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1.0 EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Mr. Butch Richardson with Olympia Construction retained Geotechnical & Environmental
Consultants, Inc. (GEC) on behalf of Woodlands Village II, L.P. to perform a Phase I
Environmental Site Assessment (ESA) on the approximately 8.5-Acre Woodlands Village
Apartments Phase I & II site located at 1201 West North Main Street; north of Campbell
Avenue, southwest of North Main Street, east of Probasco Street, and south of Hobart Lane
located in the City of Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia. GEC is not affiliated with Mr.
Richardson; Olympia Construction; Woodlands Village II, L.P., or the seller of the subject

property.

The DCA Phase T ESA was performed in accordance with the American Society for Testing and
Materials (ASTM) E 1527-2005, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments. The
ASTM E 1527-2005 is the most current ASTM standard for this work. The Phase I ESA
congsisted of a site reconnaissance of the subject property, review of applicable and reasonably
ascertainable information about the subject property, and interviews with selected officials
knowledgeable about the subject property. The Phase I ESA was intended to provide an
overview of environmental conditions at the subject property resulting from current and/or past
site activities.

While conducting the Phase I ESA of the subject property, GEC followed the 2012 Georgia
DCA Environmental Manual, its ESA standard, which requires that the consultant follow the
ASTM standard and provide some additional information that exceeds the ASTM requiiements.
This information addresses items referred to as “non-scope” items in the ASTM Practice, and
includes wetlands, state waters, floodways/floodplains, additional public/historic records review,
noise, water leaks/mold/fungi/microbial growth, radon, asbestos containing materials (ACMs),
lead-based paint (LBP), lead in drinking water, and including (per DCA guidelines)
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB). Other hazards considered for the DCA ESA report include the
presence of existing septic tanks or water wells on the subject property or the absence of the
availability of a municipal water or sewer system to the subject site.

Interviews and review of reasonably ascertainable records by GEC during the completion of the
DCA Phase I ESA did not indicate past usage or conditions which would likely result in
significant environmental concerns. No recognized environmental conditions (RECs), as that
term is defined in the referenced ASTM Practice, were identified on the subject property.

The user of this report is encouraged to read the entire report for detailed descriptions of the
property and the observations and judgments made by GEC. The user is ultimately responsible
for assessing whether the limitations of the ASTM Practice and this project’s scope of work are
appropriate to the level of risk the user assumes for the subject property transaction. The
following summarizes general information discovered during GEC’s Phase I ESA.

e The site reconnaissance and research revealed no evidence of recognized environmental
conditions that would indicate an existing release, a past release or a material threat of a
release of hazardous substances or petroleum products on the property or into the ground,

groundwater or surface water of the property.
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o A previous Phase I ESA was performed on the subject property by Environmental
Associates, Inc. on June 29, 2001, an update of the original report issued on April 21,
2000. The assessment was conducted on the same property located at 1201 West North
Main Street. During the previous assessment, the subject property consisted of two,
single-family residential structures. Environmental Associates, Inc. concluded “this
assessment has not revealed obvious evidence of recognized environmental conditions in
conjunction with the property, either currently or in the past.” They also concluded that
asbestos and lead based paint was discovered on the subject site. The subject property
has changed since the previous assessment and is now currently occupied by Woodlands
Village Phase I Apartments.

e Based on GEC’s review of the readily available historical sources, such as Sanborn
Maps, and aerial photographs, the subject property has been historically residential and
undeveloped wooded/open land from, if not before, the 1958 aerial photograph. The 2005
to 2009 aerial photographs show the eastern portion of the subject site as it appears
currently as Woodlands Village Phase I Apartments. The western portion of the subject
site appears as undeveloped wooded land on all the reviewed aerial photographs. The
subject site is bordered by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land in all directions on the
1958 to 1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the
vicinity. Residential complexes first appear south and northeast of the subject site
beginning on the 1977 aerial photograph. Even more residential development and
possible commercial development occurs within the vicinity on the 1988 and 1993 acrial
photographs. The site vicinity appears essentially as it does currently since the 2005
aerial photograph. The subject property’s chain of title information indicated that the
subject property was part of a larger tract owned by the Burney/Smith family from 1935
until 2000 when the current owner, Progressive Lafayette, I, Inc., obtained the subject
property. Research of readily available historic tax records and acrial photographs
indicated the property has been in private individuals’ or non-industrial entities’
ownership and has been undeveloped wooded/open land since and likely before, 1935.

e The Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) Report did not identify the subject
property on any Federal, State, or Local databases. The EDR report identified three
LUST database sites, three UST database sites, and one AST database site within the
ASTM E 1527 prescribed search radii of the subject property. However, the listed
databases sites are not considered to be a potential environmental and/or financial
concern to the subject site. Refer to Section 4.1.1.1 and Appendix G for the EDR
Environmental Database Report.

e Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. (GEC) reviewed the National Wetlands
Inventory (NWI) map and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) to determine if these records indicate potential wetland
and/or floodplain concerns on the subject property. According to the National Wetlands
Inventory (NWI) map, no wetland areas or flood plains were identified on the subject

property.
e Additional testing for the presence of asbestos containing materials (ACM), lead-based

paint (LBP), lead in soil sampling, water sampling for lead, and radon testing was
conducted during GEC’s 2012 assessment of the subject property. ACM and LBP were
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detected. A review of the data revealed that the eight water samples collected did not
contain levels of lead that were higher than the currently accepted action level of 15 ppb
for lead. Radon testing was performed on two occasions. Based on the results, GEC does
not anticipate that radon will be a concern to the subject property (Refer to Section 5.4.21
for further details). The lead detected in the area surface soils (upper one-half inch) was
below the Georgia Environmental Protection Division notification concentration for lead
(400 mg/kg lead) in all samples. Results can be found in Appendix E.

1.1 Location & Legal Description of the Property

The subject site, which is approximately 8.5 acres in size, is located at 1201 West North Main
Street in Lafayette, Georgia. The subject property is situated north of Campbell Avenue,
southwest of North Main Street, east of Probasco Street, and south of Hobart Lane. The subject
property currently contains Woodlands Village I Apartments. A site location map is included in
Appendix I as Figure 1.

The subject property is located in Land Lot 315 of the 4" 1 and District of the City of Lafayette,
Walker County, Georgia in Tax Parcel Number 1005 015. The subject property is legally
described in the most current available deed (Deed Book 1000, Page 783), a copy of which is
provided in Appendix D.

1.2 Environmental Concerns and Conclusions

1.2.1 On-Site

The site reconnaissance and research revealed no evidence of recognized environmental
conditions that would indicate an existing release, a past release or a material threat of a release
of hazardous substances or petroleum products on the property or into the ground, groundwater
or surface water of the property. Based on the findings presented in this report, GEC found no
obvious environmental concerns or risks associated with the subject property other than the noted
asbestos and LBP.

1.2.2 Off-Site

The site reconnaissance and research conducted during the course of this project revealed no
evidence of recognized environmental conditions that would indicate an existing release, a past
release or a material threat of a release of hazardous substances or petroleum products on the
property or into the ground, groundwater or surface water of the property from an adjacent

property.

1.3 Recommendations

1.3.1 On-Site

Based on the findings presented in this report, GEC found no obvious environmental concerns or

risks associated with the subject property other than the asbestos and LBP abatement necessary for
the community/office building; therefore, we recommend no further environmental study of the site

at this time.
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1.3.2 Off-Site

Based on the findings presented in this report, GEC found no obvious environmental concerns
regarding off-site properties within the ASTM search radii; therefore, we recommend no further
study of potential off-site impacts at this time.

2.0 INTRODUCTION

2.1 Background

This report describes a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment, prepared by Geotechnical &
Environmental Consultants, Inc. (GEC), for the approximately 8.5-acre Woodlands Village
Phase I & II apartment complex situated north of Campbell Avenue, southwest of North Main
Street, east of Probasco Street, and south of Hobart Lane in the City of Lafayette, Georgia. The
subject property, which is included in Land Lot 315 of the 4™ {and District of Walker County,
Georgia, currently contains residential (apartments) property occupying the eastern portion of the
subject site and undeveloped wooded land in the western portion of the subject site. A U.S.G.S.
topographic map, site map, and a site plan are included in Appendix A as Figures 1, 5, and 6,
respectively.

2.2 Procedures

The purpose of this Phase I ESA report is to permit the user to satisfy one of the requirements to
qualify for the innocent landowner defense to the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation and Liability Act (CERCLA) liability (also known as one of the "landowner
liability protections" or “LLPs”). Completion of the referenced ASTM practice constitutes the
“all appropriate inquiry” (AAI) into the previous ownership and uses of the property consistent
with good commercial or customary practice as defined at 42 USC §9601 (35)(B).

This Phase I ESA was conducted in accordance with ASTM E 1527-2005 Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments. GEC’s scope of work for this Phase I ESA was to identify
"recognized environmental conditions" to the extent feasible by the processes outlined in
Practice E 1527 and in accordance with good commercial and customary practices for
conducting an environmental site assessment of a parcel of land with respect to the range of
contaminants within the scope of CERCLA and petroleum products.

Practice E 1527 defines "recognized environmental conditions" (RECs) as the presence or likely
presence of any hazardous substances or petroleum products on a property under conditions that
indicate an existing release, a past release, or a material threat of a release of any hazardous
substances or petroleum products into structures on the property or into the ground, ground
water, or surface water of the property, even under conditions in compliance with
(environmental) laws. The term is not intended to include de minimis conditions that generally
do not present a threat to human health or the environment and that generally would not be the
subject of an enforcement action, if brought to the attention of appropriate governmental
agencies. Conditions determined to be de minimis are not RECs.

The scope of Practice E 1527-2005 does not include any testing or sampling of materials (i.e.,
soil, water, air, or building materials). However, the DCA Phase I ESA standard requires
additional elements, which exceed the ASTM requirements (referred to as “non-scope” items),
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namely wetlands, state waters, floodways/floodplains, additional public/historic records review,
noise, water leaks/mold/fungi/microbial growth, radon, ACMs, LBP, lead in drinking water, and
per DCA guidelines polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). Other hazards considered for the DCA
ESA report include the presence of existing septic tanks or water wells on the subject property.
These additional requirements are addressed in the body of this report with sampling as
described in the appropriate sections.

GEC’s methodology for performing environmental evaluations consists of two phases. Phase I
involves four components: a records review, site reconnaissance, interviews, and the report of
findings. Phase II consists of drilling operations, soil and groundwater sampling, and laboratory
analysis of samples as appropriate, based on the results of the Phase I ESA or in response to the
special needs of the client. The site reconnaissance included the subject property’s grounds and
perimeter and observance of adjacent properties from the subject site.

GEC performed each of the four components of the ASTM E 1527 Phase I ESA in accordance
with Sections 6.0 through 11.0 of the Practice. The objective of the records review, site
reconnaissance, and interviews is to obtain information used to identify recognized
environmental conditions in connection with the property. This report generally follows the
recommended ASTM format with the additional consideration given to asbestos, LBP, lead in
drinking water, radon, wetlands, and polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs), as required by the
Georgia Department of Community Affairs.

2.3 Significant Assumptions

No significant assumptions were made or required while conducting this DCA Phase I ESA.

2.4 Qualifications of Personnel/Documentation of Qualifications as an EP

Jon A. Spaller, P.G., is a Senior Geologist with the Macon office. Jon graduated from the State
University of West Georgia in 1978, with a Bachelor’s Degree in Geology, and has over 30 years
of experience in subsurface explorations and geotechnical engineering evaluations from
commercial and industrial developments and dams. Jon has been heavily involved in solid waste
disposal facility consulting for the past 20 years, directing numerous hydrogeologic site
evaluations for municipal solid waste and industrial solid waste landfills. He has directed
compliance monitoring programs and assessment of corrective measures studies and has served
as Construction Quality Assurance Project Manager for a number of Subtitle D solid waste
construction projects. He has performed and reviewed Phase I and Phase II Environmental Site
Assessments for numerous projects throughout his career. He is a registered professional
Geologist in Georgia, and a member of The Solid Waste Association of North America.

Robert T. Hadden serves as the Environmental Department Manager for the Macon office.
Bob graduated from the University of South Alabama with a bachelor’s degree in English in
1981 and has over 30 years of experience in both the geotechnical engineering and
environmental fields, providing project management, construction quality control, and
geotechnical and environmental consulting services. Construction phase services include
materials testing, Geotechnical subsurface investigation, construction quality control, and project
management. During the last 20 years, Bob’s environmental field experience has included Phase
[ and Phase 11 environmental site assessments, regulatory assessment and compliance auditing,
field sampling and analysis by immuno-assay, subsurface investigations to assess soil and
groundwater contamination, construction monitoring for remediation projects, asbestos surveys,
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and lead based paint sampling. Bob also has experience in underground storage tank removal,
site assessment and remediation. Bob is a member of the Macon Chamber of Commerce, the
Environmental Information Association, the American Society for Testing & Materials, and the
Georgia Water & Pollution Control Association.

Tameka Gordon is an Environmental Specialist with the Macon office. Tameka has thirteen
years experience and related education in general business, research, and writing techniques. For
the past seven years she has worked directly in the environmental field, providing project
management and environmental consulting services. Her environmental field experience has
included Phase I environmental site assessments, Georgia Department of Community Affairs
(DCA) and Housing and Urban Development guided environmental assessments, and field
sampling. She has performed a number of Georgia Board of Education school site assessments and
hazard assessments utilizing the ALOHA (Areal Locations of Hazardous Atmospheres) computer
program designed especially for the use by people responding to chemical releases, as well as for
emergency planning and training. Tameka has performed numerous Board of Regent’s GEPA
(Georgia Environmental Policy Act) / NEPA (National Environmental Policy Act) site assessments
for University and College projects in surrounding counties. Tameka is a member of the Women in
Affordable Housing Network and Macon’s Young Professional Network. She serves on the board
for Leadership Macon with the Macon-Bibb County Chamber of Commerce.

2.5 Assessment of Specialized Knowledge or Experience of User &/or EP

GEC was not provided any specialized knowledge or experience related to recognized
environmental conditions in connection with the subject site.

2.6 Limitations & Exceptions

This report is intended for the use of Olympia Construction; Woodlands Village II, L.P.; and
their representatives and/or assigns for their use in evaluating the environmental liability
associated with the subject property. Additionally, the Georgia Department of Community
Affairs (DCA) and the Georgia Housing and Finance Authority (GHFA) may rely on this report.
GEC is not affiliated with Mr. Butch Richardson; Olympia Construction, Woodlands Village II,
L.P.; or the current seller of the subject property.

GEC is not responsible for opinions, conclusions, or recommendations made by others based on
the findings in this report. This report and its findings shall not, in whole or in part, be
disseminated to any other party, or used by any other party without prior written consent by
Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. The conclusions of this Phase I Environmental
Site Assessment are based on conditions as observed on our site visit and on historical
information about the site. Information contained in this report was obtained by means of
document review, interviews, and on-site observations. Since no assessment can absolutely deny
the existence of hazardous materials, especially surficial environmental assessments with limited
or no subsurface sampling, existing hazardous materials can escape detection using the
customary methods. Future changes in environmental conditions and site characteristics may
occur with the passage of time, in which case, the conclusions of this report may have to be

reevaluated.
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2.7 Special or Additional Conditions or Contract Terms

There are no special terms and conditions aside from those detailed in the professional services
agreement, included with GEC proposal ME-12-5175, under which this scope of work was
authorized.

3.0 SITE SETTING

3.1 General Description of the Site & Vicinity

The Woodlands Village Apartments Phase I & II apartment site, approximately 8.5 acres in size,
is located at 1201 West North Main Street. The subject property is situated north of Campbell
Avenue, southwest of North Main Street, east of Probasco Street, and south of Hobart Lane in
the City of Lafayette, Georgia. GEC observed that the subject site is a developed apartment
complex in the eastern portion of the subject site (Woodlands Village Phase I) and undeveloped
wooded land in the western portion of the subject site (proposed Woodlands Village Phase II).
The site vicinity currently consists of consists of residential, commercial, and undeveloped
wooded properties. GEC observed residential properties bordering the subject site to the north.
Undeveloped wooded land borders the subject site to the northwest and west. Railroad tracks
were observed west of the subject site beyond the woods. Residential and commercial properties
are located south the subject site across Campbell Avenue. Residential and commercial/business
properties border the subject site to the east. A site map and a site plan are included in Appendix
A as Figures 5 and 6, and U.S.G.S. topographic map is presented in Appendix A as Figure 1.

3.1.1 Current Site Use & Description

The subject property is currently occupied by Woodlands Village Phase I. Woodlands Village
currently contains four buildings housing 52 (40 one-bedrooms and 12 two-bedrooms) rental
units, asphalt-paved parking lot with curb and gutter, dumpster locations around the complex,
grassed/landscaped areas, and a sidewalk around the building.

3.1.2 Current Uses of Adjoining Properties

The site vicinity consists of residential, commercial, and undeveloped wooded properties. During
our reconnaissance of the surrounding area on May 7, 2012, GEC observed residential properties
bordering the subject site to the north. Undeveloped wooded land borders the subject site to the
northwest and west. Railroad tracks were observed west of the subject site beyond the woods.
Residential and commercial properties are located south the subject site across Campbell
Avenue. Residential and commercial/business properties border the subject site to the east.

3.1.3 Description of Structures, Roads, & Other Improvements

GEC conducted a site reconnaissance on May 7, 2012 at the subject property, and observed four
buildings housing 52 (40 one-bedrooms and 12 two-bedrooms) rental units. The exteriors of the
buildings are brick and wood siding with asphalt roofing shingles. Individual electric
heating/cooling systems serve each unit of the complex and asphalt paved parking. The building
interiors are finished with of sheetrock walls and floor tiles. There is one asphalt paved entrance
to the site from North West Main Street. A man-made constructed stormwater, control rock-lined
swale was observed on the subject property. According to various sources, municipal water and
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sewer are available to the subject site and will continue to be available upon completion of the
proposed development and rehabilitation (see documentation of verification of public
water/sewer service to the subject property in Appendix H.

3.2 Hydrogeology

3.2.1 Geologic Setting

The subject site is located in the Ridge and Valley Physiographic Province of Georgia.
Generally, northeast-southwest trending ridges characterize the Ridge and Valley Physiographic
Province and valleys formed by the differential weathering of folded and faulted sequences of
Paleozoic rocks. The ridges are formed by sandstones and shales that are more resistant while the
valleys are mostly undetlain by carbonate rocks (limestones and dolostones). A thick clay
residuum usually overlies the carbonate rocks. In some areas of carbonate rocks, a karst terrain
with characteristic caves and springs has developed.

From a hydrogeologic perspective, these Ridge and Valley units in the subject site vicinity
comprise a significant recharge zone for the regional Paleozoic age aquifers system. This system
can be generally described as primary and secondary openings in the folded and faulted
sedimentary and metasedimentary rocks. Consequently, this aquifer is an important resource for
drinking and agricultural water supplies in the region.

3.2.2 Surface Drainage

Based on our review of the U.S.G.S. Topographic Map and observations made during the site
reconnaissance, the surface drainage from the subject site is generally to the southwest toward an
unnamed tributary located approximately 400 feet west-southwest of the subject site.

3.2.3 Groundwater

Site specific hydrogeologic information was not available for this assessment, but based on the
general assumption that groundwater flow direction in the upper most aquifer mimics surface
water flow, the anticipated groundwater flow direction at this site appears to be generally
southwest.

3.3 Wetlands

GEC reviewed the U.S. Department of the Interior Fish and Wildlife Division National Wetlands
Inventory (NWI) Map. The National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) map is a tool used to investigate
if wetlands are on a specific property. Wetlands on these maps are usually indicated from the
review of aerial photographs, U.S.G.S. Topographic maps, and soils maps. Wetlands are not
necessarily field delineated for inclusion on the NWI Map. According to the map, no wetland
areas were identified on the subject property. A copy of the NWI Map is presented as Figure 2,
Appendix A.

3.4 Flood Plain/Floodway

GEC went to the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Map Service Center (MSC)
Flood Map Store website at www.msc.fema.gov/ to review a flood map for the subject site. GEC
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reviewed a copy of the FEMA Flood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) for Walker County, Georgia.
The subject property is found on Community Panels 181 and 182 (13295C0181D and
13295C182D), dated September 5, 2007. According to the FIRM maps, the subject propetrty is
located in Zone X-white, which is defined as “area determined to be outside the 0.2% annual
chance floodplain”. GEC, therefore, does not anticipate that a flooding hazard will deter the
development of the subject property. A copy of the FIRM is presented as Figure 4, Appendix A.

3.5 State Waters

During GEC’s site reconnaissance on May 7, 2012, no state waters were observed on the subject
property.

3.6 Endangered Species

According to the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), Listed Species for Walker County
include (www.georgiawildlife.org/node/1370), 81 animal and 14 plant species. None of the
habitats listed for these species was observed on the subject property; therefore, the USFWS was
not contacted regarding the subject property. GEC does not anticipate that the protected species
and critical habitat issues will factor into a project for this area. Refer to Appendix P for the list
of federal and state species.

4.0 REGULATORY INFORMATION

4.1 Data Review

GEC contracted with Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) to conduct a site specific radius
search and examination of reasonably ascertainable Federal, State, and Local regulatory files
concerning the site and nearby sites which have been targeted for clean-up or investigation, sites
and facilities against which complaints have been filed, or sites on which generators of
hazardous waste or regulated substances are located. The EDR Report is dated April 24, 2012.
The EDR search meets the requirements of the ASTM E 1527-05 standard. The following lists
were included in the records review: (FEDERAL) NPL, Proposed NPL, Delisted NPL, NPL
RECOVERY, CERCLIS, CERC-NFRAP, CORRACTS, RCRA-TSD, RCRA-LQG,
RCRA-SQG, ERNS, HMIRS, US ENGINEERING CONTROLS, US INSTITUTIONAL
CONTROLS, DOD, FUDS, US BROWNFIELDS, CONSENT, ROD, UMTRA, ODI, TRIS,
TSCA, FTTS, SSTS, ICIS, RADINFO, CDL, LUCIS, PADS, MLTS, MINES, FINDS,
RAATS, (STATE) SHWS (includes HSI, the state CERCLIS equivalent), Non-HSI, STATE
LANDFILL, HISTORIC LANDFILL, LUST, UST, GA SPILLS, INSTITUTIONAL
CONTROL, DRYCLEANERS, BROWNFIELDS, AIRS, and TIER 2. The EDR Report also
includes TRIBAL RECORDS: INDIAN RESERVATIONS, INDIAN LUST, and INDIAN
UST and an EDR proprietary database record on MANUFACTURED GAS PLANTS (see
attached EDR report in Appendix IV for the list of databases, their currency, their definitions,
and sources for these records). The radii used in the search for each of the above records are
indicated on Page 4 in the EDR Environmental Database Report, and they were specifically
designed by EDR to meet the search requirements of the U.S. EPA’s Standards and Practices for
All Appropriate Inquiries (40 CFR Part 312), the ASTM Standard Practice for Environmental
Site Assessments (E 1527-05). Neither a State Engineering Controls database nor state or tribal
voluntary cleanups databases are available in Georgia.
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GEC assessed the listed sites for potential environmental impacts to the subject property using
the following criteria: (1) relative distance between the subject property and the regulated site,
(2) topographic features and proximity of the subject property to the regulated site; GEC follows
the generally accepted premise that shallow groundwater flow direction can be reasonably
expected to mimic surface topography, and (3) common inferences about the nature and
relevance of the regulatory listing with regard to the subject property.

4.1.1 Standard Environmental Record Sources

4.1.1.1 Sites listed in Section 8.2.1 of ASTM E 1527-05 & in Exhibit B1

The Environmental Data Resources,; Inc. (EDR) Report did not identify the subject property on
any Federal, State, or Local databases. The EDR report identified three LUST database sites,
three UST database sites, and one AST database site within the ASTM E 1527 prescribed search
radii of the subject property. However, the listed databases sites are not considered to be a
potential environmental and/or financial concern to the subject site.

GEC assessed the listed sites for potential environmental impacts to the subject property using
the following criteria: (1) relative distance between the subject property and the regulated site,
(2) topographic features and proximity of the subject property to the regulated site; GEC follows
the generally accepted premise that shallow groundwater flow direction can be reasonably
expected to mimic surface topography, and (3) common inferences about the nature and
relevance of the regulatory listing with regard to the subject property.

Pantry #3534 d/b/a Golden Gallon, EDR Sites #A2 and #A3, is located at 1151 North Main
Street. GEC reviewed GA EPD’s website and reviewed files at GA EPD’s office in May of 2012
and found that Pantry #3534, Facility ID #01460033, was listed on the LUST, UST, and AST
database. The listed facility has three tanks (two 8,000-gallon gasoline and two 8,000-gallon
gasoline) curtently in use and four tanks that were removed from the ground in 1995. A
suspected release was received and a no further action (NFA) determination was issued by the
regulatory agency. A confirmed release was also reported and a no further action (NFA) was
issued on January 17, 1995 by the regulatory agency. Field observations during the site
reconnaissance and the reviewed files revealed that this site is at a lower elevation than the
subject property with groundwater flow moving away from the subject property to the south,
based on site topography. Due to site topography and the cited hydrologic conditions, GEC is of
the opinion that this site does not present a potential environmental and/or financial concern to
the subject site.

Georgia State Patrol/Post #41, EDR Site #1, is mislocated in the EDR Report. During GEC’s off
site reconnaissance of the subject area, GEC observed that Georgia State Patrol/Post #41 at 1212
North Main Street is located actually just within a Y-mile distance northeast of the subject site.
GEC reviewed files at GA EPD’s office in May of 2012 and found that a suspected release
notification was received and a NFA determination was issued by the regulatory agency on
December 12, 1997. A confirmed release notification was also received at the location and a
NFA was issued March 29, 2007. Georgia State Patrol/Post #41 is a closed facility with one tank
being removed from the ground on February 8, 2007. Due to the remediation of the site, the
non-operational status of the facility, topography, and hydrologic conditions, Georgia State
Patrol/Post #41 is not considered to present an environmental concern to the subject property.

) GEC



Lafayette Middle School, EDR Site #4, 0.21 miles northeast of the subject site at #1 Road
Runner Boulevard, was identified as a UST and Financial Assurance database site. No violations
have been reported for Lafayette Middle School. Two tanks were removed from the ground on
July 10, 1996. One tank is currently in use at the listed site. Financial responsibility at the listed
facility is with the Georgia Underground Storage Tank (GUST) Program. Based on the distance
between the subject property and the listed site, topographic features, and hydrologic conditions,
GEC does not consider Lafayette Middle School to present an environmental concern to the
subject property.

Based on the relative distance between the subject property and the remaining regulated site
(Dan’s Gem), topographic features, facility status, and/or hydrologic conditions, GEC is of the
opinion that these facilities are not RECs to the subject property.

All of the listed database facilitics in the EDR report are registered with or under review by
regulatory agencies, and liability for such a release, if or when it occurs, should remain with the
respective site owners.

4.1.1.2 Orphan/Unmappable Sites

GEC reviewed the 23 "orphan summary" sites, which were not mapped due to poor or
inadequate address information, in the EDR Report. GEC found that these sites did not appear to
be located within the ASTM search radii of the subject property. Since these sites are not within
the noted ASTM radii, they are not in the vicinity of the subject site and at this distance from the
subject site they are not judged to be RECs.

4.1.2 Additional Environmental Record Sources

4.1.2.1 Local Brownfield Lists

GEC is not aware of any local Brownfield lists. The Georgia Environmental Protection Division
(EPD) maintains the only known database for the state, which is provided by EDR’s report and
in Appendix G.

