true and correct. The undersigned also acknowledge that deviations from the
requirements contained in the certification and checklist could result in scoring deductions (Page, Section
and/or Appendix numbers must be included for each item).

Project Name:         ___Farmington Woods_______________________________

Project Location:     ______2201 Perimeter Road, Dawsonville, Dawson County, GA_____
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9.         The Phase I includes the professional opinion of the
Environmental Professional as to any potential environmental risks and
as to any recognized environmental conditions identified during the
comprehensive historical review.        Page/Sec./App.__Sec. 6.3

10.       The Environmental Professional has:

* Commercial General Liability insurance, total combined single
limits of $1,000,000.00 per occurrence and $2,000,000.00 in the
aggregate; and        Page/Sec./App.__App. N

* Professional Errors and Omissions Insurance with limits of
$2,000,000.00 each claim and $2,000,000.00 in the aggregate with
coverage extended to include third party liability for death, bodily
injury, diminution of value of property and property damage.        Page/Sec./App.__App. N

* Pollution Liability Insurance with limits of $2,000,000.00 each
claim and $2,000,000.00 in the aggregate.        Page/Sec./App.__App. N

11.              The Georgia Housing and Finance Authority and DCA have 
been named as 1) additional insureds and 2) certificate holders on the
Accord 25 form (the required insurance certificate) for the commercial
liability insurance policy.        Page/Sec./App.__App. N

12. A 30 day cancellation period is included on the insurance
certificate.        Page/Sec./App.__App. N

13.           The Owner Environmental Questionnaire & Disclosure
Statement has been completed by the current Owner of the property and
included in the Phase I Report.         Page/Sec./App.__App. L

14.        The completed Phase I Documentation: DCA Property Log and
Information Checklist has been completed by the Environmental
Professional and included in the Phase I Report.        Page/Sec./App.__App. M

15. If required, the HOME and HUD Environmental Questionnaire
is completed and included in the Phase I (includes projects applying for
HOME funds and projects with other HUD funding sources listed,
including PBRA).         Page/Sec./App.________

16. If, in accordance with Section II.B.5.b. of the DCA standards, a
noise assessment is required, the Report includes a noise assessment
which was completed in accordance with the HUD Noise Assessment
Guidelines (“NAG”) and 24 C.F.R § 51.100 et seq . (applies to all
projects, whether or not HUD funds are include in the financial
structure).        Page/Sec./App.__App. J
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17. In cases of elevated noise levels, the Report includes a noise
attentuation plan completed in accordance with the HUD Noise
Assessment Guidelines (“NAG”) and 24 C.F.R § 51.100 et seq . 
(applies to all projects, whether or not HUD funds are include in the
financial structure).

       Page/Sec./App.__N/A

18. The Environmental Consultant Signature page has been signed
by the Environmental Professional, the Principal of the Consultant, and
the Professional Engineer or Professional Geologist and has been
stamped by the Professional Engineer or Professional Geologist. The
Environmental Consultant Signature page is included in the Phase I
and/or Phase II Report.  

       Page/Sec./App.__
Cover 
Letter

______________________________                  ___________________________
Applicant Signature Date

_____________________________                    ___________________________
Environmental Professional Signature & Stamp Date
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Background 
 
United Consulting was retained by Farmington Woods, L.P. to perform the Asbestos and Lead-
Based Paint Surveys on the Project Site.  The scope of this assessment was detailed in United 
Consulting’s proposal dated June 7, 2010, which was executed on June 8, 2010.  The purpose of 
this survey was to collect and test bulk samples of suspect asbestos-containing materials (ACM) 
and suspect Lead-Based Paint (LBP) materials that may be present in the residential structure, 
which United Consulting understands will be demolished. 
 
The location of the Project Site is shown on Figure 1 and tax plats.  Photographs of the Project 
Site structures are included in Appendix A. 
 
Description of Facilities 
 
2201 Perimeter Road: The single-family residential home consisted of two stories; the upper 
story was a living area and the lower level an unfinished basement.  The house was wood framed 
and the framing was covered with a drywall system.  The ceilings were textured and the floors 
were sheet vinyl, hardwood, carpet, or unfinished concrete.  The HVAC system was located in 
the basement and had fiberglass insulation with tape covering the seams.  The exterior of the 
house was finished with vinyl siding.  The roof was pitched and shingled.  According to the 
owner of the home, the structure was completed in 1988. 
 
Asbestos Bulk Sample Collection 
 
Overview 
Bulk sampling was performed in substantial conformance with the United States Environmental 
Protection Agency’s (EPA's), "Guidance for Controlling Asbestos-Containing Materials in 
Buildings" (EPA 560/5-85-024, 1985). 
 

Sample Location Selection 
Bulk samples were collected from typical suspect materials such as drywall, linoleum flooring 
and mastics, textured ceiling materials, and other suspect materials.  Bulk samples were not 
collected of non-suspect materials such as carpets, drapes, wood, fiberglass insulation or ceramic 
tiles.  Sample locations were randomly chosen in the field, based on the identification of suspect 
asbestos-containing material (SACM).  A distributed sampling plan based on a randomized 
sampling scheme was not used for this sampling program. 
 
Procedure 
Samples were collected by wetting the material to be sampled, by extracting a representative 
section of the suspect material and by placing the material in a sample container.  Each sample 
was assigned a unique sample number and delivered to an independent laboratory (Analytical 
Environmental Services, Inc.) for analysis.  Chain of Custody was documented and retained on-
file.  The laboratory results are attached in Appendix B.  The locations of the bulk samples 
collected during this survey are found on Figures 2-4. 
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Asbestos Bulk Sample Analysis 
 

The bulk samples were tested for detectable concentrations of asbestos (greater than one percent 
asbestos) utilizing Polarized PLM and dispersion staining techniques.  The testing method used 
was the “Interim Method for the Determination of Asbestos in Bulk Insulation Samples” (EPA 
600/M4-82020, as amended).  Bulk sample testing was performed by Analytical Environmental 
Services, Inc., a successful participant in the National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation 
Program (NVLAP), certificate number 102082-0.  The laboratory certificates along with those 
conducting this asbestos survey are found in Appendix C. 
 
Data Evaluation/Assessment 
 
Based on the laboratory analysis, the samples submitted for PLM did not contain regulated 
concentrations of asbestos. 
 
In the event that inaccessible, suspect ACM are encountered within previously inaccessible 
building areas (wall cavities, columns, etc.) at the time of demolition, United Consulting should 
be contacted and proper samples of the suspect materials should be collected and submitted for 
testing, prior to continuing demolition activities which could disturb these materials and 
potentially result in an asbestos fiber release. 
 
NESHAP requires the removal of asbestos-containing materials prior to activities, which would 
disturb them.  The aforementioned asbestos-containing materials should be removed, prior to 
demolition by a qualified asbestos abatement contractor, using State of Georgia accredited 
personnel, in accordance with applicable federal, state and local regulations governing the 
removal of asbestos-containing material. 
 
A properly prepared Ten Day Notification must be forwarded to the Georgia Department of 
Natural Resources - Environmental Protection Division, by the building owner or demolition 
contractor, prior to the start of any building demolition activities.  A blank copy of the 
notification form is included in Appendix D for your use. 
 
Lead-Based Paint Bulk Sample Collection 
 
Overview/Sample Location Selection 
The purpose of the Limited Lead-Based Paint Survey was to visually identify suspect lead-based 
paint films on the interior and exterior building components, and to test the paint films for 
detectable concentrations of lead by collecting representative paint chip samples from the Project 
Site.  United Consulting performed the survey in substantial conformance with industry 
standards. 
 
Procedure 
Paint film samples were obtained by either chipping or coring the film and substrate materials. 
Each sample was removed using a clean knife or core, and placed in a new dedicated container. 



3 
 

Each container was separately labeled and taken to the laboratory for analytical testing.  Each 
sample was assigned a unique sample number and delivered to an independent laboratory 
(Analytical Environmental Services, Inc.) for analysis.  Chain of Custody was documented and 
retained on-file.  The laboratory results are attached in Appendix B.  The locations of the bulk 
samples collected during this survey are found on Figures 2 and 3. 
 
Lead-Based Paint Bulk Sample Analysis 
 

The bulk samples were tested for detectable concentrations of lead-based paint (greater than 0.5 
percent weight).  The testing method used was the EPA N7082.  Bulk sample testing was 
performed by Analytical Environmental Services, Inc., a successful participant in the National 
Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation Program (NVLAP), certificate number 102082-0.  The 
laboratory certificates along with those conducting this lead-based paint survey are found in 
Appendix C. 
 
Data Evaluation/Assessment 
 
None of the paint chip samples collected and submitted for laboratory analysis exceeded the lead 
concentration limits set by HUD.  Occupational Safety and Health Administration (OSHA) 
regulations require that workers be protected from exposure to lead at any concentration via 
proper engineering controls and appropriate levels of personal protective equipment as per Title 
29 of the Code of Federal Regulations, part 1926.62 (29 CFR 1926.62). 
 
Solid waste which leaches hazardous concentrations of lead greater than 5.0 parts per million 
(ppm) by TCLP, must be properly disposed of in an appropriately permitted hazardous waste 
landfill.  The building owner or demolition contractor must forward a proper Ten Day 
Notification to the Georgia Department of Natural Resources, Environmental Protection 
Division (EPD) prior to the start of any building demolition activities. 
 
