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December 1, 2006
BEI Job No. 202016

Mr. Michadl Fitzpatrick, Trustee
Edtate of Michagl Dolan

P.O. Box 31654

Walnut Creek, CA 94598

Subject: Third Quarter 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Event
Former Dolan Trust Property
6393 Scar lett Court
Dublin, California
ACHCSA Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000210

Dear Mr. Fitzpatrick:

Thisletter documents the Third Quarter 2006 groundwater monitoring event at the subject site (Figure 1).
Thisisthe tenth groundwater monitoring event conducted by Blymyer Engineers, Inc. and thethird post-
remediation groundwater monitoring event at the former Dolan Trust Property in Dublin, Cdifornia

1.0 Background

A 600-gdlon underground storagetank (UST) wasremoved in February 1990 from the subject Site (Figure
2). Although the UST had reportedly stored diesel more recently, soil and groundwater samples collected
for laboratory anadyssindicated that the contaminant of concern at the Stewas gasoline. Filesmaintained
by the Alameda County Department of Environmental (ACDEH) do not contain waste manifests for the
disposd of soil, dthough aUniform Hazar dous Waste Manifest is present documenting the disposal of a
600-gdlon UST. This suggests that contaminated soil may not have been removed from the site. In
October 1990, five soil bores were ingdled at the Site, and soil and grab groundwater samples were
collected. Additiond delinestion work was conducted in November 1991, when groundwater monitoring
wells MW-1 through MW-4 were ingtaled to a depth of 20 feet below grade surface (bgs). Soil and
groundwater sampleswere collected. In November 1992, 14 additiond soil boreswereingtaled, and soil
and grab groundwater samples were collected from selected borelocations. Although there were severa
data gaps in the perimeter zone of soil and groundwater delineation, the soil and groundwater plumeswere
largely defined as aresult of thisinvestigation. The groundwater plume did not gppear to extend offsite;
however, a thin free-phase layer was present immediately adjacent to the former UST basin, and a a
location gpproximately 40 feet totheeast. Additional wellswere proposed tofill the existing datagapsand
to monitor the lateral extent of impacted groundwater and free-phase. Asaconsequence, in March 1995,
wells MW-5 and MW-6 were ingtaled to a depth of 10 feet bgs. Intermittent groundwater sample
collection or groundwater monitoring has occurred at the facility since 1991. Inan August 1998 letter, the
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ACDEH suggested that a hedth risk andysis or the ingtalation of an oxygen releasing compound (ORC)
might be appropriate for the ste. Also in the August 1998 letter, the ACDEH stated that groundwater
sampling of wdls MW-1, MW-3, MW-5, and MW-6 could be discontinued, stated that the sampling
interva could be decreased to a semiannual bas's, and requested resumption of groundwater monitoring.

InMay 2002, Blymyer Engineerswasretained by Mr. Michad Fitzpatrick, on behdf of Mr. Michael Dolan,
to conduct semiannud groundwater sampling of wells MW-2 and MW-4, and to conduct afilereview to
help determine the next gppropriate step at the Site.

In May 2002, Blymyer Engineerslocated and rehabilitated the wells at the Ste. Well MW-5 required the
most extengve rehabilitation work, and required resurveying due to a change in well casing devation. In
June 2002, wells MW-2 and MW-4 were sampled, while depth to groundwater was measured al of the
wells. Except for a dight increase in benzene in groundwater from well MW-4, the concentration of al

andytes in the two wells decreased from the August 1997 sampling event. Based upon areview of the
results, the ACDEH recommended that well MW-5 be incorporated into the sampling program and that
quarterly groundwater monitoring resumein order that contaminant concentrations and contaminant trends
could be quickly generated for the recommended hedlth risk assessment.

Two additiond quarterswere completed prior to the desth of Mr. Dolan. Groundwater monitoring wason
hold after January 2003 dueto the Estate becoming established. During the groundwater monitoring event
in December 2002, andysis for the fue oxygenates was conducted by EPA Method 8260B. All fud

oxygenates were found to be non-detectable at good limits of detection. Consequently, al sporadic
occurrences of methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE) previoudy detected a the Site have been attributed to
3-methyl-pentane, another gasoline related compound. This suggests that the release predates the use of
MTBE and other fuel oxygenatesas gasolineadditives. All previoudy available datafrom the Ste hasbeen
tabulated on Tables | through [11.

On June 13, 2003, a workplan was submitted to the ACDEH in order to alow further subsurface
delinegtion of impacted soil a the Ste. In atelephone conversation on June 16, 2003, Mr. Scott Seery
mentioned that it was unlikely that he would be adle to respond in atimely manner due to thework load at
the ACDEH, and noted that if aresponse was not issued 60 days after receipt, regulations stated that the
workplan should be considered approved. Consequently, field work commenced on September 13, 2003.

Nine Geoprobe’ soil boreswereinstalled a the Site to augment existing soil data. The dataiindicated that
the latera and vertica extent of impacted soil at the Site had been adequately delinested to relatively low
concentrations, and the limits further refined for the purposes of determining gppropriate remedid actions
(Geoprobe’ Subsurface Investigation, dated October 10, 2003).

Based on these data and a lack of further comments by the ACDEH, a Remedial Action Plan (RAP),
dated April 6, 2004, was issued. The plan detailed overexcavation and construction dewatering, asthe
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principal method of remedid action. Introduction of ORC into the resulting excavation as an additiona

measure of insurance, should resdud contamination beintentiondly or unintentiondly left in place, wasaso
proposed. Use of ORC was proposed based on general knowledge that biodegradation of petroleum

hydrocarbonsisgenerdly an oxygen limited process. A Request for Proposal (RFP) wasgenerated in early
May 2004 for contractor bidding purposes, however, it was not released dueto achangeinthetimelinefor
sale closure. On September 2, 2004, Blymyer Engineers contacted Mr. Seery in order to determine the
gatusof the RAPreview. At that time, Mr. Seery notified Blymyer Engineersthat Mr. Robert Schultz was
the new case manager for the Ste. Mr. Schultz required time to review and become familiar with thefile.
OnNovember 15, 2004, the ACDEH issued a5-page responseletter (Fuel Leak Case No. RO0000210)
requesting extensive further work and containing severd deadlines. A December 31, 2004 deadline was
edtablished for aworkplan for additiona Site characterization. TheWorkplan for Additional Investigation
and Letter Report, dated December 23, 2004, was submitted to the ACDEH on January 3, 2005.

Inaletter dated January 24, 2005, the ACDEH approved theworkplan provided four conditionswere met:

A pilot hole was to be used to identify lithology prior to collection of agroundwater samplefroma
deeper water-bearing zone,

Should additional groundwater wells be required, the ACDEH would be consulted regarding well

congiruction details,

Should additiond soil or groundwater samplesberequired, the ACDEH would be kept informed of

planned changes and consistent dynamic investigation procedures, and

A 72-hour written advanced warning would be provided.

On February 18, 2005, Blymyer Engineers mobilized to the Steto ingal two to three dud- tube direct- push
soil bores in an attempt to collect the gpproved soil and groundwater samples. As a precursor to the
mobilization, a conduit survey was conducted. However, due to poor soil recovery an additiond

mohbilization to the Stewasrequired. After notifying, and obtaining approva from, the ACDEH 72 hoursin

advance, a Cone Penetrometer Test (CPT) direct- push rig was mobilized to the Site on March 28, 2005.
Prior to the March 28, 2005 mobilization, the ACDEH approved a reduction in the quarterly andytica

program, based on historica andyticd trends. Specificaly, hydrocarbon anadlysis of groundwater samples
fromwels MW-1, MW-3, and MW-6 was diminated.

On April 13, 2005, CCS Environmenta resurveyed dl wells a the site. Asof April 30, 2005, dl tenant
operations at the Ste ceased. Thisincluded the batch plant used by Dublin Concrete.

On May 10, 2005, Blymyer Engineers submitted the Additional Ste Investigation Data Transmittal to
the ACDEH providing abrief summary of theresultsof the CPT boreingdlations. Based on the detection
of hydrocarbon compoundsin groundwater between 30 and 40 feet bgs, theletter proposed theingdlation
of groundwater well MW-7 across a deeper water-bearing zone in a downgradient postion. Shortly
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thereafter, the ACDEH reported that Mr. Schultz had |eft the employ of the agency and that the case had
not been assigned to anew caseworker yet. The ACDEH was apprised that due to the sale of the parcd,
work would proceed, pending agency review.

Asapart of another related project, Blymyer Engineers oversaw the permitted destruction of two old water
production wells between May 16 and May 24, 2005. According to Zone 7, both wells appear to have
dated from the 1940s or 1950s. Well “3Y1E 6F 17, located on the subject parcel was constructed of 8-
inch-diameter stedl casing and was 95 feet in total depth. Well “3Y1E 6F 2" was|ocated on the adjacent
parcel, aso owned by Dolan Properties, and was constructed of 13-inch-diameter riveted sted casing and
was 38 feet intotd depth. All Zone7 permit conditionswere observed; however, the upper 6to 7.5 feet of
each wdll casing was removed by excavation seven days after it had been filled to the surface with cement
grout. An gpproximately 6- to 12-inch-thick concrete mushroom cap was placed over and around the
remaining casing a depthsof 6 and 7.5 feet bgs, respectively (wherethe casing broke during remova). The
excavation was backfilled with native soil, and track rolled.

On duly 5 and July 8, 2005, Blymyer Engineers oversaw the ingtalation of downgradient groundwater

monitoring wel MW-7 (Figure 2). Thewell wasingaled into the second water-bearing zone beneath the
Ste due to the detection of hydrocarbon contamination in groundwater in both CPT bores at depths of

gpproximately 30to 40 feet bgs. A conductor casing wasingtaled to adepth of 30 feet in order to exclude
upper water-bearing zones, and to prevent cross- contamination of deeper water-bearing zones. A 2-inch
diameter PV C casing wasingalled through the conductor casing and thewel | was screened between 30 and
40 feet bgs.

On October 7, 2005, Blymyer Engineers issued the Remedial Investigation / Feasibility Study report
documenting al field work conducted since January 2005, and theresults of afeasibility study. Thereport
evauated three remedid dternatives, including monitored natura attenuation, dud- phase extraction, and
source soil excavation and dewatering. It was found that, under monitored natural attenuation, benzene
would require approximately 33 years to reach the Maximum Contaminant Level (MCL) and that the
remedia cost wasthe highest of thethree options. Remedia costswere the second highest under the dua-
phase extraction scenario, and would be more intrusve with respect to the future owner’s land use.

Remedid costswerelowest, and the Site presence wasleast intrusive in thelonger term under the remedia
overexcavation and dewatering scenario. Thisscenario additiondly proposed to introduce oxygenrdessng
compound (ORC) into the remedid excavation to stimulate biodegradation of the residua hydrocarbon
contamination by indigenous microbes; previoudy shown to be oxygen-limited at the Ste. This scenario
additionaly proposed to treat soil and groundwater outside the plume core with ORC injected through
Geoprobe bores on an approximately 10-foot spacing interva. Principaly because remedid costs were
lowest, remedia excavation was sdected as the most appropriate remedia technology for the site. On
October 26, 2005, Blymyer Engineersissued the Corrective Action Plan For Source Soil Excavation
and Dewatering. On November 2, 2005, the ACDEH issued the letter Fuel Leak Case No.



Mr. Michadl Fitzpatrick
December 1, 2006

Page 5

RO0000210, whichconcurred with the recommended remedid plan, but contained six technica comments
for clarification. On November 9, 2005, Blymyer Engineers issued the Response to November 2, 2005
Letter, that addressed the technica comments contained inthe ACDEH letter. Theletter indicated that sall
reuse was not planned due to high perched groundwater as shallow as 3 feet bgs, provided documentation
(Figure 2 of that | etter) of the approximate planned bottom sample soil collection locations based on the iso-
concentration figures, stated that ORC would be applied throughout the excavation as requested, attached
NPK bio-nutrient calculaionsfor the Ste, sated that asecond excavation backfill well would beingtdled as
requested, and stated that a post-remediation quarterly groundwater sampling program was planned for a
minimum period of one year.

Remedia excavation began on November 29, 2005, with theinitia ingtdlation of adide-rall shoring sysem
in the area for excavation. Between December 1, and December 8, 2005, Marcor Remediation, Inc.
(Marcor) excavated and stockpiled 2,370 cubic yards (3,054.65 tons) of impacted soil from an area
approximately 50 by 50 feet, by 20to 21 feet in depth. Concurrent excavation dewatering was attempted,
but due to the load of suspended fine particles, could not keep up with groundweter infiltration. Extracted
groundwater was plumbed through a bag filter to remove the sediment load, and then through two 2,000
pound granular activated carbon (GAC) vessdl sinto a20,000-gallon temporary aboveground storagetark.

Prior to discharge to the sanitary sewer a groundwater sample was collected under observation of the
Dublin-San Ramon Services Didtrict personnel. Four authoritative excavation bottom soil samples were
collected from locations in close proximity to previoudy documented worst-case soil concentrations and
each returned non- detectable concentrationsfor al analytes. The excavation was backfilled with imported
crushed rock and locdly derived recycled asphdtic baserock. ORC was agpplied in durry form to the
crushed rock as it was placed into the excavation. On December 21 and 22, 2005, twenty-six ORC
injection boreswere pushed to gpproximately 21 feet bgs, and an ORC durry wasinjected into the boresin
areas surrounding the backfilled excavation in order to address resdua contamination outside the area of
excavaion. The soil stockpiles were sampled concurrently with remedia excavation, and the soil was
loaded, trangported, and disposed at Keller Canyon Landfill in Pittsburg, California, between December 29,
2005, and January 4, 2006. On January 11, 2006, the property was sold by the Dolan Trust to Ken
Harvey Honda, and site redevelopment planning wasiinitiated for a car dealership.

On February 27, 2006, Blaine Tech Services, Inc. (Blaine) mobilized to the Ste to devel op the two new
wells(MW-8 and MW-9) |ocated within the remediad excavation. Development detailshave been reported
under separate cover in the report entitled Report on Source Soil Excavation and Dewatering, dated
April 20, 2006. Thefirst post-remediation groundwater monitoring event occurred on March 2, 2006, and
was reported in the report entitled First Quarter 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Event, dated April 4,
2006. The Second Quarter 2006 Groundwater Monitoring Event dated June 22, 2006, wasissued on
June 28, 2006.

Current Site redevelopment activities include paving and infragtructure ingtalation for the car dedlership.
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2.0  Groundwater Sample Collection and Analytical M ethods

Groundwater samples were collected fom dl monitoring wells on September 27 and 28, 2006. The
groundwater sampleswere collected by Blainein accordance with Blaine Sandard Operating Procedures
for groundwater gauging, purging, and sampling. A copy isincluded as Appendix A. In accordancewith
the recommendation contained in the previous quarterly report, Remediation by Natural Attenuation (RNA)
parameters were collected this quarter. Purging for the RNA parameters used micropurge techniques.
Depth to groundwater was measured in al wellsa theste. Temperature, pH, conductivity, and turbidity
were measured initidly, and then after remova of each purgevolume. Depth to groundwater was measured
indl welsa thesteon September 28, 2006. Temperature, pH, conductivity, and turbidity were measured
initidly, and then after removad of each purgevolume. Thegroundwater depth measurementsand detailsof
the monitoring well purging and sampling are presented on the Well Gauging Data sheet and Well
Monitoring Data Sheetsgenerated by Blaineand included as Appendix B. Additiond fidd formsinduded
in Appendix B indludethePurge Drum Inventory Log, and the Wellhead Inspection Checklist. Depth
to-groundwater measurements are presented in Tablel. All purge and decontamination water was
temporarily stored in Department of Transportation-approved 55-galon drumsfor future disposa by the
owner.

The groundwater sampleswere analyzed by McCampbel | Andyticd, Inc., aCaifornia- certified Iaboratory,
on a 5day turnaround time. Groundwater samples from al wells were analyzed for Totd Petroleum
Hydrocarbons (TPH) as gasoline and as diesd by Modified EPA Method 8015C; benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene, and totd xylenes (BTEX) and MTBE by EPA Method 8021B; Carbon Dioxide by Standard
Method 5310B; Sulfate by Standard Method E300.1; Nitrate (asN) by E300.1; Phosphorousby E365.1;
Manganese and Potassum by E200.8; Methane by Method RSK 174; Biochemica Oxygen Demand
(BOD) by SM 5210B; and Chemica Oxygen Demand (COD) by SM 5220D. The sample with the
highest detected concentration of MTBE by EPA Method 8021B was sdlected for reanalysis by EPA
Method 8260B for dl fue oxygenates. This andytica method includes the fuel oxygenates tert-Butyl
Alcohol [TBA], Di-isopropyl Ether [DIPE], Ethyl tert-Butyl Ether [ETBE], and Methyl tert-Amyl Ether
[TAME], the lead scavengers 1,2- Dibromoethane (EDB) and 1,2- Dichloroethane (1,2-DCA), aswell as
ethanol and methanol. Tables |l to V summarize current and previous andytica results for groundwater
samples. The laboratory anaytica report for the current sampling event isincluded as Appendix C.

3.0 Petroleum Hydrocarbon Groundwater Sample Analytical Results

Hydrocarbon analyss of groundwater samples from dl wells was conducted during the current sampling
event. Wdl MW-2 wasdestroyed during the remedia excavation in November 2005. Only perimeter well
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MW:-3 and deep well MW-7 yielded non-detectable analyte concentrations, however, perimeter wells
MW-1 and MW-6 yielded petroleum hydrocarbons below the RWQCB ESL gods (78 Fg/L TPH as
gasoline and 61 Fg/L TPH as diesd, respectively). Similar andyte concentrations have been present
previoudy in each of these wdls, however, in well MW-6 the hydrocarbon was previoudy very low levels
of TPH as gasoline with benzene. Benzene was not detected inthewdl during the current event. Well
MW-5 contained 48 Fg/L MTBE during this monitoring event. MTBE continues to trend dightly higher
with each quarterly sampling event in thiswell. No other fud oxygenates, lead scavengers, or ethanol or
methanol were detected via andyss by EPA Method 8260B this quarter. Well MW-4 contained both
lower and higher andyte concentrations than the previous quarter and TPH remains a eevated

concentrations. Decreaseswere observed in TPH asdiesdl, benzene, ethylbenzene, andtota xylenes while
an increase was observed in the concentration of TPH as gasoline and toluene. TPH asgasoline, TPH as
diesd, and BTEX were again present in excavation wells MW-8 and MW-9 thisquarter. Concentrations
increased for each compound in well MW-8, and TPH as gasoline, TPH asdiesdl, and benzene were over
therespective RWQCB ESLs. Andyte concentrationsincreased and decreased in well MW-9; however,
the volatile fraction (BTEX, MTBE) were, in generd, rdatively unchanged on thewhole. Thetotal TPH

concentration, athough dightly lower, was roughly smilar to the previous quarter. Only the TPH fractions
were above the RWQCB ESLsinwel MW-9. Figure 3 documentstheformer rough correlation between
arise of groundwater and arise in contaminant concentrations. This cycle appears to have been broken
after the remedia actions.

Wdl MW-2 yielded a detectable concentration of 1, 2DCA (5.4 Fg/L) during the first quarterly

groundwater monitoring event of 2005. All other oxygenates and lead scavengers were not detected,

sometimes at elevated limits of detection dueto the dilutionsrequired because of the elevated hydrocarbon
compound concentrations in the sample. However, the lack of MTBE in groundwater collected fromwell

MW-2 a thet time, a good limits of detection, is congstent with previous andysis for fud oxygenates
conducted in December 2002. These results suggest that there may have been potentidly two separate
releases at the site, anon-M TBE- bearing release (from prior to useof MTBE asafuel additive) asdetected
inwdl MW-2 (screened between 5 and 20 feet bgs) and an M TBE- bearing rel ease detected inwell MW-5
(screened between 3 and 10 feet bgs). Consistent with thisinterpretation isthelack of EDB, 1, 2-DCA,
ethanol, and methanal in well MW-5, at good limits of detection. Thissuggeststhat portionsof therelease
predate the use of fud oxygenates as gasoline fudl additives.

The laboratory has previously included a note that the hydrocarbon quantified as TPH as diesd in wells
MW-2 and MW-5was present in the requested quantitation range (diesdl), but that it did not resemblethe
fud pattern requested. A review of the chromatograms from wells during the September 2002 quarterly
event and the current event indicate that the hydrocarbon detected in the diesdl rangein groundwater from
well MW-2 isassociated with the heavy end of gasoline (carbon range C4 to C12) which overlapsinto the
typical carbon range occupied by diesd (carbon range C10to C22). However, the compound previoudy
detected in well MW-5 suggeststhat it may be an aged diesd product as the smooth curve lay between
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carbon ranges C10to C22. During the current and previous quarter, the laboratory included anotethat oil
range hydrocarbons were detected in the groundwater samples obtained from wells MW-8 and MW-9.
McCampbell Analytica stated (persona communication, October 20, 2006) that the chromatograms
indicate that this could be ether oil or asphdt related compounds. Copies of the chromatograms for the
current event are attached at the end of Appendix C.