4.1.2.2 Local Lists of Landfill/Solid Waste Disposal Sites

GEC is not aware of any local lists of Landfill/Solid Waste Disposal sites, other than the
database maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is provided by EDR’s report in Appendix G.

4.1.2.3 Local Lists of Hazardous Waste/Contaminated Sites

GEC is not aware of any local lists of Hazardous Waste/Contaminated sites, other than the
database maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is provided by EDR’s report in Appendix G.

4.1.2.4 Local Lists of Registered Storage Tanks

GEC is not aware of any local lists of Registered Storage Tanks, other than the database
maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is provided by EDR’s report in Appendix G.

“ GEC



4.1.2.5 Local Land Records (AULSs)

GEC contracted Mr. Frank May, a professional title researcher, for the purpose of researching
and establishing a chain of ownership for environmental purposes for the subject property. Mr.
May found no activity or use limitations (AULSs) filed in the deed records, relating to conditions
involving the subject site.

4.1.2.6 Records of Emergency Release Reports

The EDR Report did not identify the subject property or any adjacent properties on the Georgia
Spills databases (see page 4 & 5 of the EDR Report), and GEC is not aware of any Records of
Emergency Release Reports, other than the database maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is
provided by EDR’s report in Appendix G.

4.1.2.7 Records of Contaminated Public Wells

GEC reviewed the local/regional water agency records information provided on Pages A-6 through
A-26 of the EDR Environmental Database Report (see Appendix G). The EDR Local/Regional
Water Agency Records provide water well information to assist the environmental professional in
assessing sources that may impact groundwater flow direction, and in forming an opinion about the
impact of contaminant migration on nearby drinking water wells. The EDR report identified one
Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS) public water supply well located Y.-mile to 1-mile west of
the subject site. The one Federal Reporting Data System (FRDS) public water supply well found
had violations for CCR Failure to Report. State compliance was achieved for each violation.
Due to the relative distance the well is from the subject property and presumed groundwater flow
direction at the well; GEC is of the opinion that this well would not be of environmental concern
to the subject property. Furthermore, the most current version of the annual water quality report
indicated that the City of Lafayette’s water supply was in full compliance with all drinking water
regulations set forth by EPA and EPD.

No other Federal F.R.D.S. wells or federal or state U.S.G.S. wells were found on or near the
subject property. The EDR report did not indicate any wells on the subject site, and did not

indicate records of any groundwater use permits for the subject site.

4.1.2.8 Planning Department Records

GEC’s client provided zoning information to GEC that indicated that zoning for the subject
property is B-2 (General Business). The information indicated that the City Ordinance density
regulations allow for expansion of the complex and existing utilities are adequate to handle this
additional growth. Copies of the zoning letters and ordinance are included in Appendix H.

4.1.2.9 Local/Regional Pollution Control Agency Records

GEC is not aware of any local Pollution Control Agency records, other than the state/local

databases maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is provided by EDR’s report in Appendix G.

4.1.2.10 Local/Regional Water Quality Agency Records

GEC obtained a copy of the 2011 City of Lafayette Annual Water Quality Report (AWQR), their
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most current version of the AWQR, which indicated that City of Lafayette ’s water supply was in
full compliance with all drinking water regulations set forth by EPA and EPD. A copy of the
AWQR, verifying this information, is included in Appendix O.

GEC also reviewed the state/local databases maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is provided
by EDR’s report and discussed in Section 4.1.2.7.

4.1.2.11 Local Electric Utility Companies (PCBs)

During the site reconnaissance on May 7, 2012, GEC observed pad-mounted transformers on the
subject property. The transformers appeared to be in good condition with no visible signs of
leakage (stained soils or dead vegetation) beneath. No other suspected PCB-containing
equipment was observed on the subject property. The City of Lafayette provides electrical power
to the subject property. A copy of the letter from the city is located in Appendix H.

GEC received a letter from Ms. Brenda Snyder with the City of Lafayette. She indicated that the
City of Lafayette Electric Department provides electrical service to Woodlands Village, and can

continue the service in the future. A copy of the power letter is presented in Appendix H.

4.1.2.12 Other

GEC contracted with EDR to conduct a site specific radius search and examination of reasonably
ascertainable Federal, State, and Local regulatory files concerning the site and nearby sites which
have been targeted for clean-up or investigation, sites and facilities against which complaints
have been filed, or sites on which generators of hazardous waste or regulated substances are
located. The additional environmental record sources (Section 8.2.2 of the ASTM E 1527-05
standard) are included in the “Additional Environmental Records” section of the EDR Report
(see page 3 of the EDR Report in Appendix G). These additional environmental record sources
include local Brownfields, local landfill/solid waste disposal sites, local hazardous
waste/contaminated sites, local registered storage tanks, local land records for activity and use
limitations (AULSs), emergency release reports (Georgia spills), and contaminated public wells.
No additional environmental record sources were sought nor deemed necessary.

4.2 Asency Contacts/Records

GEC contacted or attempted to contact the following local agencies for information pertaining to
the subject site and the immediate vicinity.

4.2.1 Local Fire Department Official

GEC emailed an information questionnaire to the City of Lafayette Fire Department on May 24,
2012. GEC received a response from Mr. Robert Busby, Jr. with the department on May 29,
2012. Mr. Busby indicated that the department has no record of environmentally related fires,
hazardous materials responses, or additional known environmental concerns at the subject
property. He noted that the department is not aware of any storage tanks (above or underground)
currently or formerly located on the subject property. A copy of the fire department’s response

is presented in Appendix H.
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4.2.2 State, Local, or Regional Health or Environmental Agency

GEC faxed an information questionnaire to Ms. Tracy Pevehouse of the Walker County
Environmental Health Department on May 24, 2012. GEC received a response from Mr. Clay
Tracy with the department on June 4, 2012. Mr. Tracy indicated that the department had no
record of environmental/health responses or other known environmental concerns at the subject
property. He noted that he did not know which utilities were available to serve the subject site.
A copy of the information questionnaire is presented in Appendix H.

4.2.3 Local Building Permit Agency Official

See above in Section 4.1.2.8.

4.2.4 Local Groundwater Use Permit Agency Official

GEC is not aware of any local Groundwater Use Permit Agency.

See above in Section 4.1.2.7.
4.3 Interviews
4.3.1 Current Key Site Manager, Occupants, or Owners of Property

GEC received a completed DCA version of the ASTM Questionnaire from Ms. Patricia Dobbins,
client representative, on May 14, 2012. Ms. Dobbins noted that she was not aware of any deed
restrictions, engineering or institutional controls, or other activity and use limitations for the
property. Ms. Dobbins indicated she was not aware of any specialized knowledge or experiences
that are material to any potential recognized environmental conditions. She is not aware of any
commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information within the local community that is
material to any potential recognized environmental conditions in connection with the property.
Ms. Dobbins does not have in her possession or control title records for the property, and she is
not aware of any environmental liens. Ms. Dobbins noted that the reason for having the Phase I
performed was to support a tax credit assessment of the property. A copy of the completed DCA
version of the ASTM Questionnaire is provided in Appendix H.

GEC received a completed owner environmental questionnaire from Mr. Bruce Gunter, President
and property owner, dated April 25, 2012. Mr. Gunter indicated that neither his property nor any
adjoining properties are currently used for industrial and/or manufacturing purposes and noted that
there is a single family home north of the subject site, Carriage Hills Apartments south of the
subject site, Ledford’s Pharmacy east of the subject site, and vacant land west of the subject site. He
stated that no adjacent properties have been used in the past for commercial, industrial or
manufacturing purposes.

Mr. Gunter noted that no plastic or metal drums, stained soil or stressed vegetation, fill dirt, storage
tanks (above or underground), or vent pipes have ever been brought onto the site. He indicated that
ne tanks had been removed from the subiect site. Mr. Gunter also stated that the subject property
had not ever been evaluated, investigated, notified, held responsible for, or otherwise involved with
any contamination, clean-up, environmental law, or health and safety law, regulation or violation.
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Mr. Gunter indicated that there is a structure on the subject property more than fifty years old. He
stated that the subject property is not located in the 100-year floodplain and stated that the site does
not have the potential to be affected by any of the following: coastal areas protection and
management, runway clear zones and accidental potential zones, endangered species, farmland
protection, wetlands designated lands, thermal and explosive hazards, toxic chemicals and
radioactive materials, and solid waste management. He also indicated that the subject property is not
located within 1,000 feet of a major road/highway/freeway, 5 miles of a private/commercial airport,
or 15 miles of a military airport. He did not know if the subject site was located within 3,000 feet of
a railroad.

4.3.2 Current Owners or Occupants of Neighboring Properties

Since the subject property is not abandoned, no current owners or occupants of neighboring
properties were interviewed and none were available. The lack of interviews with the
neighboring properties is not considered to be a significant data gap, since significant
information outside that available from other interviews and the public record is not expected.

4.3.3 Past Owners, Occupants, or Operators of the Property

Since sufficient information was available from the current interviews and public records, no
past owners, occupants, or operators of the property were interviewed. In addition, the User did
not indicate or provide GEC with any previous owners, occupants, or operators of the property.
The lack of interviews with the past owners, occupants, or operators is not considered to be a
significant data gap, since significant information outside that available from other interviews
and the public record is not expected.

4.3.4 User(s)

The User Responsibility information obtained from the User(s) of this report or from other
sources is detailed in the following text. The primary User (Woodlands Village II, L.P.)
contracted with GEC to provide the information, except where specifically requiring a User
response to information needs. The users were identified as Woodlands Village II, L.P.;
Olympia Construction; and Mr. Butch Richardson is the designated representative to whom GEC
has access, and he provided the User information received on behalf of all parties.

4.3.4.1 Title Records

Property ownership history sometimes provides an indication of a potential environmental
problem at a site. The ownership and deeds reviewed may not include all of the previous owners
or occupants that may have or have had an interest in the subject property. The subject site,
which is approximately 8.5 acres in size, is located at 1201 West North Main Street in the City of
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia. The subject property, which is situated within the Land Lot
315 of the 8" District, 4™ Section of Walker County, Georgia, consists of and apartment complex
and undeveloped wooded land. The subject property appears on the Walker County Tax Map as
parcel 1005-015.

GEC contracted Mr. Frank May, a professional title researcher, for the purpose of researching

and establishing a chain of ownership for environmental purposes for the subject property. Mr.
May provided the chain of ownership information for GEC’s review on June 9, 2012. Mr. May’s
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review of the subject property’s chain of title information indicated that the subject property was
part of a larger tract owned by the Burney/Smith family from 1935 until 2000 when it was sold
to Progressive Lafayette I, Inc. (current owner).

Mr. May found no environmental liens, activity or use limitations, or engineering controls filed
in the deed records, relating to conditions involving the subject site. The review of the deed
records and the history of ownership did not indicate previous ownership site activities that
would be expected to have created environmental concerns on the subject property (see Section
55.1%

Copies of the site’s property record card, tax map, deeds, and plat map, are presented in
Appendix D.

4.3.4.2 Environmental Liens

The property records reviewed by GEC did not indicate any environmental liens or any activity
or use limitations, and the Users and/or local public agency contacts reported none.

4.3.4.3 Specialized Krowledge of the User

GEC was not provided any specialized knowledge or experience related to recognized
environmental conditions in connection with the subject site.

4.3.4.4 Commonly Known/Reasonably Ascertainable Information

GEC was not provided any commonly known or reasonably ascertainable information
demonstrating recognized environmental conditions in connection with the subject site.

4.3.4.5 Reason for Performing the Phase I

GEC was asked to perform a DCA Phase I ESA (as part of the proposed submittal for tax credits
for development and rehabilitation of the property) in accordance with the ASTM-E 1527-2005
standard to qualify for the innocent landowner defense to CERCLA liability and to identify
RECs that could impact the property’s financial liability.

4,3.4.6 Relationship of Purchase Price to Fair Market Value

The User indicated that there was no property valuation reduction due to environmental issues.
The User is purchasing the subject property and applying for tax credits to fund site
development. No environmental issues were identified while conducting this Phase I ESA, which
would adversely affect the property valuation.

4.3.4.6.1 Purchase Price

The User indicated that the purchase price is the same as the fair market value. No environmental

issues were identified while conducting this Phase I ESA that would adversely affect the
property valuation.
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4.3.4.6.2 Differential between Purchase Price & Market Value

The User indicated that the purchase price is the same as the fair market value.

4.3.4.6.3 Reasons for any Differential

There is no known devaluation of the property for environmental reasons.
5.0 SITE INFORMATION AND USE

5.1 Site Reconnaissance Methodology & Limiting Conditions

GEC's methodology for performing the ESA was in accordance with ASTM E 1527-05. No
significant limiting conditions were encountered during the site reconnaissance performed on
May 5, 2012.

5.2 General Site Setting

The subject site, which is approximately 8.5 acres in size, is currently developed with
Woodlands Village Phase I Apartments and is located at 1201 West North Main Street, in the
City of Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia. GEC’s review of all of the readily available
historical aerial photographs indicates that the subject property appears to have been residential
and undeveloped wooded/open land from, if not before, 1958. The reviewed aerial photographs
strongly suggest the subject property was residential and undeveloped wooded/open land prior to
the oldest available photograph taken in 1958.

GEC observed residential, commercial, and undeveloped wooded properties within the site
vicinity.

5.3 Assessment of Commonly Known/Reasonably Ascertainable Information

GEC’s assessment of all commonly known and reasonably ascertainable information about the
Woodlands Village Apartments Phase I & II property indicates there are no recognized
environmental conditions associated with the subject site.

5.4 Current Site Use

The subject property is currently a developed apartment complex.
5.4.1 Storage Tanks

No storage tanks, or indicators of the existence of such tanks (pipes protruding from the ground,
mounded earth, or concrete islands), were observed on the subject property during GEC’s site
reconnaissance.

5.4.2 Hazardous & Petroleum Products Containers/Drums

No containers/drums of hazardous or petroleum products were observed on the subject property

during GEC’s site reconnaissance.
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5.4.3 Heating & Cooling

Individual electric central heating and cooling systems serve each building of the complex.

5.4.4 Solid Waste

No solid waste was observed on the subject property during GEC’s site reconnaissance.

5.4.5 Sewage Disposal/Septic Tanks

City sewer currently serves Woodlands Village Phase I Apartments. No septic tank systems, to
the best of our knowledge, were located on the subject property during our site visit on May 7,
2012. Appendix H contains documentation of verification of public sewerage service to the
subject property.

5.4.6 Hydraulic Equipment

No hydraulic equipment or potential hydraulic equipment was observed during GEC’s site
reconnaissance on May 7, 2012.

5.4.7 Contracted Maintenance Services

Subcontracted services at the apartment complex include pest control and garbage disposal
services.

5.4.8 Electrical Equipment/Polychlorinated Biphenyls (PCBs)

During the site reconnaissance on May 7, 2012, GEC observed pad-mounted transformers on the
subject property. The transformers appeared to be in good condition with no visible signs of
leakage (stained soils or dead vegetation) beneath. No other suspected PCB-containing
equipment was observed on the subject property. The City of Lafayette provides electrical power
to the subject property. A copy of the letter from the city is located in Appendix H.

GEC received a letter from Ms. Brenda Snyder with the City of Lafayette. She indicated that the

City of Lafayette Electric Department provides electrical service to Woodlands Village, and can
continue the service in the future. A copy of the power letter is presented in Appendix H.

5.4.9 Water Supply & Wells

City water is available to serve the subject site (see documentation of verification of public
water/sewer service to the subject property in Appendix H). The presence of water wells is not
expected on the subject property, and none were observed.

5.4.10 Drains & Sumps

Other than normal interior sewer drains and the observed exterior stormwater runoff drains; no
drains or sumps were observed on the property during GEC’s site reconnaissance on May 7,
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A man-made constructed stormwater, control rock-lined swale was also observed on the subject
property leading to drainage culverts.

5.4.11 Pits, Ponds, Lagoons, & Surface Waters

No pits, ponds, or lagoons used for industrial purposes, or surface waters were observed on the
subject property during GEC’s site reconnaissance.

5.4.12 Stressed Vegetation

No stressed vegetation was observed on the subject property during GEC’s site reconnaissance.

5.4.13 Stained Soil or Pavement

Neither stained soil nor pavement was observed on the subject property during GEC’s site
reconnaissance.

5.4.14 Odors

No unusual odors were noted on the subject property during GEC’s site reconnaissance.

5.4.15 Utilities/Roadway Easements

No utility or roadway easements appeared to traverse the subject property during GEC’s site
visit.

5.4.16 Chemical Use

Chemical use is limited to periodic scheduled pest control and minor maintenance-applied paints,
cleaners, Freon for the air conditioner units, gasoline and oil for the lawn mower, and seasonal
application of lawn maintenance products, i.e. fertilizers and/or herbicides.

5.4.17 Water Leaks/Mold/Fungi/Microbial Growth

During the site reconnaissance on May 7, 2012, the GEC staff professionals did not observe any
significant mold growth in the units accessed. The site manager indicated that any issues with
water leaks and/or mold in occupied units and all reported mold and/or water intrusion
complaints, are addressed promptly by the maintenance staff.

5.4.18 Asbestos

On May 8, 2012, GEC performed an asbestos survey at the Woodlands Village Phase I Apartment
complex, and collected a total of 76 samples during this survey.

The asbestos survey was performed in accordance with currently accepted methods and practices
of the environmental consulting profession. The survey was conducted on observed suspect
materials located within representative apartments and areas of the facility grounds. The
Woodlands Village Apartments’ maintenance staff assisted GEC personnel with a list of
representative subject apartments and access. Bulk samples of identified suspect asbestos-
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containing materials (ACM) were collected and submitted for laboratory analysis in order to
identify the presence/absence and percent content in these suspect materials. GEC used U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency guidelines for identification of ACM and an Asbestos Hazard
Emergency Response Act (AHERA) accredited asbestos inspector for conducting the survey.

Suspect asbestos materials observed and sampled included, 6°’x 6°” beige linoleum; 4’x 4°” beige
linoleum; 9°x 9”’ floor tile; window caulk; mastic/glue; joint compound; sheetrock/drywall; sink
undercoating; exterior caulks; interior caulks; vinyl flooring; popcorn ceiling; HVAC coating; and
roofing materials. This resulted in 24 homogeneous materials being identified at the subject
property with a total of 76 samples being collected during this survey. No asbestos containing
building materials were noted during the survey.

While conducting a walk-through of the premises, which included building exteriors, the
inspector visually checked for the presence of suspect ACM. Both friable and non-friable suspect
materials were considered and sampled. A review of the asbestos bulk sample results, obtained
from the selected laboratory, Analytical Environmental Services, Inc., and using the polarized
light microscopy (PLM) method, show the following materials were ACM:

e Samples #WV-18A and #WV-18B — 9” x 9” floor tile with black mastic was reported to
contain 10% chrysotile asbestos.

e Samples #WV-19A and #WV-19B — Basement white tape was reported to contain 65%
chrysotile asbestos.

e Sample #WV-21A — Light tan pliable caulk was reported to contain 2% chrysotile
asbestos.

e Sample #WV-23A — Exterior window caulk was reported to contain 5% chrysotile
asbestos.

GEC identified homogeneous suspect materials throughout various areas of the subject property
and took representative samples from each observed material during this asbestos survey. Due to
the possibility of the presence of ACM in areas inaccessible to GEC during this survey, care
should be taken prior to any planned renovation or demolition activities to identify all suspect
ACM and remove or protect from damage in accordance with State and Federal regulations. Any
suspect ACM building materials discovered that maybe different from those described in this
survey should be presumed to be ACM until assessed by an accredited inspector.

Suspect materials may be located in the buildings beyond the accessible areas surveyed. Suspect
materials may also be present that were not visible or not accessible to the inspectors. It is
possible that during renovation or demolition, other suspect ACM could be encountered, such as
pipe insulation within wall chases. If any untested suspect materials are encountered, then these
materials should be assumed to be ACM and treated as such until and unless proven otherwise by
future testing. The National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAPS)
regulations require that demolition contractors have an accredited “knowledgeable person” on site
during demolition who is capable of identifying any untested suspect materials. The Georgia
EPD, noted below, can assist in any questions on demolition or renovation requirements.

Ten days prior to any demolition activities, the EPD Lead-Based Paint and Asbestos program

should be notified under the Georgia Rule 391-3-14 and the Federal NESHAP Rule. The project
notification form should be completed by a Georgia licensed abatement contractor or agent. The

’ GEC



abatement project requires a fee paid to the Division at the time notification is made. Notification
is required even if no asbestos is present.

Appendix E contains copies of the asbestos sample chain of custody, analytical report, with a
summary of the sample results, and the GEC inspector’s latest accreditation.

5.4.19 Lead-Based Paint

Since the subject community/office building was constructed prior to 1978, a general lead-based
paint survey was performed. GEC used a NITON™ XI.P-303A x-ray fluorescence gauge to
conduct non-destructive sampling of the building’s coated surfaces. The inspector tested all
painted components according to the specifications described in the protocols for lead-based
paint testing in the Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Guidelines (Revised 1997) for the
inspection of lead based paint — Chapter 7. Additionally, all Federal, State and City Regulations
governing the inspection of lead based paint for Georgia were followed. The predominant
exterior paints were also tested as follows. The survey of the painted components was performed
using a Niton XLP-303A X-ray Fluorescence (XRF) meter. The data collected is in the section
titled “XRF Results.” Wall “A” in each room is the wall where the front exterior door opening is
located. Going clockwise and facing Wall “A”, Wall “B” is always to the right, Wall “C”
directly to the rear and Wall “D” to the left.

In addition, a surface-by-surface visual inspection of all painted surfaces throughout the entire
property was performed in conjunction with the XRF testing to determine which lead-based
painted surfaces/components are deteriorated (above the de minimis level). The testing was
accomplished using the calibrated NITON™ XRF instrument in accordance with the
manufacturer’s guidance for testing and calibration.

LBP was detected on the interior kitchen windows and exterior door trim, windows, soffit, and
ceiling. After all interior building components planned for removal are removed to prepare for
the new renovation operations, and any necessary lead hazard control methods are accomplished;
a lead clearance inspection will be required before any potential LBP coated surfaces remaining
are “covered” and/or before re-occupancy. In accordance with DCA requirements, if any of the
identified LBP is to remain in place, an Operations & Maintenance Plan needs to be developed
for the subject site. This plan must be submitted to DCA upon the completion of any remedial
actions required.

Since the community/office building was constructed before 1978, GEC conducted soil sampling
around the structure on May 16, 2012.

GEC sampled soil at the perimeter of the existing community/office building located on the
subject site. The directional protocol used in the survey established North as the respective ‘A’
side of each building, and facing the building, the respective sides of any of the subject buildings
proceeding clockwise are ‘B’ adjacent, then ‘C’ back, and ‘D’ to the right of ‘A’. GEC collected
two composite soil samples from alongside the residence and presumed location of the former
structures, compositing sides A-B for one sample and sides C-D for the second sample, at the

ALE

drip line from the surface to approximately % inch below ground surface (bgs). Soil samples
collected from these locations were submitted for laboratory analysis for total lead.

; GEC



The following soil sampling procedures were used during the soil sampling performed for this
assessment:

e Wearing clean disposable nitrile gloves, GEC staff sampled the area of soil within one
foot of the edge of the exterior, or the drip line, of the structure;

o Soil samples were collected using a 5 cc disposable syringe with a clean syringe used for
discrete samples;

e Composite samples of 3 to 10 aliquots were collected from within the noted area along
the front and one end of the structure, and rear and other end of the structure;

e The sampler proceeded from the north (designated side A) clockwise to the end (side B),
and then for the second sample collected aliquots along side C and end D;

o Each composite sample was mixed together to achieve a representative sample of the
total area;

e The top % inch of bare soil was sampled;

e Samples were given identification numbers coinciding with a unit/building number for
the respective location;

Samples were collected and submitted to an accredited analytical laboratory, Analytical
Environmental Services, Inc. in Atlanta, Georgia under chain of custody protocol.

The lead detected in the area surface soils (upper one-half inch) was below the Georgia
Environmental Protection Division notification concentration for lead (400 mg/kg lead) in all
samples. Lead in soil is not considered to be a concern for the subject property.

Appendix E contains a copy of the analytical report.
5.4.20 Lead in Drinking Water

GEC performed water sampling for lead in eight locations of the Woodlands Village Phase 1
complex on May 8, 2012. A review of the data revealed none of the samples collected were
above the reportable limit of 15 ppb for lead. GEC has been informed by the applicant/client that
the affected plumbing will be replaced to remove the potential for lead in the water.

GEC obtained a copy of the 2011 City of Lafayette Annual Water Quality Report (AWQR), their
most current version of the AWQR, which indicated that that the City of Lafayette ’s water
supply was in full compliance with all drinking water regulations set forth by EPA and EPD. A
copy of the AWQR, verifying this information, is included in Appendix O.

GEC also reviewed the state/local databases maintained by the Georgia EPD, which is provided
by EDR’s report and discussed in Section 4.1.2.7.

5.4.21 Radon

GEC consulted EPA Publication 402-R-93-030: EPA’s Map of Radon Zones for Georgia dated
September 1993 to determine the EPA classification of the subject area for radon buildup. The
U.S. EPA and the U.S. Geological Survey have evaluated the radon potential in the U.S. and
have developed the map to assist National, State, and local organizations to target their resources
and to assist building code officials in deciding whether radon-resistant features are applicable in
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new construction. This map should not be used to determine if a home in a given zone should be
tested for radon. Homes with elevated levels of radon have been found in all three zones. The
map assigns each of the 3,141 counties in the U.S. to one of three zones based on radon potential.
Each zone designation reflects the expected average short-term radon measurement that can be
measured in a building without the implementation of radon control methods. According to the
map, Walker County, Georgia, is listed in Zone 2, which means “moderate potential (2 to 4
pCi/L (picocuries per liter of air).”

According to the radon information provided on page A-27 of the EDR Report presented in
Appendix G, the four sites tested in Walker County were less than 4 pCi/L. The National Radon
Database has been developed by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and is a
compilation of the EPA/State Residential Radon Survey and the National Residential Radon

Survey.

GEC performed 48-hour (short-term) radon testing in 27 apartments within Woodlands Village
Phase I Apartments on May 7, 2012. The radon test canisters were exposed for a test period of
approximately 48 hours over a two-day period from May 7 - 9, 2012. All locations were ground
floor tests. One duplicate and one blank test canister were used. GEC used Alpha Energy
Laboratories Radon Detection Kits, which contain activated charcoal to absorb and trap radon.
These kits provide a short-term analysis to monitor radon levels over a 48-hour period. After
approximately 48 hours, the test kits were sealed in the return mailer envelope included with the
kits, and sent by UPS “Next Day Air” to Alpha Energy Labs in Carrollton, Texas.

Results of the initial test showed high radon levels in one of the 27 apartments, unit 308. GEC
returned to the site to deploy three short-term radon test kits in unit 308 on May 18, 2012.
Before returning to the site to deploy these devices, Ms. Tameka Gordon with GEC conducted a
short interview with the complex manager and learned that an oscillating or rotary type fan was
in operation and allowed to blow across the test kit during the initial round of testing. The tenant
of this unit was strongly encouraged to keep this fan in the off position for the duration of the
second test. Mr. Anthony Whipple collected the second round of test kits on May 21, 2012.

The average from the second round of testing was below the EPA threshold of 4 pCi/L. Based
upon the results from the two rounds of testing, GEC feels that the high level found in the
apartment is directly associated with the use of oscillating/rotary type fans. Charcoal canister
measuring devices like the ones used to measure radon concentrations at the project site are
sensitive to air flow extremes. GEC feels that the initial high level observed was caused by the
use of a fan blowing directly across the measurement device in the occupied unit. We do not feel
that radon should be considered as a recognized environmental concern for the project site.
Individual test results from both the original and second round of testing can be found in
Appendix E.