Limitations 
 
The conclusions presented in this Limited Asbestos Survey and Limited Lead-Based Paint 
Survey are based on the laboratory results and condition of the materials identified.  Asbestos 
and Lead concentrations will vary between sample locations and un-sampled locations.  No other 
warranty or guarantee is expressed or implied.  Due to the occupation of the structure at the time 
the lead based paint and asbestos surveys were conducted, destructive sampling methods were 
not used.  The asbestos survey did not include roofing materials and did not look below floors, 
above ceilings, behind walls, or in any other areas not accessible without destructive sampling 
methods. 
 
This Asbestos and Lead-Based Paint Survey has been prepared on behalf of Farmington 
Woods, L.P., DCA, and GHFA.  Should any other person, partnership, or corporation desire to 
rely upon this report, it will be necessary for United Consulting to update the report for the new 
user. 
 









 

 
 

APPENDIX A – PHOTOGRAPHIC DOCUMENTATION  
 
 
 

 



Project Number: 2010.0398.01 
Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 1:  View of vinyl sheet flooring in the bathroom of the residential structure. 
 

 
Photo # 2:  View of textured ceiling and drywall systems within the residential structure. 
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Farmington Woods 

 

 
Photo # 3:  View of the HVAC system within the unfinished basement. 
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APPENDIX D -  GEORGIA ASBESTOS NOTIFICATION REQUIREMENTS FOR 
DEMOLITION, RENOVATION OR ABATEMENT PROJECTS 

 



 

GEORGIA PROJECT NOTIFICATION FORM FOR ASBESTOS RENOVATION, ENCAPSULATION, OR DEMOLITION
 
ARE YOU SUBMITTING AN ADVANCE NOTIFICATION?   EPD STRONGLY DISCOURAGES SUBMITTAL OF ADVANCE 
NOTIFICATIONS, BUT IF IT IS ENTIRELY UNAVOIDABLE, CHECK ( ) THE BOX BELOW AND FAX THE FIRST PAGE ONLY OF THIS FORM TO 
(404) 362-2563.  WHEN SUBMITTING AN ADVANCE NOTIFICATION, YOU ARE STILL REQUIRED TO COMPLETE THIS FORM IN ITS ENTIRETY AND 
SUBMIT IT VIA  MAIL TO THE ADDRESS PROVIDED.  EPD NO LONGER ACCEPTS ‘FAX ONLY’ DOCUMENTS!! 

PLEASE ACCEPT THIS FORM AS ADVANCE NOTIFICATION OF THE PROJECT DESCRIBED BELOW:   

PERSON SUBMITTING ADVANCE NOTIFICATION:                    CONTACT PHONE:   ____________

FAILURE TO SUBMIT ACCURATE AND COMPLETE FORMS WITHIN THE REQUIRED TIME FRAME AND AS INSTRUCTED MAY RESULT IN 
ENFORCEMENT ACTIVITY BY EPD!  INCOMPLETE OR INACCURATE FORMS WILL BE REJECTED AND RETURNED.  USE AN ATTACHMENT TO 

PROVIDE ADDITIONAL INFORMATION FOR ANY SECTION WHEN NEEDED TO PROVIDE COMPLETE DETAILS.   
DO NOT LEAVE ANY SECTION BLANK – INSERT UNKNOWN OR N/A IF NEEDED!

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS FEES LOCKBOX 

POST OFFICE BOX 101173 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30392 

(SEE SECTION 6 FOR FEE CALCULATION INSTRUCTIONS) 

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE NOT DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS PROGRAM 

ATTN: ASBESTOS NOTIFICATIONS 
4244 INTERNATIONAL PARKWAY, SUITE 104 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30334 

SECTION 1A - TYPE OF NOTICE (USE THE APPROPRIATE CHECKBOX TO INDICATE THE TYPE OF NOTICE YOU ARE SUBMITTING) 

  ORIGINAL INITIAL    ANNUAL BLANKET ($1,000.00 FEE DUE NOW)   CANCELLATION 

  REVISION (IF REVISION, REVISION #________)   REVISION NOTE: CHECK THE REVISION BOX IN THE SECTION BEING REVISED 
      AND INSERT THE CORRECTED INFORMATION WHERE APPROPRIATE

SECTION 1B - TYPE OF PROJECT    CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

 RENOVATION/ABATEMENT ONLY            RENOVATION/ABATEMENT PRIOR TO DEMOLITION  ENCAPSULATION 
 DEMOLITION ONLY               JOINT DEMOLITION/RENOVATION           ORDERED DEMOLITION 

  EMERGENCY (SEE ASBESTOS RULES FOR DEFINITION OF EMERGENCY)    COURTESY (FOR NON-FRIABLE PROJECTS OR UNDER TRIGGER 
QUANTITY PROJECTS ONLY!!!) 

SECTION 2 – SITE INFORMATION   CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

PROJECT NAME: 

PROJECT ADDRESS: 

PROJECT CITY: ZIP: COUNTY: 

NEAREST MAJOR INTERSECTION: 

BLDG SIZE IN SQ. FT: AGE OF BUILDING IN YEARS: NUMBER OF FLOORS IN BUILDING: 

SPECIFIC LOCATION IN BUILDING OF ASBESTOS BEING REMOVED: 

SECTION 3A – ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR  CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

ASBESTOS REMOVAL CONTRACTOR: 

CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS: COMPANY CERTIFICATE #: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

LICENSED AGENT: AGENT’S ID: EXPIRES: CELL PHONE: 

3b Other Contractor     CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

GENERAL/SUB/DEMOLITION CONTRACTOR: JOB CONTRACTED: 

OTHER CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

SECTION 4 –  ACM INFORMATION   CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

IS ASBESTOS PRESENT?      YES        NO        UNKNOWN      FRIABLE           NON-FRIABLE       BOTH 

DID AN AHERA ACCREDITED INSPECTOR INSPECT THIS SITE?    YES     NO     ASSUMED ASBESTOS 

INSPECTOR NAME: INSPECTOR PHONE: 

ACCREDITATION COURSE: CERTIFICATE NUMBER: EXPIRES: 

SECTION 5 – WORK SCHEDULES    (10 WORKING DAY ADVANCE NOTIFICATION REQUIRED FOR NON-EMERGENCY NOTIFICATIONS!!!) 
      CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

ABATEMENT START DATE 
 

ABATEMENT END DATE WORK DAYS (MON-SUN) WORK HOURS (EX : 7-4) 

DEMOLITION START DATE 
 

DEMOLITION END DATE WORK DAYS (MON-SUN) WORK HOURS (EX : 7-4) 

REV083005F 



 

 
SECTION 6 – ACM AMOUNTS, TYPE CODES, AND FEE CALCULATION 

CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
FIRST, LOCATE THE MATERIAL TO BE REMOVED IN COLUMN A.  COLUMN B SHOWS THE USUAL NESHAP CATEGORY FOR THE MATERIAL.  COLUMN C SHOWS THE 
CATEGORY THE MATERIAL WILL LIKELY BECOME DURING ABATEMENT, AND THAT IS THE CODE THAT SHOULD BE USED FOR COMPLETING THIS FORM.  NOW, 
ENTER THE SQ. FT AND/OR L.F. AMOUNTS OF ACM TO BE ABATED DURING THIS PROJECT UNDER THE CORRECT HEADING ACCORDING TO TYPE IN COLUMN D, E, 
AND/OR F.  THEN, LOCATE THE CORRESPONDING TYPE CODE(S) FOR THE MATERIAL(S) IN COLUMN G AND ENTER THE CODES IN THE SPACES PROVIDED BEFORE 
PROCEEDING TO THE FEE CALCULATION SECTION. 

COL. A COL. B COL. C 
SF OR LF AMOUNT TO BE 
ABATED DURING THIS 

PROJECT 
COL. G1 

 

USUAL NESHAP CATEGORY ACM TYPE 

CAT 
 1 

CAT 
2 

RACM 

WILL LIKELY 
BECOME 
WHEN 

ABATED 

COL. D 
 

CAT 
1 

COL. E 
 

CAT 
2 

COL. F 
 

RACM 
ACM 
TYPE 
CODE 

ASBESTOS ASPHALT SHINGLES    1                   AAS 
ASBESTOS CEMENT (TRANSITE) PANELS    2 OR RACM                   ACP 

ASBESTOS CEMENT (TRANSITE) ROOFING     RACM                   ACR 
ASBESTOS CEMENT (TRANSITE) SIDING SHINGLES    RACM                   ACS 

ASBESTOS FLASHING    1                   AF 
ASBESTOS GASKET    1 & RACM                   AG 

BOILER INSULATION    RACM                   BI 
BUILT-UP ROOFING    1                   BUR 

COVE (BASEBOARD) MOLDING MASTIC    1                   CM 
CEILING PLASTER    RACM                   CP 

CEILING TILE    RACM                   CT 
DUCT SEAM MASTIC    1                   DSM 

DUCT VIBRATION DAMPENERS    1                   DVD 
EXTERIOR (OUTSIDE) DUCT INSULATION    RACM                   EDI 

FELT DUCT TAPE    RACM                   FDT 
FLOOR MASTIC    1                   FM 
FIREPROOFING    RACM                   FP 

FIREPROOFING AND OVERSPRAY    RACM                   FPO 
FLOOR TILE    1                   FT 

FLOOR TILE AND MASTIC    1 OR RACM                   FTM 
INTERIOR (INSIDE) DUCT INSULATION    RACM                   IDI 

JOINT COMPOUND ONLY    RACM                   JC 
LIGHT WEIGHT CONCRETE    2 OR RACM                   LWC 

OTHER:  FLOOR LEVELING COMPOUND, CAULKING, ETC.)    1 OR RACM                   OTR 
PIPE INSULATION STRAIGHT RUNS    RACM                   PI 

PIPE INSULATION ELBOWS AND FITTINGS    RACM                   PIE 
RESILIENT FLOOR COVERINGS (SHEET FLOORING; LINOLEUM)    1 OR RACM                   RFC 

ROOF MASTICS AND COATINGS    1                   RMC 
ROOFING SILVER COATING    1 OR RACM                   RSC 

TEXTURED CEILING    RACM                   TC 
TEXTURED CEILING PLASTER    RACM                   TCP 

TANK INSULATION    RACM                   TI 
WALL BOARD AND JOINT COMPOUND    RACM                   WBJC 

WINDOW GLAZING    1 OR RACM                   WG 
WALL PLASTER    RACM                   WP 

COL. G2:  Enter the ACM Type Codes From Col. G 1 For Each Category Below.   
CAT 1:   ________________________________________________________________ 
CAT 2:   ________________________________________________________________ 
RACM:   ________________________________________________________________ 

COL. D 
TOTAL  

 
______ 

COL. E 
TOTAL 
 
______ 

COL. F 
TOTAL 
 
______ 

 

CALCULATING FEES – Now, Check The Box Next To The Project Type To Indicate Whether This Is A Residential Or Non-Residential Project.  