Prior to the remedia excavation, only wels MW-2 and MW-4 consagtently yielded concentrations of
petroleum hydrocarbons. Groundwater fromwell MW- 2 cons stently contained the highest concentrations
a the gte, followed by wdl MW-4. Wdl MW-2 was destroyed under permit during the remedid
excavaion. During thecurrent monitoring event the predominant location of contaminantswasinthevianity
of wells MW-4, MW-8, and MW-9; the latter two are tank basin wels. The concentrations of each
andyteat thesewelswas sgnificantly lessthan previoudy detected in destroyed well MW- 2; however, they
reman devated in wdl MW-4. Over the two previous quarterly events in 2006, hydrocarbon
concentrations in groundwater in well MW-4 have been assumed to be a by-product of remedia
excavation, wherein contaminantsformerly sequestered in soil were mixed and released into groundwaterin
a one-time process. However, a closer review of the andytica data from groundwater collected in well
MW-4 suggeststhat thisassumption may beincorrect. There aremultiplelinesof evidencethat suggest thet
adifferent source of gasoline hydrocarbonsisreflected in groundwater collected fromwel MW-4, or thet a
fresh spill of gasoline may have occurred near well MW-4. These lines of evidence are asfollows:

Therewasalargeincreasein gasoline and volatile (BTEX) hydrocarbon concentrationsin groundwater
collected from well MW-4 between September 2005 and March 2006. Therelative stability of those
concentrations over three quarters appears to suggest a remaining source as opposed to a transent
spike in contaminant concentrations to be expected from a one-time event.

The andyticd |aboratory began to flag the gasoline hydrocarbon in groundwater collected from well
MW-4 as “unmodified or weakly modified gasoling” (i.e. fresh) in the March 2006 groundwater
monitoring event.

There appears to be no MTBE associated with this hydrocarbon, aswould be anticipated with recent
release of gasoline due to the required removd of this chemica from reformulated gasoline by
December 31, 2003.

The apparent rapid decrease in the concentration of benzene in comparison to toluene and ehylbanzene
would betypicd of the chemica behavior (solubility) of these volatile compounds in groundweter.

The concentration of TPH as diesdl in wells MW-4, MW-8, and MW-9 are very amilar, while the
concentration of TPH as gasoline in wel MW-4 issgnificantly higher thanin the other twowdls. This
may suggest the source of the TPH as diesd is the same, but that the source of TPH as gasoline is
different between the wells.
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The ratio of TPH as gasoline to TPH as diesdl in groundwater collected from well MW-4 does not
meatch theratio seen previoudy inwell MW-2, or currently inwellIsMW-8 or MW-9. Additiondly the
ratios of the various volatile organic compounds (BTEX) to TPH asgasoline or to TPH asdiesdl do not
match between wells MW-4 and MW-8 or MW-9. Findly the ratios between the various volatile
organic compounds, within awell, are generdly not the same (seefor exampletheratio of tota xylenes
to benzene in each of the wells).

Each of these lines of evidence is suggedtive of a separate source for the hydrocarbons in groundwater
samples collected from well MW-4. Thisevidence appearsto indicate an undiscovered residua pocket of
contamination outsi de the area of excavation, or morelikely, theintroduction of fresh gasoline hydrocarbons
inthevicinity of thewell. One potentia source may be surface pillage from vehicles parked in the vicinity
of well MW-4 waiting for repair at the auto shop across Scarlett Court from the Site. During Site visits
leading up to the remedia excavation, between 6 to 10 cars were parked adjacent to the fence in the
vicinity of wel MW-4 on a dally bass. Blymyer Engineers requested a review of chromatograms by

McCampbdl Andyticd in the outsde chance of determining if other fud oxygenates used in morerecently
reformulated gasoline might be present in groundwater from the well. This requires analysis by EPA

Method 8260, not requested as planned during the current quarterly event. As anticipated the available
anayss (EPA Method 8015) was insufficient to resolve this during the current quarterly event.

A copy of the groundwater petroleum hydrocarbon andytica results can befound in Appendix C, and the
results are summarized in Table |1 and Tablel11.

4.0 Intrinsgc Bioremediation Groundwater Sample Analytical Results

Intringc bioremediation or RNA laboratory andytica parameterswere collected during the current quarter.
Field and andytica resultsfor the current and for previous groundwater monitoring eventsare presented on
Tables IV and V. Microbiad use of petroleum hydrocarbons as a food source is affected by the
concentration of a number of chemica compounds dissolved in groundwater at a Site. RNA monitoring
parameters were established by research conducted by the Air Force Center for Environmenta Excdlence.
The research results were used to develop atechnica protocol for documenting RNA in groundwater at
petroleum hydrocarbon rel ease sites (Wiedemeler, Wilson, Kampbell, Miller and Hansen, 1995, Technical
Protocol for Implementing the Intrinsic Remediation with Long Term Monitoring for Natural
Attenuation of Fuel Contamination Dissolved in Groundwater, Volumes | and I, U.S. Air Force
Center for Environmental Excellence, Brooks Air Force Base, Texas). The protocol focuses on
documenting both aerobic and anaerobic degradation processes whereby indigenous subsurface bacteria
use various dissolved eectron acceptors to degrade dissolved petroleum hydrocarbons.



Mr. Michadl Fitzpatrick
December 1, 2006

Page 10

In the order of preference, the following eectron acceptors and metabolic by-products are used and
generated, respectively, by the subsurface microbes (aerobes, Mn— Fe reducers, and methanogens) to
degrade petroleum hydrocarbons. oxygen to carbon dioxide, nitrate to nitrogen, insoluble manganese
(Mn**) to soluble manganese (M), insoluble ferric iron (Fe**) to soluble ferrous iron (Fe?*), sulfate to
hydrogen sulfide, and carbon dioxide to methane. With the exception of oxygen, the use of dl other
electron acceptor pathwaysby microbesindicatesincreasngly anaerobic degradation. Aerobicdegradaion
takes placefirgt, and oxygen inhibits anaerobic degradation. As oxygen is consumed and an anoxic zone
deveops, the Mn — Fereducers and methanogens begin to grow and release dissolved Mn, dissolved Fe,
and methane (Commission on Geosciences, Environment and Resources, Natural Attenuation for

Groundwater Remediation, 2000). Investigation of each of these electron acceptor pathways was
conducted indl wdls at the Site as part of the evaluation of RNA chemica parameters. Andytica results
collected prior to remedia excavation generdly documented oxygen and nutrient (nitrate) limited RNA at
the Ste.

Microbid use of petroleum hydrocarbons as afood sourceis principaly affected by the concentration of
dissolved oxygen (DO) in the groundwater present at a Ste; it is the preferred eectron acceptor for the
biodegradation of hydrocarbons. Pre-purge DO field readings documented two distinct regions. Plume
core wells MW-4, MW-8, and MW-9 contained distinctly higher concentrations (0.97 to 1.88 milligrams
per liter [mg/L]) of DO than the remaining wdlls (MW-1, MW-3, MW-5, MW-6, and MW-7; generdly
0.64 to 0.75 mg/L). This suggests that the ORC product continues to provide additional oxygento the
excavdion vicinity. Pogt-purge DO was present in groundwater in concentrationsranging from 0.23 mg/L
to 0.78 mg/L. Post-purge DO is generaly accepted to document the concentration of DO in the area
surrounding eech well and is generdly consdered more representative of a water-bearing zone. The
concentration of post-purge DO in most wells shows a decreasing trend over the three post-remediation
monitoring events. In comparison to the period prior to remediation, the concentration of post-purge DO
remains & a dightly higher concentration in wells MW-1, MW-4, MW-5, and arguably in well MW-3.
Thisislikely dueto two causes, anatura increasein DO carried by rain water (sseMW-1 or MW-3), and
an increase produced by ORC (see MW-4). Because the two likely causes cannot be conclusively

distinguished as previoudy observed, thismay suggest that DO has been largdly used in the vicinity of the
excavation. Thisis not unexpected as ORC is noted to generate oxygen between 6 and 12 months.

Excavation wells MW-8 and MW-9 both continue to contain dightly higher concentrations of post-purge
DO than observed in wel MW-2 prior to its destruction by excavation. In generd, dthough there have
been decreasesin the concentration of DO in groundwater in some of thewdlssncethefirg quarterly event
after remedia exaction, the concentration of DO generdly remains higher than the concentration of DO
prior to remediad action. Previoudly, lack of DO appeared to be one of the RNA-Ilimiting factorsin the
remedid areaand it may be trangtioning back to alimiting factor due to theincreased lack of darity inthe
source of DO (rain water infiltration or ORC).
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ORPisanother measure of the supply and use of oxygen at aste. The higher thereadingin millivolts(mV),
the more oxygenated the subsurface environment is, and the lower the readings, the more anaerobic or
reducing the subsurface environment is. Like DO, ORP values appear to represent acomplex subsurface
environment during the present monitoring event. The decreasein ORP vdueinwelsMW-1 and MW-3
suggeststhat the decrease may partly beaseasona change dueto lower DO vauesasthewellsare located
away from the plume core, and generdly have not contained detectable concentrations of contaminants.
However, most other wellsinthevicinity of the excavation contain dightly higher ORP readingsthan prior to
and immediatdly after the remedid excavation. This gppears to indicate continued oxygenation of the
excavation vicinity and likely aso reflects a generdized recovery in groundwater qudity adjacent to the
excavation areadfter theremedid excavation (In comparison to pre-remedid vaues, seefor ingancewells
MW-4, MW-5, MW-6, and MW-7). Within the remedid excavation, ORPinwelsMW-8 and MW-9
have margindly increased from the previous quarterly vaues, remain higher than ORPvduesin well MW-2
prior to the remedia excavation, but are lower than the first post-remedia monitoring event.

One of the by-products of microbia hydrocarbon degradation is the conversion of oxygen to carbon
dioxide. Indl wellscarbon dioxide concentrations decreased in comparison to the March 2006 monitoring
event. There appear to be at least two potential causes. Thisincludesanatural seasonal decrease as most
clearly seeninwels MW-1 and MW-3, and potentialy, agenera decreasein aerobic microbid activity as
suggested by decreasesin other wells (MW-4 and MW-6). Reviewing the data generated from upgradient
well MW-1 and latera to downgradient well MW-3, the data contained reatively smilar and modest
concentrations of carbon dioxide. These are presumed to be representative of background carbon dioxide
concentrations.  Groundwater from well MW-4 contained a lower concentration of carbon dioxide,
presumed representative of somelimited microbid activity; however, wellsSMW-6 and MW-7, had smilar
concentrations, but no or trace detectable concentrations of contaminants. Well MW-5 continues to
contain the highest concentration of carbon dioxide for an undetermined reason. Excavation wellsMW-8
and MW-9 contained only trace concentrations of carbon dioxidewhich suggests minima microbid activity
a these wdls. Thismay betheresult of remova of the mgority of existing microbial coloniesintheformer
plume core, and the inahility in re-establishing colonies at that location due to higher, but till moderated,
0Xygen concentrations.

Should oxygen beininsufficient supply in groundweter, the next preferred eectron acceptor isnitrate which
creates denitrifying conditions. In denitrifying conditions, nitrate concentrations decreasein the contaminant
plume over background nitrate concentrations. During the present quarter, nitrate wasnondetectablein dl
wells, except MW-3 and MW-8. Hidoricaly the Ste has yielded low nitrate concentrations, however,
plume core wells (MW-4, MW-6, MW-8, and MW-9) yielded higher nitrate concentrations after the
remedid excavation likdy dueto nutrient augmentation a that time. Nitratein wel MW- 3 remainsroughly
within the range of nitrate concentrations prior to remedid excavation and is presumed to approximate
natural concentrations in the well vicinity. Nitrate concentrations in well MW-8 (and MW-9) have
decreased ggnificantly. The low and rondetectable nitrate concentration in these latter wells during the
current event appears to indicate that the nitrate has been essentidly fully utilized and generdly will not be
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available for further microbia degradation of hydrocarbons in the vidnity.

As dissolved oxygen concentrations continue to decrease, insoluble manganese (Mr™) is converted to
soluble manganese M?*). At the subject Site, total manganese in groundwater was analyzed by the
andytica laboratory as aproxy for soluble manganese. Groundwater from wells MW-8 and MW-9 did
not contain detectable concentrations of total manganese. Groundwater from dl remaining welsexogptwel
MW-1 yielded lower concentrations of soluble manganese during the present monitoring event. Againthis
islikely dueto two different processes. InwellsMW-8 and MW-9 this suggests essentidly nousagedf this
degradation pathway. In other wellsthismay beanatura reduction. Thismay aso be a component of the
eevated COD in wells MW-8 and MW-9, as discussed below.

Following the continuing trend of electron acceptors at the Site, ferrousiron concentrations were eval uated
a the gte. The reduction of iron isinhibited by solid-phase manganese; however, as soluble manganese
concentrations increase, soluble ferrous iron concentrations are expected to rise as subsurface Mn — Fe
reducing microbes convert solid-phase ferric iron to soluble ferrous iron.  Soluble manganese did not
increase this quarter, and ferrous iron concentrations were non-detectable in dl wels during the current
monitoring event. Until this monitoring event, well MW-4 has contained higher levelsof ferrousiron. This
has previoudy suggested that microbia activity near this well was continuing to utilize iron to degrade
contaminants in this area of the ste. However, the lack of ferrousiron in dl wels, the non-detectable
manganee in wells MW-8 and MW-9, and the reduced concentration of DO Stewide suggest that Mn—
Femicrobia colonies have not been re-established at the site or within the plume core.

Continuing the trend of eectron acceptors at the Site, sulfate concentrations were aso evaluated as part of
the evaluation of RNA chemicd parameters. If utilized by the microbes, sulfate concentrations, like nitrate
concentrations, decrease in the contaminant plume over background sulfate concentrations and a
commensurate decrease in pH is observed asthe resulting hydrogen sulfideis converted to adilute sulfuric
acid. Thistrend has previoudy been seen a thesite; however, only groundwater samplesfrom excavation
wellsMW-8 and MW-9yielded markedly lower sulfate concentrations during the present monitoring event.
All other wellsyieded sulfate concentrations that were essentiadly unchanged, but that both increased and
decreased in comparison to the previous quarterly data. This suggests that sulfate is not currently used at
the Site, except perhaps in the excavation, to degrade hydrocarbon contaminantsat the site. Judged more
likdy isthat the higher COD in these two wells may have produced this sulfate reduction in the two wells.
Associated trends in pH vaues dso do not suggest use of this pathway.

As oxygen becomes less prevaent and other pathways are increasingly utilized, the degradation process
becomes increasingly anaerobic and methanogenic microbes become more prevaent. To this end, the
converson of carbon dioxide to methane was investigated at the ste. The presence of methane in
groundwater can be attributed to fermentation of natura organic matter aswell as petroleum hydrocarbons.

However, if utilized by the microbes, methane would increase relative to carbon dioxide. Background
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methane concentrationsin groundwater found inwdlsMW-1, MW- 3, and MW-7 islow tovery low adis
presumed to represent the degradation of natural organic metter. M ethane concentrationsin groundwater
from excavation proximd wels MW-4 and MW-6 aredightly evated in comparison to excavaion wells
MW-8 and MW-9. It should be noted that the converson of carbon dioxide to methane is the least
preferred pathway for microbia degradation of hydrocarbons principaly because the conversonisthemost
anaerobic. Well MW-5 is dightly anomaous and has not been consdered in this andyss. It appears
probable that converson of carbon dioxide to methane is not a significant process of hydrocarbon

degradation except perhapsin the areaimmediatdly adjacent tothe excavated plume core a thisste. Itcan
aso be noted that there has been a reduction in methane generation over time a the ste since the firgt
methane sampling event in December 2004.

BOD and COD were agan included in the andyticd suitefor thesecond timethisquarter as suggested by
REGENESI Sto help eva uate the success of the ORC gpplications. All wellsreturned BOD vauesbe ow
the limits of detection; from upgradient, to excavation proximd, to down gradient wells. This appearsto
suggest limited biologicd degradation at the ste. COD vadues were lowest in the upgradient and
downgradient wells (MW-1 and MW-3, respectively) and the deeper well (MW-7). COD was dightly
more eevated in excavation wells MW-8 and MW-9, in comparison to other excavation proxima wells.
This suggests the chemicd demand again remains a stronger factor on the use of oxygen than biologicd
demand. Thisisaso suggested by the RNA parameters reviewed above.

In summary, while the supply of DO in groundwater in the plume core appears to be higher than

background and pre-remediation concentrations, the concentrations do not gppear to be sufficient to allow

the re-establishment of aerobic microbes. Within the RNA process, aerobic microbia degradation provides
the quickest method to degrade hydrocarbons a a Site. Microbia degradation of the groundwater

hydrocarbon plume beneath the site appears to be becoming once again oxygen and nitrate limited.

I ndigenous aerobic microbes do not appear to have reestablished significant dendties, yet oxygen appears
to be in sufficient concentrations to limit reestablishment of Mn+ Fe reducing microbes. Methanogenic
microbes (M ethanogens) aso do not appear to be present at significant densities, except perhapsintheaea
immediately adjacent to the excavation (MW-5 and MW-6). Whilethe reduction of DO wasexpected, the
re-establishment of the microbes in the plume core was anticipated to be quicker, and was expected to
assig in achieving the remedia god. Each of these indicators suggests that the microbia process has
temporarily reached an end point at the Site, the remaining ORC haslimited cgpacity to continueto provide
DO to aerobic microbes beneath the site, and that additiona efforts may be required.

50  Groundwater Flow Data
Surveyed top-of-casing (TOC) eevationswere used to construct agroundwater gradient map (Figure 2).

Wedl MW-1 was not used dueto abent casing noted by field personnel and caused by recent construction
activities on the ste. While not typicaly used, wells MW-5 and MW-6 were used to help construct the
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figure for this monitoring event. Although wells MW-5 and MW-6 are screened at shallower levels, the
groundwaeter levels were nat significantly different for these wellsfor thisperiod. Based onareview of the
case file a the ACDEH, groundwater devations in wells MW-5 and MW-6 higtorically appear to have
been consgently somewhat different than wells MW-1 through MW-4 a the ste. However by

gppearances there is no significant flow direction changes crested by excluding these two wells during the
current quarter. The water leve inwdl MW-7, presumed to be set in adeeper water-bearing zone (30 to
40 feet bgs), isand has previoudy been, very smilar to the water leve in wells st in the middle water-
bearing zone (10 to 20 feet bgs, MW-1, MW-3, and MW-4). The dmilaity of this weter level may
indicate the well is set in a degper portion of the same water-bearing zone a thesite. 1t wasused againto
help generate the gradient and flow direction depicted Figure 2.

Groundwater depths on September 28, 2006, ranged between 3.08 to 4.85 feet below the top of the
casings. Onaverage, depth to groundwater remained unchanged (an average<0.001 foot increase) across
the ste since the June 2006 monitoring and sampling event; however, infour wellsan increase in thedepth
to water was observed, while a decrease was observed in four wdls (excluding well MW-1 due to the
reported bent casng). Based on these data, the direction of groundwater flow appears to be generdly
towards the west and south from a ridge high that extends from wel MW-5 to MW-7. Higoricdly,
groundwater has generally flowed to the south to southwest at the site (see for example the Rose Diagram
of historic groundwater flow directionsincluded in the Additional Ste Investigation Data Transmittal);
however, in June 2005 and November 1993, groundwater was documented to have flowed to the east.
The average groundwater gradient was ca culated to be at approximately 0.012 feet/foat for thismonitoring
event.

6.0  Conclusonsand Recommendations
The fallowing conclusons were generated from the available data discussed above:

Groundwater was collected from dl wels during the present monitoring event, and RNA
parameters were re-anayzed as planned for the second time since the remedia excavetion.

Groundwater obtained from welsMW-3 and MW-7 yielded nondetectable concentrations of the
andytes. Groundwater obtained from wells MW-1 and MW-6 yielded trace concentrations of
TPH. Thisisthe second time groundwater from each well has yielded trace concentrations of
petroleum hydrocarbons.

Except for the detection of MTBE & a concentration of 48 Fg/L inwdl MW-5, thiswell again
yielded nondetectable concentrations of petroleum hydrocarbons, consstent with the mgjority of
historic groundwater andytical results from this perimeter well. The concentration of MTBE is
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consstent with previoudy detected concentrations &t this location, and continues an increasing
concentration trend of this contaminant in groundwater from thiswell.

Excavation wells MW-8 and MW-9, inthe generd |ocation of destroyed plume corewd | MW-2,
yielded concentrations of dl anaytes at sgnificantly lower concentrations in comparison to
concentrations previous detected in groundwater at well MW-2. Individualy concentrations of
TPH asgasolineand TPH asdiesd inthesetwo wellsboth increased and decreased. Inwell MW-
9, thetota TPH trend remained downward. Concentrationsin the volatile components of gasoline
(BTEX) generdly margindly increased, dthough some compounds underwent modest reductions.