In accordance with the Georgia DCA Environmental Manual, all new construction of buildings
must be in accordance with current EPA requirements for radon resistant construction

techniques, including, but not limited to, Radon Resistant Construction techniques for New
Residential Construction: Technical Guidance, February 1991, EPA 625-291-032 {available
from NSCEP by calling (800) 490-9198}, and all new construction Model Standards and
Techniques for Control of Radon in New Residential Buildings, March 1994, EPA402-R-94-009.

buildings must be tested for radon upon completion of construction.
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5.4.22 Noise

During GEC’s site reconnaissance on May 7, 2012, GEC assessed noise levels at the subject site
to determine if noise levels would exceed the HUD limitations for exterior and interior locations.
By use of web-based, on-line data and mapping and in accordance with HUD guidance, GEC
found one roadway, one railway, and one civil airport to be potential contributors to noise at the
subject site. No other major roads were found within 1,000 feet, no other railways were found
within 3,000 feet, no other civil airports were found within five miles, and no military airfields
were found within 15 miles of the subject site.

The Barwick Lafayette Airport is located approximately 2.9 miles south of the subject site. This
airport does not have jet operations, and therefore does not need to be assessed as a contributing
source of noise at the subject site. North Main Street is location east of the subject site. The
Georgia Central Railway is located approximately 1,270 feet south of the subject site.
Completion of the Noise Assessment Guidelines (NAG) worksheets, using the Site DNL
Calculator for roadway and railway calculations available on the HUD website, indicates an
Acceptable (per the NAG) exterior day night level (DNL) of < 65 DNL as a result of this
potential noise source.

The relevant noise evaluations and other supporting documentation are presented in Appendix F.
GEC found that the HUD noise limitations for exterior locations at the subject site would not be
exceeded by these listed sources, therefore, GEC does not anticipate that noise issues will be a
concern that would preclude the development of the subject property as a DCA-funded project.
The relevant noise evaluations and other supporting documentation are attached.

5.4.23 Vapor Encroachment Screening

GEC also contracted with Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) to conduct a site specific
radius search and examination of reasonably ascertainable Federal, State, and Local regulatory
files concerning the site and nearby sites regarding vapor encroachment. The following lists
were included, in the records review: (FEDERAL) NPL, CERCLIS, RCRA-CORRACTS,
RCRA-TSD, RCRA generators, and INSTITUTION CONTROLS / ENGINEERING
CONTROLS, (STATE and TRIBAL) CERCLIS, LANDFILL / SOLID WASTE
DISPOSAL, LUST, UST, INSTITUTION CONTROLS / ENGINEERING CONTROLS,
VOLUNTARY CLEANUP, BROWNFIELDS, and OTHER STANDARD
ENVIRONMENTAL RECORDS. The report includes HISTORICAL USE RECORDS:
FORMER MANUFACTURED GAS PLANTS (see attached EDR report in Appendix E for
the list of databases, their currency, their definitions, and sources for these records). The radii
used in the search for each of the above records are indicated on Page 3 in the EDR
Environmental Database Report, and they were specifically designed by EDR to meet the search
requirements of the ASTM Standard Guide for Vapor Encroachment Screening on Property
Involved in Real Estate Transactions (E 2600). Neither a State Engineering Controls database,
nor state or tribal voluntary cleanups database is available in Georgia.

GEC’s methodology for performing this vapor encroachment screening consisted of assessing all

the information collected in the Phase I investigation, including information collected in site
reconnaissance, interviews, and actual or probable chemical usage on the target property or nearby

property.
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Tier 1 of the ASTM E 2600-10 Standard Practice for Assessment of Vapor Encroachment
Screening on Property Involved in Real Estate Transactions in accordance with Sections 8.1.3.1
through 8.1.3.9 of the Practice was performed during this assessment.

The Vapor Encroachment (VE) Screening Report identified two sites on the State and Tribal
leaking storage tank and Other Standard and Environmental Records list within the ASTM E
2600 prescribed search radii of the subject property.

The reviewed listed sites (GA State Patrol and Pantry #3534) do not appear to present a potential
concern for vapor encroachment to the subject property.

Pantry #3534 d/b/a Golden Gallon, EDR Sites #A2 and #A3, is located at 1151 North Main
Street. GEC reviewed GA EPD’s website and reviewed files at GA EPD’s office in May of 2012
and found that Pantry #3534, Facility [D #01460033, was listed on the LUST, UST, and AST
database. The listed facility has three tanks (two 8,000-gallon gasoline and two 8,000-gallon
gasoline) currently in use and four tanks removed from the ground in 1995. A suspected release
was received and a no further action (NFA) was issued. A confirmed release was also reported
and a no further action (NFA) was issued on January 17, 1995. Field observations during the site
reconnaissance and the reviewed files revealed that this site is at a lower elevation than the
subject property with groundwater flow moving away from the subject property to the south,
based on site topography. Due to site topography and the cited hydrologic conditions, GEC is of
the opinion that this site does not present a potential environmental and/or financial concern to
the subject site.

Georgia State Patrol/Post #41, EDR Site #1, is mislocated in the EDR Report. During GEC’s off
site reconnaissance of the subject area, GEC observed that Georgia State Patrol/Post #41 at 1212
North Main Street is located actually just within Y-mile northeast of the subject site. GEC
reviewed files at GA EPD’s office in May of 2012 and found that a suspected release was
received and a NFA was issued on December 12, 1997. A confirmed release was also received
at the location and a NFA was issued March 29, 2007. Georgia State Patrol/Post #41 is a closed
facility with one tank removed from the ground between on February 8, 2007. Due to the
remediation of the site, the non-operational status of the facility, topography, hydrologic
conditions, and mislocation of the listed site, Georgia State Patrol/Post #41 is not considered to
present an environmental concern to the subject property.

Due to the remediation of the sites, distance, status of the facilities, topographic features, and
hydrologic conditions, these sites are not considered to present an environmental concern to the
subject property. Topographic features and groundwater flow direction suggests that vapors
would not migrate from the sources to the target property. Therefore, vapor encroachment is
unlikely to be an issue of concern in connection with existing or planned structures on the target

property.
GEC is of the opinion that vapor encroachment is unlikely to be an issue of concern in

conncction with existing or planned structures on the subject property. Refer to Section 4.1.1.1

and Appendix E (EDR Vapor Encroachment Screen) for further details.
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5.4.24 Other Site Reconnaissance Issues
GEC did not identify any other site reconnaissance issues regarding the subject site.

5.5 Past Site Use

5.5.1 Recorded Land Title Records

Property ownership history sometimes provides an indication of a potential environmental
problem at a site. The ownership and deeds reviewed may not include all of the previous owners
or occupants that may have or have had an interest in the subject property. The subject site,
which is approximately 8.5 acres in size, is located at 1201 West North Main Street in the City of
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia. The subject property, which is situated within the Land Lot
315 of the 8" District, 4™ Section of Walker County, Georgia, consists of and apartment complex
and undeveloped wooded land. The subject property appears on the Walker County Tax Map as
parcel 1005-015.

GEC contracted Mr. Frank May, a professional title researcher, for the purpose of researching
and establishing a chain of ownership for environmental purposes for the subject property. Mr.
May provided the chain of ownership information for GEC’s review on June 9, 2012. Mr. May’s
review of the subject property’s chain of title information indicated that the subject property was
part of a larger tract owned by the Burney/Smith family from 1935 until 2000 when it was sold
to Progressive Lafayette I, Inc. (current owner).

Mr. May found no environmental liens, activity or use limitations, or engineering controls filed
in the deed records, relating to conditions involving the subject site. The review of the deed
records and the history of ownership did not indicate previous ownership site activities that
would be expected to have created environmental concerns on the subject property.

Copies of the site’s property record card, tax map, deeds,'and plat map, are presented in
Appendix D.

5.5.2 Environmental Liens

The property records reviewed by GEC did not indicate any environmental liens, and the Users
and/or local public agency contacts reported none.

5.5.3 Activity & Use Limitations

The property records reviewed by GEC did not indicate any activity or use limitations, and the
Users and/or local public agency contacts reported none.

5.5.4 Aerial Photographs & Topographic Maps

GEC reviewed readily available aerial photographs of the subject property to assist in developing
the historic usage of the site. Aerial photographs (2007, 2006, 2005, 1993, 1988, 1977, and 1958)
were obtained through a commercial database search firm, Environmental Data Resources, Inc.
The 2009 aerial photograph was obtained off the Internet at the Google Earth™ web page. A
copy of the 2009 aerial photograph appears in Appendix I (Maps/Figures as Figure 8), and copies
of the additional historical aerial photographs appear in Appendix C.
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The aerial photographs reviewed did not indicate obvious environmental impacts to the site. At
the time of GEC’s site visit on May 8, 2012, the approximately 8.5-acre tract of land consisted of
a developed apartment complex (Woodlands Village Phase I) in the eastern portion of the subject
site and undeveloped wooded land (proposed Woodlands Village Phase II) in the western portion
of the subject site. GEC’s review of all of the readily available historical aerial photographs
indicates that the subject property appears to have been residential and undeveloped
wooded/open land since, if not before, 1958 to the 2009 aerial photograph.

The site vicinity currently consists of residential, commercial and undeveloped wooded
properties. The subject site is bordered by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land in all directions
on the 1958 to 1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the
vicinity. Residential complexes first appear south and northeast of the subject site beginning on
the 1977 aerial photograph. Even more residential development and possible commercial
development occurs within the vicinity on the 1988 and 1993 aerial photographs. The site
vicinity appears essentially as it does currently since the 2005 aerial photograph.

The subject property can be found on the Lafayette, Georgia Quadrangle of the U.S.G.S. 7.5-
minute series Topographic Map with contour intervals of 10 meters, printed in 1987. A copy of
the pertinent portions of this topographic map, showing the subject property and the surrounding
area, is presented as Figure 5 in Appendix A. The Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR)
Historical Topographic Map Report, which provided additional U.S.G.S. Topographic Maps, is
presented in Appendix C. One structure is shown on the site.

The site elevation, as shown on the topographic map ranges between approximately 850 to 880
feet above mean sea level, and the down slope of on-site surface drainage features currently
appears to be to the southwest. Based on review of the topographic map and observations made
during the site reconnaissance, the approximate direction of surface drainage flow at the subject
property (assuming the flow mimics topography) should generally be to the southwest toward an
unnamed tributary located approximately 400 feet west-southwest of the subject site.

5.5.5 Sanborn Fire Insurance Maps

GEC contacted Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) to search for Sanborn Fire Insurance
Maps, which were devised by insurance adjusters as early as the 1800s to show the use of
properties at specified dates for the purpose of determining the risk of fire. The maps also
identify businesses and activities, as well as some construction details, for those properties they
cover. The Sanborn Maps are helpful in identifying historical environmental concerns that may
have otherwise been unrecorded or left no evidence of their existence.

Sanborn Map coverage does not exist for the target property. The Sanborn Map no coverage
report is presented in Appendix C.

5.5.6 City Directories

GEC contracted with EDR, Inc. to search for city directories, which have been published for
cities and towns across the U.S. since the 1700s. Originally a list of residents, the c1ty directory
developed into a sophisticated tool for locating individuals and businesses in a particular urban
or suburban area. Directories are generally divided into three sections; a business index, a list of
resident names and addresses, and a street index. With each address, the directory lists the name
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of the resident or, if a business is operated from this address, the name and type of business (if
unclear from the name). While city directory coverage is comprehensive in major cities, it may
be spotty for rural areas and small towns. City directory coverage exists for the target property.
EDR reviewed city directories, for the most part, at five-year intervals spanning the 1969 through
the 2011 volumes, but these years are not necessarily inclusive. A copy of the EDR — City
Directory Abstract is presented in Appendix C.

The subject property address 1201 West North Main Street appears in the 1990 to 2011
directories as Donald L. Harding, vacant four houses, and Woodlands Village Apartments.
Individuals; commercial properties (Dendy Hill Graphics, Bob’s Piano Servie, etc.); vacant
properties; other residential properties, and religious properties were noted on adjoining
addresses at West North Main Street and Campbell Avenue in the Polk’s City Directories.

Examination of the EDR — City Directory Abstract did not reveal any indications of
environmental concerns for the subject property or the surrounding area.

5.5.7 Previous Environmental Studies

A previous Phase I ESA was performed on the subject property by Environmental Associates,
Inc. on June 29, 2001, an update of the original report issued on April 21, 2000. The assessment
was conducted on the same property located at 1201 West North Main Street. During the
previous assessment, the subject property consisted of two, single-family residential structures.
Environmental Associates, Inc. concluded “this assessment has not revealed obvious evidence of
recognized environmental conditions in conjunction with the property, either currently or in the
past.” They also concluded that asbestos and lead based paint was discovered on the subject site.
The subject property has changed since the previous assessment and is now currently occupied
by Woodlands Village Phase I Apartments.

5.5.8 Other

Additional knowledge of the area, interviews, research of Sanborn maps, U.S.G.S. Topographic
Maps, tax records, and interpolation between other aerials, the subject site was residential and
undeveloped wooded/open land from, if not before, the 1958 aerial photograph. The oldest
available topographic map, taken in 1918 shows the subject site as undeveloped open land, likely
the first known use of the property. The reviewed historical information and research leads GEC
to believe that the subject property has been nothing other than residential and undeveloped
wooded/open land.

No additional environmental historical sources, not designated in Sections 8.3.4.1 through
8.3.4.8 of the ASTM E 1527-05 standard, were sought nor deemed necessary to identify past
uses of the subject property.

5.6 Current Surrounding Land Use

5.6.1 North

Residential properties were observed bordering the subject site to the north.
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5.6.2 East
Residential and commercial/business properties border the subject site to the east.
5.6.3 South

Residential and commercial properties are located south the subject site across Campbell
Avenue.

5.6.4 West

Undeveloped wooded land borders the subject site to the northwest and west. Railroad tracks
were observed west of the subject site beyond the woods.

5.7 Past Surrounding Land Use

5.7.1 North

The subject site is bordered to the north by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land on the 1958 to
1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the vicinity. Residential
complexes first appear northeast of the subject site beginning on the 1977 aerial photograph.
Even more residential development and possible commercial development occurs north of the
subject site on the 1988 and 1993 aerial photographs. The site vicinity north of the subject site
appears essentially as it does currently since the 2005 aerial photograph.

5.7.2 East

The subject site is bordered to the east by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land on the 1958 to
1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the vicinity. Residential
development and possible commercial development occurs east of the subject site on the 1988
and 1993 aerial photographs. The site vicinity east of the subject site appears essentially as it
does currently since the 2005 aerial photograph.

5.7.3 South

The subject site is bordered to the south by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land on the 1958 to
1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the vicinity. Residential
complexes first appear south of the subject site beginning on the 1977 aerial photograph. Even
more residential development and possible commercial development occurs south of the subject
site on the 1988 and 1993 aerial photographs. The site vicinity south of the subject site appears
essentially as it does currently since the 2005 aerial photograph.

5.7.4 West

The subject site is bordered to the west by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land on the 1958 to
1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the vicinity. Residential
development and possible commercial development occurs west of the subject site on the 1988
and 1993 aerial photographs. The site vicinity west of the subject site appears essentially as it

does currently since the 2005 aerial photograph.
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5.8 Historic Preservation

GEC reviewed information provided on the National Register of Historic Places website in May
2012. According to the reviewed information, there are two historic sites (Marsh-Warthen House
and Chattooga Academy) approximately 1.2 miles south of the subject property. GEC is of the
opinion that the rehabilitation and development of the proposed apartment complex will not have
a negative impact on any historic property in the area. A copy of the map can be found in
Appendix Q.

6.0 DATA GAPS

6.1 Identification of Data Gaps

The only data gaps experienced during the course of this DCA Phase I ESA were in intervals
between aerial photographs longer than five years. Additional knowledge of the area, interviews,
research of Sanborn maps, U.S.G.S. Topographic Maps, tax records, and interpolation between
other aerials, the subject site was residential and undeveloped wooded/open land from, if not
before, the 1958 aerial photograph. The oldest available topographic map, taken in 1918 shows
the subject site as undeveloped open land, likely the first known use of the property. The
reviewed historical information and research leads GEC to believe that the subject property has
been nothing other than residential and undeveloped wooded/open land.

6.2 Sources of Information Consulted to Address Data Gaps

Based on the research information, the data gaps identified are not considered to be significant.
No other significant data gaps were experienced during the course of this DCA Phase I ESA.

6.3 Sienificance of Data Gaps

No significant data gaps were experienced during the course of this DCA Phase [ ESA.
7.0 ENVIRONMENTAL CONCERNS
7.1 On-Site

The site reconnaissance and research revealed no evidence of recognized environmental
conditions that would indicate an existing release, a past release or a material threat of a release
of hazardous substances or petroleum products on the property or into the ground, groundwater
or surface water of the property. Based on the findings presented in this report, GEC found no
obvious environmental concerns or risks associated with the subject property other than the noted
asbestos and LBP.

7.2 Off-Site

The site reconnaissance and research conducted during the course of this project revealed no
evidence of recognized environmental conditions that would indicate an existing release, a past
release or a material threat of a release of hazardous substances or petroleum products on the

property or into the ground, groundwater or surface water of the property from an adjacent

property.
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8.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

GEC has completed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope
and limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527 and the Georgia DCA Environmental Site Assessment
Standard on the approximately 8.5-acre Woodlands Village Apartments Phase I & II site at 1201
West North Main Street in the City of Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia.

We have performed a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment in conformance with the scope and
limitations of ASTM Practice E 1527 of the Woodlands Village Apartments Phase I & II site at
1201 West North Main Street, Lafayette, Georgia, and legally described as contained in Land
Lot 315 of the 4™ Land District of Walker County, Georgia, the property. Any exceptions to, or
deletions from this practice are described in Section 2.0 of this report. This assessment has
revealed no evidence of recognized environmental conditions in connection with the property.

The DCA Phase I ESA was performed in accordance with the American Society for Testing and
Materials (ASTM) E 1527-2005, Standard Practice for Environmental Site Assessments. The
ASTM E 1527-2005 is the most current ASTM standard for this work. The Phase 1 ESA
consisted of a site reconnaissance of the subject property, review of applicable and reasonably
ascertainable information about the subject property, and interviews with selected officials
knowledgeable about the subject property. The Phase I ESA was intended to provide an
overview of environmental conditions at the subject property resulting from current and/or past
site activities.

While conducting the Phase I ESA of the subject property, GEC followed the 2012 Georgia
DCA Environmental Manual, its ESA standard, which requires that the consultant follow the
ASTM standard and provide some additional information that exceeds the ASTM requirements.
This information addresses items referred to as “non-scope” items in the ASTM Practice, and
includes wetlands, state waters, floodways/floodplains, additional public/historic records review,
noise, water leaks/mold/fungi/microbial growth, radon, asbestos containing materials (ACMs),
lead-based paint (LBP), lead in drinking water, and including (per DCA guidelines)
polychlorinated biphenyls (PCB). Other hazards considered for the DCA ESA report include the
presence of existing septic tanks or water wells on the subject property or the absence of the
availability of a municipal water or sewer system to the subject site.

Interviews and review of reasonably ascertainable records by GEC during the completion of the
DCA Phase I ESA did not indicate past usage or conditions which would likely result in
significant environmental concerns. No recognized environmental conditions (RECs), as that
term is defined in the referenced ASTM Practice, were identified on the subject property.

The user of this report is encouraged to read the entire report for detailed descriptions of the
property and the observations and judgments made by GEC. The user is ultimately responsible
for assessing whether the limitations of the ASTM Practice and this project’s scope of work are
appropriate to the level of risk the user assumes for the subject property transaction. The
following summarizes general information discovered during GEC’s Phase I ESA.

e The site reconnaissance and research revealed no evidence of recognized environmental
conditions that would indicate an existing release, a past release or a material threat of a
release of hazardous substances or petroleum products on the property or into the ground,
groundwater or surface water of the property.

) GEC



e A previous Phase I ESA was performed on the subject property by Environmental
Associates, Inc. on June 29, 2001, an update of the original report issued on April 21,
2000. The assessment was conducted on the same property located at 1201 West North
Main Street. During the previous assessment, the subject property consisted of two,
single-family residential structures. Environmental Associates, Inc. concluded “this
assessment has not revealed obvious evidence of recognized environmental conditions in
conjunction with the property, either currently or in the past.” They also concluded that
asbestos and lead based paint was discovered on the subject site. The subject property
has changed since the previous assessment and is now currently occupied by Woodlands
Village Phase [ Apartments.

e Based on GEC’s review of the readily available historical sources, such as Sanborn
Maps, and aerial photographs, the subject property has been historically residential and
undeveloped wooded/open land from, if not before, the 1958 aerial photograph. The 2005
to 2009 aerial photographs show the eastern portion of the subject site as it appears
currently as Woodlands Village Phase I Apartments. The western portion of the subject
site appears as undeveloped wooded land on all the reviewed aerial photographs. The
subject site is bordered by undeveloped wooded/agricultural land in all directions on the
1958 to 1977 aerial photograph with rural residential properties scattered within the
vicinity. Residential complexes first appear south and northeast of the subject site
beginning on the 1977 aerial photograph. Even more residential development and
possible commercial development occurs within the vicinity on the 1988 and 1993 aerial
photographs. The site vicinity appears essentially as it does currently since the 2005
aerial photograph. The subject property’s chain of title information indicated that the
subject property was part of a larger tract owned by the Burney/Smith family from 1935
until 2000 when the current owner, Progressive Lafayette, I, Inc., obtained the subject
property. Research of readily available historic tax records and aerial photographs
indicated the property has been in private individuals’ or non-industrial entities’
ownership and has been undeveloped wooded/open land since and likely before, 1935.

e The Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) Report did not identify the subject
property on any Federal, State, or Local databases. The EDR report identified three
LUST database sites, three UST database sites, and one AST database site within the
ASTM E 1527 prescribed search radii of the subject property. However, the listed
databases sites are not considered to be a potential environmental and/or financial
concern to the subject site. Refer to Section 4.1.1.1 and Appendix G for the EDR
Environmental Database Report.

o Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. (GEC) reviewed the National Wetlands
Inventory (NWI) map and the Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Flood
Insurance Rate Map (FIRM) to determine if these records indicate potential wetland
and/or floodplain concerns on the subject property. According to the National Wetlands
Inventory (NWI) map, no wetland areas or flood plains were identified on the subject
property.

o Additional testing for the presence of asbestos containing materials (ACM), lead-based
paint (LBP), lead in soil sampling, water sampling for lead, and radon testing was

” GEC



conducted during GEC’s 2012 assessment of the subject property. ACM and LBP were
detected. A review of the data revealed that the eight water samples collected did not
contain levels of lead that were higher than the currently accepted action level of 15 ppb
for lead. Radon testing was performed on two occasions. Based on the results, GEC does
not anticipate that radon will be a concern to the subject property (Refer to Section 5.4.21
for further details). The lead detected in the area surface soils (upper one-half inch) was
below the Georgia Environmental Protection Division notification concentration for lead
(400 mg/kg lead) in all samples. Results can be found in Appendix E.

8.1 On-Site

Based on the findings presented in this report, GEC found no obvious environmental concerns or
risks associated with the subject property other than the asbestos and .LBP abatement necessary for
the community/office building; therefore, we recommend no further environmental study of the site
at this time.

8.2 Off-Site

Based on the findings presented in this report, GEC found no obvious environmental concerns
regarding off-site properties within the ASTM search radii; therefore, we recommend no further
study of potential off-site impacts at this time.

9.0 DATA REFERENCES

GDCA 2012 Environmental Manual
American Society for Testing and Materials (ASTM) E 1527-2005, Standard Practice for
Environmental Site Assessments
Mr. Butch Richardson with Olympia Construction (Woodlands Village II, L.P.) — client
Mr. Bruce Gunter, Progressive Lafayette I, Inc. — owner environmental questionnaire
City of Lafayette and Walker County, Georgia
City of Lafayette Water and Sewer Department
Walker County Health Department, Environmental Services
City of Lafayette Fire Department
City of Lafayette Planning & Zoning
City of Lafayette Power
Walker County Tax Assessor’s website
Walker County Clerk of Superior Court (Deed Copies)
Environmental Data Resources, Inc. (EDR) — environmental database report &
historical aerial photographs and topographic map, Sanborn Maps, and City Directories
Google Earth website (2009 aerial photograph)
United States Geological Survey (U.S.G.S.)
Georgia Geologic Survey
Federal Emergency Management Agency (FEMA) Map Service Center (MSC) website (FIRM)
U.S. Dept. of the Interior Fish & Wildlife Service’s National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Map
United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) Publication 402-R-93-030:
EPA’s Map of Radon Zones for Georgia, dated September 1993
Delorme ™ 3-D TopoQuads ™
Previous Environmental Report Text
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10.0 VALUATION REDUCTION

10.1 Purchase Price

According to the User, Woodlands Village II, L.P, the purchase price of the subject site is the
same as the fair market value.

10.2 Interview of Broker regarding Market Value

GEC understands that no broker is involved in the sale of the subject property.

10.3 Differential between Purchase Price & Market Value

According to the User, the purchase price of the subject site is the same as the fair market value.

10.4 Environmental Reasons for any Differential

Since no differential between the purchase price and market value of the property exists, there is no
known devaluation of the property for environmental reasons.

) GEC
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Figures & Maps
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U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service

| Freshwater Emergent
Frestreater Forested!Shrub
Tswaring and Marine Deepwalsr
[ Eswarine and Marne
Frashrwater Pong

Lake

Reverineg

Figure 2
National Wetlands Inventory (NWI) Map

Woodlands Village I & II

West North Main Street
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia

GEC Project #120313.240

Approximate Scale: 17=667’

Source: U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service

GeoTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSULTANTS, INC.

§14 Hillerest Industrial Blvd. Macon, GA 31204 Tel: (478) 757-1606 Fax: (478) 757-1608
6202 West Hamilton Park Drive Columbus, GA 31909 Tel: (706) 5690008 Fax: (706) 5690940
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Figure 3
Soil Survey Map
Woodlands Village I & IT
West North Main Street
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia
GEC Project #120313.240
Approximate Scale: 1”=400°
Source: USDA NRCS
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CONSULTANTS, INC.

514 Hillcrest Industrial Blvd. Macon, GA 31204 Tel: (478) 757-1606 Fax: (478) 757-1608
6202 West Hamilton Park Drive Columbus, GA 31909 Tel: (706) 569-0008 Fax: (706) 569-0940




Soll Map—Dade and Walker Counties, Gesrgia

MAF LEGEND

Area of Interest {AD

Sails

Area of Interest (A0

Soil Map Units

Special Point Features
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Blowout

Bamow Pit

Clay Spot

Closed Depression
Gravel Fit

Graveilly Spot

lardf

lLava Flow

Marsh or swamp
Mine or Quarry
Wiscellanecus Water
Ferennial Water
Rock Duterop

Saline Spot

Sandy Spot
Severely Eroded Spot
Sinkbole

Shide or Slip

Sodic Spot

Spail Area

Steny Spot

e} Yery Stony Spot
o Wet Spaot
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Special Line Features
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- Short Steep Slope
Pclitical Features
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Water Features
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MAP INFORMATION

Map Scaler 1:5,9590 if printed on A size (8.5" = 11") sheet.

Waming: Soil Map may not be valid at this scale.

Enlargemant of maps beyond the scale of mapping ¢an cause
misunderstanding of the detail of mapping and accuracy of seil fine
placement. Tha maps do not show the small areas of contrasting
soils that could have been shown at 2 more detailed scale.