BOX H.  IS THIS A RESIDENTIAL PROJECT?    YES  (USE TOTAL FROM COL. F TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION) 

RESIDENTIAL FEE SCHEDULE: 10¢  PER LF/SF  OF 
FRIABLE ACM SUBJECT TO A MINIMUM FEE OF $25 
AND A MAXIMUM FEE OF $50 PER RESIDENCE 

RESIDENTIAL PROJECT COL. F 
TOTAL 

 
    H (a)._________  SF/LF 

X .10 
EQUALS 

TOTAL FEES DUE AND PAYABLE NOW 
      

      H (b).  $______________________ 
(NOT TO BE LESS THAN $25 OR MORE THAN $50) 

BOX I.  IS THIS A NON – RESIDENTIAL PROJECT?    YES  (USE TOTAL FROM COL. F. TO COMPLETE THIS SECTION) 

NON-RESIDENTIAL FEE SCHEDULE: 10¢  PER LF/SF  
OF FRIABLE ACM SUBJECT TO A MINIMUM FEE OF 
$25 AND A MAXIMUM FEE OF $1,000 PER FACILITY 

NON-RESIDENTIAL PROJECT 
COL. F TOTAL 

 
     I(a).__________SF/LF 

X .10  
EQUALS 

TOTAL FEES DUE AND PAYABLE NOW 
 

       I (b).  $____________________ 
(NOT TO BE LESS THAN $25 OR MORE THAN $1,000) 

Finally, Enter The Check Number For The Fee Payment You Are Submitting, Or Explain WHY The Fee Is Not Being Submitted And WHEN And By 
WHOM It Will Be Sent 

CHECK NUMBER _________________ FOR THE AMOUNT SHOWN IN THE TOTAL FEES DUE COLUMN (S) ABOVE HAS BEEN SENT:    YES 

IF NOT, WHY NOT? ______________________________________________________________________________________________ 

REV 083005F



 

 
SECTION 7 - WASTE TRANSPORTER, DISPOSAL SITE, AND BUILDING OWNER INFORMATION 
           CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
WASTE TRANSPORTER 
WASTE TRANSPORTER NAME TRANSPORTER CONTACT PERSON: 

TRANSPORTER’S MAILING ADDRESS: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

DISPOSAL SITE 
DISPOSAL SITE NAME: DISPOSAL SITE COUNTY: 

DISPOSAL SITE STREET ADDRESS: 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 

PROJECT OWNER 
PROJECT OWNER’S NAME: OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE: 

OWNER’S STREET ADDRESS: 

OWNER’S MAILING ADDRESS (IF DIFFERENT): 

CITY: STATE: ZIP: PHONE: FAX: 
SECTION 8 - WORK METHODS: METHOD OF DEMOLITION AND/OR RENOVATION ACTIVITY (DESCRIPTION OF WORK PRACTICES AND 
ENGINEERING CONTROLS TO BE USED)    CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  

 

 

 

SECTION 9 – ADDITIONAL PROJECT INFORMATION  CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
WILL ASBESTOS REMAIN IN THE PROJECT AREA?         NO    YES    UNKNOWN 

EXPLAIN ‘YES’ OR ‘UNKNOWN’: 

IF NO ASBESTOS IS PRESENT, WAS THIS PROJECT PREVIOUSLY ABATED?      NO    YES    UNKNOWN 

PRIOR ABATEMENT COMPANY: YEAR ABATED: 

THAT COMPANY CONTACT PERSON: PHONE: 
CERTIFICATION OF INFORMATION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT   

CHECK IF SECTION IS BEING REVISED FROM A PREVIOUS SUBMITTAL  
 
I THE UNDERSIGNED CERTIFY THAT AN INDIVIDUAL TRAINED IN THE PROVISIONS OF FEDERAL REGULATIONS (NESHAP/40 CFR PART 61 
SUBPART M) WILL BE ON THE PROJECT SITE DURING DEMOLITION AND/OR RENOVATION ACTIVITIES DESCRIBED IN THE NOTIFICATION.  
EVIDENCE THAT THIS PERSON AND ALL OTHER PROJECT PERSONNEL HAVE ACCOMPLISHED THIS TRAINING WILL BE AVAILABLE FOR 
INSPECTION DURING NORMAL BUSINESS HOURS AND ANYTIME REGULATED ACTIVITIES ARE BEING CONDUCTED ON SITE.   
 
I FURTHERMORE UNDERSTAND THAT I AM RESPONSIBLE FOR THE ACCURACY AND COMPLETENESS OF THE INFORMATION CONTAINED 
WITHIN THIS NOTIFICATION SUBMITTAL, AND FOR PROMPT SUBMITTAL OF ALL REVISIONS, SUPPORTING DOCUMENTS, AND PROJECT 
FEES.  
PRINTED NAME OF AGENT/DESIGNEE: 

SIGNATURE OF AGENT/DESIGNEE: DATE: 

REPRESENTING:     OWNER       CONSULTING FIRM        OTHER TRADE CONTRACTOR   OTHER TRADE TYPE: 

  GA ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR COMPANY CERTIFICATE # EXPIRATION DATE: 
• ALWAYS REFER TO THE INSTRUCTIONS WHEN IN DOUBT ABOUT PROPER COMPLETION OF ANY SECTION 
• NEVER LEAVE BLANK SPACES – INSERT ‘N/A’ OR ‘UNKNOWN’ FOR ANY BLANK WHERE YOU DO NOT HAVE THE INFORMATION 

REQUESTED  

• ALWAYS PRINT RESPONSES NEATLY AND LEGIBLY 
• ALWAYS KEEP A COPY OF THIS FORM FOR YOUR RECORDS, AND PROVIDE COPIES TO ALL OTHER INVOLVED PARTIES 

• DO NOT FAX THE ENTIRE NOTIFICATION WHEN SUBMITTING ADVANCE NOTIFICATIONS – USE THE FIRST PAGE ONLY OF THIS 
FORM.  SUBMIT THE ENTIRE FORM VIA MAIL TO THE LOCKBOX FOR FEE PROJECTS OR TO THE EPD OFFICES FOR COURTESY & 
DEMOLITION NOTIFICATIONS 

• EPD NO LONGER ACCEPTS ‘FAX ONLY DOCUMENTS’ – DO NOT FAX THE ENTIRE PROJECT NOTIFICATION – SUBMIT THE ENTIRE 
FORM VIA MAIL.   

• NEVER SUBMIT PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE DUE WITHOUT ATTACHING THE REQUIRED FEE CHECK OR MONEY ORDER 

• NOTIFICATIONS WITH FEES MUST BE MAILED TO THE EPD ASBESTOS FEES POST OFFICE ADDRESS.  NOTIFICATIONS WITHOUT 
FEES MAY BE MAILED DIRECTLY TO THE EPD OFFICES. 

• DO NOT SUBMIT ‘TWO-SIDED’ PHOTO COPIES 
IT IS YOUR RESPONSIBILITY TO SUBMIT THIS FORM ACCURATELY COMPLETED AND ACCOMPANIED BY ALL APPLICABLE FEES.  
EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY, YOU WILL BE ISSUED A NOTICE OF DEFICIENCY FOR THE FIRST FAILURE TO SUBMIT A COMPLETE & 
ACCURATE FORM AND ALL APPLICABLE FEES, A NOTICE OF VIOLATION ON THE SECOND FAILURE, AND WILL BE REQUIRED TO 
ATTEND AN ENFORCEMENT CONFERENCE ON THE THIRD FAILURE.  BEGINNING JULY 31, 2006, PROJECT NOTIFICATIONS 
SUBMITTED ON ANY FORM OTHER THAN THIS ONE FORMS WILL BE RETURNED AND YOU WILL BE REQUIRED TO RESUBMIT THE 
NOTIFICATION ON THE CORRECT FORM  
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INSTRUCTIONS FOR COMPLETING THE GEORGIA EPD  

PROJECT NOTIFICATION FOR ASBESTOS RENOVATION, ENCAPSULATION, OR DEMOLITION PROJECTS 
 

The Georgia EPD realizes that paperwork completion is tedious and time-consuming, but treats paperwork infractions with the 
same gravity with which it views work practice violations.  It is incumbent upon all individuals engaged in regulated asbestos-
related activities to become familiar with all state and federal requirements, including proper paperwork completion.  The 
following instructions are a step-by-step guide that should lead you successfully through the notification completion process.  
Should you still have questions or need assistance with completion of the notification documents, please call the Asbestos 
Program at (404) 363-7026. 
 