Groundwater obtained from well MW-4 continued to contain eevated concentrations of al
hydrocarbon compounds. This has previoudy been assumed to have been as a result of the
remediad excavation process, however, a close ingpection of the specific anaytes appears to
suggest an undetected residual source outside the areaof excavation, or more likdy, afresh rdlease
of gasoline hydrocarbons. There are multiplelines of evidence to support these observations, and
indude the sze of the increase; laboratory notes of fresh unweathered hydrocarbons; the lack of
MTBE; the rapid decrease of benzene; smilar concentrations of TPH asdiesdl but not of TPH as
gasoline between wellsMW-4, MW-8, and MW-9; multiple contaminant ratios, and observations
of parked cars awaiting repair at the auto shop across the Street.

Microbia use of petroleum hydrocarbons as afood source has historicaly been principdly limited
by the concentration of DO in the groundwater; it is the preferred electron acceptor for the
biodegradation of hydrocarbons. Nitrate concentrationsin groundwater have aso historically been
alimiting factor & the Ste.

During the current monitoring event, RNA chemical parameters appear to indicate a two-fold
process at the site; anatura changein sdected parameters as seen most clearly in perimeter wells,
and a concurrent reduction in RNA chemical parameters within the plume core related to
decreasing DO concentrations from ORC, and nitrate concentrations from the introduction of
bionutrients. While DO concentrations in the plume remain above pre-remedia concentrations,
post-purge DO concentrations in most wells shows a decreasing trend over the three post-
remediation monitoring events.

While the supply of DO in groundwater in the plume core appears to be higher than background
and pre-remediation concentrations, the concentrations do not appear to be sufficient to alow the
re-establishment of aerobic microbes. Within the RNA process, aerobic microbid degradation
provides the quickest method to degrade hydrocarbons a a site. Microbid degradation of the
groundwater hydrocarbon plume beneath the Ste gppears to be becoming once again oxygen and
nitrate limited. Indigenous aerobic microbes do not gppear to have reestablished significant
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densities, and oxygen gppearsto bein sufficient concentrations asto limit reestablishment of Min-Fe
reducing microbes. Methanogenic microbes (Methanogens) aso do not gppear to be present at
sgnificant dengties, except perhgpsin theareaimmediately adjacent to the excavation (MW-5and
MW:-6). While the reduction of DO was expected, the re-establishment of the microbesin the
plume core was anticipated to be quicker, and was expected to asss in achieving the remedia

god. The RNA parameters predominaedy suggest that the microbia process has temporarily

reached an end point a the Site, the remaining ORC haslimited cgpacity to continueto provide DO
to aerobic microbes benegath the Site, and that additional augmentation may be required.

All wellsreturned BOD vauesbe ow thelimitsof detection, apparently indicating limited biological
demand while elevated COD vauesindicate the chemica demand for oxygen remains a stronger
factor than biological demand.

During the current quarter, groundwater flow appearsto be towards thewest to south from aridge
high extending from well MW-5 to MW-7. The average groundwater gradient was caculated at
0.012 feet/foot.

The following recommendations were generated from the available data discussed above:

Asacog savingsmeasure, analysisfor RNA parameters (carbon dioxide, nitrate, sulfate, methane,
manganese, potassium, total phosphorous, BOD, and COD) can again be temporarily stopped.
Field measurements including DO, ORP, and ferrous iron can be used as proxiesfor the extent of
biologica or chemica degradation in groundwater benesth the subject Ste. Analytical testing for
RNA parameters can be resumed in the future asit is warranted.

$ Thenext quarterly groundwater sampling event is scheduled to occur in December 2006. Andlyss
of groundwater collected from well MW-4 for fud oxygenates by EPA Method 8260 should be
included in the andytica program.

$ A subsurface investigation should be performed in an attempt to determine the source of the
hydrocarbons in well MW-4. Thiswould congst of the ingdlation of aminimum of two to three
Geoprobe bores around the well, or dightly upgradient towards the location of the excavation.

$ A copy of this letter report should be forwarded to:
Mr. Barney Chan

Alameda County Health Care Services Agency
Environmenta Protection Divison
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1131 Harbor Bay Parkway, Suite 250
Alameda, CA 94502-6577

7.0 Limitations

Services performed by Blymyer Engineers have been provided in accordance with generdly accepted
professond practicesfor the nature and conditions of the work completed in the same or smilar locdities,
a the time the work was performed. The scope of work for the project was conducted within the
limitations prescribed by the client.  This report is not meant to represent a lega opinion. No other
warranty, expressed or implied, ismade. This report was prepared for the sole use of the client.

Please cal Mark Detterman at (510) 521- 3773 with any questions or comments.

Sincerdly,

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

By:
Mark Detterman, C.E.G. 1788
Senior Geologist

And:
Miched S. Lewis
Vice President, Technica Sarvices

Encloaures:

Table |: Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements

Tablell: Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
Tablelll: Summary of Groundwater Sample Fud Additive Andyticd Results
TablelV: Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Field Results
TableV: Summary of Groundwater Intrindc Bioremediation Andytical Results
Figure 1: Site Location Map

Figure 2: Site Plan and Groundwater Gradient, September 28, 2006

Figure 3: TPH Concentration and Groundwater Elevation vs. Timein WellsMW-2 / MW-9
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Appendix A:  Standard Operating Procedures, Blaine Tech Services, Inc.

Appendix B:  Purge Drum Inventory Log, Test Equipment Calibration Log, Wellhead Inspection
Checklist, Well Gauging Data, and Repair Data Sheet, Dated September 27 and 28,
2006

Appendix C:  Andytica Laboratory Report, McCampbel Anayticd, Inc., Dated October 4, and 11,
2006

H:\Blymyer_Jobs\20021202016 dolan\202016.dol\202016QM306.doc
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Please call Mark Detterman at (510) 521-3773 with any questions or comments.

Sincerely,
s Blymyer Engineers, Inc.
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Vice President, Technical Services
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Table [: Summary of Groundwater Elevation Measurements

Table H: Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results

Table HI: Summary of Groundwater Sample Fuel Additive Analytical Results

Table [V: Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Field Results

Table V: Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Analytical Results
b Figure 1 Site Location Map

Figure 2: Site Plan and Groundwater Gradient, September 28, 2006

Figure 3. TPH Concentration and Groundwater Elevation vs, Time in Wells MW-2/MW-9

Appendix A: Standard Operating Procedures, Blaine Tech Services, Inc.
Appendix B:  Purge Drum Inventory Log, Test Equipment Calibration Log, Wellhead Inspection
Checklist, Well Gauging Data, and Repuir Data Sheer, Dated September 27 and 28,
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Appendix C: Analytical Laboratory Report, McCampbell Analytical, Inc., Dated October 4, and
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Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals

6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

waell ID Date TOC(E;;\;ation Dept?ft(;(()Et \)Nater Water Sur(ia:;f) Elevation

MW-1 11/27/1991 326.61 4.82 321.79
9/30/1992 5.34 321.27
47/1994 3.38 323.23
8/12/1994 4.23 322.38
11/29/1994 3.44 323.17
3/21/1995 1.00 325.61
5/22/1995 2.20 324.41
8/24/1995 3.45 323.16
2/12/1996 1.95 324.66
2/5/1997 Data Missing
8/6/1997 3.60 323.01
6/6/02* 2.89 323.72
9/23/2002 3.48 323.13
12/13/2002 3.18 323.43
12/14/2004 2.76 323.85
3/23/2005 1.14 325.47
6/22/2005 32941 2.58 326.83
7/18/2005 2.21 327.20
9/6/2005 3.30 326.11
3/2/2006 2.32 327.09
6/12/2006 3.61 325.80
9/28/2006 3341 326.07
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Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements

BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

waell ID Date TOC(]ICE;;\;ation Dept?ft(;c()Et \)Nater Water Sur(:ca:;f) Elevation

MW-2 11/27/1991 326.67 4.92 321.75
9/30/1992 5.42 321.25
47/1994 3.48 323.19
8/12/1994 4.18 322.49
11/29/1994 3.76 322.01
3/21/1995 1.25 325.42
5/22/1995 2.20 324.47
8/24/1995 3.57 323.10
2/12/1996 2.60 324.07
2/5/1997 1.72 324.95
8/6/1997 3.72 322.95
6/6/02* 3.46 323.21
9/23/2002 4.14 32253
12/13/2002 3.45 323.22
12/14/2004 2.96 323.71
3/23/2005 1.83 324.84
6/22/2005 329.46 3.82 325.64
7/18/2005 3.55 325.91
9/6/2005 3.70 325.76

3/2/2006 Destroyed Destroyed

6/12/2006 Destroyed Destroyed

9/28/2006 Destroyed Destroyed
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Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scar lett Court, Dublin, California

waell ID Date TOC(E;;\;ation Dept?ft(;(()Et \)Nater Water Sur(ia:;f) Elevation

MW-3 11/27/1991 326.58 4.96 321.62
9/30/1992 5.46 321.12
47/1994 3.66 322.92
8/12/1994 4.37 322.21
11/29/1994 3.60 322.98
3/21/1995 1.62 324.96
5/22/1995 273 323.85
8/24/1995 3.76 322.82
2/12/1996 2.45 324.13
2/5/1997 1.99 324.59
8/6/1997 3.83 322.75
6/6/02* 3.66 322.92
9/23/2002 4.66 321.92
12/13/2002 3.66 322.92
12/14/2004 3.52 323.06
3/23/2005 1.83 324.75
6/22/2005 329.37 3.99 325.38
7/18/2005 3.60 322.98
9/6/2005 4.42 324.95
3/2/2006 2.50 326.87
6/12/2006 3.52 325.85
9/28/2006 3.88 325.49
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Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scar lett Court, Dublin, California

waell ID Date TOC(E;;\;ation Dept?ft(;(()Et \)Nater Water Sur(ia:;f) Elevation

MW-4 11/27/1991 326.92 5.26 321.66
9/30/1992 5.78 321.14
47/1994 4.02 322.90
8/12/1994 4.81 322.11
11/29/1994 4.39 322,53
3/21/1995 1.80 325.12
5/22/1995 3.07 323.85
8/24/1995 4.09 322.83
2/12/1996 2.80 324.12
2/5/1997 2.32 324.60
8/6/1997 4.14 322.78
6/6/02* 3.76 323.16
9/23/2002 4.14 322.78
12/13/2002 3.90 323.02
12/14/2004 3.68 323.24
3/23/2005 1.93 324.99
6/22/2005 329.70 3.65 326.05
7/18/2005 3.69 323.23
9/6/2005 3.97 325.73
3/2/2006 2.90 326.80
6/12/2006 3.88 325.82
9/28/2006 4.23 325.47
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BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements

waell ID Date TOC(E;;\;ation Dept?ft(;(()Et \)Nater Water Sur(ia:;f) Elevation
MW-5 3/21/1995 326.50 2.10 324.40
5/22/1995 2.93 323.57
8/24/1995 157 324.93
2/12/1996 278 323.72
2/5/1997 2.24 324.26
8/6/1997 3.02 323.48
6/6/02* i 2.79 NM
9/23/2002 3.07 NM
12/13/2002 3.14 NM
12/14/2004 2.92 NM
3/23/2005 2.39 NM
6/22/2005 329.16 2.99 326.17
7/18/2005 3.39 325.77
9/6/2005 3.07 326.09
3/2/2006 2.74 326.42
6/12/2006 3.36 325.80
9/28/2006 3.33 325.83
MW-6 3/21/1995 327.23 3.24 323.99
5/22/1995 4.70 322,53
8/24/1995 4.95 322.28
2/12/1996 450 322.73
2/5/1997 3.68 323,55
8/6/1997 4.79 322.44
6/6/02* 4.81 322.42
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Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scar lett Court, Dublin, California

waell ID Date TOC(E;;\;ation Dept?ft(;(()Et \)Nater Water Sur(ia:;f) Elevation
MW-6 9/23/2002 327.23 5.10 322.13
12/13/2002 4.88 322.35
12/14/2004 4.61 322.62
3/23/2005 3.40 323.83
6/22/2005 330.02 4.72 325.30
7/18/2005 2.65 327.37
9/6/2005 4.98 325.04
3/2/2006 3.89 326.13
6/12/2006 4.73 325.29
9/28/2006 4.85 325.17
MW-7 7/18/2005 i 6.38
9/6/2005 6.78
3/2/2006 330.25 3.33 326.92
6/12/2006 4.18 326.07
9/28/2006 452 325.73
MW-8 3/2/2006 328.93 1.54 327.39
6/12/2006 3.69 325.24
9/28/2006 3.10 325.83
MW-9 3/2/2006 328.67 1.54 327.13
6/12/2006 3.68 324.99
9/28/2006 3.08 325.59
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Tablel, Summary of Groundwater Elevation M easurements
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scar lett Court, Dublin, California

Well ID

Date

TOC Elevation
(feet)

Depth to Water
(feet)

Water Surface Elevation
(feet)

Notes:

TOC

*

**

Top of Casing
Initial data set collected under direction of Blymyer Engineers, Inc.
Surveyed elevation not available

! = Sampling form indicates casing is bent.

NM = Not measured
! = Resurveyed on April 13, 2005 by CSS Environmental Services, Inc.
2 = Surveyed on February 7, 2006 by CSS Environmental Services, Inc.

Elevations in feet above mean sealevel
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Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

l\:ﬂoe(zgézd{;i? EPA Method 8020 or 8021B
(ug/lL) (Hg/L)
WelID| SampleDate
as Czapslgline asTDP|2$eI Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(Z[r‘L MTBE
RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-1 11/27/1991 <50 NA <0.3 | <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 NA
9/30/1992 <50 NA <0.3 | <03 <0.3 <0.3 NA
4/7/1994 <50 NA <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 NA
8/12/1994 <50 NA 1 1 <0.3 <2 NA
11/29/1994 <50 NA <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
3/21/1995 <50 NA <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
5/22/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
8/24/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/12/1996 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
6/6/02* NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/23/2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
12/13/2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
12/14/2004 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
3/23/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
6/22/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/6/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3/2/2006 62" <50 | <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
6/1/2006 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/28/2006 78" <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
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Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

'\:ﬂoe‘z'hf(';%%f? EPA Method 8020 or 80218
(ug/lL) (ug/L)
WelID [ SampleDate
s CIaF;Ic_:Iine asTDF:ZseI Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(;tr?la MTBE
RWQCB ESLs, Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-2 11/27/1991 NA 170,000| 24,000 | 13,000 3,500 16,000 NA
9/30/1992 NA 120,000| 24,000 | 15,000 3,800 17,000 NA
4/7/1994 NA 120,000| 21,000 | 14,000 4,300 21,000 NA
8/12/1994 NA 140,000| 17,000 | 10,000 4,300 18,000 NA
11/29/1994 NA 90,000 | 17,000 | 7,500 3,400 15,000 NA
3/21/1995 NA 83,000 | 17,000 | 8,000 3,800 17,000 NA
5/22/1995 NA 82,000 | 14,000 | 6,000 4,000 16,000 NA
8/24/1995 NA 86,000 | 13,000 | 8,100 3,700 16,000 NA
2/12/1996 NA 78,000 | 15,000 | 8,100 4,200 18,000 NA
2/5/1997 NA 58,000 | 11,000 | 6,900 3,500 15,000 | 480
8/6/1997 NA 66,000 | 7,000 | 9,200 3,500 16,000 | <500
6/6/02* NA 25,000%| 2,900 | 50 2,700 2,200 | <250
9/23/2002 4300 |14,000°| 2,700 | 81 2,100 1,800 | <250
12/13/2002 4,000° 26,900 | 1,120 | 91 1,480 2,370 | 197d
12/14/2004 7,600" ¢ | 21,000%| 1,700 | 120 1,600 2,400 <60
3/23/2005 | 15,000"%' [27,000%| 1,400 | 170 1,700 2,500 | <170
6/22/2005 1,200 | 5,800°| 53 46 570 58 <50
9/6/2005 4,900"% 7 | 14,000%| 1,000 | 40 1,500 680 | <100
3/2/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
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Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

TAOSEA?BEEQ EPA Method 8020 or 8021B
(ug/lL) (Hg/L)
WelID| SampleDate
as Czapslgline asTDP|2$eI Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(Z[r‘L MTBE
RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-3 | 11/27/1991 NA <50 | <03 | <0.3 <0.3 <0.3 NA
9/30/1992 NA <50 <0.3 | <03 <0.3 <0.3 NA
4/7/1994 NA <50 2.5 5.5 0.9 51 NA
8/12/1994 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.3 <2 NA
11/29/1994 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
3/21/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
5/22/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
8/24/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/12/1996 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/5/1997 NA <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5
6/6/02* NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/23/2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
12/13/2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
12/14/2004 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
3/23/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
6/22/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/6/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3/2/2006 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
6/1/2006 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/27/2006 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
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Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

TAOSEA?S%EQ EPA Method 8020 or 8021B
(ug/lL) (Hg/L)
WelID| SampleDate
s Czazlrjline asTDplgel Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(Z[r‘L MTBE
RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-4 | 11/27/1991 NA 11,000 | 100 | 0.7 250 330 NA
9/30/1992 NA 380 35 2.4 8.9 34 NA
4/7/1994 NA 1,100 61 5.5 17 12 NA
8/12/1994 NA 1,000 3 1 8 NA
11/29/1994 NA 1,100 2 <0.5 10 6 NA
3/21/1995 NA 1,400 200 5 66 18 NA
5/22/1995 NA 1,200 60 1 12 8 NA
8/24/1995 NA 400 1 <0.5 1 <2 NA
2/12/1996 NA 1,500 130 | <05 120 51 NA
2/5/1997 NA 1,200 250 4.9 %! 12 16
8/6/1997 NA 330 15 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5
6/6/02* NA <50 1.7 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <25
9/23/2002 <48 <50 <0.5 1.3 <0.5 <0.5 <25
12/13/2002 86° <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <15 <05
12/14/2004 <50 95" 26 | <05 <0.5 <05 | <50
3/23/2005 <50 120" | <05 | 5 <05 <05 | <50
6/22/2005 <50 180° 1.7 7.5 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
9/6/2005 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
3/2/2006 1,600° 2209 47 4.1 1.6 19 <20
6/1/2006 1,000° | 25079 | 22 2.8 3.9 059 | <50
9/27/2006 1,400° | 2209 | 85 | 7.3 2.4 <05 <15
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BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results

TAOSEA?BEEQ EPA Method 8020 or 8021B
(ug/lL) (Hg/L)
WelID| SampleDate
s Czapslgline asTDP|2$eI Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(Z[r‘L MTBE
RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-5 3/21/1995 NA <50 | <05 | <05 <0.5 <2 NA
5/22/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
8/24/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/12/1996 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/5/1997 NA <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5
6/6/02* NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/23/2002 310°¢ <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <25
12/13/2002 97°¢ <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <15 |[0.720d
12/14/2004 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 12
3/23/2005 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 23
6/22/2005 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <05 31
9/6/2005 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <05 32
3/2/2006 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <05 30
6/1/2006 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 44
9/28/2006 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 48
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BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results

l\:ﬂoe?g(l)zd{;i? EPA Method 8020 or 8021B
(ug/lL) (Hg/L)
WelID| SampleDate
as Czapslgline asTDP|2$eI Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(Z[r‘L MTBE
RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-6 3/21/1995 NA <50 | <05 | <05 <0.5 <2 NA
5/22/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
8/24/1995 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/12/1996 NA <50 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <2 NA
2/5/1997 NA <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5
6/6/02* NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/23/2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
12/13/2002 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
12/14/2004 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
3/23/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
6/22/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
9/6/2005 NA NA NA NA NA NA NA
3/2/2006 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
6/1/2006 50 ° <50 0.84 | <05 <05 <05 <5.0
9/27/2006 <50 61" | <05 | <05 <0.5 <05 | <50
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Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

'\:/Ioe‘f'hf(';d{;i? EPA Method 8020 or 8021B
(Lg/L) (Ma/L)
WelID| SampleDate
s Czapslgline asTDP|2$eI Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng X)T/I(Z[r‘L MTBE
RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)
MW-7 7/18/2005 <50 <50 <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
9/6/2005 <50 <50 0.7 | <05 1.2 <0.5 <5.0
3/2/2006 <50 <50 | <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
6/1/2006 <50 <50 | <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
9/27/2006 <50 <50 | <05 | <05 <0.5 <0.5 <5.0
MW-8 3/2/2006 590 5509 | 62 | 27 0.67 21 <5.0
6/1/2006 97¥ 250" | <05 | <05 <05 1.1 <5.0
9/28/2006 150¢ | 300"%)| 3 1.2 1.1 7.2 <5.0
MW-9 3/2/2006 280 ° 43079 | 26 | 0.96 1 10 <5.0
6/1/2006 680 180" | 0.85 | <05 1.9 3.9 <5.0
9/28/2006 150° |530"%/| 0.95 | 0.69 0.87 6.7 <5.0
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Tablell, Summary of Groundwater Sample Hydrocarbon Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

Modified EPA
Method 8015 EPA Meth(zﬂ 5/%0 or 80218
(Ho/L)
WelID| SampleDate
TPH TPH Tota
as Gasoline | as Diesel Benzene| ToluengEthylbenzeng Xylenes MTBE

RWQCB ESLs; Table F-1a:
Groundwater Screening
Levels (groundwater 1S a 100 100 1 40 30 20 5
current or potential drinking
water resource)

Notes:  ug/L = micrograms per liter
TPH = Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
MTBE = Methyl tert -Butyl Ether
RWQCB = Cadlifornia Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region
ESL = Environmental Screening Level
ND = Not Detected (method reporting limit not known)
NA = Not Analyzed
NS = Not Sampled
<x = Analyte not detected at reporting limit x
* = |nitial data set collected under direction of Blymyer Engineers, Inc.
a = Laboratory note indicates the result is an unidentified hydrocarbon within
the C6 to C10 range.
b = Laboratory note indicates the result is gasoline within the C6 to C10 range.
¢ = Laboratory note indicates the result is a hydrocarbon within the diesel range but that

it does not represent the pattern of the requested fuel.
d = MTBE analysis by EPA Method 8260B yielded a non-detectable concentration at a

detection
e = Laboratory note indicates that unmodified or weakly modified gasoline is significant.
f = Laboratory note indicates that diesel range compounds are significant, with no

recognizable pattern.

g = Laboratory note indicates that gasoline range compounds are significant.

h = Laboratory note indicates that no recognizable pattern is present.