Matural Rescurces
Conservaiion Service

Please rely on the bar scale on each map sheet for accurate map
measurements.

Source of Map:  Matural Resources Conservation Service
Web Soil Survey URL:  hitp-iwebsoilsurvey nres.usda gov
Coordinate System:  UTM Zone 16N NADAS3

This product is generated from the USDA-NRCS certifled data as of
the version date(s) listed helow.

Soll Survey Area:  Dade and Walker Counties, Georgia
Survey Area Data: Version 5, Dec 27, 20086
Date(s) zenal images were photographed:  8/4/2007

The orthopheto or other base map on which the seil lines were
compiled and digitized probably differs from the background
imagery displayed on these maps. As a resulf, some minor shifting
of mag unit boundaries may be avident.

Web Soil Survey

National Cooperative Soil Survey



Soil Map—~Dade and Walker Counties, Gaorgiz

Map Unit Legend

Dade and Walker Counties, Georgia [GA619)

Map Unit Symbol Map Unit Mame Acres in AO! Percent of AQI
No map units selected for this soil survey area.
Totais for Area of Interest 180.7 106.0%

USLIA

Naturzl Resources
Conservation Service

Web Soil Survey
National Cooperative Soil Survey




Figure 4

Fiood Insurance Rate Map (FIRM)

Woodlands Village I & II

West North Main Street
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia

GEC Project #120313.240

Approximate Scale: 1°=500’
Source: FEMA Map Service Center Website

GEOTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL
CONSULTANTS, INC.

514 Hillcrest Industrial Blvd. Macon, GA 31204 Tel: (478) 757-1606 Fax: (478) 7571608
6202 West Hamilton Park Drive Columbus, GA 31909 Tel: (706) 569-0008 Fax: (706) 569-0940
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The 1% annual chance flood (100-year flood}, also known as the base facd, is the flood that has
a 1% chance of being equaled or exceeded in any given year, The Spesial Flocd Hazard Area is
the arez subject to flooding by the 1% annual chance flood. Areas of Special Flood Hazard

include Zones &, AE, AH, AQ, AR, A99, ¥ and VE. The Base Flood Elevation is the water-surface
elevation of the 1% annual chance flood.

ZONE A
ZONE AE
ZONE AH

ZONE ADQ

ZONE AR

ZONE ASS

ZONE ¥

ZONE V=

The floodway is the channel of a stream plus any adjacent floodplain areas that must be kept free of
encroadhiment s2 that the 1% annual chance ficod can be carried without substantial increases in

flood heights.

—
ZONE X
ZONE D

FIRM Map Legend
LEGEND

SPECIAL FLOOD HAZARD AREAS (SFHAS) SUBJECT TO
INUNDATION BY THE 1% ANNUAL CHANCE FLOOD

No Base Flaod Elevations determined.
Base Food Elevadcns determined.

Flaod depths of 1 10 3 feet {usually areas of ponding); Base Flocd Elevations
determined.

Fluod depths of 1 o 3 feet (usually sheet flow on sloping  termain); average
depths determined. For areas of alluvial fan flooding, velocities also determined.

Special Flood Hazard Areas formerly protected from the 19 anaual chance
flood by a flood control system that was subsequently decertified. Zone

AR indicates that the former flood control systemn is being restored to provide
protection from the 1% annual chance or greater flocd.

Area to be protected from 1% annual chance flood by a Federal flood
protecticn system under construction; no Basa Flood Elevations daetermined.

Coastal ficod zone with velocity hazard (wave action); no Base Flood Elevations
determined,

Coastal ficod zone with velodty hazard (wave action); Base Flood Eievationg
determined.

FLOODWAY AREAS IN ZONE AE

OTHER FLCOD AREAS
Areas of 0.2% annual chance flood; areas of 1% annual chanca floed with
average depths of less than 1 foot or with drinage arcas less than 1 square
mile; and areas protected by levees from 1% annual chance flood.

OTHER AREAS

Areas determined to be outside the 0.2% annual chance floodplain.
Araas in which fleod hazards are undetermined, but possible.

COASTAL BARRIER RESOURCES SYSTEM (CBRS) AREAS
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Figure 5
Site Map
Woodlands Village I & 11
West North Main Street
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia
GEC Project No. 120313.240
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Source: GEC's Client
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Figure 6
Site Plan
Woodlands Village I & I1 \ _d
West North Main Street GEeOTECHNICAL & ENVIRONMENTAL
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia CONSULTANTS, INC.
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Source: GEC’s Client
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The U.S. EPA and the U.S. Geological Survey have evaluated the radon potential in the
U.S. and have developed this map is to assist National, State, and local organizations to
target their resources and to assist building code officials in deciding whether radon-
resistant features are applicable in new construction. This map is not intended to be
used to determine if a home in a given zone should be tested for radon. Homes with
elevated levels of radon have been found in all three zones. All homes should be tested
regardless of geographic location. The map assigns each of the 3,141 counties in the
U.S. to one of three zones based on radon potential. Each zone designation reflects the
average short-term radon measurement that can be expected to be measured in a
building without the implementation of radon control methods. The radon zone
designation of the highest priority is Zone 1.
Important: Consult the EPA Map of Radon Zones
document (EPA-402-R-93-071) before using this
map. This document contains information on radon
potential variations within counties. EPA also
Mﬁ 1 T recommends that this map be supplemented with
\{7:1 any available local data in order to further

| juse % ﬂ“'f{ : understand and predict the radon potential of a
;}: SR ‘:‘_:u _ /_,. specific area. This and other indoor air quality

= publications can be ordered through the IAQ INFO
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Figure 7
Radon Map
Woodlands Village I & 11 4 :
West North Main Street GFOTP(‘HNW‘AI & FNVIRONM INTAL
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia COQRESULTANTS, ThHE,
GEC Project #120313.240 14 HillestIndustial Bl Macon, GA 31204 Tek:(478) 757-1606 Fax: (478) 757-1608
Source: US EPA Website 6202 West Hamitton Park Drive Calumbus, GA 31909 Tek: 706) 569-0008 Far: (706) 569-0940
(www.epa.gov/iag/radon/zonemap)
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Figure 8
2009 Aerial Photograph
Woodlands Village I & IT
West North Main Street
Lafayette, Walker County, Georgia
GEC Project #120313.240
Approximate Scale: 1”= 444>
Source: Google Earth Website
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APPENDIX B:
Site Photographs

(All Photographs taken May 7, 2012)
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Photograph Map Key: Woodlands Village 120313.240
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View to north across entrance road to subject property; West North Macon Street and houses beyond

05/07/2012

Phtograph 2
View to the south from subject entrance road toward Campbell Avenue and Kangaroo BP convenience
store beyond
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- Photograph 3
View to east from Campbell Avenue at West North Macon Street, the southeastern corner of the subject
property

05/ O*(/ 2012

Photograph 4
View to north from the southeastern corner of the subject property across West North Macon Street and
toward Ledford Pharmacy (apparent former restaurant)



Photogrph 5
View generally to northwest from the subject southeastern property corner

b by

Photograph 6
View to the west, up Campbell Avenue, from the subject southeastern property corner



Photograph 7
View to the west, toward adjacent residence, from the subject northeastern property corner

05/07/2012

Photograph §
View to north-northwest from near the subject northeastern property corner and looking up West North
Main Street




Photograph 9
View to the southwest from near the subject northeastern property corner and looking across the subject
frontage along West North Main Street

Photograph 10
View to the southeast from the subject northeastern property corner toward residential property across
West North Main Street
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05/07 /2012

Photograph 11
View to the northwest from the southeast corner of the subject property parking lot

05/08/2012

Photograph 12
View to the southeast toward adjacent Carriage Apartments and Kangaroo BP in distance across
Campbell Avenue from the subject property



05/08/2012

Photograph 13
View to the southwest from near the southeastern: corner of Building 300 and toward Carriage Apartments

¥

' 05/08/2012
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Phograph 14 ]
View to the west from near the southeastern corner of Building 300 and along the subject property’s
southern boundary



View to the northwest from the southwestern corner of Building 300



Photograph 17
View to the east along the southern side of Building 300 and along the subject southern property line

05/08/2012

Photograph 18
View to the north from the west side of Building 300; Building 200 in background




Phoograph 19
View to the southwest from the central portion: of the subject property west of the buildings; drainage
swale for stormwater control

hotgraph 20
View to the west toward the central portion of the wooded area of the subject property



Photograph 21
View to the north-northwest from the central portion of the subject property west of the buildings and
toward the subject property’s northwestern detention pond

Photograph 22
View to the northeast toward the western side of Building 200 and parking area
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05/08/2012

Photograph 23
View to the east toward the northern side of Building 300 (right) and the southern end of Building 200

Photogrph 24
View to the east from the subject property’s northwestern detention pond




05/08/2012

Pflotograph .
View to the east down the north side of Building 200

Photograph 26
View to the north from the north side of Building 200 toward the adjacent residence in the direction



hotorah 27
View to the south from between Building 200 and 100; typical pad transformer visible

Photgraph 28
View to the south from the northeastern portion of the property at the subject property’s eastern detention
pond



Photograph 29
View to the east from central northern portion of the western wooded portion of the subject site

hotgraph 30
View to the west from the central portion of the wooded portion of the subject site




Photograph 31
View to the south from at or near the subject southwestern property corner

05/08/2012

Photograph 32
View to the east from at or near the subject southwestern property corner




; Photograph 34
View to the west of the subject office and community buil




Photograph 35
Typical interior view of the subject office and community building

Photograﬁh 36
Typical view in basement of the subject office and community building
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DCA Woodlands Village | & [l
1201 West North Main Street
LA Fayette, GA 30728

Inquiry Number: 3309612.5
April 27, 2012

®
@EDR Environmental Data Resources Inc

440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, CT 06461
800.352.0050
www.edrnet.com



Date EDR Searched Historical Sources:

Aerial Photography April 27, 2012

Target Property:
1201 West North Main Street

LA Fayeltte, GA 30728

Year Scale

1958 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=1000'
1977 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=1000'
1988 Acerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=950"
1993 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500'
2005 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500'
2006 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500'
2007 Aerial Photograph. Scale: 1"=500'

Deteils

Flight Year: 1958

Flight Year: 1977

Flight Year: 1988

/Composite DOQQ - acquisition dates: [993

Flight Year: 2005

Flight Year: 2006

Flight Year: 2007

3309612.5

2

Source

USGS

USGS

EDR

EDR

EDR

EDR
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INQUIRY #: 3309612.5
YEAR: 2006




INQUIRY #: 3309612.5
YEAR: 1993
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INQUIRY #:

1977
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DCA Woodlands Village I & 1l
1201 West North Main Street
LA Fayette, GA 30728

Inquiry Number: 3309612.3
April 24, 2012

440 Wheelers Farms Road

® Milford, CT 06461
EﬁR Environmental Data Resources Inc 800.352.0050
www.edrnet.com




DCA Woodlands Village | & Il
1201 West North Main Street
LA Fayette, GA 30728

Inquiry Number: 3309612.4
April 24, 2012

) 440 Wheelers Farms Road
. Milford, CT 06461
EDR”® environmental Data Resources Inc S skt

www.edrnet.com




Historical Topographic Map
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Historical Topographic Map
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DCA Woodlands Village | & Il

é 1201 West North Main Street
i LA Fayette, GA 30728

Inquiry Number: 3309612.6
April 30, 2012

440 Wheelers Farms Road
Milford, CT 06461

E DR?J ) 800.352.0050

: Environmental Data Resources Inc www.edrmet.com




DESCRIPTION

Environmental Data Resources, Inc.’s (EDR) City Directory Report is a screening tool designed to assist

environmental professionals in evaluating potential liability on a target property resulting from past activities.
EDR’s City Directory Report includes a search of available city directory data at 5 year intervals.

RESEARCH SUMMARY

The following research sources were consulted in the preparation of this report. A check mark indicates

where information was identified in the source and provided in this report.

Year Target Street
2011 M
2006 [}
2000 [}
1995 |
1990 ™
1985 =
1980 |
1975 0
1969 |
RECORD SOURCES

Cross Street

OOO0O0OORRE

Source
Polk's City Directory

Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory

EDR is licensed to reproduce certain City Directory works by the copyright holders of those works. The

purchaser of this EDR City Directory Report may include it in report(s) delivered to a customer.
Reproduction of City Directories without permission of the publisher or licensed vendor may be a violation of

copyright.

3309612-6

Page 1
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FINDINGS. -

CROSS STREETS

Year

CD Image

Campbell Avenue

20M
2006
2000
1895
1990
1985
1980
1975
1969

pg. A7
pg. A8
pg. AS

Source

Polk's City Directory
Palk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory
Polk's City Directory

Street not listed in Source
Street not listed in Source
Street not listed in Source
Street not listed in Source
Street not listed in Source

Street not listed in Source

3309612-6

Page 3



Target Street Cross Street Source
v - Polk's City Directory

_\_Ngst North M_a__i__n__ Street 2011

i e st LY R SR

« ZIP CODE 30728 i:sxjg-g‘r f;i}sﬂi

1201 @ Barnes Teresa ..iv.cisaes ..706-638-8472
Hale Billy [8] et ——— . 706-638-0024
@ Humphrey LAmy .civeesivesieansnnss.. 706-996-8110
@ Lanier Frankie .. .._,..;m.i.-,-._.m,_.i,'.?06@:394896

Norman James K {7]

Southerland Mary D[7] ........c.0000.... 706-638-2178

@ Thompson D ..covvriivninsnviranien: .706-638-8490

Whitley Joyce [2] 7{76 638-5844

WOODLANDS VILLAGE APAF‘TnﬁENTS apartiments
un.--apa:-su;nu"--usu’wagfn:ns-;-;:;.-706’639‘9595

Woody Edward 2] ........cocviinnrenns s 706-996-8574

1201 103 Chastain Harold L [3 .
108 @ Stanifer Ursula B

109 Quinto Dorothy L

204 @ Janicki Marjorie A ................706-638-8795
206 @ Ellenburg Eula

207 @ Fuentes Sharon

208 ® Gum Martha A

210 Hare Martha S[4] ...............\0... 706-638-0548
212 @ Creswell Brenda

213 ©® Simms Patricia ..................706-996-8330
214 © Woody Maggie D

215 @ Morgan Tuesday M

216 Herbert Herschel |2 |

220 Gaston Peggy M5 .. R .,,,,,,.706_-99898123
223 Keene Josephine B [] s ..706-638-6937
225 Cordelt Shiley W[7] ................706-838-1376
226 Simpson David L [4] . 796 638-4314
301 Q@ Fartune Patricia

303 Wheeler Patricia [4] I treseesnensasssssa706-996-8420
307 Pettyjohn Judy E [7]

308 West Peggy P8 ........... aveneens. 706-638-4720
309 Roberts Kathleen G I

3i5d An@r&ws Kathleen D

3309612.6 Page: A1




Target Street Cross Street
v <

West No_rth Main Street

—_— ¥ 2 e

Source
Polk's City Directory

2006

3309612.6 Page: A3




Target Street Cross Street Source
v - Polk's City Directory

3309612.6 Page: A5




Target Street Cross Street Source
- v Polk's City Directory

Campbell Avenue 2011

QAHPBELL AVE (LA FAYETTE)‘FROM 1213 W NORTH
| MAIN ST
| «ZiP CODE 30728 CAR-RT C001
1135 Bumette Kari [13] .........cocvvvens .o 106~ 638—8363
| CARRBIAGE HILL APARTN‘ENTS apar’tmeﬂls
T+ & seEsxasnyasinsiaen s caeasesii e [OBOO8-3382
@ Chunn Raydean ............. ., 106:638-7179
@ Cook Donna
@ Dixon Serena ........ erenersanassinses 706 §39-9000
W Elrod LAY ccvvvevinivnrniinrie.,, .. 706 096-8321
® Gravitt Lamar ﬁ.;.,‘_m,,.;.m,w,,,’IGBﬁS‘B#ﬁém
Green Trudy 3] .....cooviniviininninnnins ..706-638-5969
@ Hess Carol ........... e " 208-638-3408 1
LaneJamas LIZ] ..cocveeviiiinnnnnn., 706:638-5040
@ Payne Jamie
@ Ramsey Jamia 706 A38-8296 |
Ramsey Ladonna M  ....................706-:638-8206 |
@ Slaughter Kandice .........evveenrss 7()6 :639-3584 |
SmithMarshal2] ........... AT ,.706-996-8423
Truman Patriciafdl .....ooovisvviennnn,.. 706-638-9622 |
Waters Phyliis G (4] J
A2Frye Ruby L{26) .......c.ovunneeen,,,.706-6838-5607 1
- 1135 A6 @ Askates Michelle
A7 Trammell Ruby T [2]
C19 Ramsay Courtney (2]
D25 @ Shaw Ashley
D30 Driver Holty [3]
D32 Hoopar Talina M (7] b
E35irvinLinda LI3] ooeeivuiinniinnis er.. 706-639-9339 |
E351Ivin SCOtt  .vvvvvvveiiiiininnnennnne .708-639-9339 ||
E37 @ Blackmon Bobbie
E38 TummerJames (4] ....................706-638-2448
E40 Wallin J [3]
F52 Oglesby P [4]
G53 @ Lunstord Martha R
G54 @ Ingram Ashley
G55 ® Walz Melissa A
H61 Smothers Tammy [3]
H61 Smothers Amanda
H62 Jackson Vonda [] e —_— ciresa g0 e 706-996-8460
HB84 McCoy Bobbie J 2
HB7 West Whitney L [3] |
Busmesszs 5 ) HOUSEHOLDS 34

3309612.6 Page: A7



Source
Polk's City Directory

Cross Street

Target Street

v

2000

Campb_ell Avenue

3309612.6 Page: A9
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CHAIN OF OWNERSHIP REVIEW
(for Environmental Phase 1 purposes)

Job #: 120313.240 Date: 6/9/12

Tax Parcel #: 1005-015

Owner: Progressive Lafayette I, Inc.

Address: 1201 N. Main St.

Location: Land Lot 315 of the 8" District, 4™ Section of Walker County

++++Tax Assessors records indicated the site is composed of 6.52 acres and is currently
occupied by an apartment complex constructed in 2003 and an office building built in
1935.

++The deed record indicated the site was part of a larger tract which was owned by the
Burney/Smith family from 1935 until it was sold to the current owner in 2000,

— There are a number of easements, right of ways, agreements, etc. which were
reviewed.

— The deed record did not indicate past or present property use on the site,

— Note Land Use Restriction Agreement with lender.

= No Environmental Liens found in the deed record filed against this property for names
listed in the attached chain(s)=

=No Activity or Use Limitations or Engineering Controls found filed in the deed record due
to conditions related the properties =




i gL 10051 L SR
S T I i, T i
Instrument- | Instrument | ' s i I n
Wl SRS ra il A
' Date Type ! i e
i . LR NG ! 0 i/ |
A 5/15/1935 WD W.C. Smith; W.E. Withers & J.J. Mattox W.C. Burney Approx. 12 acres in LL 315 61/95
|
Edward P. Burney; James Burney & l
B 2/15/1947 Heirs Derelle Burney Smith, Heirs at Law of W.C. Mrs. Grace Burney 12.6 acres 131/111
Burney |
: T Rl i AT
C1-a 12/25/1954 WD Mrs. W.C. Burney E.P. Burney 1014' x 180" x 120" x 177" | 175/229
C1-b 10/1/1976 Gift E.P. Burney Mrs. Derelle B. Smith 1014’ x 180" x 1120’ x 177’ 426/103 |
c2 | 118977 Exec VL= BESen i r'f]ztyate oihliS4Grace Derelle Burney Smith 1360 x 302’ x 1120' x 225' 438/302
\!;wuu-\ﬂ‘” : | ' et s e "““‘i;l-\lirl-'-jﬂ:ii--- s ”'uv‘liﬂﬂj e L RS o I R
. A. Rebecca Smith; Marcia S. Edwards &
D 8/10/1989 WD Derelle Burney Smith Elena S. Cooke 2 Tracts 613/543
A. Rebecca Smith; Marcia S. Edwards & 3
E 12/24/1990 WD Elena S. Cooke Derelle Burney Smith 2 Tracts 643/708
The Executrix of the Estate of Derelle A. Rebecca Smith; Marcia S.
F AR Exe Burney Smith Edwards & Elena S. Cooke ahiicaeis L e
‘ y A. Rebecca Smith; Marcia S. Edwards & .
G 12/15/2000 WD Elena S. Lundy a/k/a Elena S. Cooke Progressive Lafayette I, Inc. 8.50 acres | 1000/783




f—

Wulket County, Georsle
Real Estate Transfer TaX ; 00 :3

Poid a-[é 00
outo L2/ 20 [0

‘W = Walker County, Ga.

Clerk of Superlor Court Filed ond Recurded in thm ofties__s &g 2000 | pM
Vch

AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO: Secssnintons o LOO0). — 758 $
John A. White, Jr. - Hughes and White Bill McDaniel, Clork \9-'0
Shadowood Office Park, Suite 440 N \\9 ‘(
2110 Powers Ferry Road ' & \, ’<
Atlanta, Georgia 30339-5058

7o
e
CZ((

STATE OF G202 A

COUNTY OF WA 1 KREA..

LIMITED WARRANTY DEED

THIS INDENTURE, made as of the (35 ‘“an of December in the year Two Thousand,
between

A. REBECCA SMITH, an individual resident of Tennessee, MARCIA S. EDWARDS, an
individual resident of Georgia, and ELENA S. LUNDY f/k/a ELENA S. COOKE,
an individual resident of Tennessee

as party of the first part (hereinafter, collectively, referred to as “Grantor”), and

PROGRESSIVE LAFAYETTE I, INC,,
a Georgia corporation

as party of the second part (hereinafter referred to as “Grantee”). The words “Grantor” and
“Grantee” include their respective heirs, successors, and assigns where the context requires or

permits,
WITNESSETIH
THAT, Grantor, for and in consideration of the sum of Ten and No/100 Dollars (310.00),

and other good and valuable considerations, in hand paid at and before the sealing and delivery
of these presents, the receipt and sufficiency whereof are hereby acknowledged, has granted,

1304594y 1




78

bargained, sold, aliened, conveyed and confirmed, and by these presents does hereby grant,
bargain, sell, alien, convey and confirm unto Grantee all that certain tract or parce] of real
property lying and being in Walker County, Georgia, being more particularly described on
Exhibit “A”, attached hereto and made a part hereof, together with all improvements thereon and
appurtenances thereto.

This conveyance is made subject only to those certain matters described on Exhibit “B”
attached hereto and made a part hereof.

TO HAVE AND TO HOLD said tract or parcel of real property, with all and singular the
rights, members and appurtenances thereof, to the same being, belonging, or in any manner
appertaining, to the only proper use, benefit and behoof of Grantee forever in FEE SIMPLE.

AND THE SAID GRANTOR will warrant and forever defend the right and title to the
above-described real property unto Grantee against the claims of all persons whomsoever
claiming by, through or under Grantor, except as hereinabove set forth.

IN WITNESS WHEREOF, Grantor has signed and sealed this deed the day and year first
above written.

Signed, sealed and delivered in the GRANTOR:
presence of:
"‘M “?//6—“4’/ W[ % (SEAL)
Wuness A. RE ECCA SMITH
Q,L&m &C‘&:‘q 1@& \\\\\IHIHIIIII//,/
Nolary Public G’\\\\“ ,/
$ ‘nlsszo;, U
[NOTARY SEAL] £, { S May %2
ES RS
- . EW 2002 ;S
My commission expires: EW S §
y o) p %?? -'.é.“ _‘."?;”%§

”'fflmmﬁm\\\\“\\'

[signatures continue on following page]

2.

) 303594v1




795

Signed, sealed and delivered in the GRANTOR:

presence of:

M«M Tiencen S Aboade s
MARCIA S. EDWARDS

Witness
N )
S -
Notary Public \\\\‘“\““m"””/////
S 9\\—.‘?.“.‘.'.5.., ///,/
[NOTARY SEAL] S QTSI 0L
g 5% Z
. , £/ may O 2
My commission expires: =N 12 thE
2 g 2002 &7 §
) 'ﬁ"oum. SRS
///////7:‘7 'p'\.ie\' S
////llllllllll\\\\\\\\\\\\

13045%4v1
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Signed, sealed and delivered in the GRANTOR:
presence of:

Qo CGuilo ] Clos J Lendy

Witness (_/ ELENA S. LUNDY
f/k/a ELENA §. COOKE
QQ»&—W\Q é)ﬁb‘—*-ﬁ/
N otary Public
W
[NOTARY SEAL] & \\\\\\\\—\\?N.'?.”M//" "
sassioy 2
My commission expires: Q MAY e‘h@ 3
12
‘%’ 2002 &
,,;fd;fl?9.v.~ff. <

4y PUSK
7 Y
eSSy

-4-

1304589v1

(SEAL)




/03

Walker County, GA 104

Filed and Recorded in this office 2002, pes
Racorded in Deed Book, /0 17 Page, 703 — 7 /5

Bilt McDaniel, Clerk

AFTER RECORDING RETURN TO:
Michael Q. Kulla - Hughes and White
Shadowood Office Park, Suite 440

2110 Powers Ferry Road

Atlanta, Georgia 30339-5058

37008y

LAND USE RESTRICTION AGREEMENT

This Land Use Restriction Agreement ("Agreement") is executed January 10,
2002, by and between the Georgia Housing and Finance Authority, a public corporation
and instrumentality of the State of Georgia (the "Lender") and Progressive LaFayette |,
Inc., a Georgia corporation {the "Owner").

RECITALS:

A. Owner owns the land described on the attached Exhibit A. Owner is
building or will build a multi-family rental housing project on the land and the project
will be known as "Woodlands Village" (the land and all current and future improvements
are collectively referred to as the "Property"). The housing will constitute "affordable
housing" as defined in Section 215 of the Act.

B. Lender is lending Owner $3,283,000.00 in HOME Funds and state funds
to construct the housing (the "Loan"). The Loan is evidenced by a promissory note from
Owner to Lender (the "Note").

C. Pursuant to Section 215(a)(1)(E) of the Act, and the HOME Regulations,
Owner must comply with occupancy, rent, and other restrictions.




AU llllllli(llﬂllllﬂlllhIlHIl\ll\llI

D: 000289200006
Filed 01/10/2006 at 08 1
9 Amt: Page
\Fl:lker Ga. clerk 5uperlor court

«x1383 768-773

Reference: After recording, return to:
Deed Book 1077, Page 703; Arnalf Golden Gregory LLP
Deed Book 1188, Page 33; and, 171 17th Street

Deed Book 1239, Page 783 Suite 2100

Walker County, Georgia Records Atlanta, Georgia 30363

Attn: Jeffrey C. Adams

THIRD AMENDMENT OF
LAND USE RESTRICTION AGREEMENT

This Third Amendment of Land Use Restriction Agreement (“Amendment”) is
executed as of the dates shown on the attached signature page, intended to be effective on
or about February 1, 2005, by and between the Georgia Housing and Finance Authority, a
public corporation and instrumentality of the State of Georgia (the “Lender”) and
Progressive LaFayette |, Inc. a Georgia corporation (“Owner”).

RECITALS:

A, Owner owns a multi-family rental housing project known as “Woodlands
Village,” located on land located in Walker County, Georgia, as more particularly
described on Exhibit A attached hereto and made a part hereof.