HOW SHOULD YOU SUBMIT YOUR NOTIFICATION?
‘ADVANCE NOTIFICATIONS’: EPD STRONGLY discourages the submittal of advance notifications.  However, if it is completely unavoidable due 
to extenuating circumstances, EPD requests that you not submit the entire project notification via fax.  If you must submit an advance 
notification, ONLY FAX THE COMPLETED FIRST PAGE OF THE NOTIFICATION FORM!  Submit the entire completed form via mail, 
following instructions for submittal of notifications that EITHER do or do not involve fees.   
 

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS FEES LOCKBOX 

POST OFFICE BOX 101173 
ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30392 

(SEE SECTION 6 FOR FEE CALCULATION INSTRUCTIONS) 

FOR PROJECTS WHERE FEES ARE NOT DUE: 
EPD ASBESTOS PROGRAM 

ATTN: ASBESTOS NOTIFICATIONS 
4244 INTERNATIONAL PARKWAY, SUITE 104 

ATLANTA, GEORGIA 30334 
 
MAILED FORMS:  If your notification is a courtesy notification (see explanation below);  a demolition only notification (the only two types of projects that are 
fee exempt); or a revision of a previously submitted notification where the fee amount does not change (a date change revision, for example), you may send the 
form directly to the EPD office at the address shown on the right above (not the lockbox address). 
 
WHAT TYPE OF NOTICE SHOULD YOU SUBMIT?  (SECTION 1A) 
Asbestos Project Notifications will always fall into one of the following categories.  ALWAYS check the box ( ) applicable to your current submittal:   

 ORIGINAL INITIAL - The first time a project notification is submitted for the project to which the notification applies. 

 ANNUAL BLANKET – The Annual Blanket Notification runs for one calendar year (January through December) and is designed solely for use on single large 
facilities where multiple small projects (less than 160 square feet, 260 linear feet, or 35 cubic feet in size) are to be conducted, but where the TOTAL amount 
of small abatement work will exceed these parameters.  Typical candidates for the annual blanket notification include factories, power plants, and large 
educational facilities.  Recipients of an Annual Blanket Notification must still submit a separate 10-Day project notification and fees when any single project 
exceeds the ‘small project’ definition.  Each individual project handled under the Annual Blanket Notice must be less than 160 square feet, 260 linear feet or 
35 cubic feet of friable asbestos containing material.  A $1,000 fee must be submitted with each Blanket Notification.  

 REVISION – To notify the EPD of any changes to the project after the Original Initial notification has been submitted.  Correct use of the revision option can 
prevent the need to submit a separate Notice of Change for the project, and is a convenience for Contractors and Building Owners when used as it is 
designed to be used.  To submit a revision, CHECK THE BOX ( ) in Section 1A and list the revision number.  Also check the box in the heading of the section 
you are revising, strike through the incorrect information, and insert the correction.  If additional fees are due, be sure to submit them to the lockbox and 
include the additional fee check information in the fee schedule.  DATE CHANGE REVISIONS SHOULD BE SENT DIRECTLY TO THE EPD OFFICE STREET 
ADDRESS. For all revisions, re-sign and re-date the certification section of the project notification before resubmitting. 

 CANCELLATION – Many times despite the best of planning a project must be cancelled.  To cancel a project, resubmit the notification form IN WRITING 
and place a ( ) in the cancellation box.  You may submit a written Letter of Credit for fees previously paid for this project and mail it to the EPD office along 
with the cancelled notification.  If you are requesting a refund, be sure to include your federal employer identification (FEI) or Social Security number on your 
refund request, and allow 6-8 weeks for the refund to be processed and mailed to you. 

 
WHAT TYPE OF PROJECT ARE YOU CONDUCTING? (SECTION 1B) 
This section is designed to allow you to communicate the type of project you will be conducting.  You can also use this space to indicate that you are submitting 
an emergency notification.  Frequently, more than one of these boxes should be checked ( ) to completely convey the type of project you will be conducting.  It 
is very important that ALL applicable boxes be checked. 

 RENOVATION/ABATEMENT ONLY – Where the project only involves the removal and disposal of asbestos containing materials.  “Renovation” means the 
altering of, taking out, stripping, clean up, disposal of, or removal of friable or potentially friable asbestos containing materials from any facility, facility 
component or residential dwelling, equal to or greater than 10 square feet or 10 linear feet, for renovation or maintenance purposes. 

 RENOVATION/ABATEMENT PRIOR TO DEMOLITION - Removal/abatement of friable asbestos containing materials equal to or greater than 10 square 
feet or 10 linear feet (see definition of Renovation Only above), in preparation for demolition activities to be performed by someone else. 

 DEMOLITION ONLY – Where the projects only entails demolition of any structure that has been thoroughly inspected for the presence or absence of 
asbestos.  "Demolition" means the wrecking or taking out of any load supporting structural member of a facility together with related handling operations, or 
the intentional burning of any structure.  Notification is required regardless of the p esence or absence of asbestos containing materials. r

 

 ENCAPSULATION – A project in which special coatings approved for asbestos encapsulation will be used to cover the asbestos containing materials and 
prevent any future release of asbestos fibers.  ‘Encapsulation’ means the process of coating, binding, or resurfacing walls, ceilings, pipes, or other structures 
with a sealant to prevent friable asbestos from becoming airborne.

 JOINT RENOVATION/DEMOLITION – Where both renovation and demolition activities as described above will be conducted by the same Contractor.  In 
other words, if the same Contractor will perform the removal/abatement of friable asbestos containing materials equal to or greater than 10 square feet or 10 
linear feet followed by demolition activities, then he may submit a Joint Notification  If demolition is to be conducted by a different company, that company 
must submit a separate notification. 

 ORDERED DEMOLITION – A demolition project ordered by a government agency.  If the property has been condemned, the Order of Condemnation must 
be included with the project notification. 
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ADDITIONAL PROJECT NOTATIONS 
 EMERGENCY – Abatement, Encapsulation or Demolition projects that were unplanned, but result from a sudden, unexpected event that if not immediately 

attended to presents a safety or public health hazard, is necessary to protect equipment from damage, or is necessary to avoid imposing an unreasonable 
financial burden.  Waiver of the requi ed 10 working day notifica ion period will be granted on a case by-case basis.  A letter of explanation regarding the 
emergency situation from the Owner of the Project, or their representative, must accompany the notification.  EPD must be notified of the emergency 
situation within 24 hours from the time of its occurrence, or from the time you are contacted with a request for emergency work to be performed.  We highly 
recommend you call an associate in the EPD Asbestos Program to discuss the situation to obtain their agreement on the emergency project.  The main 
number for the Asbestos Program is 404-363-7026.  Complete and fax the FIRST PAGE only of the Project Notification form to (404)362-2563.  The entire 
original notification and fee payment must be mailed to the Lockbox address within 7 days from the date of emergency work beginning. 

r t -

 COURTESY – A Courtesy Notification is ONLY submitted for small asbestos abatement/disturbance/encapsulation projects that ordinarily would not be 
regulated.  In other words, any project involving friable asbestos removal of less than 10 square feet or 10 linear feet; it may also be used to cover a non-
friable asbestos removal project.  

SECTION 2 – SITE INFORMATION 
PROJECT NAME - Identify the exact location where abatement or demolition work is going to take place.  Provide the name of the building, company, or other 
description of all structures involved in the project here.  For example: “Vacant House”, “Residence”, “Commercial Bldg”, “ABC Company”, “Office Bldg”).  If the 
project is part of a DOT road-widening project, please include parcel number and structure number. 
 
PROJECT ADDRESS - Street address where abatement, encapsulation, or demolition will take place.  
*If project involves multiple buildings/structures at one location, list all addresses, building names, unit numbers, etc.  Use a separate sheet of paper as an 
attachment, if necessary.  
*If project involves multiple buildings/structures at different addresses, you may group together those addresses on the same street and/or adjacent streets, 
(within a few block radius).  Use a separate sheet of paper as an attachment, if necessary.  Include a site map or diagram showing locations. 
 
 CITY/ZIP/COUNTY - Complete all areas.  YOU MUST LIST THE COUNTY – DO NOT SUBMIT THE NOTIFICATION WITHOUT THE COUNTY NAME 

INCLUDED! 
  

 NEAREST MAJOR INTERSECTION - For example: “State Hwy 41 near Windy Hill Rd”; “South Houston Lake Rd near State Hwy 96”) 
 BLDG SIZE IN SQ. FEET - Square foot measurement of the entire building (all floors and spaces) combined. 
 AGE OF BLDG IN YEARS - Age of building in years. 
 NUMBER OF FLOORS IN BUILDING - Total number of floors in building, including sub-basement, basement, mezzanine, attic, and penthouse.  Each 

level that can be occupied should be counted as a separate floor. 
 SPECIFIC LOCATION OF ASBESTOS BEING REMOVED - Provide specific area(s) of the structure that are being abated or demolished.  For example:  

“Roof”, “Kitchen Floor”, “Steam Pipes in Basement”, “Throughout Building”, “Hallway”,  “Floor Number _____”, “Room Number______”, etc). 
 
SECTION 3 – PROJECT CONTRACTORS 
In this section, you must list all CONTRACTORS to be involved with the actual removal and/or demolition of the project.  If you are a Contractor removing the 
asbestos prior to a demolition, you should still list the name of the demolition company if known.    BE SURE TO CHECK ( ) THE CORRECT BOX FOR THE TYPE 
OF PROJECT YOU ARE DIRECTLY RESPONSIBLE FOR CONDUCTING AND FOR WHICH YOU ARE SUBMITTING THE NOTIFICATION!!! 