I = Laboratory note indicates that a lighter than water immiscible sheen / product is present.
j = Laboratory note indicates that oil range compounds are significant.

k = Laboratory note indicates one to a few isolated non-target peaks are present.

Bold results indicate detectable analyte concentrations.
Note: Shaded cell indicates that detected concentration exceeds ESL
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Tablelll, Summary of Groundwater Sample Fuel Additive Analytical Results

BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

EPA Method 8260B (ug/L)
Weéll ID Sample Date
TAME TBA EDB |1,2-DCA DIPE Ethanol | ETBE [Methanol| MTBE
RWQCB Groundwater ESLs
Table F-1a: Groundwater
Screening Levels (groundwater NV 12 0.05 0.5 NV 50,000 NV NV 5.0
IS acurrent or potentia drinking
water source)
12/13/2002 <0.50 <2,000 NA NA <0.50 NA <0.50 NA <0.50
MW-2
3/23/2005 <5.0 <50 <5.0 54 <5.0 <500 <5.0 | <5,000 <5.0
12/14/2004 <0.5 <5.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <0.5 <500 12
3/2/2006 <0.5 <5.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <0.5 <500 28*
MW-5
6/1/2006 <0.5 <5.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <0.5 <500 40*
9/28/2006 <0.5 <5.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <50 <0.5 <500 48
Notes: TAME = Methyl tert-Amyl Ether

TBA = tert-Butyl Alcohol
EDB = 1,2-Dibromoethane

1,2-DCA = 1,2-Dichloroethane

DIPE = Di-isopropyl ether
ETBE = Ethyl tert-butyl ether

MTBE = Methly tert-butyl ether
(ug/L) = Micrograms per liter
Not analyzed

NA
NV

No value

* = Differsfrom result yielded by EPA 8021B

Bold results indicate detectable analyte concentrations.
Note: Shaded cell indicates that detected concentration exceeds ESL
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BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals

6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

TablelV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Field Results

Field Meter | Field Meter | Field Test Kit| Field Meter | Field Meter
Potential
(mg/L) (mV) (Fe2+) (oC) pH units
MW-1 12/14/2004 0.2/20 224 160 0.1 18.8 6.9
3/23/2005 5.1/0.2 105/ 102 0.0 17.3 6.9
6/22/2005 | 0.51/0.28 | -208.2/-137.4 0.3 19.6 6.7
3/2/2006 | 0.53/0.38 | 441.3/448.7 0.0 17.4 6.8
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 | 0.74/045 | -11.9/-1295 >0.2 226 6.8
MW-2 12/14/2004 | 0.3/20 -160/-148 1.4 18.4 6.9
3/23/2005 0.1/0.1 -133/-145 2.0 16.6 7.0
6/22/2005 | 0.55/0.11 | -208.5/-229.6 1.0 226 7.0
3/2/2006 NS NS NS NS NS
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 NS NS NS NS NS
MW-3 12/14/2004 | 0.3/0.6 171/ 165 0.1 19.4 7.2
3/23/2005 0.1/0.1 81/79 0.0 17.7 7.2
6/22/2005 1.49/1.39 | 100.7/30.3 0.1 20.8 7.1
3/2/2006 | 0.49/0.17 | 414.9/419.7 0.0 18.7 6.1
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS
9/27/2006 | 0.64/0.39 | -49.0/-103.2 >0.2 22.1 7.0
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BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals

6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

TablelV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Field Results

Field Meter | Field Meter | Field Test Kit| Field Meter | Field Meter
Potential
(mg/L) (mV) (Fe2+) (oC) pH units
MW-4 12/14/2004 0.7/0.1 -71-41 0.8 18.0 6.8
3/23/2005 0.1/0.4 -17/-19 1.2 15.9 6.9
6/22/2005 | 0.23/0.12 | -28.6/-30.9 1.2 20.1 6.7
3/2/2006 | 0.58/0.56 | -169.5/-205.6 1.2 16.2 75
6/1/2006* 0.31 -78 1.0 18.5 7.0
9/27/2006 | 1.88/051 | 109/-1.9 <0.2 19.4 6.7
MW-5 12/14/2004 | 05/20 5/532 0.1 17.9 7.1
3/23/2005 0.1/0.9 -17/0 0.0 15.1 7.2
6/22/2005 | 052/0.27 | 14.4/-353 0.1 23.8 7.0
3/2/2006 | 0.84/0.59 | 436.8/449.2 0.0 14.6 6.2
6/1/2006* 0.49 -34 0.0 19.4 7.16
9/28/2006 | 0.75/0.78 | 153.1/94.1 >0.2 205 6.70
MW-6 12/14/2004 | 0.3/1.2 125/ -25 0.0 155 7.2
3/23/2005 0.1/0.8 52/ -4 0.0 13.9 7.2
6/22/2005 | 053/049 | -22.3/-18 0.1 227 7.0
3/2/2006 153/051 | -116.5/-189.9 0.2 135 8.2
6/1/2006* 0.50 16 0.0 20.1 8.0
9/27/2006 | 0.69/0.35 | -50.2/-72.9 >0.2 22.9 75
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TablelV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Field Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scar lett Court, Dublin, California

Field Meter | Field Meter | Field Test Kit| Field Meter | Field Meter
Potential
(mg/L) (mV) (Fe2+) (oC) pH units
MW-7 7/18/2005 NS NS NS 68.7/69.4 | 7.0/7.0
3/2/2006 | 2.71/1.08 | 214.3/-176.9 0.4 14.0 8.0
6/1/2006* 0.45 62 0.4 20.2 7.15
9/27/2006 | 0.67/0.26 | 70.0/62.0 >0.2 19.8 7.0
MW-8 3/2/2006 1.20/0.85 | 423.8/456.9 0.0 14.1 8.4
6/1/2006* 0.60 -50 0.0 19.9 10.3
9/28/2006 | 0.97/040 | 51.9/63.9 >0.2 20.2 10.3
MW-9 3/2/2006 | 052/0.20 | 118.0/112.6 0.0 15.2 9.4
6/1/2006* 0.42 -30 0.0 205 10.45
9/28/2006 | 1.15/023 | 785/-6.1 >0.2 21.1 10.80
Notes: mV = Millivolts

mg/L = Milligrams per liter
oC = Degrees Centigrade
2.6/ 2.2 = Initia reading (pre-purge) / Final reading (post-purge)
NS = Not sampled
* = Post purge value
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TableV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

oos | MemodEsoos | JETV | mehodezor | EEET | TN o aponn
. Total
WellID | Sample Date CcO2 '?;;rﬁlt)e Sulfate | Methane | Manganese |Potassium| Phosphorous | BOD COD
(asP)
mg/L po/L mg/L
MW-1 12/14/2004 580 <20 1,100 2.2 NA NS NS NS NS
3/23/2005 660 0.41 620 <0.5 NS NS NS NS NS
6/22/2005 660 <0.1 580 0.91 NS NS NS NS NS
3/2/2006 850 <0.7* 610 0.65 1,700 5,100 0.19 <3.0 43
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 660 <0.1 980 0.86 1,900 1,200 0.18 <4.0 15
MW-2 12/14/2004 940 <5.0 220 4,700 NS NS NS NS NS
3/23/2005 1,100 0.34 180 3,700 NS NS NS NS NS
6/22/2005 990 <0.1 290 1,800 NS NS NS NS NS
3/2/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

Page 20 of 23




TableV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

oos | MemodEsoos | STV | metodez07 | EEET | TN o aponn

. Total

WelID | Sample Date co2 'E';;rﬁ)e Sulfate | Methane | Manganese |Potassium| Phosphorous |  BOD CoD
(asP)

mg/L po/L mg/L

MW-3 12/14/2004 610 <20 780 <0.5 NS NS NS NS NS

3/23/2005 590 0.2 560 <0.5 NS NS NS NS NS

6/22/2005 320 13 540 <0.5 NS NS NS NS NS

3/2/2006 730 20* 630 <0.5 1,800 | 4,400 0.18 <3.0 <10

6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

9/27/2006 650 15 580 <0.5 1,500 900 0.16 <4.0 <10

MW-4 12/14/2004 680 <10 760 170 NS NS NS NS NS

3/23/2005 700 0.3 430 24 NS NS NS NS NS

6/22/2005 700 <0.1 480 71 NS NS NS NS NS

3/2/2006 370 0.88* 490 9 5,300 3,900 0.17 <3.0 33

6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS

9/27/2006 290 <0.1 480 51 4,100 670 0.13 <4.0 22
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TableV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

oos | MemodEsoos | STV | metodez07 | EEET | TN o aponn
. Total
WellID | Sample Date CcO2 '?;;rﬁlt)e Sulfate | Methane | Manganese |Potassium| Phosphorous | BOD COD
(asP)
mg/L po/L mg/L

MW-5 12/14/2004 1,400 <20 1,200 120 NS NS NS NS NS
3/23/2005 1,400 1 640 57 NS NS NS NS NS
6/22/2005 1,500 <0.1 590 15 NS NS NS NS NS
3/2/2006 1,600 <0.7 1 450 490 960 4,000 0.14 <3.0 31
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 1,400 <0.1 410 24 630 920 0.13 <4.0 15

MW-6 12/14/2004 790 <10 460 180 NS NS NS NS NS
3/23/2005 770 0.12 380 60 NS NS NS NS NS
6/22/2005 770 <0.1 400 36 NS NS NS NS NS
3/2/2006 470 521 540 12 480 1,600 0.099 <3.0 21
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/27/2006 400 <0.1 530 55 410 320 0.079 <4.0 25

MW-7 7/18/2005 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
3/2/2006 450 <0.7* 260 1.7 5,500 7,300 0.16 <3.0 26
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/27/2006 350 <0.1 270 1.1 4,600 1,700 0.13 <4.0 <10
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TableV, Summary of Groundwater Intrinsic Bioremediation Analytical Results
BEI Job No. 202016, Dolan Rentals
6393 Scarlett Court, Dublin, California

Method SM M ethod Method Method Method
53108 Method E300.1 RSK 174 |  Method E200.7 E3651 |SM 5210B| SM 5220D
Nitrate Totd
WellID | Sample Date CcO2 Sulfate | Methane | Manganese |Potassium| Phosphorous | BOD COD
(asN) (asP)
mg/L po/L mg/L
MW-8 3/2/2006 9 131 570 17 <20 19,000 0.21 <3.0 71
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 5 0.29 290 18 <20 6,000 <0.04 <4.0 34
MW-9 3/2/2006 8 111 890 19 <20 20,000 <0.04 <3.0 61
6/1/2006 NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS NS
9/28/2006 6.3 <0.1 120 28 <20 5,300 <0.04 <4.0 42
Notes; SM = Standard Method

mg/L = Milligrams per liter
Mg/L = Micrograms per liter
CO, = Carbon Dioxide

NS = Not sampled

BOD = Biological Oxygen Demand
COS = Chemical Oxygen Demand

' = Total Nitrogen (Nitrate, Nitrite, & Ammonia)
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Appendix A

Standard Operating Procedures
Blaine Tech Services, Inc.



Blaine Tech Services, Inc.
Standard Operating Procedure

FLOW CELL PURGING AND SAMPLING

Flow Cell purging provides the user with a constant stream of real time, highly accurate
water quality information during the purge process. Typically, this equipment is utilized
as part of the Low-Flow sampling process, where parameter stabilization is the most
important prerequisite prior to sample collection and/or when very accurate Dissolved
Oxygen measurements are required.

The Flow Cell system consists a flow cell, a sonde, a display unit and various hose
lines. Flow cell system brands commonly used by BLAINE include YSI, HORIBA and
QED. A separate pump must be used to supply the flow of water to the Flow Cell. The
pump must be capable of purging water at rates that are variable and low. The most
common purge pump used is the Grunfos Redi-Flo Il variable speed electric
submersible pump. Both peristaltic and pneumatic bladder pumps are common
alternatives.

As the Low-Flow methodology stipulates sampling through the purge fube (as opposed
to a bailer) to minimize disturbance to the water column, dedicated, small-diameter
tubing is typically used.

Flow cell purging and sampling using dedicated, in-place, pump

1. Plug the display unit into the sonde.

2. Calibrate the sonde for all parameters using the supplied calibration fluids, following
the manufacturer’s instruction manual.

3. Connect the flow cell to the sonde.

4. Without disturbing the water column in the well, connect the water fine from the in-
ptace pump to the lower end of the flow cell.

5. Connect a water discharge line to the upper end of the flow cell.

6. Without disturbing the water column, connect the power source (electricity,
compressed air, etc.) to the in-place pump.

7. Lower an electronic water level indicator (sounder) slowly into the well until it hits the
water surface.

8. While monitoring the sounder, commence pumping at a rate that does not induce
draw-down in the well.

9. Coliect parameter measurements from the display unit as per job specifications (ie.
every 1 minute, every 3 minutes, etc.).

10. Monitor flow cell to make sure it remains free of air bubbies.

11.0nce parameters have stabilized, adjust the pump rate to the lowest technically
feasible setting.

12. Disconnect the water line from the lower end of the flow cell.

13.Fill the appropriate sample containers.

14. Remove power supply and sounder from well.



Appendix B

Purge Drum I nventory Log, Wellhead | nspection Checklist, Well
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PURGE DRUM INVENTORY LOG

SITE ADDRESS @333 S (e tEet 52:@/1

Number of-drum(s) empty

Number of drum(s) empty J oy 2

Number of drum(s) 1/4 full: 2. ’ﬁ( &

Number of drum(s) 1/2 full: n o &

Number of drum(s) 3/4 full: i ! y/ | i

Number of drum(s) full: 4 118 | g | 3 2 >
Total drum(s) onsite: | }5 | & ¥ 1 6

Is/Are 'drum(s) at wellhead(s)?

§5

|| &
Number of drum(s) 1/4 full: > o
Number of drum(s) 1/2 full: ! ' 72 {
Number of drum{(s) 3/4 full; i { {
Number of drum(s) full: N o A |6
Total drum(s) on site: | ;5 >Y “f o

Dascribe focation if drum(s) is/are
located elsewhers:

v ?1}4&0

(i;j(é Swfé

Label drum(s) propetly:

Number of new BTS drum(s) ieft on

site this event: (.9/ ‘7/ Q A \

Date of inspection: HialA Aol |c2776 (2 0 g | pldge |A3%kb
Logged by BTS Field Technician: mh’ ov NY v | \por”
Office Review by: ] Vfw/ 7/ w/ ra_,[
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TEST EQUIPMENT CALIBRATION LOG
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Date Cf/ 7/0é Client \.@)‘v%vw @ Oéw\ f‘ileS
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WELL GAUGING DATA

Project# 0@ 27 wic-t__ Dae O J g /@06 Client ﬁ:_:j;?ggfj}f# J

Site Ouifbh‘w fmsu'd&a:!{‘f. ’/ \D;ﬁ ic‘wm (L:m,lu L:, é %q 3 f)(,’x&,ﬂ[/ﬂg’ Cﬁ;%@g éall,&

Thickness| Volume of Survey
Deptht to of Immiscibies Point:
Sheen / | Immiscible{lmmiscible] Removed {Depth to water Depth to well | TOB or
Well ID | Time Odor | Liquid (ft.)|Liquid {(f,) fml) {(f) bottom (ft.) }*5(] Notes

Mo l\w-

Mo 310739
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BLAINE TECH SERVICES, INC.  SAN JOSE SACRAMENTO LOS ANGELES SAN DIEGO SEATTLE www blainetech com



Project # OB OGET = bt |

WELL GAUGING DATA

- Date @ /@97/&6

Client & lymyv@ ~

Sétem@gaobt\ (m{w [QO[M\ &?’VL’*ISJ ‘

Thickness | Volume of Survey
Well Depth to of tmmiscibles Point:
Size | Sheen/ |Immiscible|Immiscible] Removed {Depth to water Depth to well} TOB or
well1D | Time | (in) Odor {Liquid (ft.}|Liquid (ft)}  (ml) (ft) bottom (f.) | JOC Notes
- |
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BLAINE TECH SERVICES, INC,

SAN JOSE SACRAMENTO LOS ANGELES SANDIEGO SEATTLE

www. blainetech.com




WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: ®oe957-voe~ |

Client: ‘Q’L.T gy (P bc&és}\, Q&,u-g

Sampler: (e Start Date: O /9@ /o &,
Well LD.: |amans ~ \ Well Diameterg™» 3 4 6 8
Total Well Dep’tiﬁ: \4 8~\ Depth to Water Pre: 3. %L{ Post: 3 é@

Depth to Free Product:

Thickness of Free Product (feet):

Referenced to: (Ve Grade
N

Flow Cell Type: Y%“Z S<8

Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump periﬁzc Pump Bladder Pump
Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing Ney Tybing Other
Flow Rate: __ 20 /e Pump Depth:__ A~ 14/
| Temp. Cond. | Tubidity | D.O. | ORP | Water Removed o
Time [@Cpr°F) | pH  |(mSorg§hl. (NTUs) | (mg/L) (mV) (gals. or 1€5) | Observations A7 ¢l
N3E |a2.2¢|[7-36 |utb0 | 63 | o e | & cleay /%37
13 |22u0] 72ea] “H6d| 72 |08Y |vma | doo I s
(34 1924768 | HHSS| 7Y oMb |~102.7 / ace f Ao
37 | 22550695 T oo Touviobs 1, %00 A;,s*g
nue (22850 |6.9% 1414 S & (652 “13@,597%@0 { /;ﬁ&%ﬁ
HUR 224516 %1 | yly ALl s &Y 6|~ 1274 b, 00 \ /zs“?
';ti{é’ 2056 [ 6. o “Y a6 L.’Cl O.US | ~129«] 3 éoec \\/ /é:,g,@
<
(‘,e:ld g' R it / L
Did well dewater? Yes (Do A ﬁﬁ{'gcmauy evacuated: >.& Z_
Samipling Time: 1S5 Sampling Date: % (&F/06
Sample LD.: Mo~ | Laboratory: Me o ploe I
Analyzed for; TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D Other: Le ex
Equipment Blank [.D.: @ Time Duplicate L.D.:

Blaine Tech Services, Inc. 1680 Rogers Ave. San Jose, CA 95112



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: @@@QQ—?”MC" |

Chlient: t‘_,@,?%\,ﬂ&r o 0651/\. ﬁ*JL/[S

Sampler: pue

Start Date: ¢ /2> /a6

Well LD AAAA T2 Well Diameter: 2 3 4 6 8

Total Well Depth: | -3 Depth to Water Pre:R ¢ 7 Post, ? |
Depth to Free Product: Thickness of Free Product (feet):

Referenced to: o Grade |Flow Cell Type: V&1 &8

Purge Method:

2" Grundfos Pump

Peri Pump
Ne ing

Bladder Purip

Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing Other
Flow Rate: ~ DO | /u.\,\ Pump Depth: o~ IB,
Temp. Cond. Turbidity D.O. ORP | Water Removed
Time or °F) pH (mS or ;@) (NTUs) (mg/L) {(mV) {gals. org8L) Observations/p X
15 | HRS5|7-3) |egpn | 22 0.6y [-aro| o clear~ Ay
1315|3476 709 2419 | 29 | 040 [-%5| oo oo
1 E WY (767 | LIS | A\ | o2 [~90 | 1nes A1
1221 (229 [ 70D %66 | |G |03l [-964 |\ Beo /1
(DAY [2NTH | O 261N 17 |0.40 20| 2 w60 Aot 23
1227 |26 | e | 3897 | 14 |04l [Hesng 2.0 fo. 23
1330 N |70 WAz | 16 |63 | -wiaig0e [N, 4
<
™
g'c Q-t . a WQ/& .