B. In connection with a loan from Lender, certain restrictive covenants
relating to the land and project were put in place by a Land Use Restriction Agreement,
dated January 10, 2002 (the “Original Agreement”), recorded at Deed Book 1077, page

1860962v2



703 of the real estate records of Walker County, Georgia; a subsequent First
Amendment of Land Use Restriction Agreement, dated April 9, 2003 (‘Eirst
Amendment"), recorded at Deed Book 1188, page 33, of the real estate records of
Walker County, Georgia; and, a subsequent Second Amendment of Land Use
Restriction Agreement, dated February 13, 2004 (the “Second Amendment’), recorded
at Deed Book 1239, page 783 of the real estate records of Walker County, Georgia
(collectively, the Original Agreement, First Amendment, and Second Amendment are
hereinafter referred to as the “Agreement”).

C. The parties want to amend the Agreement, as set forth below.

NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of the promises herein and other good and
valuable consideration, the receipt and sufficiency of which are hereby acknowledged,
the parties agree as follows:

1. Definitions. Capitalized terms not defined in this Amendment shall have
the same meaning as in the Agreement. As used in this Amendment and the
Agreement, “family” means “family” as defined in the HOME Regulations and includes a
single person and a one-member family.

2. Section 1.07. The Agreement is amended by deleting the existing section
1.07 and replacing it with the following new section 1.07:

1.07. “Older Person” means a natural person who is 55 years of age or older.

3. Section 1.13. The Agreement is amended by deleting Section 1.13, as
previously amended, and replacing it with the following:

1.13. "Low Income Family” means, in the case of a Unit occupied or to be
occupied by one Person, an Older Person whose Annual Income does not
exceed 60% of the Area Median Income, and in the case of a Unit occupied by a
family with more than one Person (whether or not related), at least one member
of the family occupying or to be occupying the Unit is an Older Person and the
aggregate Annual Income of the family members does not exceed 60% of the
Area Median Income.

4. Section 1.15. The Agreement is amended by deleting Section 1.15, as
previously amended, and replacing it with the following:

1.15. “Other Low Income Family" means, in the case of a Unit occupied or to be
occupied by one Person, an Older Person whose Annual Income does not
exceed 50% of the Area Median Income, and in the case of a Unit occupied by a
family with more than one Person (whether or not related), at least one member
of the family occupying or to be occupying the Unit is an Older Person and the
aggregate Annual Income of the family members does not exceed 50% of the
Area Median Income.

5. Section 1.22. The Agreement is amended by deleting Section 1.22, as
previously amended, and replacing it with the following:

1860962v2



1.22. “Very Low income Family” means, in the case of a Unit occupied or to be
occupied by one Person, an Older Person whose Annual Income does not
exceed 45% of the Area Median Income, and in the case of a Unit occupied by a
family with more than one Person (whether or not related), at least one member
of the family occupying or to be occupying the Unit is an Older Person and the
aggregate Annual Income of the family members does not exceed 45% of the
Area Median Income.

6. Section 2.01. The Agreement is amended by deleting Section 2.01, as

previously amended, and replacing it with the following:

2.01. Use of the Property. During the Affordability Period on a continucus basis,
Owner will: (a) maintain the Property as rental housing and, subject to Exhibit B,
will rent or offer to rent Units only to Low Income Families, Other Low Income
Families, or Very Low Income Families, provided, however, at least 80% of the
total units in the Project rented at any particular time must be occupied by at
least one Person who is an Older Person; and (b) maintain the site amenities set
forth in Owner's loan application or other materials submitted to Lender in
support of the loan application, namely, a laundry room that is equipped with
washers and dryers, a clubhouse/office, an equipped play court, front decorative
fencing, a picnic area, and a landscape sprinkler system. Each Unit will be
provided with refrigerator, stove, a garbage disposal, dishwasher, and washer
and dryer hookups. Any laundry or community facilities located on the Property
shall be for the exclusive use of the tenants and shall not be available for use by
general public.

7. Except as specifically modified by this Amendment, the Agreement

remains in full force and effect and unchanged. The parties do not intend that this
instrument shall be a novation of the Agreement, but only an amendment.

1880962v2

[Signatures on next page]



IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties have executed this Amendment as of the
above date.

Signed, sealed and delivered PROGRESSIVE LAFAYETTE I, INC.

on Decembe R, 2005
in the presence of; M
Aond <V By: élééﬁ

Bruce C. Gunter, President
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EXHIBIT: *A” -

All ¢t t 32 -1 aud ercelaf land Iylkg and being in Land Lot 315 of
Diatilak, &1 Gagtien off Watker Counby, Georgis and being oxe
larly- deucrikad an Lolicis: To find the TRUE POINT OF

NG 'conmatice: 4t the /inksrgaction of the weat right of way lins
Naxeh Matn <tram: {40 ByW) and the wast xight-of way line of
ghway 27, {yariable ¥ henige runi northwesterly along tha
ght' 5L way line of wgsE~Norbh ‘Maiiy Hcreat 80.65 faat to &
rallrdad Bpike'rﬁhicﬂ is the 'I‘RUE POIN’I‘ OF BEGINNING : o

Thence' i . south 87 {degzees 40 minu\:es 00 seoconda. west 1019 42 fest
to an {ixen pin met; [thefed run’ piorth 01 degrees 14 minutes:16 seconds
emst 401,03  f&at. bo{an Lron pitiiget). thencé run north 48 degrees 16
winutss 37 Faconds dast: 873,95 fect €6 & rebar found on thié weast
right Jof way line of West North Main Strest; thencs wn aldng the
west glght of way lina the Folldwiig courses and distances: south 11
degress 35 minutes 40 ssconde east’IS.60 Feet to a point; south 16
degreds 31 minutas sacondp. ekst 113.72 feot to a point; south 20
dagrase 25 minufes 29 -wecondg.cast 46414 feet to.a polnt; pouth 21
degreqs 19 minutea 36 seconds east 86.68 feet to a point; south 23
degracs 07.minutes (3 saconds eagt 123,91 feet to a railroad epike at
+ the PQINT OE' BEGINNING. ’

. Baid tract or"purce contEing 8, 50 m:;:ea a8 shown on that cartain
ALTA/NCSM survey fo Progressive lafayatke I, Inc., Progressive
Redevalopmant, Inc. | ridelity National fitle Insurance Company of New
York and First Unio National Bnnk. Treparsed by Compton Buiveyiag,
LLC, Kearing the sadl of Max Rundall Compten, Qeorgla R.L.B. NO.2584,
dated (Novembe: 20, J000.. Last révised Dacenber 26 ,2001.



EXHIBIT B

ject t seition 2,05, the following number aiid types of Units are restricted to famifies or

ndividuals with an Annuaf Income of 60% of loss of AMI and are subject to the following rent

ZE

ctlons )

For é cne-bcdmom uriits; tho gréatér. of{l)mwumum wonthly rent of $434.00 Tess the
apphcubfc Utility Allowance; or (2) the lesser of (2) 30% of 60% of monthly AMI for a
kottsehiold of 1.5 persans, less the applicable Utility Atlowance or (b) the HUD Fair
Market Rent for one-bedroom units, less the applicable Utility Allowance.

F‘or 3 Wo-bedmom units: the grmer of (1) maximun: monthly rent of $522.00 less the
applwa‘oi‘e Utility Allowance; or (2) theJesser of (a) 30% of 60% of monthly AMI for s
household of'F persons, less the. apphcablo Utility Allowance or (b) the HUD Fair Market
Rent for two-bedroom units, {ess the applicable Utility Allowance.

ject to ssetion 2.05, the following number arid types of Units are restricted to families or

redtrictions:

S
in?lvidualéwﬁth‘-an Annual Income of 5G% or less of AMI and are subject to the following rent

3 applxca
. "househo of L, .5 persong less the agplicable Utility Allowance or (b) the HUT Fair

For 23 on&-besdroom unlts: the greatar of (1) maximum monthly rent of $434.00 less the

applicable Utility Allowance; or {Z) the fesser of (2) 30% of 50% of monthly AMT for a

tiousehold-of 1.5 persons, Tesx the applicable Utility Allowance or (b) the HUD Faic
Market Rie‘nt for one-bédroc'rn units, jess the applicable Utility Allowance.

For 6 fwo-bed.mou_ units: tha | grcawr of(l) maximum montkly rent of $522.00:less the
apphicable Utility Alowance; or (2) the-fesser of (1) 30% of 50% of monthly AMI for a
Household-of 3 persons, less the applicable Utility Alowarice or (b) the HUD Fair Market
Rent for two-bedroom units, lsss the applicable Utility Allowance.

Subject o settion. 2,05, the following number and types of Units are restricted to familles or
bividusis-with an Annusl Income of 45% or less of A,M_I and are subject to the following rent

individ
rB] tﬁotions:

For Lt origsbedroorn nnifs: the greatet of (1) maxkum monthly rent of $370. 00 less the
itity. Allowance; or (2) thé-lesser 6f (a) 30% of 40% of n:onthly AMI for a

Markot Rént f‘ar on&bedroom unifs; !ess the applicable Utility Allowancs,

For 3 twq-bedmom umfs v.he g:eam* of(l)maxlmum monthly rent of $444.00:Jess the .
applicable Utility Allojvance; or (2) the lesser of (a) 30% of 40% of monthly AMI for a.
household of 3 persons, less the applicatils Utility Allowance or (b) the HUD Fair Market
Rent for two<bedroom units, less the spplicabie Utility Allowance.
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AVERAGE

Owner and Parcel Informatlon

b S -.'

PROGRESSIVE LAFAYETTE INC

C/O MARVIN F POER & COMPANY

Today s Date .
_IParcel Number )

Aprll 24 2012 |

[ e, P )

P P,

o M AL

2011 Tax Year Value Informatlon

Tax District

f Lafayette (blstrlct

1005 015

Neighborhood
Homestea'd
Exemphon o

Parcel Map

L 24, 8500

i
:
$01) i
f

1 6.52

6,968 8

Land ,f Improvement l Accessory ‘g Total ' APre\}ious '
Value | Value Value i Value _Value
$ 33,240 ! $ 1,330,120 i $ 11,675 ) $ 1,375,035 $ 1 375,035
2011 Assessment Notice
Land Informatlon ,
Type ) ¥ Calculatlon Method Acres Photo
RES ' H Acres 6. 52 NA
e = 22 bt W % 74 W CESTEITR P AT Nt EE -l
r- - Adt-l;al H .Wail » Wall i Eﬁteridr i
! ;
pescription Yalue Year Built ! ! f Height Frames i wall i
" . — L ol 3 - B st i 4 :

OFFICE ! | ; ;
BUILDING / $ 70,880 1935 ; 1982 ; 1,768 { 8 ) WOooD H STONE

AVG. i ; : %

- P e ==, . AR, s .-

Roof Interior Floor Floor { Ceiling } . . i . :

Cover Walls Construction Finish 4 Finish i Lighting ? Jeating s'f?_tCh : |
ASHPHALT i STANDARD CENTRAL AIR  \fop, criis By il i
SHINGLES PLASTER s CARPET_/HARDWOOD[ IPLASTER | RESIDENTIAL | CONDITIONING -Sketch IBL{lldmg;}L I
De.scriv o Y Actual ; Effective ! Square -  wall ‘wall Exterior i

iy h Year Built | Year Built {* _Feet ; Height i Frames t wall
APT- MULTIPLE/ I ]
AVERAGE :‘ $ 222,400 2003 N | 19?2 | 4,1({8 8 ; WOooD i VINYL SID.INCf

Roof } Interior % Floor Celllng ; . . i = |

Cover *_. Wwalls j Finish Finish “ IT|ght|n”g _I Heat‘ling 3 SRCIE
ASHPHALT ; i STANDARD | CENTRALAIR
SHINGLES SHEETROCK ) 11311l ; RESIDENTI_I_\L ; CONDITIONING j o 2!

Description value Effective  wall i wall 1 “Exterior y
p Year Buiilt Height i Frames [ Wall
'APT MULTIPLE/ :
AVERAGE $ 603,200 2003 6,812 8 VINYL SIDING

Roof Interior Floor 1 cCeiling L )

Cover Walls Construction Finish nghtl_ng i UL i Sketch
ASHPHALT icupernoey . CONCRETE ON | CARDET /TTL | et r;[{ STANDARD CENTRAL AIR i giecch Bifdling 3 |
SHINGLES ISHEETROCK | “"Groyyp |  CARPET/TILE isng:_.s_zo,,::% RESIDENTIAL | CONDITIONING | u.je,,uh Building 3 |
Deserlotion Talue Actual Effective f Square | ; wall {

Iptio Year Buiit Year Built . Feet 1 i Frames |
w2 et e 1 3 .
APT-MULTIPLE/ | | $433,640 2003 1082 : wooD E VINYL SIDING

http://gpublic7.qpublic.net/ga_display.php?county=ga walker&KEY=1005 015

4/24/2012



Roof
Cover

ASHPHALT
SHINGLES

Sale Date
12-15-2000
03-15-1995
12-24-1990
08-10-1989
11-18-1977
01-01-1972

Interior
Walls

SHEETROCK

Description
PAVING, ASPHALT
PAVING, ASPHALT
PAVING, ASPHALT

Deed Book Plat Page

1000 783
759 467
643 708
613 543
438 302
131111

Permit Date

Recent Sales in Area

Floor
Construction

CONCRETE ON
GROUND

Price
$ 165,750
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Floor
Finish

CARPET/TILE

Ceiling . .
Finish Lighting
STANDARD
SHEETROCK  prg1DENTIAL

Accessory Information

Year Built
2003
2003
2003

Dimensions/Units
62x91 0
47x125 0
62x115 0

Sale Information

Reason

QUALIFIED - VACANT

SEE NOTES
SEE NOTES
SEE NOTES
SEE NOTES
SEE NOTES

Grantor
SMITH, REBECCA A & ETAL
SMITH, DERELLE BURNEY
SMITH, A REBECCA, MARCIA S
SMITH, DERELLE BURNEY
BURNEY, MRS GRACE M

Permit Information
Permit Number Type

No permit information associated with this parcel.

Previous Parcel

Next Parcel

Field Definitions

CENTRAL AIR
CONDITIONING

Return to Main Search Page

Page 2 of 2

Heating Sketch

Sketch Building 4 |

Value
$ 3,892
$ 3,891
$ 3,892
Grantee

PROGRESSIVE, LAFAVETTE, INC
SMITH, REBECCA A & ETAL
SMITH, DERELLE BURNEY

SMITH, A REBECCA, MARCIA S
SMITH, DERELLE BURNEY

BURNEY, MRS GRACE M

Description

Walker Home

The Assessor's Office makes every effort to produce the most accurate information possible. No warranties, expressed or implied, are provided
for the data herein, its use or interpretation. The assesment information is from the last certified taxroll, All data is subject to change before
the next certified taxroll. Website Updated: April 20, 2012

http://qpublic7.qpublic.net/ga_display.php?county=ga walker& KEY=1005 015

© 2009 by the County of Walker, GA | Website design by gpublic.net

4/24/2012
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Woalker County Assessor

A
Chn:g

Parcel: 1005 015 Acres: 6.52 y

Name: PROGRESSIVE LAFAYETTE INC Land Value $33,240.00 fomny V‘

Site: 0N MAIN ST Building Value $1,330,120.00 Lﬁ

SEIE $165,750 on 12-2000 Reason=LM Qual=Q [LUEAEIE] $11,675.00

C/O MARVIN F POER & COMPANY Total Value: $1,375,035.00

3520 PIEDMONT ROD NE SUITE 410
ATLANTA, GA 30305

Mail;

The Walker County Assessor's Office makes every effort to produce the most accurate information possible. No warranties, expressed or implied, are provided for the data
herein, its use or interpretation. The assessment information is from the last certified taxroll. All data is subject to change before the next certified taxroll. PLEASE NOTE
THAT THE PROPERTY APPRAISER MAPS ARE FOR ASSESSMENT PURPOSES ONLY NEITHER WALKER COUNTY NOR ITS EMPLOYEES ASSUME
RESPONSIBILITY FOR ERRORS OR OMISSIONS ---THIS IS NOT A SURVEY---
Date printed: 04/24/12: 12:48:11



Walker County Assessor

Parcel: 1005 015 Acres: 6.52

Name: PROGRESSIVE LAFAYETTE INC Land Value $33,240.00
Site: O N MAIN ST Building Value $1,330,120.00

$11,675.00

SEIEE $165,750 on 12-2000 Reason=LM Qual=Q [LUIEAEITES

C/O MARVIN F POER & COMPANY Total Value: $1,375,035.00

3520 PIEDMONT ROD NE SUITE 410
ATLANTA, GA 30305

Mail:
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P ——
Mvitreve -sa-unm

The Walker County Assessor's Office makes every effort to produce the most accurate informatiors possible. No warranties, expressed or implied, are provided for the data
herein, its use or interpretation. The assessment information is from the last certified taxroll. All data is subject to change before the next certified taxroll. FLEASE NOTE

THAT THE PROPERTY APPRAISER MAPS ARE FOR ASSESSMENT PURPOSES ONLY NEITHER WALKER COUNTY NOR ITS EMPLOYEES ASSUME

RESPONSIBILITY FOR ERRORS OR OMISSIONS ---THIS IS NOT A SURVEY---

Date printed: 04/24/12:12:47:17
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APPENDIX E
Non-Scope Testing

(Lead based paint, Lead in soil, Lead in water, Asbestos, Radon,
Vapor Encroachment)

GEC



Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessiment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

Lead-Based Paint Inspection
And
Visual Assessment Report

Survey Date: May 12, 2012
GEC Project Number 120313.240

1201 North Main Street
Lafayette, Georgia
Year Built: 1935

Property Owner:

Progressive Lafayette Inc.

3520 Piedmont Road N.E., Suite 410
Atlanta, Georgia 30305

Prepared For: Prepared By:

Olympia Construction Geotechnical & Environmental
Attn: Butch Richardson Consultants, Inc.

P.O. Box 1909 514 Hillerest Industrial Boulevard
Alberiviiie, Alabama 35950 Macon, GA 31204

(478) 757-1606

LEAD INSPECTOR: Todd K. Peterman
GA LEAD RISK ASSESSOR # 50-CMB-0412-7897
Expiration: February 24, 2013
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Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

June 7, 2012

Olympia Construction
Attn: Butch Richardson
P.O. Box 1909

Albertville, Alabama 35950

Subject: Lead-Based Paint Inspection Report for
Single Family Property Located at:
1201 North Main Street
Lafayette, Georgia

Dear Mr. Richardson:
Please find enclosed the lead inspection report for the single family home located at 1201 North Main
Street, Lafayette, Georgia . The XRF survey was performed within current acceptable industry

guidelines — Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Guidelines Chapter 7 (Revised 1997) and Georgia
Regulations.

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. conducted a lead paint inspection at the above-
referenced site. The property is a single family home.

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. used a Niton XLP-303A X-ray fluorescence (XRF)
lead paint analyzer to sample paint for lead. XRF Instrument serial #SN 7904 was used on this job.

Licensed Georgia Lead Inspector/Risk Assessor Todd K. Peterman (License No. GA 50 CMB 0412
7897, Expiration Date February 24, 2013) tested this site on May 12, 2012.

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. has determined that there is lead-based paint in
the property, and lead hazard reduction activities will be required.

If you have any questions and/or cominents, please contact us directly at (478) 757-1606.

Sincerely,

TODD K. PETERMAN
GA Lead-Based Paint Inspector/Risk Assessor # 50 CMB 0412 7897

Enclosure



Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

II. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. has been authorized to perform a lead based paint
survey at the property located at 1201 North Main Street, Lafayette, Georgia . Progressive Lafayette
Inc., 1201 North Main Street, Lafayette, Georgia , owns the property. Mr. Todd K. Peterman, a Georgia
Licensed Lead-Based Paint Inspector/Risk Assessor, who is employed by Geotechnical &
Environmental Consultants, Inc, performed the inspection. The inspector tested all painted components
according to the specifications described in the protocols for lead-based paint testing in the Housing and
Urban Development (HUD) Guidelines (Revised 1997) for the inspection of lead based paint — Chapter
7. Additionally, all Federal, State and City Regulations governing the inspection of lead based paint for
Georgia were followed. All fieldwork associated with the Lead inspection was performed on May 12,
2012 from 10:00 A.M. To 11:15 A.M. A total of Eight (8) room equivalents were tested with a total of
one hundred six (106) XRF readings and nine (9) calibrations.

The survey of the painted components was performed using a Niton XLP-303A X-ray Fluorescence
(XRF) meter. The data collected is in the section titled “XRF Results.” Wall “A” in each room is the
wall where the front exterior door opening is located. Going clockwise and facing Wall “A”, Wall “B” is
always to the right, Wall “C” directly to the rear and Wall “D” to the left.

In addition, a surface-by-surface visual inspection of all painted surfaces throughout the entire propeity
was petformed in conjunction with the XRF testing to determine which lead-based painted
surfaces/components are deteriorated (above the de minimis level).

The home located at 1201 North Main Street, Lafayette, Georgia is a single-story, occupied home
that was reportedly constructed in 1935. The house has 2 rooms, a kitchen, a dining room, a living room,
a office, and a bathroom. A simplified floor plan is included in section V. Lead based paint was
discovered in the outside and the interior areas. Seven (7) XRF readings from the outside (door frim,
windows, soffit, fascia, and trim) and two (2) XRF readings from the interior (kitchen window trim)
tested positive for lead-based paint.

III.  SCOPE OF INSPECTION

A. Building Background

The property located at 1201 North Main Street, Lafayette, Georgia is a former single-family home
used as an office and community room located at Woodland Village Apartment Complex. This property
was reportedly built in 1935. GEC received verbal permission from the property manager before
accessing the proverty, as the property is used as an office and is in the Department of Community
Affairs application process.



Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessiment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

B. Preface

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. has been contracted to perform lead-based paint testing
of the above-referenced single family home to determine the possible presence, condition, location and
amount of lead paint. The testing was conducted on May 12, 2012.

C. Training

The inspector utilized by Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. has EPA/State licensure and
is a licensed Lead Risk Assessor. The technicians utilized by Geotechnical & Environmental
Consultants, Inc. are state accredited and have also been trained in the use, calibration and maintenance
of the X-ray Fluorescence (XRF) equipment they currently use, along with necessary principles of
Radiation Safety.

D. Equipment

XRF Instrument serial # SN 7904 was used on this job. The instrument was last serviced in April 2012.
See Appendix VIII for XRF Performance Characteristic Sheets (PCS).

E. Inspection Company

The inspection was performed by an inspector/Risk Assessor employed by Geotechnical &
Environmental Consultants, Inc., 514 Hillcrest Industrial Boulevard, Macon, GA 31204, (License
number GA 10079930, and Expiration Date February 1, 2013). The company’s telephone number is
(478) 757-1606.

F. Methods

The calibration of the Niton XLP-303A is done in accordance with the Performance Characteristic Sheet
(PCS) for this instrument. These XRF instruments are calibrated using the calibration standard block of
known 1.0mg/cm? lead content. Three calibration readings are taken before and after each home is
tested to insure manufacturer’s standards are met. If for any reason the instrument is not maintaining a
consistent calibration reading within the manufacturer’s standards for performance on the calibration
block supplied by the manufacturer, manufacturer’s recommendations are used to bring the instrument
into calibration. If the instrument cannot be brought back into calibration it is taken off the site and sent
back to the manufacturer for repair and/or re-calibration.

G. Findings
This property is a single-family home. The Chapter 7 Single-Family Testing Rules were followed.

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. determined that some of the components tested
contain lead in amounts greater than or equal to l.Omg/cm2 in paint.



Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

Positive XREF Results

Reading No Time Component Substrate Side Condition Celor Site Inspector Room  Results  PbC
I 2 6/12/2012 9:13! ? CALIBRATE LAFAYETIE{TKP i Positive | 1
| 316/12/2012 9:141 ‘ CALIBRATE LAFAYETTETKP i Positive | 1
| 41 6/12/2012 9:14) | CALIBRATE LAFAYETTEITKP i Fositive | 1.3
\ 51 6/12/2012 9:14 ) CALIBRATE LAFAYETTEITKP \ Puositive 1.1
| 631 6/12/2012 9:32 WINDOW ‘WOOD INTACT  WHITE  LAFAYETTE: TKP KITCHEN PFositiva 2.3
| 651 6/12/2012 9:32 WINDOW WOooD INTACT  WHITE  LAFAYETTE: TKP KITCHEN Fositive 338
‘ 8716/12/2012 9:39 CEILING woob INTACT ~ GRAY LAFAYETTE TKP OUTSIDE Pasitive 36
J 88 5/12/2012 9:40 TRIM WwooD INTACT ~ GRAY LAFAYETTE TKP OUTSIDE Puositi 1.Gi

94 £/12/2012 9:43 DOOR TRIM  WOQD INTACT ~ WHITE ~ LAFAYETTE:TKP OUTSIDE Fasit 2.6
! 951 6/12/2012 $:43 DOOR TRIM  WOQD PEELING WHITE ~ LAFAYETTE[TKP OUTSIDE Pasitiva 4
i 97| 5/12/2012 9:44 VWINDOW waooD PEELING WHITE  LAFAYETTE TKP OUTSIDE Fasitive 39
| 98] 5/12/2012 9:46 WINDOW  WOOD PEELING WHITE  LAFAYETTE TKP OUTSIDE Pasitiva 1.8
102] 512/2012 9:49 SOFFIT ~ WOOD PEELING YELLOW [AFAYETTETKP OUTSIDE 5.3!
103/ 6/12/2012 3:51 CALIBRATE i LAFAYETTE TKP ! 1.1
| 1041 5/12/2012 9:52 CALIBRATE LAFAYETTETKP 1)
| 105" 6/12/2012 9;53 CALIBRATE LAFAYETTE TKP 1.1

H. Conclusions

The components listed in Section IV were determined to be positive for lead paint, as defined by
Environmental Protection Agency/Department of Housing and Urban Development (EPA/HUD) and the
Georgia Department of Natural Resources Environmental Protection Division (EPD) as containing lead
in concentrations greater than or equal to 1.0mg/cm?.

When evaluating this report, it is assumed (Chapter 7, HUD Guidelines), that if ome testing
combination (ex: living room/window sill/wood) in an interior or exterior room equivalent is found
to be positive for lead-based paint, then all other similar testing combinations in that room
equivalent are also assumed to be positive for lead-based paint. The exception to this assumption
is when 100% of the similar testing combinations in the room equivalent are tested. In addition,
all testing combinations not tested are assumed to be positive for lead-based paint.

This inspection is done in accordance with Lead Safe Housing Rule 24 CFR Part 25, subpart F as
amended June 21, 2004. The sample results are presented in Section VI. The surface conditions varied
from poor to intact at the time of inspection. In compliance with “HUD’s Final Rule,” you will need to
reduce potential hazards by stabilizing all deteriorated lead-based paint in housing built before 1978,
uniess the property is exemnpi. Upon coinpleiion of paini siabilization aciiviiies, 1IUD requires a
clearance examination to determine that paint stabilization efforts were performed adequately. Paint
stabilization means to repair any defect in the substrate or any defect in a building component that is
causing the paini deterioraiion and io remove aii ioose paint and other loose materiai from the surface io
be treated utilizing lead-safe work practices, and to apply a new protective coating or paint.
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In general:

Testing combinations found to be in “intact” condition require no action. They should, however, be
inspected visually by a LBP professional on at least an annual basis for evidence of deterioration.
Testing combinations found to be in “fair” or “poor” condition should at a minimum undergo paint
film stabilization using lead-safe work practices. If these testing combinations are part of friction
or impact surfaces (e.g., window assemblies and door assemblies), they should be removed and
replaced rather than stabilized. This typically increases the cost per component or assembly by at
least 50%.

The Final Rule specifies who can perform paint stabilization of deteriorated surfaces. A certified lead
paint abatement supervisor must either supervise the repair contractor, or successfully complete
one of several courses approved by HUD. A list of contractors who are under the supervision of a
certified lead paint abatement supervisor can be located from the State or EPA Lead Control Office.
Contractors who are also able to perform the work must be able to document that they have successtully
completed a qualifying course.