 

3A – ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR – Name of the company that will perform the actual asbestos renovation/abatement.  
• CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS – The actual physical location of the Asbestos Removal Contractor’s place of business.  DO NOT USE A POST OFFICE 
BOX IN THIS SPACE! 
• COMPANY CERTIFICATE NUMBER – Recently issued asbestos contractor company certificates include a new identifying number.  For established 
contractors, this number is being assigned as licenses are renewed, so if you have not yet been issued a certificate number there is no need for alarm.  You will 
be issued the number during your next license renewal.  The certificate issued for your Company license bears or will bear a number similar to this: “20-0708-
123”.  When your new certificate is issued, or if you already have the revised Asbestos Contractor License Certificate, this is the number you should list in the 
Company Certificate space. 
 CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX – You must complete each space. 
 LICENSED AGENTS NAME – Name of the person licensed by EPD as the Principal Agent for this company 
 AGENT’S ID NUMBER – The agent’s identification card issued by EPD bears a number similar to this one:  “50123”, and should be placed here. 
 EXPIRES – The date on which the above described identification card expires. 
 CELL PHONE – The cellular or pager number for the Principal Agent. 

 
3B – OTHER (DEMO/SUB/GENERAL) CONTRACTOR – Name of company performing work OTHER THAN asbestos removal. 
• JOB CONTRACTED – Place a short, concise description of the additional work contracted here.  For example:  “General Contractor”, “Demolition”, 
“Clearing & Grading”, “Debris Clean-up”, etc. 
• OTHER CONTRACTOR STREET ADDRESS – The actual physical location of this Contractor’s place of business.  DO NOT USE A POST OFFICE BOX IN 
THIS SPACE! 
• CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX – You must complete each blank.  

(If more than 2 Contractors are involved with the project, use a separate sheet as an attachment to provide additional information) 

SECTION 4 – ASBESTOS CONTAINING MATERIAL(S) (ACM) INFORMATION 
IS ASBESTOS PRESENT? 
• YES – A thorough inspection for the presence of absence of asbestos has been conducted and the written results indicate that asbestos IS present. 
• NO – A thorough inspection for the presence of absence of asbestos has been conducted and the written results indicate that asbestos IS NOT present. 
• FRIABLE – “Friable Asbestos-Containing Material” means any material which is applied onto ceilings, walls, structural members, piping, boilers, tanks, 
pumps, ductwork or any other part of the building containing more than 1 percent asbestos, by weight, and which when dry may be crumbled, pulverized, or 
reduced to powder by hand pressure. (See Definitions Section of Instructions & Section 6 of Notification Form) 
• NON-FRIABLE – “Non-Friable Asbestos-Containing Material” means any asbestos-containing material that does not meet the definition of “FRIABLE”. See 
Definitions Section of Instructions & Section 6 of Notification Form) 
• BOTH – Both “Friable” and “Non-friable” materials are present on this project. 
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DID AN AHERA ACCREDITED INSPECTOR INSPECT THIS SITE? 
Was the portion of the abatement project, or demolition area described in Section 2 of this form, thoroughly inspected by an AHERA Accredited Asbestos 

Inspector?  Check  the appropriate answer.   
• YES 
• NO 
• UNKNOWN 
• ASSUMED ASBESTOS   - A thorough inspection for the presence of absence of asbestos HAS NOT been conducted but based on the type of material(s) 

being disturbed the decision has been made to treat the material(s) as ACM, meaning that all necessary precautions and procedures will be followed. 
• INSPECTOR NAME – Name of individual who performed the inspection. 
• INSPECTOR PHONE – Number at which the Inspector may be reached, starting with area code. 
• ACCREDITATION COURSE – Name of course taken to obtain ASBESTOS INSPECTOR accreditation.  For example:  “Asbestos Inspector Initial”, 

“Inspector Refresher” 
• CERTIFICATE NUMBER – Number on the Asbestos Inspector Certificate of Completion issued by the Training Provider. 
• EXPIRES – Expiration date on certificate issued by Training Provider. 
 
SECTION 5 – WORK SCHEDULES 

 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

FOR ALL PROJECTS – 

IMPORTANT NOTICE:  A 10 (TEN) WORKING DAY NOTIFICATION IS REQUIRED FOR NON-EMERGENCY NOTIFICATIONS PRIOR TO 
COMMENCING ANY REGULATED ASBESTOS ACTIVITY!!!! 

WORKING DAYS ARE CONSIDERED MONDAY THROUGH FRIDAY.  A HOLIDAY FALLING ON THESE DAYS WILL BE COUNTED AS A WORKING DAY.  
WORKING DAYS ARE COUNTED FROM THE DATE OF: 

 US POST OFFICE POSTMARK DATE 
 FEDEX/UPS SHIPPING DATE 
 HAND DELIVERY OF NOTIFICATION 
 DATE OF ADVANCE NOTIFICATION VIA FAX 
 ELECTRONIC FILING OF PROJECT NOTIFICATION 

NOTIFICATIONS POSTMARKED ON A SATURDAY OR SUNDAY DO NOT BEGIN THE 10 WORKING DAY NOTIFICATION PERIOD UNTIL THE 
FOLLOWING MONDAY. 

Provide the project START date and END dates.  NOTE:  If the Consultant or Project Owner is submitting the project notification, and project dates are as yet 
undetermined, submit dates as TBD (To Be Determined).  THE ABATEMENT OR DEMOLITION CONTRACTOR WHO RECEIVES THE CONTRACT MUST SUBMIT A 
REVISION TO UPDATE THE PROJECT DATES BEFORE WORK BEGINS.    
WORK DAYS - Provide actual days of the week on which work will be performed – NOT the number of days worked per week.  For example:  “M, Tu, Th” or “M-
F” 
WORK HOURS - Provide the actual times of the day the crew will be on site – NOT the number of hours worked per day.  For example “7A – 4P” or “5P – 
MIDNIGHT” 
PHASED PROJECTS - If multiple buildings/structures are involved, break project into Phases, and identify project dates per Phase.  Use an additional page to 
described phased project start and stop dates and work hours in detail. 
 
SECTION 6 – ACM TYPES INFORMATION AND FEE SCHEDULE  
Use this section to identify and type and total quantity of asbestos that will be disturbed during this project and calculate fees owed based on your findings.  All 
ACM’s identified in Section 4 must be described completely here. 
 
ACM TYPE(S) 
 

• Step 1 - Locate the type of ACM you will be disturbing in COLUMN A.  Use the Category 1, 2 and RACM headings in COLUMN B to determine the 
material’s current status, then locate the category the material will MOST LIKELY BECOME as a result of your abatement activities in COLUMN C.   

 
• Step 2 - Show the combined LINEAR FOOT (LF) and/or SQUARE FOOTAGE of the material to be disturbed in COLUMN D, E, or F, depending on the 

determination made from the code in COLUMN C 
 
• Step 3 - In COLUMN G1, circle the corresponding ACM type code for any material amount listed in COLUMN(S) D, E, or F.  In COLUMN G2, enter the 

type code(s) in the space(s) labeled CAT 1, CAT 2, and RACM; and 
 
• Step 4 – Total COLUMNS D, E, and F and insert the total(s) in the appropriate space(s) provided.   

 
 
DEFINITIONS: 
CATEGORY 1 NON-FRIABLE ACM includes asbestos-containing packing, gaskets, resilient floor covering, mastics, and asphalt roof products that contain greater 
than 1% asbestos.  Catego y 1 materials that will ikely become friable as a result of removal activity mus  be listed in the RACM category instead of here.r l t  

r t

 
CATEGORY 2 NON-FRIABLE ACM includes any material, excluding Category 1 non-friable ACM, containing more than 1% asbestos that, when dry, cannot be 
crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by hand pressure.  These are the asbestos-cement products, including Transite.  Category 2 materials that will likely 
become f iable as a result of removal activity must be listed in the RACM category ins ead of here.  
 
RACM (Regulated Asbestos-Containing Material) means friable asbestos containing material, Category 1 non-friable ACM that has become friable, Category 1 non-
friable ACM that will be or has been subjected to sanding, grinding, cutting, or abrading, or Category 2 non-friable ACM that has a high probability of becoming or 
has become crumbled, pulverized, or reduced to powder by the forces expected to act on the material in the course of demolition or renovation operations 
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FEE CALCULATION SECTION 
 

Step 1 - Use the check box  to indicate whether the project is RESIDENTIAL (BOX H.) or NON-RESIDENTIAL (BOX I.).  

Step 2 - Place the total from COLUMN F on the correct line provided in either “BOX H(a). – RESIDENTIAL” or “BOX I(a). – NON-RESIDENTIAL”. 

Step 3 – Multiply the number in BOX H.(a) or I(a) by .10 (Ten Cents - 10¢) and place the resulting amount in line H(b). or I(b).  THE RESULTING FIGURE IS 
THE AMOUNT OF FEES OWED AND WHICH MUST ACCOMPANY THE NOTIFICATION, SUBJECT TO THE MINIMUM/MAXIMUM FESS OUTLINED 
BELOW.  IF FEES ARE DUE FOR ANY PROJECT, SHOW THE CHECK NUMBER AND TOTAL AMOUNT OF FEES DUE IN THE SPACE PROVIDED.  IF 
YOU ARE NOT IMMEDIATELY SUBMITTING THE FEE CHECK, YOU MUST EXPLAIN WHY NOT AND IDENTIFY WHO IS RESPONSIBLE FOR THE FEE 
PAYMENT AND WHEN IT WILL BE SUBMITTED. 
RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS:  Residential projects are subject to a minimum fee of $25 and a maximum fee of $50.  THEREFORE, THE FEE YOU SUBMIT FOR 
RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS SHOULD NEVER BE LESS THAN $25 AND NEVER BE MORE THAN $50.   