Did well dewater? Yes

Ro

BT/ vy

g
Amount actually evacuated: 2.4

Sampling Time: | 2,2 "7

Sampling

Date:

Y/ a7/eé

Sample LD.: A 2

Analyzed for:

TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D

Laboratory: MQ,CMQLJ/

Other:

See FOC

Equipment Blank 1.D.:

@

Time

~ Duplicate

1L.D:

Blaine Tech Services, Inc. 1680 Rogers Ave. San Jose, CA 95112



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: (@27 - 1~ | Client Bl vsov @ ol ﬁw'\(a/;
Sampler: [ 3¢ Start Date: lé? / ;{«7 /G
Well LD paans - ~f Well Diamete: @ 3 4 6 8
Total Well Depth: | %.6% Depth to Water Pre: .90 Post: &. 414
Depth to Free Product: Thickness of Free Product (feet):
Referenced to: ;ﬁﬁ Grade  |Flow Cell Type: ’:/-g,'z: SCh
Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump Peris@ Pump Bladder Pump
Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing New (Tubing Other
Flow Rate: o~ aod Jnta Pump Depth: AR5
Temp. Cond. Turbidity D.0. ORP | Water Removed )

Time | (Cor’f) | o [mSorg)| oNTUs) | (mgi) | (mv) (gals. org®) Observations/ D7
Prio Ve leeq |22l | 116 tme oo | & [ehd, Am
oS 11A.ug (6T |32 76 oMY R2 6 | coe c[ﬁ,:,}- ﬂq..gci
R K 66T 1% | Y5 |0-37 [16.% | [,000 .41
o419 _[IAHO 666 [33%T | 35 | 6.37 (5.0 |1, %60 Aaaz2
easa |199% 1 €67 | 336] Qg |omaz | 2.0 2,400 y,r
688S Naar 667 |356e | 3\ &M% |~1X |3 000 -/t/-.&rf-
9% llaaw Jees | 3367 |19 lost |-1q | 3,¢00 U Ay

\P@%KP =3 e 2+ Lo v"\_é/é-

Did well dewater? vYes

&

Amount actually evacuated: 3,4, /.

Sampling Time: (O0S Sampling Date: <} [ Qf“/ (o6
Sample LD.: j a1 (o - L Laboratory: Wlp Co ploe I
Analyzed for; TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D Other: Qe ‘c@é
Equipment Blank LD, @ Time ~ Duplicate I.D.:

Blaine Tech Services, Ine. 1689 Ropgers Ave, San Jose. CA 95112



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: LOAYT7 -LIE~ | Client: f&L, e e (D Q;;Z.* ,QOMS
7 N {
Sampler: {ue Start Date: 9 / Dac/on
Well LD: s - S Well Diameter: 2y 3 W6 3
Total Well Depth: 6? 7‘"! Depth to Water Pre: ‘S ,35 Post: 3 &
Depth to Free Product: Thickness of Free Product (feet):;
Referenced to: ﬁv&) Grade  |Flow Cell Type: -
S
Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump Perigraltie Pump Bladder Pump
Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing Néw Tuling Other
Flow Rate: | ¢X9 onf /WM Pump Depth: "7, 5~ /

Temp. Cond. Turbidity D.O. ORP Water Removed
Time @ or °F) pH (mS or gB)| (NTUs) {mg/L) (mV) {gals. o@) Observation W=

Ot Va6 |6 14| masp| 25 | 075 (188) | & |aear

/533

0947 1945 |6-46| 423 |15 | 035 1200] 360 /.51
0450 120,01 [6.59 | 12%3| 1M | 0.3% | jo¢ 3| Geedon /B¢
Q15> 1905 6,64 |42y 7 | t R | 090 |4l .f,l,ya?ﬂo’ /347‘?

ASEG 26521665 | 4267 odo |97.2| ,488° /

00 A | 2671664, | 11257

9
ASY 2010|661 | 126 B | 05370 | 1222 */_ﬂ Q. s
i

0.76|9. ] [1ge U Aar

<

(2 QA e/

4

Did well dewater? Yes  (No m}unttacgﬁaiiy evacuated: l. &L
Sampling Time: | ¢ 6 Sampling Date: § /g ¢/06

Sample 1.D.:  |Muar~ S/ Laboratory: Mcc’fmpl&t/
Analyzed for: TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D Other: K@ co
Equipment Blank 1D @ Time Duplicate 1.D.

Bfaine Tech Services, Inc. 1680 Rosers Ave. San Jose. (°A 95119



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: A7 -1C -1

Client: 617«w\?¢w o Oolen 2.4.1L

Sampler: p €

Start Date: @ 27 /0»6

Well LD W2 -4 Well Diameter: 2 3 4 6 8

Total Well Depth: &}. G5 1 Depth to Water Pre: +{. QN Post: §,.4LK

Depth to Free Product: Thickness of Free Product (feet):

Referenced to: oy Grade  |Flow Cell Type: ~

Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump Pic Pump Bladder Pump

Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing {ew Thbing Other

Flow Rate: _ Q0B ani [wIN &)*{D&Ml/m\» Pump Depth; 7.5/

Temp. Cond. Turbidity D.O. ORP | Water Removed )
Time | @M | pH | (mSorgs)| ™NTUs) | (mgh) | mw (gals. oL | Observations/f07es.
My |ae [THE | a2 |O 6.69 |76 e lea /q.ey
PHe  ov.an |7 5C| beey | G &.83 |49 goo 1 Aoe
p{a@: 32,00 [1:50 | 4609 7 G %A |-776) 1 2ep /Es*.gg
gL 2271|752 13NY | 7 loul |-61%| ,xee A el
Mg 2077 ] 75a[2eey | 7 o3y |on o (50000 Aes
1182 lgo-te | 75238 s | B e3¢ | 707 inmes® s
155 |3241] 253 260> 7 |55 | 729 z?;é‘é*o’w YV Aes
ata V3

-—-D\I‘c@uceé‘ How| Yo 00T/ {nr Clhiv 5509 3

Did well dewater? Yes @3 Amount actually em‘é‘ﬁgf7i~
Sampling Time: | A O Sampling Date: & {27/06

Sample I.D.: Py~ (O Laboratory: Ma(’m{plb‘-f’/{

Analyzed for: TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D Other: <t . ~oC

Equipment Blank I.D. @ Time ~ Duplicate I.D.

Blaine Tech Services, Inc, 1680 Rouers Ave. San Jose. CA 35112



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: OLOEG LTy 3e-!

Client: B, iy e sl Qerdele,

Sampler:

tee—

Start Date: ¢ /> /obs

Well LD v o - 7

Well Diameter: &3

3 4

6 8

Total Well Depth: gc? aql

Depth to Water

Pre: &.5¢>

Post; 4. 6K

Depth to Free Product:

Thickness of Free Product (feet):

Referenced to: €yc Grade |Flow Cell Type: Vo g6
Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump Perig Pump Bladder Pump
Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing Ne ng Other
Flow Rate: o~ 3099 ool fooron Pump Depth;_~ &/
Temp. Cond. Turbidity D.O. ORP | water Removed
Time @1 or ’F) pH (mS or ﬁ) {(NTUs) (mg/L) (mV) {gals. or@} Observationﬁ}i’.wi
1838 [14.404 &9 359 i 06 &.é7 .0 oA aleep / L/, S
1638 [14.6% | 6492 |35%7 | 9 3 | 68-5| geoo [de
ot 1476 64 [|354 2 D A6 | 6¥% ), 208 /EM,Q
oy 1470 1694|3593 g 02K 675 | 508 Al e,
eyt |69 [eed 3635 | 160 | 0S5 673 gepn /267
1056 [ 14.76 |95 | 3o | q 026 667 |2 p00 /i{‘é?
653 11979 |69 2613 | 9 |o.26]62.0] 5600 ig St
<
e K o. & M1y /L
7/ _
Did well dewater? ves @ Amount actually evacuated: 9B, & Z.
Sampling Time: | | o) Sampling Date: & /2 7 /06
Sample [.D.: M- "7 Laboratory: M, (’&KQLHW

Analyzed for:

TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D

Other: [Yp @ coe

Equipment Blank 1.D.:

@

Time

~ Duplicate

1.D.:

Biaine Tech Services, Inc, 1680 Rogers Ave. San Jose, CA 95112



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project #: O VLT~ o | Client: Q)waﬂ‘r a2 b&-[M 'i')\w!ﬂf\cvl‘)
Sampler:  {,9¢ StartDate: ¢ /a2 % /o &
Well LD.: fn (je <€ Well Diameter: 2° 3 (Z) 6 8
Total Well Depth: 9@ .o Depth to Water Pre: @ 1p Post: 3, )
Depth to Free Product: Thickness of Free Product (feet):
Referenced to: gv‘g:* Grade  [Flow Cell Typeip;; S546
Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump ? Pump Bladder Pump
Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing N ubing Other
Flow Rate: = 2000 oy Pump Depth:___~ ) &/

_ ‘emp. Cond. | Turbidity D.O. ORP | Water Removed y

Time & or ’F) pH i{mSorgd)| (NTUs) {mg/L) (mV) (gals. or k) Observations /|f}7{J=
© 806 | 1969 |9.qan]gusx | Q0 |0a7 |59 & eleas fz)0
o807 | 1181 |16.20 | AR50 |1 & 6.5 | 62 | Lo As.ia
OB\ 12005 1031 | Qg0 || & 055 ¢ | [, 200 Aaia
0815 18617 | 10351 3136 |13 |6 54|19 7| s00 /s 1a

" ¥4
O%1% 196.22-110.34 |21 2 | || a.51 |33.9| que0 VY
0%\ 1200 10629 1137 | 10 0¥ 161.% | 2000 At
0¥ | o5 1027 21239 | (o 040 103,99 =600 VvV A
: <
.g.e'.l"t x@f 8 Vtﬁ/ltm

) w 406 I
Did well dewater? Yes 69 Amount actually evacuated: 2.¢ L~
Sampling Time: @2 20 Sampling Date: g / ;L?//’oé’
Sample LD.: pasp - & Laboratory: M. (’u.\bla‘,f/ .
Analyzed for: TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D Other; e e ol
Equipment Blank 1.D.: @ Time ~ Duplicate [.D.

Blaine Tech Services, Inc. 1686 Rogers Ave. San Jose. CA 95112



WELL MONITORING DATA SHEET

Project#:@é@ayg 7 - | Client: \&]‘7”&‘]:'\/‘6)&)/
Sampleri{,) ¢~ Start Date: 5} /;g /o6
Well LD.: ywAL) =9 Well Diameter: 2 3 & 6 8

Total Well Depth: | , & ™ Pre:? oK  Postt 3.2

Depth to Free Product: Thickness of Free Product (feet):

e.u-‘«{*\, l ":3

Depth to Water

Referenced to: évg Grade |Flow Cell Type: Y4&X £5¢
Purge Method: 2" Grundfos Pump Per Pump Bladder Pump
Sampling Method: Dedicated Tubing NewIdbing Other_
Flow Rate: _ " 2O ] fodn Pump Depth: ~ g1
Temp., Cond. Turbidity D.O. ORP Water Removed
Time @oor °F) pH [(mSorg§)i (NTUs) (mg/L) (mV) {gals. or mL) Observations/‘[)?éd*‘
ogHS | 109 (932 | lows | 40 18 | ’S| & ooy [oos
o% % 19192 | Joos | 1e7) | T L4 1 6.6 | oo /B.i<
0% (alLuz| ey, | B o760 |57 | lneo & 1%
exSY #1656 1266 | T 16,36 [34.0| |, 860 MR
0%57 |9MF |3 11384 | 7 |64 | 3,3 | 2,H00 /R a2
¢ f
OG0 16 |1o771HOE | £ .27 |~3.8| 3 000 303
i 4
A0S 1B 1% mas | © 023> o) | 3,600 [ /|37
<,
p é >t x a. Q g /1&
o) X TA e
Did well dewater? Yes Go Amount actually evacuated: % ,(9 [
Sampling Time: O g Sampling Date: & | Q.,gf/oé
Sample LD.: )\, ) ~ 4G Laboratory: M, (“anpbe I{
- I
Analyzed for: TPH-G BTEX MTBE TPH-D Other: 8¢ o
Equipment Blank [.D.: @ Time Duplicate 1.D.:

Blaine Tech Services, Inc. 1680 Rogers Ave. San Jose, CA 95112




Appendix C

Analytical Laboratory Report
M cCampbell Analytical, Inc.
Dated October 4 and 11, 2006



1334 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565.1701

@% Mccampbe" A“alvticalﬁ Inc' Web: www.merampbellcom  Bamath main@mecampbell com

il "When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877.2529262  Fax: 925-252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Client Project ID: Dublin Concrete/Dolan | Date Sampled:  09/27/06

Rentals

1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/27/06

Client Contact; Mark Detterman Date Reported;  10/04/06

Alameda, CA 94501-1395 -
Client P.O.: Date Completed:  10/04/06

WorkOrder: 0609558
Qctober 04, 2006

Dear Mark:

Enclosed are:

1} the results of 4 analyzed samples from your Dublin Concrete/Dolan Rentals project,
2). a QC report for the above samples

3). a copy of the chain of custody, and

4}. a bill for analytical services.

All analyses were compieted satisfactorily and all QC samples were found to be within our contro! limits,
If you have any questions please contact me. McCampbell Analytical Laboratories strives for excellence

in quality, service and cost. Thank you for your business and 1 fook forward to working with you again.

Best regards,

LA

Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager




5

pbell Analvtical, Inc.

A @ cCam
@*MC

"When Quality Cousts”

1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 945651761
E~mail; main@imecampbell com
Telephone: 877.252-5262

Weh www inecampbell. com

Fax: 925-252-9269

| Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Client Project ID:  Dublin Concrete/Dolan Date Sampled:  09/27/06
Rentals .
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/27/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/29/06-09/30/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.QO.: Date Analyzed: 09/29/06-09/30/06
Gasoline Range (C6-C12) Volatile Hydrocarbons as Gasoline with BTEX and MTBE*
¢ Extraction method:  SWS030B Analytical methods:  SWBRO21B/8015Cm Work Order: 0609558
Lab 1D Clignt 1D Matrix TPH{g) MTBE Benzene Tokiene Ethylbenzene Xylenes DF | % 88
0G1A MW-3 W ND N N> ND WD ND 1 101
0024 MW-4 W 1400,a ND=15 8.5 7.3 2.4 ND 1 93
0G3A MW.6 W ND ND ND NI ND ND i 149
004A MW7 W ND ND ND ND ND NI 13 il
Reporting Limit for DF =1; w 30 5.0 0.5 0.5 05 0.5 1 pgh
ND means not detected at or 8 . e
above the repotting limit 5 NA NA NA NA NA NA I mgKg

* water and vapor samples and alf TCLP & SPLP extracts are reported in ug/L., soil/slud

gefsolid samples in mg/kg, wipe samples in pg/wipe, product/oil/non-

aquecus liguid samples in mg/L.
# cluttered chromatograny; sample peak coelutes with surrogate peak.

+The following descriptions of the TPH chromatogram are cursory in nature and McCampbelt Analytical is not respensible for their interpretation; ay unmodified or
weakly modified gasoline is significant; b) heavier gaseline range compounds are significant(aged gasoling?); ¢) lighter gasotine range compounds (the most mobile
fraction) are significant; d) gasoline range compounds having broad chromatographic peaks are significant; biologically altered gasoline?; e) TPH pattern that does
ot appear to be derived from gasoline (stoddard solvent / minesal spirit?); f) one to a fow isolated non-target peaks present; g) strongly aged gasoline or diesel range
compounds are significant; h} lighter than water immisciblg sheen/product is present; i) Hiquid sample that contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; J) reperting
limit raised due to high MTBE content; k) TPH patlern that does not appear to be derived from gasoline (aviation gas). m) no recognizable pattern; n} TPH(g) range
non-target isolated peaks subtracted out of the ‘TPH(g) concentration at the client's request; p) see attached narrative. ¢

DHS ELAP Cettification N° 1644 “Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager




@ "When Quality Counts”

@5@7 McCampbell Analytical, Inec.

1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittshurg, CA 94565-1761
Web www.mecampbell.com  E-mail: main@mecampbelt.com
Telephone: 877-282.9262  Fax: 925-252.9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project ID:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled: 09/27/06

Date Received: 09/27/06

Client Contact; Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/27/06

Client P.O.:

Date Analyzed 09/28/06-09/30/06

Diesel Range (C10-C23) Extractable Hydrocarbons as Diesel*

Estraction meihod: SW3510C Analvtical methods: SWRG1SC Wotk Order; 0606558
Lab ID Client 1D Matrix TPH{(d) DF % 88

H609558-0018 MW.3 w ND i 105
O609558-0028 MW-4 w 220.d4.b 1 106
(G009558-003 R MW-6 W 61Lb i 113
(6095586048 MW.7 W ND 1 106

Reporting Limit for DF =1, W 50 Jg/L

NI means not detected at or .

above the reporting limit 5 NA NA

by dilation of original extract,

* water samples are reported in pg/l., wipe samples in pg/wipe, soil/solid/sludge samples in mg/kg, product/oil/non-aqueous liquid samples in mg/L, and
all DISTLC / STLC / SPLP / TCLP extracts are reported in pug/L.

# cluttered chromatogram resulting in coeluted surrogate and sample peaks, or; surrogate peak is on elevated baseline, or; surrogate has been diminished

+The following descriptions of the TPH chromatogram are cursory in nature and McCampbell Analytical is not responsible for their interpretation: a)
uamodified or weakly modified diesel is significant; b} diesel range compounds are significant; no recognizable pattern: ¢) aged diese? is significant); d}
gasoline range compounds are significant; ) unknown medium boiling point pattern that does not appear to be derived from diesel: f) one to a few
isolated peaks present; g) oil range compounds are significant; h) lighter than water immiscible sheen/product is present; i) liquid sample that contains
greater than ~1 vol % sediment; kY kerosene/kerosens range/jet fuel range; 1) bunker oil: m) fuel oil; 1) stoddard sofvent/mineral spirit.

DHS ELAP Certification N°® 1644

; % .. Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager

LN




@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

"When Cuality Counts™

| T e

1334 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
Web: www.iecarepbell pom
Telephone: 877-252-9262

E-mail: main@mecampbell.com
Fax: 925-252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1398

Client Project ID:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled: 09/27/06

Date Received: 09/27/06

Client Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted 09/28/06

Client P.O.: Date Analyzed 09/28/06
Methane*
Exiraction method: RSK 174 _ Analytical inethods:  RSK174 _ Work Order 06069558
Lab D Clieat 1D Maltrix Methane DF % §§
06095358-001D MW.1 W ND i N/A
0609558-062D MW-4 W 51 40 N/A
0609558-003D MW-6 W 35 40 N/A
0609558-604D MW7 W 1.1 1 N/A
Reporting Limit for DF =}; 0.5 ug/L
ND means naot detected at or
above the reporting limit S NA NA

* water samples are reported in pg/l.,

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

|

o /i _ Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
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@ McCampbell Analytical, Inc.
™

"When Quality Counis”

1534 Wiilow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-170%

Web: www mecampbell.com
Telephone: 8772529262

Eamatl: maingimecamphell.com
Fax: 925-252-.9369

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project ID:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled: 09/27/66

Date Received 09/27/06

Client Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted 09/27/06

Client P.O.;

Date Analyzed 09/28/6-09/29/06

Extraction methed, E300.1

Inorganic Anions by 1C*

Analytical methods:

E304.1 Work Order: 06093558
Lab 1D Chiemt 1D Matrix Nijrate as N 1 DF Nitrate as NO3™~ [OF Sulfate bF % 8§
[EIES MW-3 W 1.5 1 6.8 f 580 100 104
002G MW-4 W ND 1 ND 1 480 50 104
093G MW-6 W ND 1 ND 1 330 100 G2
004G MW7 w ND 1 ND 1 270 50 105
Reporiing Limit for DF =1; W 0.1 0.45 0.1 mg/L
ND means not detected at or - . .
above the reporting limit S NA NA NA mKg

* [Nifrate as NO37] = 4.4286 x [Nitrate as Nj

# surrogate diluted out of range or surrogate coelutes with another peak: N/A means surrogate not applicable to this analysis.

* water samples are reported in mg/L,, soil/sludge/salid samples in mg/kg, wipe samples in mg/wipe, produet/oil/non-aqueous Hquid samples in mg/L.

h) a lighter than water immiscible sheen/product is present; 1) liquid sample that contains greater than ~1 vel. % sediment; j) sample diluted/reporting
limit raised due to high inorganic content/matrix interference; k) sample arrived with head space.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

AN

.. Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager



"When Guatity Counis™

@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittshurg, CA 945651701
Web: www mecampbell. com E-mait main@mecampbell.com
Telephone: §77.252-0262  Fax 925.252-9965

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project HD:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

veme

Date Sampled:  09/27/06

Date Received: 09/27/06

Chlient Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted 09/27/06-10/02/06

Client P.O.;

Date Analyzed: 10/02/06

Analvtical Method: SMS2108

Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD)*

Work Order: 06095358

Lab 1D Client 1D Matrix BOD DF
(36093558-001E MW-3 W ND i
7777777 6569558—0025 " MW.-4 W i ) ND 1 f
. {)-(;{')‘515'5&{)03[5 kMW—ﬁ ND “ 1
‘.‘.‘.6.6{)9558-0(}4E Mws IIED ‘ : 1 -
Reporting Limit for DF = 1; ND means not detected at or w 4.9 mg/l.
above the reporting limit ’ g NA

* water samples are reported in mg/L,

1) liquid sample that contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; 1) reporting limi raised due to insufficient sample amount; p) see attached narrative.