Examples of such courses follow:

1. An accredited lead abatement supervisor course;

2- An accredited lead-based paint worker course;

3. “The Lead-Based Paint Maintenance Training Program” developed by the National
Environmental Training Association for EPA and HUD;

4. “The Remodeler’s and Renovator’s Lead-Based Paint Training Program” prepared by HUD and

the National Association of the Remodeling Industry (NARI); and
3. Any course approved by HUD after consultation with EPA for this purpose.

The management company will determine, with HUD, whether lead hazard reduction will be performed
at the property.

A Clearance Examination will include a visual evaluation of all surfaces that were determined to be
defective during the initial inspection, and collection of dust samples. It should be determined that the
deteriorated paint surfaces have been climinated and that no settled dust lead hazards exist in the
dwelling or unit. A Certified/Licensed Lead Inspector/Risk Assessor must sign the clearance report.

Clearance testing will be performed on the homes that were determined to have deteriorated lead-based
paint above the de minimis levels (2 square feet or 10% of a component with a small surface area, such
as interior window sills, baseboards and trim or 20 square feet on exterior surfaces).

Some painted surfaces may contain levels of lead below 1.0mg/cm?; these components could create lead
dust or lead contaminated soil hazards if the paint is turned into dust by abrasion, scraping or sanding. If
conditions of intact paint surfaces become destabilized, these conditions will need to be addressed in the
future. If any construction or modernization work is done on the premises, this report should be given to
the contractors as well as the tenants.

If the lead evaluation results indicate the presence of lead-based paint, the prospective owner may wish
to obtain, at the prospective owner’s expense, additional services of a lead-based paint inspector or risk
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assessor, certified for the State in which the property is located, to help understand the positive results,
This person would review this report and may re-evaluate any areas in question and/or additional areas.
Interpretations and possible actions may vary when only a few readings indicate the presence of lead-
based paint.

L. Paint Stabilization Recommendations and Cost Estimate

A visual risk assessment was conducted to determine the presence of lead-based paint hazards based on
condition and location of lead-based paint. “Hazardous lead-based paint” means lead-based paint that is
present on a friction surface where there is evidence of abrasion, lead-based paint that is present on an
impact surface that is damaged or otherwise deteriorated from impact, lead-paint that is present on a
chewable surface, or any other deteriorated lead-based paint in any residential building or on the exterior
of any residential building.

A) Deteriorated Lead-Based Paint — Stabilization Actions required

o Stabilize or replace all paint on the exterior trim including door trim, soffits, fascia, that is
positive and reevaluated annually.

e Remove and replace or chemical strip (Onsite or offsite) all window units. (Approximately 18
units)

e Remove and replace interior kitchen window trim.

e Stabilize and encapsulate all exterior wood that contains LBP indicated by the drawings with a
HUD approved LBP encapsulates by a certified LBP contractor licensed in the State of Georgia.

B) Estimated cost of abatement and stabilization of lead based paint components are from
$8,000.00 to $12,000.00 for the stabilization and/or replacement and encapsulation of all the
positive LBP wooden components.

This cost is estimated on the size of home and area industry standards.

C) Hazard Conirol Method Standard Reevaluation Schedule and Type of Reevaluation
Replacement and encapsulation of lead-based paint covered components by a Certified Lead-Based
Paint abatement contractor licensed in the State of Georgia. Visual examinations annually and whenever
information indicates a possible problem.

Reevaluate after stabilization with final clearance testing.

All recommendations, findings, and conclusions stated in this report are based upon facts and

ViitiiaUiieliiUaly, P =S FRLVG AR M LS

circumstances, as they existed at the time of the inspection and at the time that this report was prepared.
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Quantities are approximate.  Contractor shall field verify amount/size of lead-based paint
components/surfaces. Actual costs may be substantially higher.

IV. POSITIVE XRF RESULTS

Interior:

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. determined that inside kitchen window trim
tested positive for lead-based paint.

Exterior:

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. determined that windows/trim; door trim,
ceiling, soffit, fascia, and exterior trim, tested positive for lead-based paint.
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Start Tllme: 10:00 AM. Build Date: 1935
End Time: 11:15 AM. 1,768 Sq. Ft.
*Redindicates positiv e for LBP.
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Vil. License/Certifications

05/27/2010 THU 17:00 FAX 404 362 2653 EPD Radiation Programs [Aooz/008

- Georgia Department of Natural Resources

4220 International Parkway, Suite 100, Atlanta, Georgia 30354
Chrls Clark, Commlssloner

Environmental Profection Divislon

F. Allen Barnes, Director

404-362-2675

- RADIOACTIVE MATERIALS PROGRAM
GEORGIA RADICACTIVE MATERYALS LICENSE

Pursuant to the Georgia Radiation Coniral Act 0.C.G.A. 31-13 (ILB. 947) 1990 and the Georgia Depatiment of Natural Resources Rules and
Regulatlons, designated Chapter 391-3-17, and i reliance on {s and rey Tons | fore made by the leenseo designated below, a
Hleense is hereby fssucd authorizing such licarses to [ransfer, reccive, possess, and use the radioactive material(s) designated below; and to use such
radioactive materials for the purposc(s) and al the place(s) designated below. This license is subject (o afl applicable rules and regulations of the
Georisia Depadinent of Natural Resources and orders issued by the Dey artment, now or haeafler in elfeet, and fo any condilion spzcified helow.

Page 1 of 6 Pages
License Number GA 1388-1
Amendment Number .09

License (1. Name and 2. Address) 3. n accordance with letler dated
December 29, 2009, License Nutmber
" Geofechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc. GA 1388-1 s renewed in its entirety to
514 Hillerest Industrial Boulevards read as follows:

Macon, Georgla 312043472
4, Expiration Date: December 31, 2014

5. Telephone Number: 478-757-1606
Facsimile Number: 478-757-1608

6. RADIOAGTIVE 7. CHEMICAL AND/OR 8. MAXIMUM QUANTITY
MATERIAL (ELEMENT PHYSICAL FORM LICENSEE MAY POSSESS
AND MASS NUMBER) AT ANY ONE TIME

A. Cesium-137 A. Sealed Source (Model A. 13 sources, no single source

number or Models which are to exceed 9 millicuries

registered in accordance with
Rufe 391-3-17.02(11)() or -
equivalent regulations of the

US NRC or another
Agreement Slate)

B. Americium-241:Be B, Sealed Source (Model * B. 13sources, no single source
number or Models which are to exceed 44 millicuries

registered in accordance with
Rule 391-3-17.02(11)(l) or
equivalent regulations of the

US NRC or another
Agreement State)

C. Amerlcium-241:Be C. Sealed Source (Model C. 1 sources, no single source to
number or Models which are exceed 100 millicurles

registered in accordance with
Rule 391-3-17,02(11){l) or
equivalent regulations of the

13
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05/27/2010 THU 17:00 FARX 404 362 2653 BPD Radiation Programs

[@003/008

Georgia Department of Natural Resources

6, RADIOACTIVE
MATERIAL (ELEMENT
AND MASS NUMBER)

D. Cesium-137

E.  Americium 241:Be

F. Cesium-137

G. Amerlcium 241:Be

H. Cadmium-109

Radioactive Materials License

Supplementary Sheet

CHEMICAL AND/OR

" PHYSICAL FORM

US NRC or another
Agreement State)

Sealed Source (Modsl
nurmber or Models which are
registered in accordance with
Rule 391-3-17.02(11)(l) or
equivalent regulations of the
US NRC or another
Agreement State)

Sealed Source (Model
humber or Models which are
registered in accordance with
Rule 391-3-17.02(11)(l) or
equivalent regulations of the
US NRC or another
Agreement State)

Sealed Source (Model
number or Madels which are
registered in accordance with
Rule 391-3-17.02(11)() or
equivalent regulations of the
US NRC or another
Agreement State)

. Sealed Source (Model

number or Models which are
registered In accordance with
Rule 391-3-17.02(11)(l) or
equivalent regulations of the
US NRC or another
Agreement State)

Sealed Source (Model
number or Models which are
registered in accordance with
Rule 391-3-17.02(11)(l) or
equlvalent regulations of the

14

Page 2 of 6 Pages .
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MAXIMUM QUANTITY
LICENSEE MAY POSSESS
AT ANY ONE TIME

2 sources, no single source to
exceed 10 millicuries

2 source, no single source to
excead 50 millicuries

3 sources, no single source to
exceed 11 milllouries

3 sources, no single source to
excesd 44 milllcuries

1 Source, no single source to
excead 50 millicuries
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6. RADIOACTIVE 7. CHEMICAL AND/OR 8. MAXIMUM QUANTITY
MATERIAL (ELEMENT PHYSICAL FORM LICENSEE MAY POSSESS
AND MASS NUMBER) AT ANY ONE TIME

US NRG or another
Agreement State)

9. AUTHORIZED USE

A. and B. For use in Troxler Electronic Laboratories, Inc. Models 3430, 3440, and 3411-B gauges
to determine moisture and density of construction materials.

C. For use in CPN Intérnational, Inc. Model AC-2R devices to determine moisture and
density of construction materials.

D. and E, For use In International, Inc. MC Series devices to defermine moisture and densily of
construction materials,

F.and G. Humbdolt Scientific Inc. Model 5001 P and 5001 EZ devices to determine moisture and
density of construction materlals.

H. For use in Thermo Niton Analyzer, LLC Model XLp series X-Ray Fluorescence device fo
detect lead-based palnt, dust wips, and soil analysis.

CONDITIONS

10. Radioactive materfal shall be stored at 514 Hillcrest Industrial Boulevard, Macon, Georgia
31204, and at 5031 Milgen Court Columbus, Georgia 31907, and at 318 New Alrport Road
LaGrange, Georgia 30240. Radloactive material may be used only at temporary job sites of the
licensee anywhere In the State of Georgia. Thls condition does not prohibit use it other
Agreement States and States under the jurisdiction of the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory Commission
under reciprocity procedures that may be established by an Agreement State or the U.S,
Nuclear Regulatory Commission.

11, The licensee shall comply with the provisions of Georgia Department of Natural Resources Rule
391-3-17-.03, "Standards for Protection Against Radiation. Amended.", Rule 381-3-17-.06,
“Transportation of Radioactive Material. Amended.”, and Rule 391-3-17-.07, "Notices,
Instructions and Reports to Workers: Inspections. Amended.”

12. In accordance with DNR Board Policy adopted May 28, 2003 the fees assoclated with this
license, fee category, C. 11, are: :
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Conditions (continued)
Application Fee $500.00 Annual Fee $1000.00
Amendment Fee $380.00 Non-routine Inspeclion Fee  $1200.00

Checks for the fees should be made payable to the Depariment of Natural Resources,
Radioactive Materials Program, and mailed to the following address:

Radicactive Materials Fees
P.O. Box 101161
Atlanta, GA 30392

Mail license applications, amendment, and renewal requests the same day as the check to the

following address:
Radioactive Materlals Program
4220 Internatlonal Parkway, Suite 100
Allanta, GA 30354

Annual fees are bliled by the Depariment at the beginning of each fiscal year.
13.  The Radiation Safety Officer in this program shall be Jerry B. Williams.

14.  Licensed material shall be used by, or under the supervision of Jerry B, Williams, or by
individuals, who have successfully completed the manufacturer's training program, have
received copies of the licensee's operaling and emergency procedures, and have been
designated by the Radiation Safety Officer. Records/Certificates shall be maintalned for
Department inspection. )

15.  Each portable gauge shall have a lock or outer locked container designed lo prevent
.-unauthorized or accidental removal of the sealed source from its shielded position. The gauge
or its contalier must be locked when in transport, storage, or when not under the direct
surveillance-of an authorized use

16. Except for maintaining labeling as required by 391-3-17.-03, the licensee shall obtain
authorization from the Department befora making any changes in the sealed sourcs, device, or
source-device combination that would alter the description or specifications as indicated in the
Sealed Source Reglstry Issued elther by the Department, an Agreement State or the Nuclear
Regulatory Commission,

17.  Maintenance or repair of portable devices involving removal of sealed sources from the devices
~or removal or dismantling of shielding may be performed only by the device manufacturer, or by

16



Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

05/27/2010 THU 17:01 TFAX 404 362 2653 EPD Radiation Programs [A1006/008

Georgia Department of Natural Resources
Radioactive Materials License
Supplementary Sheet

Page 5 of 6 Pages
License Number GA 1388-1
Amendment Number .09

Conditlons (continued)

persons specifically authorized by the Depariment, Agreement States, or the U.S, Nuclear
Regulatory Commission to perform such services.

18.  Sealed sources contaning radicactive material shall not be opened or removed from their
respective source holders by the licensee.

19.  The licensee shall conduct a physical inventory every 6 months to account for all licensed
material received and possessed under this license. The records of inventories shall be
maintained for inspection by the Department and shall include the quantifies and kinds of
radioactive material, the manufacturer, model and serial number, location of sealed sources,
and the date and name of the individual performing the inventory, ;

20.  Thelicensee shall perform required tests for leakage or contamination at intervals not to exceed
six (6) months in accordance with Rule 391-3-17-,03(6). Analysis of the tests shall bs
performed by persons specifically autharized by the Depariment, the U.S. Nuclear Regulatory
Commission, or an Agreement Stalte {o perform such services.

21, The licensee shall méintain a current utilization log which shall be kept available for inspection
by the Department, for three years from the date of the recorded event, showing for each sealed
source the following information:

A, A unique identiflcation, such as a serial number, for each portable gauge In which a
sealed source is located;

B. The identity of the individual to whom asslgned;

C. Localions where used and dates of use; and

D. The date(s) each source is removed from storage and returned to storage

22, The licenses shall hotify the Radioactive Materials Program, Georgia Depariment of Natural
Resources, of each operation conducted under the license at a location other than that specified
in ltem 2 above when such operation continues for more than 60 days. The licensee shall also
notify this office upon cessation of such operation,

23.  The Licensee shall not vacate or release to unrestricted use a field office or storage location
whose address is Identified in condltlon 10, without prior Depariment approval,

24.  Except as specifically provided otherwise In this license, the llcensee shall conduct its program

in accordance with statements, representations, and procedures contalned in the documents,
including any enclosures listed below: i :
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Conditions (continued)

A, Application with attachments dated December 29, 2009, and signed by Jerry B. Williams,

B. Letter with.attachments dated April 22, 2010, and signed by Jerry B, Williams, RSO.

The Georgla Department of Natural Resources' regulations shall govern unless the statements,
representations and procedures in the licensee's application and correspondence are more restrictive
than the Regulations.

FOR THE DEPARTMENT OF NATURAL RESOURCES

Date: __May 17,2010 BY {éﬂ‘%ﬂ &Wfkg/f

~ Cynthla Sanders
Environmental Health Protection Manager
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Certificate of Achievement

| Todd Peterman
1 Geotechnical & Environmental Consultarnts

Has successfully completed the
Thermo Fisher Scientific NITON Analyzers Manufacturer s Training Course
and is now certified in radiation safety and monitoring, device operation,
and machine maintenance of the NITON XRF Analyzer.

Certificate issued by Thermo Fisher Scientific NITON Analyzers
f (CIH's - The ABIH Awards 1 CM point, approval # 07-1596)

Ui, Gy gy s 00v3000000DpFtr

Trainizg Coordinator Certificate Number

A S 57

2007 Noy 27 / Macon, G

Director of Training Date & Site of Course
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Georgia Environmental Protection Division
Lead-Based Paint Certified Firm License

Judson H. Turneiy Director

4244 International Parkway, Suite 104

Atianin, Georgia-36354

Tisis Is To Certify That

Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Tnc.

Thomas Driver

Owner/Presid ent

Having Saiisfied the Reguiremenis of The Gesrgia Lead Poisoning Prevention Act, 0.5.G.A. 31-41-1, et seg and the
Rules for Lead-Based Paint Hazard Managemernt, Chapter 391-3-24, The Above Referenced Fivm is Heveby Certified
T 0 Perfors Lead-Based Paint Activities in the State of Georgin. This License May Be Subject to Revocation,

. Suspension, or Modification by the Director jfor Cause Including Evidence of Noncompliaiice or For Any
Misr epresentasion Made in the Application, Supporting Data or Subsequer: Submitials Extey ed Therein or Attached
Thereto, or Failed to Maintain Required Records. The Cer vification Holder Agrees to Use Only Georgia Certified

. Individuats When Conducting Georgie Regilated Lead-Based Paint Activities Granted By This License.

Issue Date

Lxpiration Date

2172012

212013

Georgia Lead Firia License Number'

10

0799

30

/ d C-—L«-/—D

Mindy Creen, Ps og: ‘ain Menager
Lead-Based Paine and Asbestss Program
(404) 363-7026

Issued By: Aljosie Larkins
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nBornia EEBEY!E“IHBHHHEE@“ Fﬂﬂlﬁ%iﬂlﬁﬂ @Wﬂ%ﬂ[ﬁﬂl

Hiseipina Gertifcaiin yps Combined Inspector/Risk Assessor
gertifcaintunier 50 CMB 0412 7897
Issued To: Todd K Peterman

[ Gemler | Ueght. . Wogt |- Datwefdirtn |.
[ Mae [ {72 7 25 ~ 2/toiteed |
5 _ ompany 3 . |
Geotechnical & Environmental Consultants, Inc.
_ Nddrass o RO |
514 Hillcrest Industrial Boulevard
6ity | Stte [ [P
Macon J__ Georgia J 31204 {(478) 757-1608
I Certification Issua Date | EerllﬁuaﬂunExmranunI]atﬂ __ 1a tﬂat'el]rTr'aihinu
4/10/2013 I 212412013 i 212412012

This certificate confers all authorifies qranted by Georaia EPD Rules 301-3-24 and allows the ahiove named ﬁnﬁuiﬂua] fo
sErya as alnl

Combined Inspectoi/Risk Assessor

Tris certificata must ba M your pasgession whila conducting activities regulated by Beorgia Rukes 301-3-24. This
eertification [§ only vaid for tha performance of Georgfa regulated Isad-hased paint activitios and when emplayed by
a Beorgia Bartifiod Lead-Based Paint Firm. A renowal application must ba submitted at l2ast thirty (301 days prior to
the expiration date shawn, and a refresher traiing course must be talen befora thalast data of training.

' Issue Date | E\pimtionD'nle‘i

| 41022013 i 212412013 i
4

shiilhe |
bl wen . Georgiu Lead Fzrm Liceise Numiber .
T socmB ‘041z 961
gy e
A%y (&m, Vg s AMantger
1 erdl-Bused Point wrd Iboving Progeain

(4} 303-7320

Issued By Aliosie Larkins
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Lead-Based Paint Inspection and Visual Assessment Report
GEC Project No.: 120313.240

VIII. Performance Characteristic (PCS) Sheets
EFFECTIVE DATE: September 24, 2004 EDITION NO.: 1

MANUFACTURER AND MODEL:

Make: Niton LLC

Tested Model: SLp 300

Source: 109Cd

Note: This PCS is also applicable to the equivalent model variations

indicated below, for the Lead-in-Paint K+L variable reading time
mode, in the XLi and XLp series:
XLi300A, XLi301A, XLi 302A and XLi 303A.
XLp 300A, XLp 301A, XLp 302A and XLp 303A.
XLi700A, XLi 701A, XLi 702A and XLi 703A.
XLp 700A, XLp 701A, XLp 702A, and XLp 703A.

Note: The XLi and XLp versions refer to the shape of the handle part of the instrument. The
differences in the model numbers reflect other modes available, in addition to Lead-in Paint modes.
The manufacturer states that specifications for these instruments are identical for the source, detector,

and detector electronics relative to the Lead-in-Paint mode.

FIELD OPERATION GUIDANCE

OPERATING PARAMETERS:
Lead-in-Paint K+L variable reading time mode.

XRF CALIBRATION CHECK LIMITS:

0.8 to 1.2 mg/em? (inclusive)

The calibration of the XRF instrument should be checked using the paint film nearest 1.0 mg/cm? in
the NIST Standard Reference Material (SRM) used (e.g., for NIST SRM 2579, use the 1.02 mg/cm?
film).

If readings are outside the acceptable calibration check range, follow the manufacturer’s instructions

AYARR N

to bring the insirutients into contiol befure XRF testing pioceeds.
SUBSTRATE CORRECTION:

For XRF results using Lead-in-Paint K+L variable reading time mode, substrate correction is not
needed for: Brick, Concrete, Drywall, Metal, Plaster, and Wood.
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INCONCLUSIVE RANGE OR THRESHOLD:

K+IL MODE THRESHOLD
READING DESCRIPTION SUBSTRATE (mg/em2 )
Results not corrected for substrate basis on any substrate| Brick 1.0
Concrete 1.0
Drywall 1.0
Metal 1.0
Plaster 1.0
Wood 1.0

BACKGROUND INFORMATION

EVALUATION DATA SOURCE AND DATE:

This sheet is supplemental information to be used in conjunction with Chapter 7 of the HUD
Guidelines for the Evaluation and Control of Lead-Based Paint Hazards in Housing (“HUD
Guidelines”). Performance parameters shown on this sheet are calculated from the EPA/HUD
cvaluation using archived building components. Testing was conducted in August 2004 on 133 testing
combinations. The instruments that were used to perform the testing had new sources; one
instrument’s was installed in November 2003 with 40 mCi initial strength, and the other’s was
installed on June 2004 with 40 mCi initial strength.

OPERATING PARAMETERS:

Performance parameters shown in this sheet are applicable only when properly operating the
instrument using the manufacturer’s instructions and procedures described in Chapter 7 of the HUD

Guidelines.

SUBSTRATE CORRECTION VALUE COMPUTATION:

Substrate corrections is not needed for brick, concrete, drywall, metal, plaster, or wood when using
Lead-in-Paint K+, variable reading time mode, the normal operating mode for these instruments. If
substrate correction is desired, refer to Chapter 7 of the HUD Guidelines for guidance on correcting
XREF results for substrate bias.

EVALUATING THE QUALITY OF XRF TESTING:

Randomly select ten testing combinations for retesting from each house or from two randomly
selected units in multifamily housing. Use the K+L variable time mode readings.

Conduct XRF retesting at the ten testing combinations selected for retesting.

Determine if the XRF testing in the units or house passed or failed by applying the steps below.
Commnute the Retest Tolerance Limit by the following steps:
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Determine the XRF results for the original and retest XRF readings. Do not correct the
original or retest results for substrate bias. In single-family housing a result is defined
as the average of three readings. In multifamily housing, a result is a single reading.
Therefore, there will be ten original and ten retest XRF results for each house or for the
two selected units.

Calculate the average of the original XRF results and retest XRF result for each
testing combination.

Square the average for each testing combination.

Add the ten squared averages together. Call this quantity C.
Multiply the number C by 00072. Call this quantity D.

Add the number 0.032 to D. Call this quantity E.

Take the square root of E. Call this quantity F.

Multply F by .645. The result is the Retest Tolerance Limit.
Compute the average of all ten original XRF results.
Compute the average of all ten re-test XRF results.

Find the absolute difference of the two averages.

If the difference is less than the Retest Tolerance Limit, the inspection has passed the retest. If
the difference of the overall averages equals or exceeds the Retest Tolerance Limit, this
procedure should be repeated with ten new testing combinations. If the difference of the
overall averages in equal to or greater than the Retest Tolerance Limit a second time, then the
inspection should be considered deficient.

Use of this procedure is estimated to produce a spurious result approximately 1% of the time. That is,
results of this procedure will call for further examination when no examination is warranted in
approximately 1 out of 100 dwelling units tested.

TESTING TIMES:

For the Lead-in-Paint K+L variable reading time mode, the instrument continues to read until it is
moved away from the testing surface, terminated by the user, or the instrument software indicates the
readings is complete. The following table provides testing time information for this testing mode.
The times have been adjusted for source decay, normalized to the initial source strengths as noted
above. Source strength and type of substrate will affect actual testing times. At the time of testing, the
instruments had source strengths of 26.6 and 36.6 mCi.

TESTING TIMES USING K+L READING MODE (SECONDS)

Median for laboratory-measured
L AllData lead levels (m ’/cmz) Y
. 25% | 75
Substrate ™ Median S Pb<0.25 0.25<Pb<1.0 | 1.0<Pb
rerceiling K €iCEiltiic 4 : - B
Wood
 Drywall 4 11 ] 19 11 15 11
Metal 4 12 18 9 12 14
Brick
Concrete 8 16 22 15 18 16
_Plaster o
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CLASSIFICATION RESULTS:

XRF results are classified as positive if they are greater than or equal to the threshold and negative if
they are less than the threshold.

DOCUMENTATION:

A document titled Methodology for XRE Performance Characteristic Sheets provides an explanation
of the statistical methodology used to construct the data in the sheets, and provides empirical results
from using the recommended inconclusive ranges or thresholds for specific XRF instruments. For a
copy of this document call the National Lead Information Center Clearinghouse at 1-800-424-LEAD.

This XRF Performance Characteristic Sheet was developed by the Midwest Research Institute
(MRI) and QuanTech, Inc., under a contract between MRI and the XRF manufacture. HUD has
determined that the information provided here is acceptable when used as guidance in
conjunction with Chapter 7, Lead-Based Paint Inspection, of HUD’s Guidelines for the
Evaluation and Control of Lead-Based Paint Hazards in Housing.

IX. Glossary

COMMON LEAD-BASED PAINT TERMS

Lead-Based Paint: Any paint, varnish, shellac, or other coating that contains lead equal to or greater
than 1.0 mg/cm?® as measured by XRF or laboratory analysis, or 0.5 percent by dry weight (5,000 ppm)
as measured by laboratory analysis.

Lead-Based Paint Hazards: Housing conditions that cause human exposure to unsafe levels of lead
from paint. These conditions include deteriorated lead-based paint; friction, impact or chewable
painted surfaces; lead-contaminated dust; or lead-contaminated soil.

Physical Terms

Building Component: Any element of a building that may be painted or have dust on its surface, e.g.
walls, stair treads, floors, railings, doors, window sills, etc. Building component replacement: see
Replacement.

Deteriorated Lead-Based Paint: Any lead-based paint coating on a damaged or deteriorated surface
or fixture, or any interior or exterior lead-based paint that is peeling, chipping, blistering, flaking,
worn, chalking, alligatoring, cracking, or otherwise becoming separated from the substrate.

I.ead Hazard Evaluation

Clearance Examination: Clearance is performed after hazard reduction, rehabilitation or
maintenance activities to determine if a unit is safe for occupancy. It involves a visual assessment,
analysis of dust and/or soil samples, and preparation of a report. A certified risk assessor, paint
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inspector, or clearance technician (independent from entity/individual conducting paint stabilization or
hazard reduction) conducts clearance.

Paint Testing: Testing of specific surfaces, by XRF (x-ray fluorescence) or lab analysis, to determine
the lead content of these surfaces, performed by a certified lead-based paint inspector or certified risk

aSSEessor.

Risk Assessment: A comprehensive evaluation for lead-based paint hazards that includes paint
testing, dust and soil sampling, and a visual evaluation. The assessment report identifies lead hazards
and appropriate lead hazard reduction methods. A certified risk assessor must conduct the assessment.

Visual Assessment: A visual evaluation of interior and exterior painted surfaces to identify specific
conditions that contribute to lead-based paint hazards. A certified risk assessor or Housing Quality
Standards (HQS) inspector trained in visual assessment performs the assessment.