NON-RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS:  Non-residential projects are subject to a minimum fee of $25 and a maximum fee of $1,000.  THEREFORE, THE FEE YOU 
SUBMIT FOR NON-RESIDENTIAL PROJECTS SHOULD NEVER BE LESS THAN $25 AND NEVER BE MORE THAN $1,000. 

DEFINITIONS: 
RESIDENTIAL PROJECT:  A residential dwelling means any family residence or apartment building with four or fewer dwelling units. 

NONRSIDENTIAL PROJECT:  A non-residential project means any project conducted on any building that would fall outside the guidelines established by the 
definition of a residential dwelling.  I.E.:  any non-residential structure, or any residential structure with five or more dwelling units. 

SECTION 7 – BUILDING OWNER, WASTE TRANSPORTER, AND DISPOSAL SITE INFORMATION 
WASTE TRANSPORTER: 

• NAME OF COMPANY 
• CONTACT NAME:  Name of person at Transport Company to call, if necessary. 
• ADDRESS/CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX:  Complete all areas 

DISPOSAL SITE INFORMATION 
• WASTE DISPOSAL SITE NAME:  Name of Landfill 
• DISPOSAL SITE COUNTY:  Provide County name 
• ADDRESS/CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX:  Complete all areas 

BUILDING OWNER 
• OWNER OF PROJECT SITE/FACILITY:  Name of legal owner of facility/property. 
• OWNER’S REPRESENTATIVE:  Name of person (other than Contractor) acting on behalf of Owner, particularly if completing & submitting this form. 
• OWNER’S STREET ADDRESS:  For service of legal process if required. 
• OWNER’S MAILING ADDRESS 
• CITY/STATE/ZIP/PHONE/FAX Complete all areas 
• TELEPHONE NUMBER: Number at which Contact person may be reached, starting with area code 

 
SECTION 8 – WORK PRACTICES 
The method(s) of demolition and/or renovation activity and a description of work practices and engineering controls to be used on this project.  Describe fully 
what types of abatement and/or demolition activities are going to take place, the method(s) of removal and/or demolition that will be used, and controls in place 
to prevent asbestos emissions.  Describe what clearance criteria will be used.  Attach a separate sheet of paper if more room is needed to answer this section. 
FOR EXAMPLE:  
• “Wet spud bar and chemical removal of FT M with c itical barriers.  1 negative air.  Visual clearance only”;  r  

f  
f

• “Wet spud bar removal of ACS over 6 mil plastic on ground.  Place in plastic lined roll o f dumpster.  Visual clearance only”  
• “Demo with front end loader.  Push down, wet, and machine load into 30 CY roll o f dumpster” 
 
SECTION 9 - ADDITIONAL PROJECT INFORMATION 
 
• WILL ASBESTOS REMAIN IN THE PROJECT AREA?  Please answer “YES”, “NO”, or “UNKNOWN”, and explain a YES or UNKNOWN answer. 
• IF NO ASBESTOS IS PRESENT, WAS THIS THE RESULT OF A PREVIOUS ABATEMENT? 
• IF THE PROJECT WAS PREVIOUSLY ABATED, PROVIDE ALL REQUESTED INFORMATION FOR THE PRIOR ABATEMENT COMPANY. 
 

CERTIFICATION OF INFORMATION AND ACKNOWLEDGEMENT 
PROVIDE ALL REQUESTED INFORMATION - DO NOT LEAVE ANY SPACES BLANK AND INCLUDE SIGNATURE 

 
PRINTED NAME OF AGENT/DESIGNEE - Print or type full name of person submitting form 
SIGNATURE OF AGENT OR DESIGNEE - The person submitting this form must sign here 
DATE - Date project notification is signed 
REPRESENTING - Place check ( ) mark at appropriate title 

 OWNER - Owner of Facility in which project is being performed 

 CONSULTING FIRM - Asbestos or Environmental Consultant; Architect, Engineer 

 OTHER TRADE CONTRACTOR/OTHER TRADE TYPE – Representing any other trade involved on this project.  For example:  “General Contractor”, 
“Demolition”, “Clearing & Grading”, “Debris Clean-up”, etc. 

 GA ABATEMENT CONTRACTOR – An EPD Licensed Asbestos Abatement Contractor  
• COMPANY CERTIFICATE NUMBER – See “Company Certificate Number” Information in Section 3 Instructions. 
• EXPIRATION DATE - The date the company certificate expires 

 

NOTE:  If an Advance Project Notification form is submitted by someone other than the Contractor(s) who perform the asbestos abatement or demolition 
activities - such as the Consultant or Owner - in order to start the 10 working day notification period while the contract is out for bid, A REVISED 
NOTIFICATION MUST BE SUBMITTED BY THE CONTRACTOR TO WHOM THE PROJECT IS AWARDED BEFORE WORK BEGINS, AND THAT 
CONTRACTOR MUST SIGN THE CERTIFICATION AREA OF THE REVISED NOTIFICATION FORM. 
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APPENDIX V –OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE MANUAL 
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1. Noise Assessment Report 
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625 HOLCOMB BRIDGE ROAD  ♦  NORCROSS, GEORGIA 30071
Tel: 770/209-0029  ♦  Fax: 770/582-2900  ♦  Client Services: 800/266-0990
http://www.unitedconsulting.com  ♦ E-mail: united@unitedconsulting.com

 
 
 
 
June 21, 2011 
 
 
Mr. Kevin Buckner 
Farmington Woods, LP 
3825 Paces Walk, SE 
Suite 100 
Atlanta, Georgia 30339 
 
Via Email: KBuckner@tbgresidential.com  
 
RE: Noise Assessment 
 Farmington Woods  
 2201 Perimeter Road 
 Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia 
 Project No. 2010.0398.02 
 
Dear Mr. Buckner: 
 
United Consulting is pleased to submit the following report of the noise assessment for the 
Farmington Woods Project Site.  Included in this report is a discussion of the limits projected for 
this site.   
 
We have enjoyed working with you on this project. If you have any questions, or if we can be of 
further assistance, please feel free to contact us at your convenience. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 

 
Henry C. Esterly, P.G. 
Team Leader 

 
Scott D. Smelter 
Principal 
 
HCE/SDS/tl 
H:\Geophys\Noise Assessments\2010\2010.0398.03R.noise 
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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY1 
 
A Noise Assessment has been completed on the Farmington Woods site, (hereinafter referred to 
as the Project Site) located at 2201 Perimeter Road in Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia.  
The text of the report provides more detailed discussion of the items summarized below. 
 
1. United Consulting performed this noise assessment for the Project Site based on the 

location of the proposed structures.  The purpose was to estimate the amount of noise 
generated by the roadway at each Noise Assessment Location (NAL) point. 

 
2. Three NAL points were selected for the Project Site.  The points were located at the east 

side of the building in the southeast corner of the Project Site, the recreation area in the 
north central portion of the Project Site, and the east side of the building in the northeast 
corner of the Project Site.  Noise levels were calculated utilizing the United States 
Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Noise Assessment Guidelines (NAG) manual. 

 
3. An “Acceptable,” noise level, as defined by HUD, was calculated at all three of the NAL 

points.  The noise levels at all three NAL point yielded a day-night average sound level 
(DNL) that ranged from 55.07 to 57.41 decibels (dB).  
 

 
4. United Consulting recommends that the architect, or noise consultant verify that the 

building materials used in the construction at the Project Site aid in mitigating the indoor 
day-night average sound level (DNL) to below 45 dB at the Project Site. 

 
 

                                                           
1   This Executive Summary is not intended to be used or relied upon without reference to the entire report and 
cannot otherwise be properly understood and interpreted.  It is provided solely for the convenience of the Client and 
not as a substitute for the report or review of the report. 
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2.0 INTRODUCTION 
 
United Consulting was retained by Farmington Woods, LP to conduct a Noise Assessment on 
the Project Site.  The purpose of the Noise Assessment was to determine the noise levels that 
would be present near the exteriors of the proposed residential structures and in the common area 
of the proposed development of the undeveloped land located at 2201 Perimeter Road in 
Dawsonville, Dawson County, Georgia. 
 
 

3.0 SCOPE 
 
In performing the assessment, United Consulting's representative: 
 
1. Reviewed the supplied site plans to determine effective positions for the NAL points; 

 
2. Contacted the Georgia Department of Transportation (GDOT), and researched the nearby 

airport to obtain NAG required information; 
 

3. Utilized the HUD website DNL Calculator to complete the noise assessment calculations;  
 
4. Prepared this report to document the noise levels at the NAL points. 
 
 

4.0 NOISE ASSESSMENT APPROACH 
 
The HUD Office of Policy Development and Research has developed a Noise Assessment 
Guidelines (NAG) manual, dated September 1991.  This manual provides information and 
procedures for assessing the amounts of noise generated by aircraft, roadways and railways.  The 
noise assessment at this Project Site was accomplished by those methods mentioned in this 
manual.  However, per the Department of Community Affairs (DCA) 2011 Guidelines, the actual 
calculations were made using the HUD website DNL Calculator.  The supporting documentation 
is attached to the end of this report after the figures. 
 