DHS ELAP Certification N°® 1644

i3

i

Lk Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
kY




pbell Analvtical, Inc.

@% McCam

“When Craality Coungs”

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
Web: wwwomecampbellcom  E-mail: main@@mocampbet com
Telephone: 877-252.9262  Fax: 925.252-926%

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project 11> Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled:  09/27/06

Date Received: 09/27/06

Clent Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/28/06

Client P.O.:

Date Analyzed: 09/28/06

Analvtical Method: SM52280

Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD)*

Work Order: 0609558
Lab [D Client ID Matrix CoD DF
0609558-001F MW-3 W ND 1
(6095580027 MW-4 W 22 f
0609538-003F MW-6 W 23 [
0609558-004F MW-7 W ND 1
Reporting Limit for DF = |, ND means not detected at or w 10 mg/l,
above the reporting limit 3 NA

*waler/product/oil/non-aqueous liguid samples and all TCLP / STLC / DISTLC / SPLP extracts ate reported in mg/L,
soil/sludgersolid samples in mg/kg, wipe samples in pg/wipe, filter samples in pg/filter.

%

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

1
f‘{ §'§ Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager



Web: www mecampbellcom  Fumail: mainggmecampbell com

@ McCampbell Analvytical, Inc 1534 Willow Pass Rogd, Pittstarg, CA 94565-1701
5 % .
@ \

"When Quality Counts" Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252.9269
Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Client Project 1> Dublin Date Sampled:  09/27/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/27/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted  09/27/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.: Date Analyzed: 10/02/06
Inorganic Carbon as Carbon Dioxide*
Analytical Method: SM3310 B Wotk Order: 0609558
Lab ID Client ID Matrix HCas CO2 DF
06G9558-001C MW-3 W 656 5
0609558-002C MW-4 W 290 5
0609358-003C MW-6 W ; 400 3
0609558-004C MW-7 W 350 3
Reporting Limit for DF = 1; ND means not detected at or W 2.6 mg/L
above the reporting limit < ’ ; NA

* water samples are reported in mg/L., soil/sladge/solid samples in mg/kg,

* Non-Purgeable Organic Carbor=NPOC, TQC=Total Organic Carbon; DOC=Dissolved Organic Carbon; POC=Purgeable Organic Cabon; IC=Inorganic
Carbon.

i} liquid sample contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment.

i
DHS ELAP Certification N¢ 1644 }%‘z Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
/¥l

[ 5.




“When Quality Counts™

@@fg MecCampbell Analvtical, Inc.
i

Web: www.mecampbell.com

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 943565-1701
Eematl: maindimecampbeli com
Telephone: 877.252.9262  Fax: 925-252.9260

Blymyer Engineers, Inc,

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project [D:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled:  09/27/06

Date Received: 09/27/06

Client Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted  10/03/06

Client P.O.:

Date Analyzed: 10/03/06

‘Fotal Phosphorous as P*

Anaiytical Method: E365 1 Wotk Order: 0609558
Lab ID Client 1D Matrix Total Phosphorous as P DF
(609538-001F MW-3 w 0.16 1
O609358-002F MW-4 W .13 1
0609358-003F MW-6 w G.079 i
0609558-004F MW.7 W 0.13 t
Reporting Limit for DF = 1; ND means not detected ator W 0.04 mg/L
above the reporting [imit S NA

wipe samples in pg/wipe, filter samples in pg/filter.

1) liquid sample contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; §} anafyte detected below quantitation Hmits.

*water/product/oil/non-aqueous lquid samples and all TCLP / STLC / DISTLC / SPLP extracts are reported in mg/L, soil/siudge/solid samples in mg/kg,

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

]
|

i}% Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager

i\i; k
i, 5
%




@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc,

Web: www.mecampbell. com

1534 Wiliow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94365-1701
E-mall: main@mecampbeli.com

"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925.252-926%
Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Ciient Project ID:  Dublin Date Sampled: 09/27/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/27/06
3 Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/27/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.; Date Analyzed: 09/29/06
Metals*

Exteaction method:  E200.8 Analytical methods: E260.8 Waork Order: 0609358
Lab D Chient 1D Matrix | Extraction Manganese Potassium DF % 88
G0iH MW-3 W TTLC : 1500 900 1 166§
O62H MW-4 W TTLC 4100 670 i 113
0031 MW-6 W TTLC LHY 320 i 112
0D4H MW7 W TTLC 4600 1700 | 1310

Reporting Limit for DF =1, W | TTLC ' 20 20 pe/L
ND means not detected ator e -
above the reporting limit 5 TTLC NA NA NA

soil/studgefsolid samples in mg/kg, wipe samples in pg/wipe, filter samples in ug/filter.

quantization limits; k) reporting limif raised due to matrix interference; m) estimated value due to low/high
a dry weight basis; p) see attached narrative.

*water samples are reporied in ug/L, product/oil/non-aqueous liguid samples and all TCLP 7 STLC / DISTLC / SPLP extracts are reported in mg/L,

# means surrogate diluted out of range; ND means not detected above the reportitg limit; N/A means not applicable to this sample or instrument,

1} aqueous sample containing greater than ~1 vol. % sediment: for DISSOLVED metals, this sample has been preserved prior to filtration; for TTLC
metals, a representative sediment-water mixture was digested; j) reposting fHmit raised due o insufficient sample amount; J) analyte detected below
Surrrogate recovery; n) resuis are reporied on

DHS ELAP Certification N® 1644

1
i

j% __Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
a,f! %‘*’ﬁi
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@@ MecCampbell Analvtical. Inc 1534 Willow Pass Read, Pittsburg, €A 94565170
. , .

Web: wiwwosnecampbellcons  Bemail: main@mecampbell com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-9269

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SW8021B/8015Cm

W0, Sample Matrix. Waler QC Matrix. Water WorkCrder: 0608558
EPA Mothod: SWB021B/8015Cm Extraction: SW5030R8 Batchil); 23977 Spiked Sample ID:  0609553-001A
Analyte Sample | Spiked | MS | MSD MS-MSD| LCS  LGSD LCSLCSD Aoseptance Critaria (%)
s/l Mg/l |% Rec. % Rec. % RPD [%Rec, % Rec.! %RPD |MS/MSD RPD {LCSICSD! RPD

TPH(btex}® NI 60 103 106 2,98 101 163+ 221 76 - 130 30 F0 - 130 30
M”i‘fié o o N15 4 1;) 80.?, .”?"}’.3 5.99 828 “ 858.7 342 . ’70-13(} L0 T - 130 3{)
Benzene ” ND ) 10 ml.i{) éé‘) 0.946;7 138 ’i‘ . 115 . .6.22 .70 130 kil 75 - 130 3()
wiume S N;) ;0 m_{.} ......... o o Jos ,,1,0’.7 1;; . q37 i . . o §35 30,..‘
ﬁ!hylben';‘:l; - ) ND 16 ;12 112 _ Q 1 1il 118 5.96 Fo . 130 30 0130 | 30
Xviencs ...... NB 7 30 [23 123 £) ]234 130 h 526 70 - 130 30 70 - 130 E 3() .

%8S 106 10 106 104 202 104 il 6.39 T0-130 36 70130 36

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NI loss than the method RL with the following exceptions:
NONE

BATCH 23977 SUMMARY
Sampie iD Date Sampled [ate Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled [late Exiracted Date Analyzed
06095580014 9/27/06 1:37 PM 9/36/06 9/730/06 12:40 PM | 0609558-002A  9/27/06 10:05 AM 9/26/06 9/29/06 9:52 PM |
| D609SSS-003A  9727/06 12:00 PM 9/29/06 9/20/06 1022 PM | 0609558-004A  9/27/06 100 AM 9720006 9/29/06 10:51 PM

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Contro! Sampie; LCSD = Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Daviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample} / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / ((MS + MSD) / 2},

M3 / MSD) spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance oriteria due to one or more of the following reasons: a} the sample is inhomogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analvte relative to the amount spiked, or b} the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

£ TPH{btex) = sum of 8YEX areas from the FiD.

# cluttered chrematogram; sampie peak coelutes with surrogate peak.

DHS ELAP Certification N® 1644 QA/QC Officer



1534 Willow Pass Road, Pistsburg, CA 945651701

[ (*\% Mccampbeu Aﬂa}vﬁcah Iﬂc. Web: www mecampbetl com E-mail: mainfdmecampbeli.com

“When Quahity Counts™ Telephone: §77-252.9262  Fax: 923-252-9369

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SWS8015C

W0, Sampie Matrix: Water QC Matrix:. Water WorkGrder: 0609558
EPA Method: SW8B15C Extraction: SW3510C BatchiD: 23882 Spiked Sample ID: N/A
Analyte “ $ampie Sp%keq i M3 MSD MS-MSD LCS: o LCSD LCS-LCSi) - Acceptance Criteria (%)
pgfl pg/l % Rec. % Rec. ! % RPD |% Rec. % Rec.. % RPD {MS/MSD RPD |LCSACSD| RPD
TPH{d) N/A 1000 NAA N/A N/A 97.5 95.2 237 N/A 0 N/A 70-130 3G
%S5 N/A 2500 NA © N/A N/A 104 101 3.08 N/A N/A 70130 30

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this exiraction batch were NI less than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE
BATCH 23982 SUMMARY
Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled Date Exiracted Date Analyzed
| D609SSZ00EE 92706 137 PM 9/27/06 9/28/06 6:38 PM | 06095580028 9/27/06 10-05 AM 9727106 T 0/28/06 7:46 PV
| 06095S8-003B  9/27/06 12:00 PM 9127/06 9/30/06 8:33 AM  (609558-004B  9/27/06 11:00 AM 9/29106 9/28/06 10:03 PM

MG = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Gontrol Sampie; LOSD = Laboratory Gontrol Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample} / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / {{MS + MSD} / 2).

MS / MSD spike recoverles and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due to one ar more of the following reasons: a) the samiple is ithomogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or by the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

NiA = not enough sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = analyle concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for waler matrix or sampie diluted due 1o high matrix or anaivie content.

DHS ELAP Certification N® 1644 QA/QC Officer
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@ i * 1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittshurg, CA 94565-1701
@ ~> Mccampbell Analvtlcal! Inc- Web: www mecampbell com Eomail: mainginocamphell.com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-232-9262  Fax: 925-252.926%

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR RSK174

W.0. Sampie Matrix. Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: 0609558
EPA Method: RSK174 Extraction: RSK 174 Batchip: 23984 Spiked Sample ID: N/A
Analyte Sample | Spiked | MS | MSD MSMSD| LCS LCSD LOS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)

e pg/L | % Rec. % Rec. % RPD % Rec. % Rec. % RPD [MS/MSP RPD [LCS/ACSD  RPD

Methane N/A 176 | NA C NA . NA w2 0 104 1ss NA O N/A | B0-120 0 20

Alltarget compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the methad RL with the fellowing exceptions:

NONE

BATGH 23984 SUMMARY
Sample 1D Date Sampled [ate Extracted Date Analyzed Sample I Date Sampted Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609558-001D  9/27/06 1:37 PM 928006 O/28/06 3:51 PM | 0609558-002D 9127706 10:05 AM 02806 928/06 6:07 PM |
06095580030 9/27/06 12:00 PM 9/28/06 9/28/06 6:25 PM | 0609558004 9/27/06 1100 AM 928406 | 9/28/06 5:35 PM

MS = Matrix Spike: MSD = Matrix Spike Dupticate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; LCSD = Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Daviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD)/ {(MS + MSD)/ 2).

MS / MBD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fal outside of laboratory acceptance criteria dus to one or more of the foliowing reasons: a} the sampie is inhomogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sampie's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not enough sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diuted due to high matrix or analde content.

DHS ELAP Certification N¥ 1644 % QA/QC Officer



pbell Analvtical, Inc.

/@% McCam

“When Quabiny Counts™

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pitisburg, CA 94365-1701

Web! www mecampbell.com
Telephone: 877-252-9262

E-mail: mami@rmccampbell com
Fax: 923-232-9269

W.O, Sample Matrix. Water

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR E300.1

QC Matrix: Water

WorkOrder: 0609558

EPA Method: E300.1

Extraction: E300.1

BatchiD: 23951

Spiked Sample ID: N/A

Analyte Sample | Spiked MS MSD MS-MSD} LCS ! LCSD ILCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)
mg/L mgil. | % Rec. % Rec. | % RPD | % Rec. | % Rec. % RPD MS/MSD, RPD [LCS/LLCSD! RPD
Nitrate ag N N/A H N/A N/A N/A ERR 96.4 0.368 N/A N/A 85-115 i5
Nitrate as NO3 N/A 4.4 N/A NIA N/A 95.9 %64 (.5368 N/A N/A 85- 115 is
Suifate N/A 1 N/A N/A N/A 101 97.5 322 N/A N/A 8§5-115 £5
2%85: N/A G0 N/A NIA N/A 96 95 0.946 NIA N/A 90 - 115 [34]
All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction bateh were NIJ less then the method RL with the following exceptions:
NONE
BATCH 23951 SUMMARY
Sample 1D Date Sampled [ate Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled Date Exiracted Date Analyzed
| 0609558-001G  9/27/06 1:37 PM 9/27/06 9/28/06 T:57PM | 0609558-001G  9/27/06 1:37 PM 9/27/06 9/29/06 10:36 PM |
0609558-002G G/27/06 16:65 AM 9/27/66 Q/28/06 8:28 PM G609558-002G 27/06 13105 AM 9/27106 9/28/06 103:35 PM
| 0609358-003G 9/27/06 12:00 PM 9/277/06 912806 9:.00 PM 0609558-003G 9727106 12:60 PM 9727106 /29/06 11:08 PM
9?_{)‘)553—004(} /2706 11:00 AM 9/2'7_’/‘06 9i2§ff}6 5:32 PM | Q609553-064G ] 972706 11:00 AM 9727156

9728/06 11:39 PM

N/A = not applicable to this method.

% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) 7 ((MS + MSDY) / 2).

MS = Matrix Spike: MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboralory Control Sample; LCSD = Laboratory Control Sample Dupiicate; RP[D = Refative Percent Deviation.

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due o one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhomogenous AND
containg significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

NR = analyte concentration in sampie exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due te high matrix or analyte content.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

/ f/I QA/QC Officer
J#,



Web: www.mecampbellcom  Eomail: matn@mecampbell com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: §77-252-9262  Fax: 925-252.9269

@(@ Mccampbeﬂ Analvtical Iﬂc 1334 Willew Pass Road, Pn.tsburg, CA 94565-1701
% 5 + A
kY

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SM5210B

W.0. Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix; Water WorkOrder; 0609558
EPA Method: SM52108 Extraction: SM52108 Batchil; 23944 Spiked Sample 1D: N/A
Analyte Sample | Spiked MS : MSD fMS-MSD LCS  LCSD 1.C5-1.C8D Acceplance Criteria (%)

mg/l mg/l. |% Rec. % Rec. | % RPD %Rec.'%Rec. % RPY MS /MSD! RPD |LCS/ACSD | RPD

BOD N/A 198 f NAA . N/A L NA | 102 105 268 N/A A | 80-120 | 16

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE

BATCH 23944 SUMMARY

Sample ID Date Sampled [>ate Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample iD Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
GA095SS-001E 9270613TPM 94706 10/02/06 208 PM | 0609558-0025 929406 10.05 AM 927006 10/02/06 2:26 PM |
| 0609558-003E  9/27/06 12:00 PM 9/27/06  10/92/06 2:44 PM | 0609558-004E  9/27/06 11:00 AM 9127106 10/02/06 3:02 PM |

M3 = Matrix Spike; M3D = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; LGS = Laboratory Controt Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 ~ (MS - MSD} / (MS + MSD} / 2).

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fali cutside of laboratory acceptance criteria due fo one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhomogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample’s matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not enough sample 1o perforn matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = anafyie concentration in sampie excesds spike amount for soil matsix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due to high matrix or analyte content.

DHS ELAP Certification N® 1644 /3}/‘5 L QA/QC Officer




1334 Willow Pass Road, Pittlsburg, CA 94565.1701

@% Mccamf}beu Aﬂaivticais Inc* Web: www.mcoampbelioom  Femiail: mainginecampbell.com

"When Quahity Coums™ Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-926%

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SM5220D

W.0. Sample Matrix. Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: 0609558
EPA Method: SM52200 Extraction: SM52200 BatchiD: 23985 Spiked Sample ID:  0609558-001F
Analyte Sample | Spiked MS MSD iMS-MSD| LCS . LCSD LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)

mgll. | mo/l |% Rec. % Rec.| % RPD {% Rec. % Rec.| % RPD |MS/MSD| RPD |LCSILCSD: RPD

oD NI 400 101 163 © 120 98.9 160 1.23 80-120 20 90-110 ¢ 20

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NI less than the method RE with the following exceptions:

NONE

BATGH 23985 SUMMARY

Sampie ) Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed Sample 1D Date Sampied Date Extracted Date Analyzed
L 0609SSE-0OTF  9/27/06 137 PM 2806 9/28/06 137 PM | 0609SS8-002F 927006 1005 AM onwioe T onsie 1A% pa |
UGD9SSE-003F  9/27/06 12:00 PM Y2806 . 92806 1:49 PM | 0609558-004F  9/27/06 11:00 AM  9/28/06 928106 1:55 PM

M8 = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; 1 CSD = Laboratory Contral Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Devialion,
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD)/ ((MS + MSD)/ 2).

MS 7 MBD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due to one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhorsogenocus AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte refative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

NIA = not enough sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds splke amount for soll matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluied due to high matrix or analyte content.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 % QA/QC Officer




Web: www.mecampbell.com  E-mail: main@mecampbell.com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-9269

% McCa meBH Anaivtical, Inc. 1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
@@

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SM5310B

W.0. Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix; Water WorkOrder: 0800558
EPA Method: SM5310B Extraction: SM5310 B8 BatchlD: 23583 Spiked Sample ID:  0609558-004C
Analyte Sampie | Spiked MS MSD MS-MSD| LCS | LUSD [LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)

mg/l. mg/ll  |[% Rec. % Rec. % RPD |% Rec. % Rec. % RPD [MS/MSD RPD |LCS/CSD RPD

IC a5 CO2 350 67 18 ile (0.232 103 102 0.583 70~ 130 20 8G- 120 24

Al target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the method RL with the follewing exceptions:
NONE

BATCH 23983 SUMMARY
Sampie {D Date Sampled Date Extractad Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampied Date Extracted Date Analyzed
C0609SS8-001C 0276 LATPM 9727006 10/02/06 758 PM | 6609558.002C 9727706 10:05 AM 9/27/06 10/02/06 804 PM |
0609558-003C  9/27/06 12:00 PM S7/06  10/02/06 8:11 PM | 0609558-004C  9/27/06 11:00 AM 0/27/06 10/02/06 8:19 PM |

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Coniral Sample; LOSD = Laboeratory Control Sample Daplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation,
% Recovery = 100 " (MS-Sample} / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / {MS + MSD) / 2).

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance ¢riteria due to one or more of the following reasons: a) the sampie is inhomogenous AND
containg significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sampie’s matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not applicable to this method,

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for waler matrix or sampie diluted due to high matrix or anaiyte content,

.’J

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 QA/QC Officer




Web: www.mccampbeli com  E-mail: main@mecampbell.com
"When Qualtity Coumts” Telephene: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-0269

@@ M(:Campbeﬂ Analvtical IHC 1534 Willow Fass Road, Pittsburg, €A 94565-17¢1
o~ "l .