Lead Hazard Reduction

Abatement: A measure or set of measures designed to permanently (i.e. 20 or more years) eliminate
lead-based paint hazards or lead-based paint. Abatement strategies include the removal of lead-based
paint, enclosure, encapsulation, replacement of building components coated with lead-based paint,
removal of lead-contaminated dust, and removal of lead-contaminated soil or overlaying of soil with a
durable covering such as asphalt (grass and sod are considered interim control measures). All of these
strategies require preparation; cleanup; waste disposal; post abatement clearance testing; record
keeping; and, if applicable, monitoring. See also Complete abatement and Interim Controls.

Complete Abatement: Abatement of all lead-based paint inside and outside a dwelling or building
and reduction of any lead-contaminated dust or soil hazards. All of these strategies require
preparation; cleanup; waste disposal; post abatement clearance testing; record keeping; and, if
applicable, reevaluation and on-going monitoring. See also Abatement.

Cleaning: The process of using a HEPA vacuum and wet cleaning agents to remove leaded dust; the
process includes removal of bulk debris from the work area. OSHA prohibits the use of compressed
air to clean lead-contaminated dust from a surface.

Encapsulation:  Any covering or coating that acts as a barrier between lead-based paint and the
environment, the durability of which relies on adhesion and the integrity of the existing bonds between
multiple layers of paint and between the substrate. See also enclosure.

Lead-based Paint Hazard Control: Activities to control and eliminate lead-based paint hazards,
including interim controls, abatement, and complete abatement.

Maintenance: Work intended to maintain adequate living conditions in a dwelling, which has the

potential to disturb lead-based pain or paint that is suspected of being lead-based.

Paint Film Stabilization: An interim control method that stabilizes painted surfaces and addressed
the underlying cause of deterioration. Steps include repairing defective surfaces, wet scraping,
priming, and repainting surfaces coated with deteriorated lead-based paint; paint film stabilization
includes cleanup and clearance.
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Reevaluation: In lead hazard control work, the combination of a visual assessment and collections of
environmental samples performed by a certified risk assessor to determine if a previously implemented
lead-based paint hazard control measure is still effective and if the dwelling remains lead-safe. Also
known as re-inspection.

Replacement: Replacement of existing features can be an appropriate abatement technique if the
feature is deteriorated beyond repair or if the feature is of minor significance.

Treatment: In residential lead-based paint hazard control work, any method designed to control lead-
based paint hazards. Treatment includes interim controls, abatement, and removal. Hazardous waste
(treatment) is a method, technique, or process (such as neutralization) that is designed to change the
physical, chemical, or biological character or composition of hazardous waste to neutralize it; render it
non-hazardous; recover it; make it safer to transport, store, or dispose; or allow for easier recovery,
storage, or volume reduction.

Lead Poisoning

Environmental Intervention Blood Lead Level: The level of lead in blood that requires intervention
in a child under age six. This is defined as a blood lead level of 20 ug/dL (micrograms per deciliter) of
whole blood or above for a single test, or blood levels of 15-19 ug/dL in two tests taken at least three
months apart.

LEAD-BASED PAINT - KEY UNITS OF MEASUREMENT

ug (Microgram): A microgram is 1/ 1000" of a milligram (or one millionth of a gram). To put this
unit into perspective, a penny weighs 2 grams. To get a microgram, you would need to divide the
penny into 2 million pieces. A microgram is one of those two million pieces.

ft2 (Square foot): One square foot is equal to an area that has a length of one foot (12 inches) and a
width of one foot (12 inches).

ug/dL: Micrograms per deciliter used to measure the level of lead in children’s blood to establish
whether the intervention is needed. A deciliter (1/ 10™ of a liter) is a little less than half a cup. As
noted above, a microgram is the same weight as one penny divided into two million parts.

mg/cm2: Milligrams per square centimeter, used for paint by XRF machines.

Percent: Percent by weight, used usually for lead-based paint (1 percent = 10,000 ug/gram).

ppm: Parts per million by weight, equivalent to ug/gram (10,000 ppm = 1 percent). Used to measure
lead in paint and soil.

LEAD-BASED PAINT STANDARDS
Paint — Definition of Lead-Based Paint

Paint that contains at least:
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1 milligram per centimeters square (mg/cm?) of lead (EPA/HUD);

1.0 milligram per centimeters square (mg/cm?) of lead Georgia Childhood Lead Poisoning
Prevention Program (GA CLPPP);

0.5 percent lead; or

5,000 parts per million (ppm) lead by dry weight.
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

AES

May 23, 2012

Todd Peterman

GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc.
514 Hillcrest Industrial Blvd

Macon GA 31204

TEL: (478) 757-1606
FAX: (478) 757-1608

RE: DCA Lafayette

Dear Todd Peterman: Order No: 1205E03

Analytical Environmental Setrvices, Inc. received 4 samples on 5/16/2012 12:55:00 PM
for the analyses presented in following report.

No problems were encountered during the analyses. Additionally, all results for the associated
Quality Control samples were within EPA and/or AES established limits. Any discrepancies
associated with the analyses contained herein will be noted and submitted in the form of a
project Case Narrative.

AES’ certifications are as follows:

-NELAC/Florida Certification number E87582 for analysis of Environmental Water,
soil/hazardous waste, and Drinking Water Microbiology, effective 07/01/11-06/30/12.

-AIHA Certification ID #100671 for Industrial Hygiene samples (Organics, Inorganics),
Environmental Lead (Paint, Soil, Dust Wipes, Air), and Environmental Microbiology (Fungal)
effective until 09/01/13.

These results relate only to the items tested. This report may only be reproduced in full.

If you have any questions regarding these test results, please feel free to call.

OfRypho

Chantelle Kanhai

Project Manager

3785.PRESIDENTIAL PARKWAY & ATLANTA, GronraGia 30340 « Tu: (770) 457-8177 o FAX: (770)457-8188
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC
3785 Presidential Parkway, Atlanta GA 30340-3704

AES TEL: (770)457-8177 / TOLL-FREE (800) 972-4889 / FAX: (770)457-8188
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DATE TIME <} ) U "y - )
v | A B Surbece $T/ID /]l oo | s> |V N i
: |CE D Surbacz RRES | ‘ [
s | Aar e S -7 /) 20 [ [
NEADP H WV | /chaT N \/ /
5
&
2
10
194
12 3
(aﬁcri;/rr-,g BY DATE/TIME PROJECT INFORMATION RECEIPT
T — 3 PROJECT NAME: ] o ;
1{/%} 5///é//2/ DCA LA qu Ve—)fe Total ¥ of Containers %

pROECT#: S/ O 27 ln: 2. ¥ 0O

7757 Tupatood Tirms Reaoest
= SITE ADDRESS: o @ * Standard § Business Days
& = /'ﬁﬁ,&yﬁ //e' 7 6’4’ " f‘r 2 Business Day Rush
SEND REPORT T0: " /lombor ot N2 & €755 ot Next Business Day Rush
SPECIAL [NSTRUCTIONS/COMMENTS: SHIPMENT METHOD INVOICE TO: ) O Sunc Day Rush (auth req)
- ouT - (IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) O  other
N STATE PROGRAM (i any):
E-mail? Y/N Fad Y/N
QUOTE #: PO#: DATAPACKAGE: 1 11 Il IV

EAMPLES RECEIVED AFTER 3PM OR SATURDAY ARE CONSIDERED AS RECEIVED O
SAM.

N THE NEXT BUSINESS DAY; IF NO TAT IS MARKED ON COC AES WILL PROCEED AS STANDARD TAT.

PLES ARE DISPOSED OF 30 DAYS AFTER COMPLETION OF REPORT UNLESS OTHER ARRANGEMENTS ARE MADE.

MATRIX CODES: A= air
PRESERVATIVE CODES:

GW = Groundwater -

SE = Scdiment
H+1 = Hydrochloric acid + ice
-0

[=Ice

S50 =3Soil  SW=Surtace Water W = Water (Blanks)

only  N=Nitricacid S+ = Sulfuric acid + ice

S/M+1 = Sodium Bisullate/Methano) + ice

DW = Drinking Water (Blanks) Q = Other (specity)
O = Other (specity)  NA = None
White Copy

- Original: Yellow Copy - Client

™



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  23-May-12
Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID:  A&B SURFACE
Project Name: DCA Lafayette Collection Date: 5/12/2012 11:00:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205E03-001 Matrix: Soil
e . t- =
Analyses Result Repfn t.mg Qual  Units BatchID Dilutlon Date Analyzed Analyst
Limit Facto
METALS, TOTAL SW6010C (SW3050B)
Lead #1249 5.38 mg/Kg-dry 161626 1 05/18/2012 13;21 TA
PERCENT MOISTURE D2216
Percent Moisture 8.20 0 wi% R221780 1 05/2272012 11:00 AS

Qualifiers: b Value exceeds maximum contaminant level

BRL Below reporting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

E  Estimated (value above quantitation range)

S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix

Narr  See case narrative
NC  Not confirmed

< Less than Result value

J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 3 of 7



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc

Date:  23-May-12

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID: C&D SURFACE
Project Name: DCA Lafayette Collection Date: 5/12/2012 11:15:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205E03-002 Matrix: Soil
Reporting : Dilution
d
Analyses Result Limit Qual  Units BatchID Factor Date Analyzed Analyst
METALS, TOTAL SWe6010C (SW3050B)
Lead 199 526 mg/Kg-dry 161626 1 05/18/2012 13:40 TA
PERCENT MOISTURE D2216
Percent Moisture 21.7 0 wi% R221780 1 05/22/2012 11:00 AS

Qualifiers: ¥ Value exceeds maximum contaminant level

BRL Below reporting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

E  Estimated (value above quantitation range)
S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix
Narr  See case narrative
NC  Not confirmed
< Less than Result value

J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 4 of 7



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  23-May-12
Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID:  A&B 9"
Project Name: DCA Lafayette Collection Date: 5/12/2012 11:30:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205E03-003 Matrix: Soil
Reporting R Dilution .
d
Analyses Result Limit Qual Units  BatchID Factor Date Analyzed Analyst
METALS, TOTAL SW6010C (SW3050B)
Lead 29.0 4.96 mg/Kg-dry 161626 1 05/18/2012 13:51 TA
PERCENT MOISTURE D2216
Percent Moisture 9.57 0 wi% R221780 1 05/22/2012 11:00 AS
Qualifiers: *  Value exceeds maximum contaminant level E  Estimated (value above quantitation range)

BRL Below reporting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix

Narr  See case namative
NC  Not confirmed

< Less than Result value

J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 5 of 7



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  23-May-12
Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID: C&D 9"
Project Name: DCA Lafayette Collection Date: 5/12/2012 11:45:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205E03-004 Matrix: Soil
Reoorti et
Analyses Result ePOrting ( al Units  BatchiD AMOM g te Analyzed Analyst
Limit Factor
METALS, TOTAL SW6010C (SW3050B)
Lead 170 6.34 mg/Kg-dry 161626 1 05/18/2012 13:55 TA
PERCENT MOISTURE D2216
Percent Moisture 212 0 wi% R221780 1 05/22/2012 11:00 AS
Qualifiers: *  Value exceeds maximum contaminant level E Esti d (value above g range}

BRL Below reporting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix

Narr  See case narrative
NC  Not confirmed

< Less than Result value

J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 6 of 7



Analytical Environmental Sexvices, Ine,

' Saiple/Cooter Receipt Chiecklist

- WSESE B Sl
Client C\EC“ Work Order Number --1‘?:5%’600

Checklist completed b)@?7W é//') /{Z

Signature - Djite

Carrier name: FedBx __ UPS \//Courier __ Client __ USMail __ Other

Shipping container/cooler in good condition? Yes " No = Not Present v~
Custody seals infact on shipping container/cooler? Yes No Not Present L~
Custody seals intact on sample bottles? Yes No __ Not Present v~

. _ o winhe :
Container/Temp Blank temperature in compliance? (4°CE2)* Yes v No
Cooler #i P‘W\\)\W‘i"CooIer #2 Cooler #3 Cooler #4 Cooler#5 Cooler#6 ~
Chain of custody present? Yes L~ No __
‘Chain of custody signed when relinquished and received? Yes L/ No
Chain of custody agrees with sample labels? Yes L7 No
Samples in proper container/bottle? Yes i/‘ No

[Pl

Sample containers intact? Yes. No.
Sufficient sample volume for indicated test? Yes No _~
All samples received within holding time? Yes t_/ No
Was TAT marked on the COC? Yes "_/ No
Proceed with Standard TAT as per project history? Yes No _ Not Applicable =
Water - VOA vials have zero headspace?  No VOA vials submitted «~ Yes No __
Water - pH acceptable upon receipt? Yes No _ Not Applicable _L/

Adjusted? Checked by
Sample Condition: Good v Other(Explain) S -

(For diffusive samples or AIHA lead) Is a known blank included? Yes No L~

See Case Narrative for resolution of the Non-Conformance.

* Samples do not have to comply with the given range for certain parameters.

\L\Quality Assurance\Checklists Procedures Sign-Off Templates\Checklists\Sample Receipt Checklists\Sample Cooler Receipt Checklist
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

May 22,2012

Tameka Gordon

GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc.
514 Hillcrest Industrial Blvd

Macon GA 31204

TEL: (478)757-1606
FAX: (478)757-1608

RE: DCA Woodlands Village

Dear Tameka Gordon: Order No: 1205749

Analytical Environmental Services, Inc. received 8  sampleson 5/11/2012 11:10:00 AM
for the analyses presented in following report.

No problems were encountered during the analyses. Additionally, all results for the associated
Quality Control samples were within EPA and/or AES established limits. Any discrepancies
associated with the analyses contained herein will be noted and submitted in the form of a
project Case Narrative.

AES’ certifications are as follows:

-NELAC/Florida Certification number E87582 for analysis of Environmental Water,
soil/hazardous waste, and Drinking Water Microbiology, effective 07/01/11-06/30/12.

-ATHA Certification ID #100671 for Industrial Hygiene samples (Organics, Inorganics),
Environmental Lead (Paint, Soil, Dust Wipes, Air), and Environmental Microbiology (Fungal)
effective until 09/01/13.

These results relate only to the items tested. This report may only be reproduced in full.

If you have any questions regarding these test results, please feel free to call.

(K

Chantelle Kanhai

Project Manager

3785 PRESIDENTIAL PARKWAY ® ATLANTA, GFORGIA 30340 ¢ Tew: (770)457-8177 « FAX: (770)457-8188
Page 1 of 11



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC
3785 Presidential Parkway, Atlanta GA 30340-3704

AES TEL.:(770)457-8177 / TOLL-FREE (800) 9724889 / FAX: (770) 457-8188

CHAIN OF CUSTODY

Work Order: /a 05749

PROECT # VO VD U

Date: Page of
[ForpanY.
c C S‘q L\\\ \QV-Q . v\éu:,\nc\\ @_y’b‘ GhLSBELSARIRT ) Visit our website
MAtLUN &a '%)’L(.L{ www.aesatlanta.com
. — to check on the status of .
H@F-\ € 75T7- 160G w “t‘_‘r} §T57 - [(aCR your results, place bottle __Sg
ﬁi{\qz{gﬂj L\)\\s:gp\q S : ;9 orders, etc. ‘2
1 i N oy N 3
SAMPLE! s 2 2
# SAMPLE ID g; xB » PRESERVATION (See codes)
—@ g 23 REMARKS
DATE TIME &) O L
! AD* 208 g\:'\‘ s\ Elosh S-g-2 | TS \( (@) X
: N2 Bl OFR® [ X %
s |ofGee Wehen | Elush QG [X X
¢ loffice Wdebon O™ Tlush o92) Y 4
s R} 165 15 Flugn 013 [%
¢« | 2o} 105 elush 101Y | x i
7 | Byt 24 VY Pl J, 11037 [x
s | Pov T 29 Plsh V¥V Twouz [x .
9
10
11
12
13
14 N\
1 LkQlISHED[BY DATE/TIME |RECENVGERBY / / / DATE/TIME| — PROJECT INFORMATION RECEIPT
J {/1,._/ ﬁw/;ma) <//Z {/{,;/z /) /ARCA Woedland s Vilag Thws s
i & yics 7

Tumaround Time Request
SITE ADDRESS: Q Standard S Business Days
. [
3. 3 O 2 Business Day Rush
SEND REPORT TONS W e n s QECUNS W farne. con O Next Business Day Rush
wir NILSSTT= O
ISPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS/COMMENTS: SH;PMENT METHOD INVOICE TO: Samne Day Rush (auth req.)
B st VIA: IF DIFFERENT FROM ABOVE) O othe
IN il I/ 3 STATE PROGRAM (if any):
CLIENT FedEx, IL COURIER E-mail? Y/N, Fax? Y/N
GREYHOUND™OTHER {QUOTE #: PO#: — DATAPACKAGE: 1 II 11 IV
AMPLES RECEIVED AFTER 3PM OR ON SATURDAY ARE CONSIDERED RECEIVED THE NEXT BUSINESS DAY. IF TURNAROUND TIME IS NOT INDICATED, AES WILL PROCEED WITH STANDARD TAT OF SAMPLES.
AMPLES ARE DISPOSED 30 DAYS AFTER REPORT COMPLETION UNLESS OTHER ARRANGEMENTS ARE MADE.
MATRIX CODES. A= Air GW = Groundwater ~ SE = Sediment SO = Soil ~ SW = Surface Water W = Water (Blanks) DW = Drinking Water (Blanks) O = Other (specify) WW = Waste Water
SERVATIVE CODES: H+1 = Hydrochloric acid + ice [ = Ice only N =Nitric acid  S+I = Sulfuric acid + ice  S/M+] = Sodium Bisulfate/Methanol + ice O = Other (specity) NA = None

.

AN

White’Copy - Original; Yellow Copy - Client



Analytical Environmental Services, Ine Date:  22-May-12

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID: APT 302 FIRST FLUSH

Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 8:03:00 AM

Lab ID: 1205749-001 Matrix: Aqueous

R : = Diluti

Analyses Result epf)rt'mg Qual  Units BatchID Juron Date Analyzed Analyst

Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead 7.14 1.00 ug/L 161413 1 05/16/2012 17:38 Y
Qualifiers: i Value ds maximum i level E  Estimated (value above quantitation range)

BRL Below reporting limit S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded Narr  See case narrative

N Analyte not NELAC certified NC  Not confirmed

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank < Less than Result value

> Greater than Result value J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 3 of 11



Agxalytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  22-May-12

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Samzple ID:  APT 302 2ND FLUSH
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 8:08:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205749-002 Matrix: Aqueous
Reportin Dilution
Analyses Result p. . g Qual  Uprits BatchID Date Analyzed Analyst
Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS  E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead BRL 1.00 ugll 161413 1 05/16/201217:57  JY
Qualifiers: hd Value ds maximum inant level E  Estimated (value above quantitation range)
BRL Below reporting limit S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix
H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded Narr  See case narrative
N Analyte not NELAC certified NC  Not confirmed
B Analyte detected in the associated method blank < Less than Result value
> Greater than Result value J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 4 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  22-May-12
Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc, Client Sample ID: OFFICE KITCHEN 1ST FLUSH
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 9:16:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205749-003 Matrix: Aqueous
i Diluti g
Analyses Result Repf)rt.mg Qual  Units BatchID e Date Analyzed Analyst
Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS  E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead 6.36 1.00 ug/L 161413 1 05/16/2012 18:03 JY
Qualifiers: b Value ds maximum i level E Est d (value above quantitation range)

BRL Below reporting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix
Nair  See case narrative
NC  Not confirmed

< Less than Result value

1 Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 5 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  22-May-12
Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID:  OFFICE KITCHEN 2ND FLUSE
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 9:21:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205749-004 Matrix: Aqueous
Reportin Dilution
Analyses Result p' \ g Qual  Units BatchID Date Analyzed Analyst
Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead 142 1.00 ug/l. 161413 1 0516/201218:28  JY
Qualifiers: » Value exceeds maximum contaminant Jevel E  Estimated (value above quantitation range)
BRL Below reporting limit S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix
H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded Narr  See case narrative
N Analyte not NELAC certified NC  Not confirmed
B Analyte detected in the associated method blank < Less than Result value
> Qreater than Result value J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 6 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc

Date:  22-May-12

Cliex:t: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Irc. Client Sample ID:  APT 105 1ST FLUSH
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 10:13:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205749-005 Matrix: Aqueous

Reporting . Dilution

1
Analyses Result Limit Qual  Units BatchID Factor Date Analyzed Analyst
Trace Elements by ICP/MS  E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead 2.05 1.00 ug/L 161413 1 05/16/2012 18:34 JY

Qualifiers: 2 Value exceeds maximum contaminant level

BRL Below reporting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

E  Estimated (value above quantitation range}

S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix

Narr  See case narative
NC  Not confirmed

< Less than Result value

J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 7 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc

Date:  22-May-12

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID:  APT 105 2ND FLUSH

Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 10:18:00 AM

Lab ID: 1205749-006 Matrix: Aqueous

rti Diluti

Analyses Result Repfnt‘mg Qual  Units BatchlID. B Date Analyzed Analyst

Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS  E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead BRL 1.00 ug/L 161413 1 05/16/2012 18:40 Y

Qualifiers: Value exceeds maximum contaminant level

BRL Below repoting limit

H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded
N Analyte not NELAC certified

B Analyte detected in the associated method blank

> Greater than Result value

E  Estimated (value above quantitation range}
S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix
Narr  See case narrative
NC  Notconfirmed
< Less than Result value

] Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 8 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  22-May-12

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID:  APT 217 1ST FLUSH
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 10:37:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205749-007 Matrix: Aqueous
Reportin ; Dilution
Analyses Result p. . g Qual  Units BatchID Date Analyzed Analyst
Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead BRL 1.00 ug/L 161413 1 05/16/2012 18.46 134
Qualifiers: > Value ds maximum 1 level E Esu d (value above itation range)
BRL Below reporting limit S Spike Recovery outside limits due to mairix
H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded Narr  See case narrative
N Analyte not NELAC certified NC  Not confirmed
B Analyte detected in the associated method blank < Less than Result value
> Greater than Result value ] Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 9 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc Date:  22-May-12

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. Client Sample ID:  APT 217 2ND FLUSH
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Collection Date: 5/8/2012 10:42:00 AM
Lab ID: 1205749-008 Matrix: Aqueous
Reportin Dilution :
Analyses Result p' . B Qual  Units BatechID Date Analyzed Analyst
Limit Factor
Trace Elements by ICP/MS E200.8 (E200.2)
Lead BRL 1.00 ug/L 161413 1 05/16/2012 18:52 JY
Qualifiers: L Value ds maximum i level E  Estimated (value above guantitation range)
BRL Below reporting lmit S Spike Recovery outside limits due to matrix
H  Holding times for preparation or analysis exceeded Narr  See case narrative
N Analyte not NELAC certified NC  Notconfirmed
B Analyte detected in the associated method blank < Less than Result value
> Greater than Result value ) J Estimated value detected below Reporting Limit

Page 10 of 11



Analytical Environmental Services, Inc.

Sample/Cooter Receipt Checklist

Client KEC/ ) = Work Order Number _ (95799

5%/”1,

Checklist completed by & 4
Signature Date

Carrier name: FedEx  UPS _'/Courier __ Client__ USMail __ Other

Shipping container/cooler in good condition? Yes _/ No _ Not Present ___

Custody seals intact on shipping container/cooler? Yes No __ Not Present _/
Custody seals intact on sample bottles? ‘v\@' \ﬁ'es _ No __ Not Present "
Container/Temp Blank temperature in compliance? (@sz)/*_ Yes -~ No

Cooler #1 A Cooler #2 Cooler #3 Cooler #4 Cooler#s Cooler #6

Chain of custody present? Yes " No

Chain of custody signed when relinquished and received? Yes :/ No

Chain of custody agrees with sample labels? Yes\—_/ No __

Samples in proper container/bottle? Yes L/ No _

Sample containers intact? Yes. L/ No

Sufficient sample volume for indicated test? ' Yes L~ No

All samples received within holding time? Yes _\-_/ No

Was TAT marked on the COC? Yes __/ No

Proceed with Standard TAT as per project history? Yes No _ Not Applicable"
Water - VOA vials have zero headspace?  No VOA vials submitted |~ Yes No

Water - pH acceptable upon receipt? Yes Jo/ No Not Applicable

Adjusted? Checked by

Sample Condition: Good _‘-/ Other(Explain)
(For diffusive samples or ATHA lead) Is a known blank included? ~Yes No M

See Case Narrative for resolution of the Non-Conformance.