Based on the manual and HUD website DNL Calculator, suitable noise levels, expressed in dB, 
are determined by outdoor day-night average sound levels (DNL).  The DNL value is the 24 hour 
average sound level in decibels, which is obtained after a 10 dB penalty, is added for nighttime 
(10 pm to 7 am) noises.  The A-weighting calculations mimic the frequencies of sounds that the 
human ear is able to hear.  The Department of Defense utilizes a C-weighting calculation for 
loud impulsive sound DNLs.  Loud impulsive sounds are defined by HUD as a discrete event 
where the sound level increases to a maximum and then decreases to the ambient level within 
one second or less.  The C-weighted DNL values can be converted to A-weighted values using 
HUD formulas. 
 
The DNL values are determined by the Project Site’s exposure to aircraft, roadway and railway 
noise using the A-weighting process for sound.  After the DNL values are calculated, the manual 
further states that a site will fall under one of the following three categories, using the A-
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weighted calculation method: 
 
1. ACCEPTABLE:  The DNL levels do not exceed 65 dB. In this category, the noise 

exposure may be of some concern, but common building constructions will make the 
indoor environment acceptable and the outdoor environment will be reasonably pleasant 
for recreation and play. 

 
2. NORMALLY UNACCEPTABLE:  The DNL levels are over 65 dB but do not exceed 75 

dB.  In this category, the noise exposure is significantly more severe; barriers may be 
necessary between the site and prominent noise sources to make the outdoor environment 
acceptable; special building constructions may be necessary to ensure that people indoors 
are sufficiently protected from outdoor noise. 

 
3. UNACCEPTABLE:  DNL levels consistently above 75 dB. In this category, the noise 

exposure at the site is so severe that the construction cost to make the indoor noise 
environment acceptable may be prohibitive and the outdoor environment would still be 
unacceptable. 

 
To determine if a Project Site is “Acceptable”, the HUD website is used for determining DNL 
values based on various levels of traffic, railways, airports, their respective distances from the 
Project Site and the hours of operation.  The DCA Guidelines are slightly different and the 
requirements are as follows.  The calculations require obtaining information from the GDOT for 
major roadways within 1,000 feet of the Project Site with 10 year projected ADTs greater than 
10,000, railways within 3,000 feet of the Project Site, and military airports within 15 miles and 
civil airports with five miles of the Project Site. 
 
When the information is available, HUD recommends that projected noise levels for 10 years 
into the future be utilized in the calculations.  However, if 10-year projection data is not available 
for the major roadways, HUD suggests that using a 3 percent (%) increase in automobile traffic 
per year will produce a conservative projected traffic count. 
 
The information provided by the DOT, railways and airports was utilized with the HUD website 
DNL Calculator to determine the DNL for each source at each NAL.  The DNLs for the 
individual sources are then summed for each NAL to define the total DNL. 
 
 

5.0 MAJOR AIRPORTS, ROADWAYS AND, RAILWAYS 
 
United Consulting conducted a map review to determine the locations of roads, railroad tracks 
and airports in relation to the Project Site, within the HUD defined distances.  Based on the 
information from the map review the following information was obtained.  One civil airport, 
Elliot Field Airport, was present within 5 miles and no military airports were present within 15 
miles of the Project Site (Figure 1).  The end of the nearest Elliot Field Airport runway is 24,816 
feet from the edge of the Project Site.  The GDOT was contacted requesting traffic counts for 
roadways nearby the Project Site.  No railway was present within 3,000 feet of the Project Site 
(Figure 2). 
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The data utilized for the airport calculations were obtained from the Elliot Field Airport 
Administrative representative who supplied United Consulting with the raw data utilized in the 
calculations contained in this report.  The airport representative indicated that future projected 
data did not exist; however, she supplied us with current data.  The constructed dB contours for 
the airport are included as Figure 4.  The airport is a private field and is only used by the owner.  
Total operations are about two flights per week. 
 
Based on information from the GDOT, one major roadway was present within 1,000 feet of the 
Project Site, State Route (SR) 53.  The distances from the nearest property line to the nearest 
curb line were obtained using Google Earth.  The distance from the nearest edge of the property 
line to the edge of SR 53 was 940 feet.  The width of this roadway was also obtained using 
Google Earth. 
 
No projected data was available from GDOT for the major roadway near the Project Site; 
therefore the HUD suggested 3% per year increase was utilized in our noise assessment 
calculations. 
 
 

6.0 NOISE ASSESSMENT ANALYSIS 
 
Three noise assessment location (NAL) points were calculated at the Project Site.  The locations 
of the NAL points are shown on Figure 3.  Table 1 is a summary of the data for the NAL points 
across the Project Site.  The HUD website worksheets used in the calculations for the NAL 
points are attached in Supporting Documentation Section below. 
 

TABLE 1: SUMMARY OF INDIVIDUAL NOISE SOURCES 
 

NAL 
POINT ROADWAYS RAILWAYS AIRPORTS 

1 SR 53 – 55.31 dB No Railways Elliot Field Airport – 38 dB 

2 SR 53 – 55.07 dB No Railways Elliot Field Airport – 38 dB 

3 SR 53 – 57.41 dB No Railways Elliot Field Airport – 38 dB 

 
In evaluating the Project Site, the noise is predominantly created by State Route 53 to the east-
northeast of the Project Site.  The Noise Assessment for the proposed development at the Project 
Site yielded DNL values ranging from 55.07 to 57.41 decibels (dB).  It should be noted that the 
DNL value assigned to the Elliot Field Airport, in the HUD website DNL Calculator printouts 
attached in the Supporting Documents section below, was 38 dB.  It was set at this value because 
Table 2, provided in the HUD NAG manual, does not allow for a way to calculate the actual 
DNL value below 55 dB.  Additionally, since DCA is requiring that the HUD website DNL 
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Calculator is utilized to calculate the site DNL values, the only option for airports below the 55 
dB threshold is to insert a dB value that will not create an impact in the final calculation.  
Therefore, 38 dB was selected so as to not allow the airport to be a noise multiplier in the Final 
Site Evaluation calculation. 
 

 
TABLE 2: TOTAL DNL VALUES FOR NAL POINTS 

 
NAL 

POINT LOCATION dB LEVEL 
ACCEPTABILITY 

CATEGORY 

1 East side of the building in the 
southeast corner of the Project Site 55.31 Acceptable 

2 Recreation Area in the north central 
portion of the Project Site 55.07 Acceptable 

3 East side of the building in the 
northeast corner of the Project Site  

57.41 Acceptable 

 
 
Based on the results of the DNL calculations, an “Acceptable” noise level, as defined by HUD, 
was calculated at all three NAL points.  The major source of the noise for the NAL points was 
the State Route 53. 
 
 

7.0 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
United Consulting recommends that the architect or noise consultant verify that the building 
materials used in the construction aid in mitigating the noise level to below 45 dB for the 
interiors of the structures on the Project Site. 
 
 

8.0 LIMITATIONS 
 
The conclusions presented in this Noise Assessment are based on information provided by the 
GDOT and Elliot Field Airport.  Noise levels will vary in differing locations and from the 
interior to exterior of the structures.  No other warranty or guarantee is expressed or implied. 
 
The NAL points selected are believed to be representative of typical noise exposure on the 
Project Site.  United Consulting shall not be held responsible for errors, miscalculations, 
assumptions, misinterpretations or other problems or liabilities arising from, or associated with, 
firms or individuals bidding on noise remediation work that rely solely, or in part, on this 
document. 
 
These sound levels are conservative estimates for the Project Site based on the Noise Assessment 
Guidelines (NAG) manual and give no credit for local geography between the Project Site and 
the major noise sources. 
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Note that methods other than those documented in the HUD Noise Guidebook would be required 
in order to accurately predict the levels that would exist once the buildings are in place, and also 
to account for the local geography between the Project Site and the major noise sources. 
 
United Consulting’s conclusions, opinions and suggestions are based upon information furnished 
and United Consulting’s professional experience.  Normal assessment may not detect or account 
for all conditions or factors present at a project area or Project Site.  Should such unexpected 
conditions or factors become manifest during subsequent activities at a site, it will be necessary 
for United Consulting to review and re-evaluate any and all conclusions, opinions and 
suggestions made with respect to this project or Project Site.  Accordingly, United Consulting 
should be contacted immediately in such a situation. 
 
This Noise Assessment report has been prepared on behalf of Farmington Woods, LP, DCA, 
and GHFA.  Should any other person, partnership, or corporation desire to rely upon this report, 
it will be necessary for United Consulting to update the report for the new user. 
 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 
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2.  Noise Attenuation Plan (if applicable) 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NOT APPLICABLE 



 
 

APPENDIX K – ADDITIONAL HOME REQUIREMENTS 
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1.  HOME  and HUD Environmental Questionnaire 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NOT APPLICABLE 



 
 
 

APPENDIX K 
__________________________________________________________ 

 
2.  HOME and HUD Questionnaire Supporting Documentation 
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3.  8-Step Process for Floodplains and Wetlands 
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APPENDIX L – OWNER ENVIRONMENTAL QUESTIONNAIRE 

 

























CERTIFICATION

This questionnaire above was completed by:

Owner/Developer/owner Name:

. Relationship to Site:

Address:

E-mail Address:

Phone Number:

Date:

I certify to the best of my knowledge and belief that the above statements and

facts submitted are true, accurate and complete.

Signed, seated and delivered this Mday

of ftP&RL 2011, in the

Presence of:

Witness Property Owner

Notary Public

I §>«.)!

2011 Owner Enraonmaitel
Questionnaire and Disclosure StatetfiftAI III**1

Name

Title

M ofAfEnttable Housing Page 12 of 12
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and Information Checklist   

PROPERTY LOG AND INFORMATION CHECKLIST  

This form MUST be completed by the Qualified Environmental Professional who 

performed the Phase I and/or Phase II.  All entries must be fully documented and 

explained in the environmental reports.  This form, together with all supporting 

documentation relating to the Phase I, must be submitted to DCA before any application 

can be accepted for processing. 