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR E365.1

W.0, Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: 0609588
EPA Method: E365.1 Extraction: E365.1 BatchiD: 23986 Spiked Sample ID: 0609558-001F
Analyte Sampie | Spiked M3 MSD MS-MSD| LCS | LCSD (LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%}

mg/L. mg/l. |% Rec. % Rec.| % RPD % Rec. % Rec.! % RPD MS /MSD! RPD LCS/f_CSiD: RPD

Total Phosphorous as P G.16 0.80 862 . &8 . 166 93.1 92.7 6363 80~ 120 28 90 - 110 20

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NID less than the method RL with the following exceptions:
NONE

BATCH 23585 SUMMARY

Sampie 1D Date Sampled Date Exdracted Date Analyzed Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609558-001F 927006 13T PM 1040306 10/03/06 1:21 PM | 0609538-002F  9/27/06 10:05 AM  10/03/06 10/03/06 £22 PM |
| 0609358-003F  9/27/06 12:00 PM 10/03/06 10/03/06 1:23 PM | 0609558-004F  9/27/06 11:00 AM 16/03/06 L0/03/06 1:24 PM_

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sampie; LCSD = taboratory Conirof Sample Dupiicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation,
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / ((MS + MSD) / 2},

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall ouiside of laboratory acceptance criteria due 10 one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhemogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of anaiyte relative to the amount spiked, or bj the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not encugh sample fo perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = anaiyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due to high matrix or analyle content,

//q

DHS ELAP Certification N°® 1644 /¥ QA/QC Officer



1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701

@% MCCamE}bEH Anaivticaiq InC. Web: www.mecampbell.com  E-mail: mainggmecampbell.com
4

“When Qmbity Cousts” Telephone: $77-252-8262  Fax; 925-252-9269

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR E200.8

W.0. Sample Matrix; Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: 0609558
EPA Method: E200.8 Extraction: £200.8 BatchiD: 23976 Spiked Sample ID:  0609542-001A
naiye Semple | Spiked | WS MSD MSMSD| LGS | LCSD LGSLOSD  Acceptance Orfera (4
po/L Mg/l |% Rec. % Rec. % RPD |% Rec. /% Rec. % RPD [MS/MSD RPD [LCSACSD RPD
Manganese a8 100 80.1 91.1 1.06 1o 102 2.08 75-125 ¢ 20 85 - 11.5 20
Potassium 7 ) 14,600 100 90 100 0.6722 88.5 93.6 5.53 75-125 20 85-115 2(}
Y688 111 756 199 i L7 102 105 248 70-139 : 20 Te-130 0 20

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NID Jess than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE
BATCH 23976 SUMMARY
Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample iD Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609358-001H  9/27/06 1:37 PM. 97006 972906 2:28 AM | 0609558-002H  9/27/06 10:05 AM U206 9/29/06 2:34 AM |
0609SSS-003H 972706 12:00 PM_ 9/27/06 9/29/06 2:39 AM | 0600558-004H  9/27/06 11:00 AM 9706 9129/06 2:45 AM |

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Contret Sample; LGSO = Laboratory Contro! Sampie Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample} / {Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (M5 - MSD)/ ((MS + MSD)/ 2).

MS 7 MSD spike racoveries and / or %RPD may fall cutside of laboratory acceptance criteria due to one or more of the fql!owing reasons: a) the sample Is inhomogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample's malrix inferferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not applicable to this method,

NR = analyte concentration in semple exceeds spike amount for scil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sampie diluted due to high matrix o analvte content.

% QA/QC Officer

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644
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1680 ROGERS AVENUE
SAN JOSE, CALIFORNIA 95112-1105
FAX {408) 573-7771

i s

CONDUCT ANALYSIS TO DETECT LAB McCampbell DHS #
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LIMITS SET BY CALIFORMIA DHB AND
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1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 945651701

@‘% McCam Dbell Analvtical, Inc. Web: www.mecampbelicom  Eemail: main@mecampbell.com

< > “"When Quality Counts” Telephone: §77-252-9262  Fax: 925-252.926%

Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Client Project ID:  Dublin Concrete/Dolan | Date Sampled:  09/28/06
Rentals -

1829 Clement Avenue Date Received:  09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Reported:  10/04/06

Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O. Date Completed: 10/11/06

WorkOrder: 0609597
October 11, 2006

Pear Mark:

Enclosed are:

1). theresults of 4 analyzed samples from vour Dublin Concrete/Dolan Rentals project,
2). a QC report for the above samples

3). a copy of the chain of custody, and

4). a bill for analytical services.

All analyses were completed satisfactorily and all QC samples were found to be within our control limits.
If you have any questions please contact me. McCampbell Analytical Laboratories strives for excellence

in quality, service and cost. Thank you for your business and | ook forward to working with you again.

Best regards,

[

Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager




’ @@ MecCampbell An alvtical, Inc 1534 Willow Pass Rond, Pitisbusg, CA 945651701
0 -
vy

Web: www mecampbellcom  E-mail: main@mecampbelf.oom
é E "When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax 925.252-926%
e e

Blymyer Engineers, Inc, Client Project 1D:  Dublin Concrete/Dolan Date Sampled: 09/28/06
Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: (9/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 10/02/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O. Date Analyzed: 10/02/06
Gasoline Range (C6-C12) Volatile Hydrocarbons as Gasoline with BTEX and MTBE*
Extraction method: SW30308 Anaiytical methods: SWBG21B/8015Cm Work Order: 0609597
Lab I Client 11 Matrix TPH(g) MTBE Benzene Toliene Ethyibenzene Xylenes DF | %8S
GO1A MW.1 w 78,1 ND ND ND ND ND i 1o
0O2A MW w ND 48 ND ND ND ND 1 97
003A MW-8 W 150,5 ND 30 12 b1 7.2 1 e
0044 MW-0 w 150, ND _ 0.95 0.69 0.87 6.7 1 113
Reporting Limit for DE=1; 50 . 50 0.5 0.5 0.5 0.5 b g/l
NI} means not detected at or - i
above the reporting limit 5 NA NA NA NA NA NA 1 mg/Kg

* water and vapor samples and all TCLP & SPLP extracts are reported in ug/L., seil/sludge/solid samples in ma/kg, wipe samples in pg/wipe, product/cil/non-
agueous liquid samples in mg/L.

# cluttered chromatoprar; sample peak coelutes with surrogate peak.

+The following descriptions of the TPH chromatogram are cursery in nature and McCampbell Analytical is not responsible for their interpretation; a) unmodified or
weakly modified gasoline is significant; b} heavier gasoline range compounds are significani(aged gasoline?); ¢} lighter gasoline range compounds (the most mobile
fraction) ate significant; d) gasoline range compounds having broad chromatographic peaks are significant; biologically altered gasoline?; ¢} TPH pattern that does
not appear to be derived from gasoline {stoddard solvent / mineral spirit?); ) one to a few isclated nan-target peaks present; g} strongly aged gasoline or diesel range
compounds are significant; k) lighter than water immiscible sheen/product is present; i} liquid sample that contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; j) reporting
limit raised due to high MTBE content; k} TPH pattern that does not appear to be derived from gasoline (aviation gas{{, m) no recognizable pattern; n) TPH{g) range
non-tazget isolated peaks subfracted out of the TPH(g) concentration af the client's request; p) see attached narrative. :%

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 gela Rydelius, Lab Manager




“When Crality Counts”

@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.
Y W

1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1768]

Web www.mecampbelf com
Telephone: 877-252-9262

E-mail: maini@mesampbell com
Fax: 925-252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc, Client Project ID:  Dublin Date Sampled: 09/28/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/28/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.: Date Analvzed 10/02/06-10/03/06
Diesel Range (C10-C23) Extractable Hydrocarbons as Diesel*
iExiraction method: SW3510C Analytical methods:  SWEGSC Work Order: 0609397
Lab 1D Client 112 Matrix TPH{D) DF % S8
06095970018 MWw-1 W ND 1 103
0609597-002B MW-5 W ND 1 106
0609397-003B MW-8 306,d,gb 1 s
06095970048 MW-9 W 53G,bdg 1 106
Reporting Limit for DF =1; 50 pe/L
ND means not detected at or
above the reporting limit 3 NA NA

by dilution of original extract.

* water samples are reported in pg/L., wipe samples in pg/wipe, soil/solid/sludge samples in mg/kg, product/oil/non-agueous liquid samples in mg/L, and
all DISTLC / STLC / SPLP / TCLP extracts are reported in pg/L.

# cluttered chromatogram resulting in coeluted surrogate and sample peaks, or; surrogate peak is on elevated baseline, or; surrogate has been diminished

+The following descriptions of the TPH chromatogram are cursory in nature and MeCampbell Analytical is not responsible for their iterpretation: a)
umodified or weakly modified diesel is significant; b} diesel range compounds are significant; no recognizable pattern; ¢ aged diesel? is significant); d)
gasoline range compounds are significant; e) unknown medium boiling peint pattern that does not appear to be derived from diesel; ) one to a few
isolated peaks present, g) oil range compounds are significant; h) lightet than water immiscible sheen/prodygt Is present; i) Hquid sample that contains
greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; k) kerosene/kerosene range/jet fuel range; ) bunker oil; m) fuel oil; n) sto tdard solvent/mineral spirit.

DHS ELAP Certification N© 1644
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% Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
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@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

"When Quality Counts”

1334 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
Web: www.nceamgpbell com
Telephone: 877-252-9262

E-mail: main@@mocampbell com
Fax: 925-252-9260

e e A pr vl

Date Sampled:

Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Client Project 1D:  Dublin 0%/28/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 10/11/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.: Date Analyzed: 10/11/06
Oxygenated Volatile Organics + EDB and 1,2-DCA by P&T and GC/MS*
Extraction Method: SW3030B Analytical Method: SW$2608 Work Order: 0609547
Labh ID | 0609597-0021
Client ID MW-5 Reporting Limit for
Matrix w DF =1
DF 2 5 W
Compound Concentration ughkg e/l
teri-Amyl methyl ether (TAME) ND<1.0 NA 0.5
t-Butyl alcohol {TBA) ND=1I0 NA 5.6
1,2-Dibromoethans (EDB) ND=1.0 NA 0.5
i,2-Bichlorocthane (1,2-DCAY ND<1.9 NA 0.5
Ditsopropyl ether (DIPE) ND<1.0 NA (.5
Ethanol ND=108 NA 30
Ethy tert-butyl ether {ETBE} ND=t ¢ NA 0.5
Methanol ND=<1000 NA 300
Methyb-t-buty} ether (MTBE) 43 NA 05
Surrogate Recoveries (%)
%%851: 114
Comments

* water and vapor samples are reported in pg/L, soil/sludge/salid samples in mgfkg, product/oii/non-aqueous liquid samples and all TCLP & SPLP

extracts are reported in mg/L, wipe samples in pg/wipe.

ND means not detected above the reporting limit; N/A means analyte not applicable to this analysis,
# surrogate diluted out of range or coelutes with another peak; &) low surrogate due to matrix interference,
h; fighter than water immiscible sheen/product is present; 1) liquid sample that contains greater than ~ vol. % sediment; }) sample diluted due to high

organic content/matrix interference; k) reporting limit near, but not identical to our standard reporting Hmit due to variable Encore sample weight; m)
reporting limit raised due to insufficient sample amount; n) results are reported on a dry weight basis; p) see attached nasrative.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager



@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

“When Quality Counts”

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittshurg, CA 94565-1701
Web: www.mccampbell.com  E-mail: main@mecampbell. com

Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project ID:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled: 09/28/06

Date Received: 09/28/06

Client Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted  10/02/06

Client P.O.: Date Analyzed 10/02/06
Methane*
Extraction method: RSK §74 Analytical methods: RSK174 Work Order: 0609597
Lab D Chient D Matrix Methane [3}34 % S8
09609597001 H MW-1 W 0.86 i N/A
060959700211 ¢ MW.5 W 24 20 N/A
06O9597-003H MW-§ W i 20 N/A
(G609597-004H MW-9 28 20 N/A
Reporting Limit for DF =1; W 0.5 pe/L
ND means not detected at or
above the reporting limit S NA NA

* water samples ate reported in g/l

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

___ Angela Rydelins, Lab Manager
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McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

B

"When Quality Counts”

1334 Willow Pass Read, Putshurg, CA $4565-1701
Web: www.inccampbell com
Telephone: §77-252-9262

E-mail: maim@mecamphell.com
Fax: 925-252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1365

Client Project ID:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled: 09/28/06

Date Received 09/28/06

Chient Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted 09/28/06

Client P.O.:

Date Analyzed 09/29/06-09/30/06

Inorganic Anions by 1C*

Extraction f_r:elhud: E300.1 Analyﬂsai_ methods:  £300.1 Work Order. 8609397
Lab iD Client 1D Matrix Nitrate as N DF Nitrate as NO3™ DF Sulfate DF % 88
GO1F MW-1 ND 1 ND 1 980G 200 105
002F MW-5 W ND i ND 1 4106 100 143
0a3F MW-8 W .29 H i3 i 290 106 99
004F MW-9 w ND f ND i 120 56 107
Repaorting Limit for DF =], W 0.1 0.45 0.1 mg/L

ND means not detected at or -
above the reporting fimit 3 NA NA NA mg/Kg

# [Nitrate as NO3 7] = 4.4286 x [Nitrate as N}

# surrogate diluted out of range or surrogaie coelutes with znother peak, N/A means surrogate not applicable to this analysis.

* water samples are reported in mg/L, soil/studgessolid samples in mg/kg, wipe samples in mg/wipe, product/oil/nen-aqueous liquid samples in mg/L..

h) a lighter than water immiscible sheen/product is present; i} liquid sample that contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; j) sample diluted/reporting
limit raised due to high inorganic content/matrix interference; k) sample arvived with head space.

DHS ELAP Certification N® 1644

Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager



) ] 1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 945651701
@@ Mccampbe“ Aﬁﬂlvtlcakg Inc- Web: www.mecampbell.com  E-mail: main@mecampbeil.com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 8772529262 Fax; 9235-252-9260
Blymyer Engineers, Inc, | Client Project ID: Dublin Date Sampled:  09/28/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/28/06-10/03/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.: Date Analyzed: 10/04/06
Biochemical Oxygen Demand (BOD)*
Analytical Method: SM32108 Work Order: 0609597
Lab ID Client ID Matrix BOD DF
6609597-0010 MW-1 ; w ND 1
0a09397-002D MW-3 W ND : [
0609597-003D MW.§ W NI 1
06069597-004D MW.9 W ND i
Reporting Limit for DE = 1 NI means not detected at or W 4.0 mg/L
above the reporting Himit S NA
* water samples are reported in mg/L.
i) liguid sample that containg greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; ) reporting limit raised due to insufficient sample amount; p) see attached narrative.

a
@% Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
%

s

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

.



@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

"When Quality Counts”

Web: www.nccampbeli.com
Telephone: 877-252-9262

1534 Willow Pass Road, Piusburg, CA 94565-170]
E-mnail: mainf@mecampbell. com
Fax; 925-252-9269

Client Project ID: Dublin

Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Date Sampled: 09/28/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted  09/29/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.; Date Analyzed: 09/29/06
Chemical Oxygen Demand (COD)*
Analtytical Method: SM5220D Work Order: 0609597
Lab 1D Chient ID Matrix COoD DF
0609397-001FE MW-1 W 13 1
G6G9597-002E MW.5 W 15 1
G6G9397-003E MW-§ W 34 1
06693970045 MW-9 w 42 i
Reporting Limit for DF = §; ND means not detected at or W 10 mg/1,
above the reporting Himit S NA

*water/product/oil/non-aqueous liquid samples and all TCLP / STLC / DISTLC / SPLP extracts are reported in mg/L.,
seil/sludge/solid sampies in mg/kg, wipe samples in pg/wipe, filter samples in pg/filter.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644
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@%Angeia Rydelius, Lab Manager




"When Quality Counts”

@‘@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.
-

1534 Wiliow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
Web: www.mecampbelcom  Eemail: main@mecampbell com
Telephone: 877.252-9262  Fax: 925-252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc.

1829 Clement Avenue

Alameda, CA 94501-1395

Client Project ID:  Dublin
Concrete/Dolan Rentals

Date Sampled: 09/28/06

Date Received: 09/28/06

Client Contact: Mark Detterman

Date Extracted 09/28/06

Client P.O.:

Date Analyzed: 10/02/06

Analytical Method: SM5310 B

Inorganic Carbon as Carbon Dioxide*

Woark Order: 0609597

Lab ID Client 1D Matrix 1C as CO2 DF
4609397-001C MW-1 W 660 5
";)609597-002C Mwws W 1400 ) ; 5
069959;903(.‘ - -MW-S W 5.0 H
“(.16.3.0.959'%9(}4(? : MW-Q. . W 6.3 il
Reporting Limit for DF = 1; NI means not detected at or w 2.6 mg/L
above the reporting Jmit g NA

¥ water samples are reported in mg/L, soil/sludge/solid samples in mg/kg.

* Non-Pargeable Organic Carbon=NPOC; TOC=Total Organic Carbon; DOC=Dissalved Organic Carbon; POC=Purgeable Organic Cabon; IC=Inorganic

Carbon.

i} liquid sample contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644
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- Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager
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Web: www mecampbell.com  E-mail main@@mecampbell.com

@@ MeCampbell Analytical, Inc 539 Willow Pass Fond, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
’ L2

“When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 9252529269
Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Client Project I Dublin Date Sampled: 09/28/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted  10/03/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.: Date Analyzed: 10/03/06
Total Phosphorous as P*
Analytical Method: E363.1 Work Order: 0609597
Lab 1D Client ID Matrix Total Phosphorous as P DF
0609597-001E | MW-1 w 0.18 1
D609597-002E MW-5 W 0.13 o
0609597-003E MW-8 W ND I
0609597-004E MW-9 W NDB 1
Reporting Limit for DF = 1; ND means not detected at or W 0.04 mg/L.
above the reporting Limit S : NA i

*water/product/oil/nen-aqueous liquid samples and all TCLP / STLC / DISTLC / SPLP extracts are reported in mg/L, soil/shidge/solid samples in mg/kg,
wipe samples in pg/wipe, filter samples in pg/filter,

i) liquid sample contains greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; J} analyte detected below quantitation limits.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644




"When Quality Coungs”

@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.
Yy

Web: www. mecampbeil com

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pitisburg, CA 94565-170]

Telephone: 877.252.9262

E-mail: maip@mecampbell com
Fax: 925.252-9269

Blymyer Engineers, Inc. Cliem Project ID: Dublin Date Sampled: 09/28/06
Concrete/Dolan Rentals -
1829 Clement Avenue Date Received: 09/28/06
Client Contact: Mark Detterman Date Extracted 09/28/06
Alameda, CA 94501-1395
Client P.O.: Date Analyzed: 09/30/06
Metals*

Extraction method: E200.8 Analytical methods:  E200.8 Work Order: 0689597
Lab [D Client ID Matrix | Extraction Manganese Potassium DF % S8
001G MW-1 W TTLC 1900 1200 I 109
002G MW-5 W TTEC 630 93¢ 1 107
ley MW-§ W TTLC ND 5000 i 104
004G MW-9 TT.C D 5360 1 LG8

Reporting Limit for DF =1; W TTLC 20 20 ugl
ND means not detected at or - .
ahove the repnrtmg Hmit 3 TILC NA NA NA

b

*water samples are reported in ug/L, produc!fmlfnon -agueous liquid samples and all TCLP / STLC / DISTLC / SPLP extracts are reported in mg/i.,
soil/studge/solid samples in mprkg, wipe samples in pg/wipe, filter samples in pg/filter.

# means surrogate diluted out of range; NID means not detected above the reporting limit; N/A means not applicable to this sample or instrument.

i} aquecus sample containing greater than ~1 vol. % sediment; for DISSOLVED metals, this sample has been preserved prior to filtration: for TTLC
mgetals, 3 representative sediment-water mixture was digested; j) reporting limit raised due to insufficient sample amount; 1) anatyte detected below

quantitation limits; k) reporting limit raised due to matrix interference; m) estimated value due to low/high surfrogate recovery; n} results are reported on
a dry weight basis; p} see attached narrative.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644
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Angela Rydelius, Lab Manager




Web: www.mccampbell.come E-mail: main@mecampbell com
"When Quahity Counts™ Telephone: 877-252.0262  Fax: 925-252-9269

MCC&mpbell Ana}vtical Iﬂc 1534 Willow Pass Road, Pi;tsbwg, CA 945651701
- .
-

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SW8021B/8015Cm

W.0. Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix: Water WorkQrder, 0809597
EPA Method: SW8021B/8015Cm Extraction: SWS0308 BatchlD: 24013 Spiked Sample ID:  0609580-005A
Analyte Sample | Spiked MS MSD r}éS-MSD LCS LCSD (LCS-LCSD Accepganc& Criteria (%)
pgit Hg/l |% Rec. % Rec. % RPD |% Rec. % Rec.! % RPD [MS/MSD RPD [LCSALCSD RPD
TPH{btex)* i ND 60 169 [1i i.88 107 04 328 70 - 130 30 70130 30
MTB{ A ND i0 163 : 11t 7.39 94.§ 95.8 0.687 70 - 130 36 70 -130 30 V
Benmne ND 38 98.8 10t ¢ 221 102 165 3 i2 G- 1"30 30 70 - 130 36 """
”iohzr.m: ....... NI 1 93.9 94.9 " L.O7 95.4 100 4.82 70 -130 30 70130 30
ﬁ:hyléenzen;" ) ND 10 161 ; 103 1.93 101 105 337 70- 136 30 70-130 30
leezwb - ND h 30 G353 E 933 G 4 93 95.7 G.699 70 - 130 30 70 - 330 30
GRS 98 10 101 103 1.66 104 110 3358 70 - 130 30 70- 130 30

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the method RL with the following exceptions:
RNONE

BATCH 24013 SUMMARY
Sarnple 1D Date Sampled Date Extracted Oate Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled DCate Extracted Date Analyzed
0609597-001A  9/28/06 1152 AM  10/02/06 10/02/06 4:11 PM | 0609597-002A  9/28/06 10-06 AM 10/02/06 10/02/06 4:44 PM
0609597-003A  9/28/06 8:30 AM HO/02/06 10/02/06 3:537 PM | 0609597-004A  9/28/06 9:10 AM 10/02/06 [0/02/06 4:26 PM

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sampie; LCSD = Laboratory Contral Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / {{MS + MSD) / 2},

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due to one or more of the foliowing reasons: a) the sample is inhomogenous AND
contains significant goncentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b} the spiked sampie's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

£ TPH{btex) = sum of BTEX areas from the FID.