* Samples do not have to comply with the given range for certain parameters,

\L\Quality Assurance\Checklists Procedures Sign-Off Templates\Checklists\Sample Receipt Checklists\Sample_Cooler_Receipt_Checklist
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DETECTED ASBESTOS SAMPLE SUMMARY
DCA WOODLANDS VILLAGE
GEC PROJECT NO. 120313.240

Gk el 'HOMOGENEOUS | ASBESTOS CONTENT e
'SAME&%EVPATE: sih MATERIAL ¥ : P_H_‘!SIQAL : i g D ; | ESTIMATED
5/8/2042- ~ || LAYER DESCRIPTION - LOCATION ‘CONDITION ' % ASBESTOS | TYPE COMMENTS | QUANTITIES
WV-18A LAYER 1 9 x 9 Ft w/Black Mastic Office Basement Good 10 CH Floor Tile 726 SF
LAYER 2 10 CH Black Mastic
WV-18B LAYER 1 9 x 9 Ft w/Black Mastic Good 10 CH Floor Tile
Abandoned Duct 18 Elbows -
WV-19A LAYER 1 Basement White Tape Work Good 65 CH loose joints
Abandoned Duct
WV-198 LAYER 1 Basement White Tape Work Good 65 CH Pipe Section
On Door Frames @ Glaze, Paint Included as
WV-21A LAYER 2 Lt Tan Pliable Caulk House Office Exterior Good 2 CH Binder 150 LF
Paint Included as Binder;
WV-23A LAYER 2 Exterior Window Caulk A Side Good 5 CH Glaze

NOTE: CH = Chrysotile Ashestos; AM = Amosite Asbestos; ND = Not Detected
CY = Cubic Yards; SF = Square Feet; CF = Cubic Feet; LF = Linear Feet



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

3785 Presidential Pkwy., Attanta, GA 30340-3704
(770)457-8177 / Toll Free (B00)972-4889 / Fax (770)457-8188 _

CHAIN OF CUSTODY
BULK ASBESTOS ANALYSIS

1205 B G “

Client Name:

Address:

City, State, Zip: RGN G

Gec

Phone:

514 A’\\\OY’?SA‘ Indusivied BLvi

Fax:

Aoy

Project Name:

HWJISHIGu b
CNEIIS T {6of
@AY

oo\ands Vi \\“-"Sr{

Contact : Roo Wad Ne oy \ Rf\\\l\u\\q\/\\\\oﬁb Project Number: 1.0 3V3.34Q
Sampler's Name: &Y\\\\m\.\ \)\&\\9@\1\ (JAQ\Q \\{\él\,ey\ Sampling Date: S5-%-12
Analysis | Turnaround For AES
Sample ID Sample Location/Description Requested Time Comments Use Only

TaSV~1 A & * Kitchen whide Simc under cont [PLM [Z1D [ Apt B0,
2|LN-ZA AlC Rim Blac |y tadic on ACusd \

v aa . [Orme e GO s |

aluN- 23R e |

SlN-H A ° AC] Claseh I

6 IV~ HR e Radhrg am O b Tc

7|bov- AT . L'Nmo\h(-\og\-\h\\ Chsed JC

g WN- 4D M\'qum@""\“ad"" S

gV~ A ° L’- e 0 AC white Base mashe

10[LN - SB L\vmq EWQSO masdic

V- LA, AJC. Closel ol bgayd

12/ 0N- Le® W Ah\\w\f\g oelnind o ety w\\\\-wi |

13230 TA % Robhroam S Ca B4

14/Ls V- | R » o) f«ch_ I ohen while Sink ey Coa 3 c’, M
15|V~ A K'x‘c,ken Pg\f’ com Cailing Coad

St

16 1_,3\1— KR ° D.mnq QJODCmn CC\Trnnq Coall

17/ pOV= €T » Hm\wﬂﬁoat-\ma phsﬁcmeﬁmmq{

18| LsV S8 DD+ Bathroom walbosig Pypcuin Ceu'm cos

19| I\ = LE- o IYL—QW \ortrrome closct [ l
>0l WY - 98 . (’(M,qu F»ewmcu(?, NEZ534 % ;

Relinquished by: &m Date/Time: S /,t 4 [/ 2 248
Received by: Date/Time: J
Relinquished by: Date/Time:
Received by: S Date/Time:
i i 47 A

Lab Recipient /;27‘ 2) 2 Z

LY

FOR LAB YBE
Date/Time: Z Method of Shipment

Yy S

/ (

Page 1 of 24




|20SB I

ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. -y
3785 Presidential Pkwy., Aflanta, GA 30340-3704
(770)457-8177 / Toll Free (800)972-4889 / Fax (770) 457-8188

thﬂ‘yﬁ CHAIN OF CUSTODY
BULK ASBESTOS ANALYSIS

ClientName: (¢ < Phone: (i IS )06
Address: SIdHers) [ndusieal BLvD Fax: (L023) 78 1160
City, State, Zip: WYAC O G 2y o Project Name: 3%%359 s Nilla ge
Contact : SRS \xmggm\‘ DNy \‘\\\‘w\g Project Number:  \Q0)\A. 3
Sampler's Name:(\u\:\\vp&&{“\‘gﬂ& a \ hﬁ@;& Sampling Date: §-8-12
‘ ¥ Analysis | Turnaround 3 For AES
Sample ID Sample Location/Description Requested Time Comments Use Only
DW= BF + Dot et S ™ | bl | o Jotne
2] WV-2G » i Popeorn <0ty Bty |
hov-as -+ pador S
4l V-10A e QQ\\U\\Q\I ‘@:‘Qw cafpe) mastic
S5MOV-1OQR e L iwrany Q«awle Cotpet madic. r.
6V~ - F\m\\wm as. Aol 15
7iLoN-4H G . P;,r;l—l'\\f@om 3T | ’
8 |lwV~ B Liwving Bam Wiondew JIC
9lLIV- |IA e K"M Aosel 'tm:)cws o Hoog]
10 LIV | A - n " 1)
. s A dets
11 Wv~- 2 A K,‘h_\,\m Uxu" tﬂi\;«t Line Layeved
12[ W 1TB 0 [lagede fon dYu" bagete gy f
13| 'OV R ® K\Xu\\zh ‘('gu.,\u\ CanK
14 LV~ SC = Kiddhoon Ruse mnsie
15| N~ R Te AC Closed 8) oclg(gm.{ MAstic en Adyneh \rf
16| LV-YT - Brtway ¢ &0
7]V~ YT » Lonng Zvn ) w,ndm 3¢
el Wy - 20 > gret fn S g el
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Analytical Environmental Services, Inc LIS P

Client: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc.
Project: DCA Woodlands Village
LabID: 1205B16

Case Narrative

Samples WV-3A; WV-3B; WV-12A; WV-12B; WV-13B; WV-16A; WV-16B had two types of flooring each. The client will be

charged for 7 extra samples,

Page 5 of 24



GO D
() )
\ A ) Bulk Sample Summary Report

ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. NV&[&L@

HREF
RS 2 Lab ID# 102082-0
J%E 17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cu|[am|[ cr ][ an]| TR |iAC
1205B16- | Kitchen White Sink Under ND |ND |[ND |ND [ND |ND
WV-1A
001A Coat
Layer: 1
WV-2A 1205B16- | A/CRm Black/Gray Mastic |[ND [ND | ND |ND |ND |ND
002A On AC Unit
Layer: 1
WV-3A 1205B16- | Kitchen @ A/C 6"x6" Beige ND |ND [ND [ND [ND |ND | TanVinyl
003A Lino with Blotches Layered
Layer: 1
WV-3A 1205B16- Kitchen @ A/C 6"x6" Beige ND |ND |ND |[ND |[ND |ND | Backingwith glue
003A Lino with Blotches Layered
Layer: 2
WV-3A 1205B16- Kitchen @ A/C 6"x6" Beige ND | ND | ND |ND |ND |ND | Caulking; Paint included as
003A Lino with Blotches Layered binder
Layer: 3
WV-3A 1205B16- Kitchen @ A/C 6"x6" Beige ND |ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND | LightGray Vinyl
i 003B Lino with Blotches Layered
Layer: 1
WV-3A 1205B16- Kitchen @ A/C 6"x6" Beige ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Backingwithgle
i 003B Lino with Blotches Layered
Layer: 2

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

Tor comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrattons of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

Tt is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory 1D 102082-0. All
percentages given are hy visnally estimated volnme. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos

in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

]
Microanalyst: %rw&% QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. Nvﬂ'& @a "

Bulk Sample S t
ulk Sample Summary Repor Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc, AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AES ID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH || aM || cr AN'AC

WV-3B 1205B16- | Laundry Rm 6"x6" Beige ND |ND [ND |ND |ND [ND | TanVinyl
004A Lino Layered

Layer: 1

WV-3B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 6"x6" Beige ND |ND |ND [ND |[ND |ND | Backing with glue
004A Lino Layered

Layer: 2

WV-3B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 6"x6" Beige ND |ND |ND [ND |ND |ND | LightGray Vinyl
004B Lino Layered

Layer: 1

WV-3B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 6"x6" Beige ND |ND (ND |ND |[ND |ND | Backingwith glue
004B Lino Layered

Layer: 2

WV-3B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 6"x6" Beige ND |ND |ND {ND |ND [ND | Leveling Compound
004B Lino Layered i

Layer: 3

. ND ND |ND |ND |ND |ND

WV-4A 1205B16 AC/ClosetJC
005A

Layer: 1

WV-4B 1205B16- Bathroom @ Tub JC ND |ND |[ND [ND [ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
006A

Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/G00/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Microanalyst: Zf&')”w(% QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
Bulk Sample Summary Report

NVIAG

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Loecation Asbestos Mineral Percentape Comments
cH |[am][ cr |[ an || TR || Ac
WV-4C 1205B16- Living Rm @ Hall Closet JC ND |ND |ND [ND |ND [ND | Paintincluded as binder
007A
Layer: 1
WV-4D 1205B16- Bedroom @ Window JC ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
008A
Layer: 1
WV-5A 1205B16- Kitchen @ AC White Base ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |ND
009A Mastic
Layer: 1
WV-5A 1205B16- Kitchen @ AC White Base ND |[ND |[ND |ND |[ND |ND ([ Paintincluded as binder
009A Mastic
Layer: 2
- ivi hi ND |[ND [ND |[ND |ND |ND
WV-5B 1205B16 lem.g Rm White Base
010A Mastic
Layer: 1
WV-5B 1205B16- Living Rm White Base ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincludedas binder
) 010A Mastic
Layer: 2
- ND ND | ND |ND |ND |ND
WV-6A 1205B16 A/C Closet Waliboard
011A
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory 1D 102082-0. All

percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Microanalyst:

Page 8 of 24

Vira Ruiz

QC Analyst:

Yelena Khanina




ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. NV[L n %)j "
Bulk Sample Summary Report

AES 17-May-12

Lab ID# 102082-0

Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am][ cr [ an |[ TR [[ AC
g ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |[ND
WV-6A 1205B16 A/C Closet Wallboard
011A
Layer: 2
1205B16- Hallway Behind Base ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND
WV-6B .
012A Molding Wallboard
Layer: 1
1205B16- Hallway Behind Base ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND
WV-6B .
012A Molding Wallboard
Layer: 2
WV-TA 1205B16- Bathroom Sink Caulk ND | ND | ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
013A
Layer: 1
- i ND ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND
WV-TA 1205B16 Bathroom Sink Caulk
013A
Layer: 2
1205B16- Office Kitchen White Sink ND {ND |ND |{ND [ND |ND
WV-1B
014A Under Coat
Layer: 1
WV-8A 1205B16- Kitchen Popcorn Plaster ND |ND [ND [ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
015A Ceiling Coat
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM 1s not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

Tt is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed 1n accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Microanalyst: % re f 4 % P QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
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Bulk Sample Summary Report

ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

NVIAG)

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am|[ cr || an]| TR || aC
WV-8B 1205B16- | Dining Rm Plaster Popcorn ND [ND [ND [ND |ND |ND
016A Ceiling Coat
Layer: 1
WV-8B 1205B16- | Dining Rm Plaster Popcorn ND |'ND |ND |ND |ND [ND | Paintincluded as binder
016A Ceiling Coat
Layer: 2
WV-8C 1205B16- Hallway @ Living Plaster ND |[ND |ND [ND |ND [ND
017A Popcorn Ceiling Coat
Layer: 1
WV-8C 1205B16- Hallway @ Living Plaster ND [ND [ND [{ND |[ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 017A Popcorn Ceiling Coat
Layer: 2
WV-8D 1205B16- Bathroom Wallboard ND |ND |ND |[ND [ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 018A Popcorn Ceiling Coat
Layer: 1
WV-8D 1205B16- Bathroom Wallboard ND |ND [ND |ND |[ND [ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 018A Popcorn Ceiling Coat
Layer: 2
WV-4E 1205B16- JC From Bathroom Closet ND |[ND |ND |ND [ND |ND | Paintinciuded as binder
_ 019A Corner
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All

percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

vV

Vira Ruiz
Page 10 of 24

Microanalyst: QC Analyst:

Yelena Khanina



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. NV& @fa :

Bulk Sample Summary Report Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number:  1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AES ID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
ct |[am]|[ cr |[an][ TR iiAC
WV-SE 1205B16- Plaster Popcorn Ceiling In ND |ND | ND [ND [ND [ND
020A Back Storage
Layer: 1
WV-8E 1205B16- Plaster Popcorn Ceiling In ND |ND |ND |ND (ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
020A Back Storage
Layer: 2
WV-8F 1205B16- Plaster Popcorn Ceiling In ND |ND [ND {ND [ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 021A Library at B - C Corner
Layer: 1
WV-8F 1205B16- | Plaster Popcorn Ceiling In ND |ND {ND |[ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
021A Library at B - C Corner
Layer: 2
WV-8F 1205B16- Plaster Popcorn Ceiling In ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 021A Library at B - C Corner
Layer: 3
WV-8G 1205B16- Plaster Popcorn Ceiling ND |ND |ND |[ND |[ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 022A Hallway Closet
Layer: 1
WV-8G 1205B16- Plaster Popcorn Ceiling ND [ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
) 022A Hallway Closet
Layer: 2

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM—amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND — None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials, Quantitative TEM

1s currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993.” This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test resuits apply only to the samples actually tested.

Miecroanalyst: b % QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
Bulk Sample Summary Report

NVIAD

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
ct |[am|| cr || AN || TR || AC

WV-9A 1205B16- | Beige Print Block Vinyl Floor |[ND |ND |ND |ND [ND |ND | Vinyl
023A Kitchen Leveling Compound

Layer: 1

WV-9A 1205B16- Beige Print Block Vinyl Floor |[ND |ND |ND |ND [ND |ND Backing
023A Kitchen Leveling Compound

Layer: 2

WV-9A 1205B16- Beige Print Block Vinyl Floor [ND |{ND | ND [ND |[ND [ND | Leveling Compound with glue
023A Kitchen Leveling Compound

Layer: 3

WV-10A 1205B16- Hallway Beige Carpet Mastic  [ND | ND [ND [ND |ND [ND | Pantincluded as binder
024A

Layer: 1

WV-10B 1205B16- Library Beige Carpet Mastic ND {ND |ND [ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
025A

Layer: 1

WV-4F 1205B16- Haltway JC ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |[ND | Paintincluded as binder
026A

Layer: 1

WV-4G 1205B16- | Bathroom JC ND |ND [ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
027A

Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

1t is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993.” This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical

]

Microanalyst: é )4 QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. mv&@@‘

Bulk Sample S R t
e e A Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cu |[am|[ cr|[ an][ TR || AC

WV-4H 1205B16- Living Rm Window JC ND |ND [ND |ND [ND |ND |[ Paintincluded as binder
028A

Layer: 1

WV-11A 1205B16- | Kitchen Closet Backing On ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintinciuded as binder
029A Floor

Layer: 1

WV-11B 1205B16- Kitchen Closet Backing On ND |{ND [ND [ND [ND |ND |[ Paintincluded as binder
030A Floor

Layer: 1

WV-12A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Beige with ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND [ND | Beige Vinyl
031A Small Dots Lino Layered

Layer: 1

1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Beige with ND |ND |ND [ND |ND |ND | Backing

WV-12A )
031A Small Dots Lino Layered

Layer: 2

WV-12A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Beige with ND |ND |ND |ND |ND [ND | LightGray Vinyl
031B Small Dots Lino Layered

Layer: 1

WV-12A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Beige with ND |ND |ND |ND |ND [ND | Backing withglue
031B Small Dots Lino Layered

Layer: 2

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

1t is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical

Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

"

Microanalyst: Zfb‘ },, 3 f % | QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
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ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. VLA

1
Bulk Sample Summary Report Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number:  1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cu |[am][ cr |[an][ Tr || ac
WV-12A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Beige with ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Leveling Compound; Paint
031B Small Dots Lino Layered included as binder
Layer: 3
WV-12B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 4"x4" Beige ND |ND |ND |ND [ND |ND | Beige Vinyl
032A with Small Dots
Layer: 1
WV-12B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 4"x4" Beige ND |IND |ND |ND |[ND |ND | Backing
032A with Small Dots
Layer: 2
WV-12B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 4"x4" Beige ND |[ND [ND [ND |[ND |ND | Light Gray Vinyl
0328 with Small Dots
Layer: 1 =
WV-12B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 4"x4" Beige ND |ND |ND [ND |ND |ND | Backing with glue
i 0328 with Small Dots
Layer: 2
WV-12B 1205B16- Laundry Rm 4"x4" Beige ND |ND {ND |ND [ND |ND | Leveling Compound; Paint
) 032B with Small Dots included as binder
Layer: 3
o i ND ND |ND |{ND |ND |ND
WV-7B 1205B16 Kitchen Counter Caulk
033A
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

1s currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0, All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in fult without the approval of Analytical

Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

]
Microanalyst: b V QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
Page 14 of 24



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
Bulk Sample Summary Report

NVIAD

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am][ cr][an][ 1 ][ ac
WV-5C 1205B16- Kitchen Base Mastic ND |[ND |ND |[ND [ND [ND | Paintincluded as binder
034A
Layer: 1
1205B16- | AC Closet Black / Gray ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
WV-2B _ _
035A Mastic On AC Unit
Layer: 1
1205B16- AC Closet Black / Gray ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND
WV-2B . .
035A Mastic On AC Unit
Layer: 2
WV-41 1205B16- Hallway JC ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND |[ND | Paintincluded as binder
036A
Layer: 1 ,
WV-4] 1205B16- Living Rm @ Window JC ND |{ND [ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
037A
Layer: 1
1205B16- 3 Block Print Beige Vinyl ND |ND |ND |[ND |[ND |ND | Vinyl
WV-13A .
038A Kitch Apt 217 Closet
Layer: 1
WV-13A 1205B16- 3 Block Print Beige Vinyl ND [ND |[ND [ND |ND |ND | Backing withglue
038A Kitch Apt 217 Closet
Layer: 2

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets,

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visnally estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Microanalyst: %)”M%/ QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz
Page 15 of 24

Yelena Khanina



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. nRLA @

Bull le St Report
ulk Sample Summary Repor Lab ID# 102082-0

ES 17-May-12

Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number:  1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AES ID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am|[ cr ANJ TR || AC

WV-13A 1205B16- 3 Block Print Beige Viny! ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Leveling Compound
038A Kitch Apt 217 Closet

Layer: 3

r, 1 i D ND D |N ND | ND

WV-14A 1205B16 White Coating On HVAC N N D
039A Duct Closet

Layer: 1

WV-13B 1205B16- 3 Block In 12 Print Beige ND {ND |ND |ND |[ND [ND | TanVinyl
040A Vinyl Laundry

Layer: 1

WV-13B 1205B16- 3 Block In 12 Print Beige ND |[ND |ND {ND |ND |ND | Backingwithglue
040A Vinyl Laundry

Layer: 2

WV-13B 1205B16- 3 Block In 12 Print Beige ND |ND }ND [ND |ND |ND | LightGray Vinyl
040B Vinyl Laundry

Layer: 1

WV-13B 1205B16- 3 Block In 12 Print Beige ND [ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Backingwithglue
040B Vinyl Laundry

Layer: 2

1205B16- Carpet Mastic and Leveling ND |ND |ND [ND [ND |ND

WV-10C )
041A Compound at Mailroom

Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

L]
Microanalyst: %rwc&% QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
Page 16 of 24



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. NV@ N @"

Bulk S 1 1 R t
ulk Sample Summary Repor Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AES ID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am][cr][an]| TRﬁ AC
WV-10C 1205B16- | Carpet Mastic and Leveling ND |ND |[ND |ND |[ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
041A Compound at Mailroom
Layer: 2
WV-4K 1205B16- JC In Mailroom Left Corner ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
042A
Layer: 1
WV-4L, 1205B16- JC In Washroom Rt Of ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
043A ‘Washers
Layer: 1
WV-14B 1205B16- White / Gray HVAC Coating |[ND |ND [ ND |ND |ND [ND | Paintincluded as binder
044A In Washroom Closet
Layer: 1
WV-4M 1205B16- JC In Washroom In Closet ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
045A
Layer: 1
WV-4N 1205B16- Apt 223 JC In HW Closet ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
046A
Layer: 1
WV-4-0 1205B16- Apt 223 JC In Hall ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |[ND | Paintincluded as binder
047A
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials, Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

1t is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory 1D 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

\
Microanalyst: %KW QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
Page 17 of 24



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
Bulk Sample Summary Report

MVIAG

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentaze Comments
cH |[am || cr || aN || TR |[ AC
WV-4P 1205B16- Apt 224 JC In Kitchen Closet  [ND | ND | ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
048A
Layer: 1
WV-4Q 1205B16- Hall Corner JC Apt 224 ND |ND | ND |ND |[ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
049A
Layer: 1
WV-4R 1205B16- Apt 222 JC at Kitchen ND |ND |ND |{ND |ND |[ND | Paintincluded as binder
) 050A Corner
Layer: 1
- i ND ND |ND |ND |ND |ND
WV-7C 1205B16 Bathroom Caulk Sink Apt
051A 222
Layer: 1
= ND ND |ND |ND [ND |[ND
WV-4S 1205B16 JC In Shop at Door
052A
Layer: 1
5 ili ND ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND
WV-4T 1205B16 JC In Shop at Center Ceiling
053A
Layer: 1
- i ND ND |[ND |{ND |ND |ND
WV-15A 1205B16 Bldg 300 Roof Shingles &
054A Felt
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials, Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Samnple Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory 1D 102082-0. All

percentages given are by visually estimated volume, All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

[]
Microanalyst: %VW

Vira Ruiz

Page 18 of 24

QC Analyst:

Yelena Khanina




ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. V& I @

Bulk Sample S Report
ulk Sample Summary Repor Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inec. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Loeation Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am|[ cr || aN [ TR || AC
- i ND ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND

WV-15A 1205B16 Bldg 300 Roof Shingles &
054A Felt

Layer: 2

WV-16A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Lino Smooth ND |ND |ND |ND [ND |ND | LightTan Vinyl
055A Surface

Layer: 1

WV-16A 1205B16- Kitchen 4'"x4" Lino Smooth ND [ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND | Backing with ghe
055A Surface

Layer: 2

WV-16A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Lino Smooth ND |ND |ND |ND [ND |ND | LightGray Vinyl
055B Surface

Layer: 1

WV-16A 1205B16- Kitchen 4"x4" Lino Smooth ND ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND | Backing with glue
055B Surface

Layer: 2

WV-16B 1205B16- AC Closet 4"x4" Lino Beige ND (ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND | LightTan Vinyl
056A Smooth Surface

Layer: 1

WV-16B 1205B16- | AC Closet 4"x4" Lino Beige ND {ND |ND |[ND [ND |ND | Backingwithglue
056A Smooth Surface

Layer: 2

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials, Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory 1dentified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visnally estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical

Environmental Service, Inc, These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Microanalyst: %)ﬂ M/‘ QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
Page 19 of 24



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. N’\Y/‘[L[Q @

Bulk S le S R t
ulk Sample Summary Kepor Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inec. AES Job Number:  1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage | Comments
cH |[am][cr [an [ = || AC
WV-16B 1205B16- AC Closet 4"x4" Lino Beige ND [ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Caulking
056A Smooth Surface
Layer: 3
1205B16- AC Closet 4"x4" Lino Beige ND |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Beige/Dark Gray Vinyl with
WV-16B
0568 Smooth Surface glue
Layer: 1
WV-9B 1205B16- Beige Print with Black Vinyl |[ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND [ND | Vinyl Paintincluded as binder
057A AC Closet
Layer: 1
WV-9B 1205B16- Beige Print with Black Vinyl ND |[ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND | Backing
057A AC Closet
Layer: 2
WV-9B 1205B16- Beige Print with Black Vinyl ND |[ND [ND |ND |ND |ND | Caulking. Paintincluded as
057A AC Closet binder
Layer: 3
o ND ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND
WV-TD 1205B16 Bathroom Stool Cautk
058A
Layer: 1
L ND ND |ND |[ND |[ND |ND
WV-2B 1205B16 AC Closet Black Gray AC
059A Caulk
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory 1D 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993.” This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

]
Microanalyst: b r QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
Page 20 of 24



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC. [\r\rlvﬂ' A ‘@'

Bulk S le S R t
ulk Sample Summary Repor Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
ci |[am|[cr |[an][Tr ][ AC
- i ND | ND | ND [ND |ND [ND
WV-15B 1205B16 Bldg 100 Roof Shingles &
060A Felt
Layer: 1
= i ND |ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND
WV-15B 1205B16 Bldg 100 Roof Shingles &
060A Felt
Layer: 2
1205B16- Wallboard (SR) In House - ND |ND [ ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
WV-17A
061A Office Back Ctr Hall
Layer: 1
1205B16- Wallboard (SR) In House - ND |ND [ND |ND |ND |{ND
WV-17A
061A Office Back Ctr Hall
Layer: 2
WV-17B 1205B16- Wallboard (SR) In Hallway ND |ND [ND |ND |ND |[ND | Paintincluded as binder
) 062A Outside Leasing Office
Layer: 1
1205B16- Wallboard (SR) In Hallway ND |ND [ND |[ND |ND |ND
WV-17B , ;
062A Outside Leasing Office
Layer: 2
WV-18A 1205B16- 9x9 Ft with Black Mastic 10 ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | FloorTile
063A
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets,

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials, Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

Tt is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interin Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All
percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993.” This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

]
Microanalyst: 0 )” P QC Analyst:

Vira Ruiz Yelena Khanina
Page 21 of 24



ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.
Bulk Sample Summary Report

NVIAG

Lab ID# 102082-0

AES 17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
CH [[AM || CR |{ AN || TR || AC
- i i 10 ND |ND |ND [ND |ND | Black Mastic
WV-18A 1205B16 9x9 Ft with Black Mastic
063A
Layer: 2
- i i 10 [ ND |ND |[ND |ND |ND | FloorTile
WV-18B 1205B16 9x9 Ft with Black Mastic
064A
Layer: 1
WV-19A 1205B16- Basement White Type On 65 |ND |ND |ND |ND |ND
065A Abandon Duct Work
Layer: 1
WV-19B 1205B16- Basement White Type On 65 ND [ND |ND |ND |ND
066A Abandon Duct Work
Layer: 1
WV-20A 1205B16- | Black Thin Layer Cementing [ND |ND [ND |ND |ND [ND [ Paintincluded as binder
) 067A Pipe? In Basement Broken
Into Many Pieces
Layer: 1
WV-20B 1205B16- | Black Thin Layer Cementing |ND |ND |ND |ND |[ND [ND | Paintincluded as binder
i 068A Pipe? In Basement Broken
Into Many Pieces
Layer: 1
WV-21A 1205B16- Lt Tan Pliable Caulk On ND {ND |ND |[ND |{ND |ND | Cauk
069A Door Frames At House -
Office Exterior
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determune the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory ID 102082-0. All

percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical

Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

'
Microanalyst: %VW

Vira Ruiz

Page 22 of 24

QC Analyst:

Yelena Khanina




ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC,
Bulk Sample Summary Report

NVLAD

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AESID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |{am|| cr || AN || TR || AC
WV-21A 1205B16- Lt Tan Pliable Caulk On 2 ND |ND [ND |ND |[ND | Glaz; Paint included as binder
069A Door Frames At House -
Office Exterior
Layer: 2
1205B16- Lt Tan Pliable Caulk ND |ND |ND |[ND [ND |ND
WV-21B : ]
070A Window Frame Exterior
Layer: 1
WV-22A 1205B16- Exterior D Side Valley Gray ND |ND [ND {ND |ND |ND
071A Black Pliable Flashing
Layer: 1
1205B16- Exterior D Side Chimney ND |ND [ND [ND |ND |ND
WV-22B R |
072A Gray Black Pliable Flashing
Layer: 1
WV-23A 1205B16- Exterior Window Caulk A ND [ND |ND [ND |[ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder; Caulk
073A Side
Layer: 1
WV-23A 1205B16- E?(terior Window Caulk A 5 ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder; Glaze
073A Side
Layer: 2
WV-23B 1205B16- Exterior Window Caulk C ND |[ND |ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder; Caulk
) 074A | Side
Layer: 1

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN-anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory 1D 102082-0, All

percentages given are by visually estimated volume. All analyses are performed in accordance with the EPA "Method for the Determination of Asbestos
in Bulk Building Materials, EPA/600/R-93/116, July 1993." This report must not be reproduced except in full without the approval of Analytical
Environmental Service, Inc. These test results apply only to the samples actually tested.

Microanalyst: % y aé[%/

Vira Ruiz

Page 23 of 24

QC Analyst:

Yelena Khanina




Bulk Sample Summary Report

ANALYTICAL ENVIRONMENTAL SERVICES, INC.

Y o)

Lab ID# 102082-0

17-May-12
Client Name: GeoTechnical & Env. Consultants, Inc. AES Job Number: 1205B16
Project Name: DCA Woodlands Village Project Number: 120313.240
Client ID AES ID Location Asbestos Mineral Percentage Comments
cH |[am|[cr || an || TR || AC
WV-24A 1205B16- Office Bathroom Exterior ND |ND [ND |[ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
) 075A Window Glaze

Layer: 1

WV-24B 1205B16- Office Bathroom Exterior ND |ND [ND |ND |ND |ND | Paintincluded as binder
076A Window Glaze

Layer: 1

WV-24B 1205B16- Office Bathroom Exterior ND |ND |[ND |[ND [ND |[ND | Paintincluded as binder
076A Window Glaze

Layer: 2

Note: CH=chrysotile, AM=amosite, CR=crocidolite, AC=actinolite, TR=tremolite, AN=anthophylite

For comments on the samples, see the individual analysis sheets.

ND = None Detected

PLM is not consistently reliable in detecting small concentrations of asbestos in floor tiles and similar nonfriable materials. Quantitative TEM

is currently the only method that can be used to determine the conclusive asbestos content.

It is certified by the signatures below that the laboratory identified is accredited by the National Institute of Standards and Technology for
Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) analysis under the EPA Interim Asbestos Bulk Sample Quality Assurance Program, Laboratory [D 1<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>