 
PROPERTY LOG 

Property Address:  2201 Perimeter Road, Dawsonville, Dawson County, GA 
 
Developer’s Name and Address: Farmington Woods, LP 
 
Developer’s e-mail Address: KBuckner@tbgresidential.com 

 
Developer’s Telephone Number: 678-324-5551 
 
Qualified Environmental Professional’s’ Name: Andrew J. Armstrong 
 
Qualified Environmental Professional’s’ Telephone Number and e-mail address: 
770-582-2935, aarmstrong@unitedconsulting.com  

 
Environmental Consulting Firm’s Name and Address: 
United Consulting, 625 Holcomb Bridge Road, Norcross, GA 30071 

 
Date Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Completed:  May 3, 2011 
 
Summary of Phase I Results:  Project Site was historically undeveloped, wooded land or 
residential.  No on-site or off-site RECs were identified.  The Project Site did contain 
wetlands, however the purposed development plans will not impact the wetlands. 
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and Information Checklist   

INFORMATION CHECKLIST 
 
Check [√] any information sources used to perform the Phase I Review. 

 
1. Overall Property Description 

_X_ Building Specifications 

_X_ Zoning or Land Use Maps 

_X_ Aerial Photos (e.g., Sanborn) 

__ List of Commercial Tenants On-Site 

_X_ Title History 

_X_ Site Survey 

_X_ Verification of Public Water and Sewer – Not Currently Available 

_X_ Interviews with Local Fire, Health, Land Use or Environmental Officials 

_X_ Interviews with Builder, and/or Property Manager 

_X_ Review of records of local, state and federal regulatory agencies 

_X_ Review of adjacent properties 

__ Other (Specify) 

 
2. Asbestos 

__ Dated Building Construction Or Rehabilitation Specifications 

_X_ Engineer’s/Consultant’s Asbestos Report 

_X_ Other (Specify) - no suspected ACBM was observed during the reconnaissance. 

 
3. Polychlorinated Biphenyls 

_X_ Utility Transformer Records – interview with GA Power 

_X_ Site Survey of Transformers 

__ Site Soil and Groundwater PCB Test Results 

__ Other (Specify) 

 
4. Radon 

__ Water Utility Records 

__ Gas Utility Records 

__ On-Site Radon Test Results 

_X_ Other (Specify) EPA Radon Map 
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and Information Checklist   

5. Underground Storage Tanks 

_X_ Oil, Motor Fuel and Waste Oil Systems Reports, EPD, LUST & ERNS Records 

_X  CERCLIS/RCRIS Results of Neighborhood search (within radius of one mile) 

__ Site Soil and Groundwater Tests 

__ Site Tank Survey 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

6. Waste Sites 

_X_ CERCLIS/RCRIS Results of neighborhoods search (within radius of one mile) 

_X_ State EPD site lists for neighborhoods (within radius of one mile) 

__ Federal Facilities Docket 

__ Site Soil and Groundwater Test Results 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

7. Lead Based Paint 

_X_ Lead Paint Survey 

__ Certification/Compliance Records 

__ Site Soil Test Results 

__ Other (Specify) 

 

8. Additional Hazards – N/A 

__ Urea Formaldehyde Foam Insulation Survey 

__ Interior Air Test Results 

__ Lead in Drinking Water Test Results 

__ Mold Inspection Results 

__ Other (Specify) 

Checklist completed by:  

 

Name (Type or Print):             Andrew J. Armstrong             . 

 

Date:               May 3, 2011    . 



 

 
APPENDIX N – PROOF OF INSURANCE 

 





 

 
APPENDIX O – LETTERS OF REFERENCE 

 
 



















 

 
APPENDIX P – ENVIRONMENTAL CERTIFICATION 

 
 









 

 
APPENDIX Q – CONSUMER CONFIDENCE REPORT 

 ON WATER QUALITY 
 

 







 
 

 
APPENDIX R – ENDANGERED SPECIES DOCUMENTATION 

 (if applicable) 
 

 







 
 

 
APPENDIX S – SHPO REVIEW DOCUMENTATION (if applicable) 

 
 



































































 
 

 
APPENDIX T – OPERATION AND MAINTENANCE MANUAL 

 (if applicable) 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 
 

NOT APPLICABLE 



 

 
APPENDIX U – OTHER 

 (if applicable) 
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625 HOLCOMB BRIDGE ROAD  ♦  NORCROSS, GEORGIA 30071
Tel: 770/209-0029  ♦  Fax: 770/582-2900  ♦  Client Services: 800/266-0990
http://www.unitedconsulting.com  ♦ E-mail: united@unitedconsulting.com

 
 
 
 
 
July 18, 2010 
 
 
TBG Residential  
3825 Paces Walk, SE 
Suite 100 
Atlanta, GA 30339 
Attn: Mr. Brad Smith 
 
Via E-Mail:  bksmith@tbgresidential.com 
 
RE: Wetland and Stream Delineation 
 Farmington Woods - Dawsonville 

2201 Perimeter Road  
Dawsonville, Baldwin County, Georgia 
Project No. 2010.0398.02 

 
Dear Mr. Smith: 
 
Per your request, United Consulting has completed an investigation of the above referenced 
property. As required in accordance with the Georgia Department of Community Affairs (DCA), 
2010 Environmental Manual, this letter report addresses the requirements of Section 3.3: 
Wetlands and Section 3.5: State Waters. This letter report has been prepared for the use of TBG 
Residential, the Georgia Housing and Finance Authority (GHFA) and the DCA. Any materials 
referenced or presented herein are, according to United Consulting, believed to be accurate and 
may be relied upon by the above parties. 
 
Introduction: 
United Consulting’s evaluation included conducted background research of available 
topographic, wetland, and soils maps for the Project Site, as well as conducting an on-site 
investigation of the property for wetlands and other jurisdictional waters of the U.S. in 
accordance with the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers (USACE) 1987 Wetland Delineation 
Manual. Further, evaluations concerning state waters were based on the Georgia Environmental 
Protection Division (EPD) rules concerning the identification of state waters and the GA 
Department of Natural Resources Field Guide for Determining the Presence of State Waters 
That Require a Buffer. 
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Map Research: 
Topography across the Project Site generally slopes down to the south and southeast on the 
Project Site. The U.S. Geological Survey 7.5 Minute Series Topographic Map of the area 
(Dawsonville, GA Quadrangle) indicated an intermittent (dashed blue line) stream across the 
eastern portion of the Project Site. A site location map and USGS topographic map of the Project 
Site area included as Figures 1 and 2 of this report, respectively. 
 
The National Wetland Inventory (NWI) Map was reviewed to determine if any known wetlands 
or other jurisdictional waters were located on the Project Site. Based on the Digital NWI map, no 
previously mapped wetland areas were shown on the Project Site. The headwaters of Mill Creek 
was shown flowing across the eastern portion of the Project Site.  
 
The Dawson, Lumpkin, and White Counties Soil Survey was reviewed to determine if any 
known hydric soils have been mapped on the Project Site. The soil survey map indicated Fannin 
and Tallapoosa soils mapped on the Project Site. These soil types are not included on either the 
local or the national hydric soils lists. A stream feature was shown mapped on the eastern portion 
of the Project Site on the Soil Survey Map. 
 
Following completion of the in-office research, the Project Site was then investigated for visual 
evidence of wetlands and other jurisdictional waters, and state waters that would require a buffer.  
 
Field Investigation: 
During our field investigation, the Project Site was observed to be mostly undeveloped land with 
one single family residential home located on the central portion of the Project Site. An 
intermittent stream was observed traversing across the eastern portion of the Project Site. The 
stream flowed generally southeast and off the Project Site. A number of small wetland seeps and 
forested wetlands were observed along the on-site reach of the stream. The stream itself was 
typically confined to a 2 to 3 foot wide channel.  Stream substrate was observed to contain fine 
sands and small cobble.  
 
A second small stream was observed near the western property line and flowed generally from 
the north to the south and east. Fine sands and small cobble was the primary substrate observed 
in the stream channel. This tributary consisted of a small, intermittent stream that was 
approximately 2 to 3 feet wide as well.  Wetlands were observed along each of the stream banks. 
The limits of the streams and wetland area were flagged in the field and mapped using a Trimble 
Global Positioning System capable of sub-foot accuracy. The GPS data was then added to the 
provided survey.  Figure 5, attached to this report, shows the location of the streams and wetland 
systems. 
 
Conclusions: 
The intermittent streams on the Project Site would be considered state waters that require a 
buffer and are subject to the appropriate state and county buffers. The streams and wetlands on 
the property are regulated by the USACE under Section 404 of the Clean Water Act. Based on 
the site plans provided on July 18, 2010, no disturbance is proposed to the wetland areas or 
streams. Therefore, no agency permit consultation regarding the wetland or stream systems 
would be required. In addition, the plans show that the development will maintain a 100-foot 
buffer from the wetlands and streams. 
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We appreciate the opportunity to assist you with this project. Please call if you have any 
questions concerning this report. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
UNITED CONSULTING 

       
Seth H. Hobson     David P. Huetter   
Wetlands Specialist     Director of Ecological Services  
 
SHH/DPH/ljr 
 
H:\Sharepoitnt: 2010.0398.01.FarmingtonWoodsWD-SW,Ltr 
 
Attachments: Figure 1 – Site Location Map 

Figure 2 – USGS Topographic Map 
Figure 3 – National Wetland Inventory Map 
Figure 4 – Soil Survey Map 

  Figure 5 – Wetland Delineation Map/Site Plan 
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