# cluttered chromatogram; sample peak coelutes with surrogate peak. %

%,
DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 7 [T QA/QC Officer



Web: www.mecampbell.com  E-sail main@mecampbeil.com
"When Quatity Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925.252-9269

e : . 1534 Willow Pass Road,éinsbu:g, CA 94565-1701
Q"’Q McCampbell Analytical, Inc.
W

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SW8015C

W.0. Sample Matrix. Water QC Malrix: Water WorkQrder: 0609597
EPA Method: SW8015C Extraction: SW3510C BatchlD: 24016 Spiked Sample ID: NIA
Analyte Sample Spikt?q MS MSD MS-MSD} LCS ?CSD LCSLCSD " Acceptance Criteria {%) .
Tl uglt (% Rec. % Rec. % RPD |% Rec. %Rec.. %RPD [MS/MSD RPD ILCS/LCSD, RED
TPH(d) N/A 10e0 | wa N/A N/A 119 118 G904 N/A N/A 70-130 30
%S88: N/A 2300 N/A N/A Nia 103 : 103 I 0 N/A N/A 70- 130 30

Albtarget compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the method RL with the following exceptions:
NONE

BATGH 24015 SUMMARY

Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
| 0609397-001B  9/28/06 11:52 AM 9/28/06 10/02/06 731 PM | 0609597-002B  9/28/06 10:06 AM 9/28/06 10/02/06 8:38 PM
| 0609597-0038  5/28/06 8:30 AM 9/28/06 10/02/06 9:46 PM | 0609597-004B  9/28/06 9:10 AM ' 9/28/06 10/03/06 2:21 PM

M8 = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Controt Sample; LCSD = Laberatory Cortral Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sarmple) / (Amount Spiked); RFD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / {(MS + MSD) / 2).

MG / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RP{ may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due to one or more of the foliowing reasons: a} the sample is inhomogenous AND
contains signficant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b} the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not encugh sample {o perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceads spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due é% high matrix or analyte content.

[

DHS ELAP Certification N® 1644 g Eé}a QA/QC Officer
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Web: www inccampbell.com  E-mail: main@@mecanipbell com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-9269

- @ . 1534 Willow Pass Read,-]’ltlsburg, CA 045651701
(i McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SW8260B

W.0. Sample Matrix. Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: 0609597
EPA Method: SW82608 Extraction: SW5030B BatchID: 24114 Spiked Sample ID:  06810102-001C
Analyte i Sample gpiked MS MSD MS—MSD L(;S ECSD (LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)
[Helim Hg/L 1% Rec. % Rec. % RPD |% Rec. % Rec. % RPD |MS/MSD RPD [LCSACSD! RPD
tere-Amyt methyl ether (TAME) ND 10 942 Gi3 ! 3.04 799 86.2 151 70~ 130 30 G- 130 30
t»»But\,%dImhul(["BA} .N.D 56 i1 116 1.12 83.3 86 318 70- 130 . 30 70 - 130 1B 30
lzl)ﬁamﬁmuham (ED3) “ ND “ 10 119“ 113 5.23' 85.5 §0.2 528 - 130 30 TO - 130 3f}
l,i:i.55;:‘%;}‘<;;€»ctilane il,Z-DCA) N‘D 10 103 9%.9 ‘ 11t 89.8 92.2 2.64 70 - 130 30 70-130 30
Diisopropyl ethe; {DH’E)M ) ND i0 166 102 ) 339 933 . 991 599 70 - 130 36 70130 ‘ 3ﬂm
Wféiharzmm“ . ND . 506 It ¢+ 113 ”1.95 ..95‘8 96.8 1.08 70-130 30 G- 130 30
E!;h;l. tcrt»butyl e%he'r‘ (ETBE) “ ND 16 98.8 94..6 4’;32 84:9 91.6 7.54 70-130 30 70-130 30
Mcihanul 7 ‘ NI “ 2500 99.7 98.5 1.26 92.7“’ 07 . 13.9 70130 : 36 70130 30
Mctityl-t-but}lather (’VI”IBL) J ND 10 . 1062 98.1 3.94 96.3 | 984 8.61 76- 130 30 70-130 30 -
%881 102 10 07 104 . 2350 95 96 1.63 70 - 130 30 70 - 130 30

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NIJ less than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE

BATCH 24114 SUMMARY
Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Dafe Analyzed Sample D Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609597-0021  9/28/06 10:06 AM 10/11/06  10/11/06 10:50 AM | ] i

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; LCSD = Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate: RPD = Relative Percent Daviation,
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / {{MS + MSD} / 2).

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall cutside of laboratory acceptance ¢riteria due to one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhomogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not enough sampie to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = anaiyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for sofl matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due to high matrix or analyie content.

s

B

%
DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 £ QA/QC Officer



‘ @ McCampbelE A]}alvtical Inc 1534 Willow Pass Road,APn..tsburg, CA 94565-1101
,é ; ' .

Web: www.mecampbelleom  E-mail: maim@mecampbell.com
“When Quality Counts” Telephons: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925-252-926%

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR RSK174

W.O. Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: (609597
EFA Method: RSK174 Extraction: RSK 174 BatchlD: 23984 Spiked Sample ID: N/A
Analyte Sample { Spiked MS MSD  MS-MSD] LCS  LCSD LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)

pg/l ugll  |% Rec. | % Rec. ! % RPD {% Rec. % Rec. % RPD [MS/MSD RPD ILCS/LCSD RPD

Methane N/A 1.76 N/A N/A N/A 102 i04 i.58 N/A N/A 80 - 120 20

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NI less than the method RE with the following exceptions:

NONE

BATCH 23984 SUMMARY
Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609597-001H  9/28/06 11:52 AM 10/02/06 16/02/06 2:34 PM | D609597-002H  9/28/06 10:06 AM 10/02/06  10/02/86 7:26 PM
0609597-003H  9/28/06 8:30 AM 10/02/06 10/02/06 7:57 PM 0G09597-004H  9/28/06 9:10 AM 1002006 10/02/06 8:16 PM |

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sampte; LGSD = Laboratory Control Sampie Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation,
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / ({MS + MSD) / 2},

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall oulside of laboratory acceptance criteria due to one or more of the following reasons: a} the sample is inhomogenous AND
containg significant concenirations of anaiyte relative to the amount spiked, or b} the spiked sampie's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not enough sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = znalyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for seil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amaount for water matrix or sample dituted due E high matrix or analyte content.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 QA/QC Officer




"When Quality Counis”

@@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.
-

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 945635-1701

Web: www mecampbell.com
Telephone: 877-232.9262

E-mail: main@imecampbell com
Fax: 925-252-9269

W.0. Sample Matrix;. Water

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR E300.1

QC Matrix; Water

WorkQrder: 0809587

EPA Method: £3006.1

Extraction: E300.1

BatchlD: 23951

Spiked Sampie D1 N/A

Analyte Mﬁa.mple' Sp_i?(@d M3 MSD :MS-MSD LCS LCSD LCS-LCSD ) Acceptiance Criteria (%).,. B
mag/l. mg/l. % Rec. %Rec | %RPD [%Rec. % Rec.. % RPD |MS/MSD| RPD ILCS/LCSD RPD
Nitrate as N N/A 1 N/A N/A N/A 95.9 96.4 0.568 N/A N/A §5-115 I5
NltrateasN{B“ N/A "4.4 ;"A< N/A NIA 939 ” 96.4 0.568 N/A N/A 85-113 i lﬁu -
"S;lféte N/ﬁ:n 1 4 N/A N/A N/A ‘. 161 7.5 322 N/A ' i N/A 83-115 15
%S8: N/A 0.16 N/A N/A N/A 96 95 ;0046 N/A N/A 90 - 115 16

Al target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE

Sampie iD

Date Sampled

Date Extracted

BATCH 235851 SUNMMARY

Date Analyzed

Sample D

Date Sampled

Date Extracted

Date Analyzed

| 0609597-001F
| 0609597-002F
- 0809597-603F
| 0609597-004F

9/28/06 11:52 AM
8/28/06 10:06 AM
5/28/06 8:30 AM
928/06 9:10 AM

928/06
9/28/06
28106
912806

G/29/06 4:56 AM
9/29/06 528 AM
9/29/06 6:00 PM
9/29/06 631 AM

0609597-001F
0609597-002F
0609597-003F
0609597-004F

9/28/06 11:52 AM
9/28/06 10:06 AM
9/28/06 8:30 AM
9/28/06 9:10 AM

9/28/06
9/28/06
9/28/06
9/28/00

9/30/06 5:28 AM

9/30/06 6:00 AM |
9/30/06 6:32 AM |
9/30/06 7:03 AM |

M3 = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; LCSD = Laboratory Control Sample Dupticate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.

% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample} / {Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD}/ (MS + MSD)/ 2),

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory accepiance criteria due fo one or more of the fcliowing reasons: a} the sample is inhomogenous AND

contains significant concentrations of anadyte relative 1o the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = nat applicable to this method.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due % high matrix or analyte content.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

Y
Al
Y QA/QC Officer



* "When Quality Counts™

@Q@ McCampbell Analvtical, Inc.

1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
Welr www.mecampbell com
Telephone: 877-252-9262

E-mail: main@mecampbell.com

Fax: 925.252-9269

W.O, Sample Matrix: Water

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SM5210B

QC Matrix: Water

WorkOrder: 0658587

EPA Method: SM5210B

Extraction: SM5210B

BatchlD: 23944

Spiked Sample ID: NJA

Analyte Sample | Spiked MS MSD MS-MSD| LCS | LCsSD ILCS-LesD Acceptance Criteria (%)
mafl. mg/l [% Rec. % Rec.:. % RPD [% Rec. % Rec.: %RPD [MS/MSD| RPD LCSILCSE}E RPD
. BOD N/A 198 N/A N/A WA 102 105 2.68 N/A N/A 80 - 120 16

Al target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NIJ less than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE
BATCH 23944 SUMMARY
Sample (D Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed  Sampie ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
06095970010 9/28/06 11:52 AM 9128106 L0/04/06 2:50 PM | 0609597-002D  9/28/06 10:06 AM 9/28/06  10/03406 3:08 PM
| 0609597-003D  9/28/06 8:30 AM 9/28/06 10/04/06 3:26 PM | 0609597-0040>  O/28/06 9:10 AM 9/28/06 10/04/06 3:44 PM

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Contral Sample; LCSD = Latoratory Controt Sampie Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.

% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sampie) / (Amount Spiked): RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD} / (MS + MSD)/ 2).

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fali cutside of laborato

containg significant concentrations of analyte refative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not encugh sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

fy acceptance criteria due o one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhomagenous AND

NR = analyte concentration in sampie exceeds spike amount for soil matrix o excesds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due t% high matrix or analyte content.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

QA/QC Officer




"When Quality Counts”

@ McCampbeIl Analvtical, Inc.
e

1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
Webl www mceampbelicom  E-mail: main@mecamypbe].com
Telephone: 877-232.9262  Fax: 925-252-9269

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SM5220D

W.O. Sample Matrix,. Water

QC Matrix. Water

WorkOrder: 0609597

EPA Method: SM5220D Extraction; SM5220D Batchlb: 23885 Spiked Sample ID: N/A
Analyte Sample | Spiked MS MSD  MS-MSD| LCS | LCSD (LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria {%)
mg/L mg/l. 1% Rec. % Rec. . % RPD |% Rec. % Rec.' % RPD [MS/ M%SDE RPD jLCS/LCSD ! RPD
COD N/A 400 N/A NIA N/A 8.9 100 1.23 N/A MIA 90« 110 20
All target compounds in the Metiod Blank of this extraction batch were ND less than the method RL with the following exceptions:
NONE
BATCH 23085 SUMMARY
Sample ID Date Sampled [ate Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample 1D Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609597-001E  9/28/06 1152 AM 9/29/06 9/29/06 4:19 PM | 0609597-002E 9728706 10:06 AM 92906 9/29/06 4:25 PM
] 06()959"{«_003E K286 £330 AM 9/25/06 9!291’_(_)6 4:31 PM _06095’97-905[3 9/28/06 910 AM G/29/06 9129/06 4:37 PM

MS = Matrix Splke; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; LCSD = Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate; RED = Relative Percent Deviation.

% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / {Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (M5 - MSD) / ((MS + MSD)/ 2),

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due 1o one or more of the faliowing reasons: a)
centains significant concentrations of anaiyte relative to the amount spiked, or b)

N/A = not enough sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matsix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due %a%wigh matrbx or analyte content.

the sampie is inhomogenous AND
the spiked sample’s matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644

F]
}3 %%% QA/QC Officer
4



Web: www.mecampbeli com  E-mail: main@mecampbel].com
“When Quality Counts* Telephone: 877-352-9262  Fax: 925-252-9262

@@ Mccampbe“ Analvticai inc 1534 Witlow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701
N .

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR SM5310B

W.0O. Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix; Water WorkOrder: 0609547
EPA Method: SM5310B Extraction: SM5310 8 BatchlD: 23983 Spiked Sample ID: 0608558-004C
Analyte Sample | Spiked mMs MSD  MS-MSD] LCS | LCSD [LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)

mgft mg/t. 1% Rec. % Rec.! % RPD [|% Rec. |% Rec. | % RPD [MS/MSD RPD ILCSACSD RPD

IC a5 COZ 150 367 118 116 0232 3 102 (.585 T0-336 0 20 80- 120 20

Al target compounds in the Methed Blank of this extraction batch were NI less than the method RL with the following exceptions;
NONE

BATCH 23383 SUMMARY

Sample 1D Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
0609597-001C  9/28/06 11-52 AM $/28/06 10/02/06 9:22 PM  0609597-002C  9/28/06 10:06 AM 9/28/06  10/02/06 9:28 PM
_0609597-003C  9/28/06 8:30 AM 9/28/06 HA2/06 [0:18 PM | 0609597-004C  9/28/06 10 AM 9/28/06 10/02/06 10:25 PM |

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Control Sample; LCSD = Laboratory Contral Sampie Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amourt Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / ({MS + MSD) / 2).

MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fail outside of laboratory acceptance criteria cue to one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhormogenous AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b} the spiked sampie's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not applicable to this method,

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amaount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or samgpie diluted due to i?‘;gh matrix or analyle content.

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644 % QA/QC Officer




Web: www.mecamgphbell com E-mail: mainggmeemnpbetl.com
"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9382  Fax: 925-252-9269

@@ Mccampbeil Analvticai Inc 1534 Willow Pags Hoad, Pitisburg, CA 94565-1701
3 EAR%,
%

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR E365.1

W.0. Sample Matrix; Water QC Matrix: Water WorkOrder: 0609587
EPA Method: E265.1 Extraction: E365.1 BatchiD: 23986 Spiked Sample ID:  0609558-001F
Analyte Sample | Spiked MS MSD MS-MSD LCS  LCSD [LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)

mgfl. mg/l. [% Rec. % Rec. | % RPD [% Rec. | % Rec. | % RPD [MS/MSD; RPD JLCSACSD | RPD

Total Phosphorous as P 0.16 G.80 862 | 88 | 166 931 ¢ 927 0.363 8G- 120 20 40 - 110 20

All target compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were NDY less than the method RL with the following exceptions:
NONE

BATCH 239686 SUMMARY
Samiple 1D Date Sampled Date Exdracted Date Analyzed  Sampie ID Date Sampled Date Extracied Date Analyzed
L 0609S97-001E  9/28/06 11:52 AM 10/03/06 10/03/06 1:33 PM | 0609597-002E  9/28/06 10:06 AM 10/03/06 10/03/06 1:34 PM
| 0609597-003E  9/28/06 8:30 AM 10/03/06 L0/03/06 1:35 PM | 0609597-004E  9/28/06 9:10 AM 10/03/06 10/03/06 1:36 PM |

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Controt Sampie: LCSD = Laboratory Coniret Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.
% Recovery = 100 * (MS-Sample) / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD) / ({(MS + MSD) / 25.

MS / MBD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fall outside of laboratory acceptance criteria due Lo one or more of the following reasons: a) the sample is inhomogenaus AND
contains significant concentrations of analyte relative to the amaunt spiked, o b} the spiked sample's matrix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not enough sample to perform matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sam ple diiuted due to%ﬂgh matrix or analyte content.

H
W
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;i1 QA/QC Officer
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DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644



1534 Willow Pass Road, Pittsburg, CA 94565-1701

@@ Mccampbell Analvticals Inc- Web: www.mecampbell.com  E-mail: mam@mceampbell.com

"When Quality Counts” Telephone: 877-252-9262  Fax: 925.252-926%

QC SUMMARY REPORT FOR E200.8

W.Q. Sample Matrix: Water QC Matrix. Water WorkCrder: 0609597

EPA Method; £200.8 Extraction: E200.8 BatchiD: 23876 Spiked Sample ID: 0609542-001A
Analyte Sample | Spiked M§ MSD  MS-MSD| LCS | LCSD LCS-LCSD Acceptance Criteria (%)
pg/l Ho. [% Rec. | % Rec. % RPD [% Rec. % Rec.: % RPD |MS/MSD RPD ILCSACSD! RPD
Manganese 98 00 1 891 911 1 106 100 102 2.08 75125 1 20 85-115 20
V'E’massiumm " 14,000 160 90 t()d 0.0722 88.5 936 553 75125 20 85- 115 20 )
%58: 1i1 750 109 111 137 162 1G5 248 70 - 130 20 70-130 0 20

All tzrget compounds in the Method Blank of this extraction batch were ND fess than the method RL with the following exceptions:

NONE
BATCH 23976 SUMMARY
Sample D Date Sampled Date Extracied Date Analyzed  Sample ID Date Sampled Date Extracted Date Analyzed
| 0609597-001G  9/28/06 11:52 AM 9/28/06 9/30/06 12:06 AM | 0609597-002G  9/28/06 10:06 AM 9/28/06 9/30/06 12:11 AM |
| 0609597-003G  9/28/06 8:30 AM 5/28/06 9/30/06 12:17 AM © 0609397-004G  9/28/06 9:10 AM 9/28/06 9/30/06 12:47 AM

MS = Matrix Spike; MSD = Matrix Spike Duplicate; LCS = Laboratory Contro! Sampie; LGSD = Laboratory Control Sample Duplicate; RPD = Relative Percent Deviation.

% Recovery = 100 ™ (MS-Sample} / (Amount Spiked); RPD = 100 * (MS - MSD} / (MS + MSD)/ 2).
MS / MSD spike recoveries and / or %RPD may fail outside of iaboratory acceptance criterdia due to one or more of the following reasens: a) the sample is iInhomogencus AND
contains significant concentrations ef analyte relative to the amount spiked, or b) the spiked sample's matnix interferes with the spike recovery.

N/A = not applicable to this methed.

NR = analyte concentration in sample exceeds spike amount for soil matrix or exceeds 2x spike amount for water matrix or sample diluted due to iah matrix or analyte cantent.

QA/QC Officer

DHS ELAP Certification N° 1644
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MeCampbell Analytcal, Ine CHAIN-OF-CUSTODY RECORD '~

| Pitisburg, CA 94565-1701
W (9252529262

WorkOrder; (609397 ClientID: BEIA
W EDF [IFax {1Email [ iHardCopy [ ThirdParty

Report to: Bifl to: Requested TAT: 5 days
Mark Detterman Email:  MDetterman@blymyer.com Accounts Payable
Blymyer Engineers, Inc, TEL: {5107 521-3773  FAX: (510) 865-2594 Blymyer Engineers, Inc.
1829 Clement Avenue ProjectNo: Dublin Concrete/Dolan Rentals 1828 Clement Avenue Date Received:  09/28/2006
Alameda, CA 94501-1385 PO: Alameda, CA 94501-1385 Date Printed: 10/04/2006

Sample ID ClientSampiD Matrix  CollectionDate Hoid, 1 = 2 = 8 4 | 5 6 7 [ 8 9 10 11 1z

0609597001 ' MW-1  Water  9/28/06 11:52:00
0609597-002  Mwe Water | 9/28/06 10:06:00
0609597-003 MW | Water  [9/28/06 8:30:00 AM
0608597-004 . e MG ... Water 9/28106 9:10:00 AM
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Test Legend:

Jsoxvsw 3l  Boow 4l coow |
e S i

_ METALSMS W | 8|  PREDFREPORT | RSKITAW

Prepared by: Melissa Valles

Comments: 9-Oxys added 10-4-06 per note on coc: § day

NOTE: Samples are discarded 60 days after results are reported unless other arrangements are made. Hazardous samples will be refurned o client or disposed of at client expense.
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Sample Name
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File
Operator
Acquired 3 Cect 2006 2:21 pm using AcgMethod GC6ANEWN.M

: D:\HPCHEM\GC6\DATAB\10030607.D
Instrument GC-6

Sample Name: 0609597-004B W
Misc Info TPH(D) W
Vial Number: 54
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File : D:\HPCHEM\GC19\DATA\10020610.D

Operator :

Acguired 3 2 Oct 2008 3:57 pm using AcgMethod GClSJ.M
Instrument : GC-19

Sample Name: 0609587-003A W

Migc Info : G-MBTEX W

Vial Number: 10
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File

Operator
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