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1.0 INTRODUCTION

This report outlines the methods and findings of Aqua Science Engineer's,
Inc. (ASE) quarterly groundwater monitoring at the property located at
250 8th Street in Qakland, California (Figures 1 and 2).

2.0 SITE HISTORY

A gasoline service station previously occupied the site. In May 1992, ASE
removed ten underground fuel storage tanks from the site. The tanks
consisted of one (1) 10,000-gallon gasoline tank, one (1) 5,000-gallon
diesel tank, three (3) 2,000-gallon gasoline tanks, one (1) 2,000-gallon
diesel tank, three (3) 500-gallon gasoline tanks and one (1) 250-gallon
waste oil tank. Up to 10,000 parts per million (ppm) total petroleum
hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPH-G) and 5,900 ppm total petroleum
hydrocarbons as diesel (TPH-D) were detected in soil samples collected
during the tank removal.

Between December 1992 and March 1993, All Environmental of San
Ramon, California overexcavated 1,762 cubic yards of soil from the site and
off-hauled the soil to the BFI Landfill in Livermore, California. Analytical
results show that all on-site soil with hydrocarbon concentrations greater
than 10 ppm was removed from the sitc with the exception of soil along
the 8th Street shoring. Up to 1,800 ppm TPH-G and 120 ppm TPH-D were
detected in soil samples collected along the shoring indicating that
contamination likely extends below 8th Street. This contamination left in
place may still be a source for groundwater contamination.

In January 1995, ASE installed monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2 at the
site. High hydrocarbon concentrations were detected in monitoring well
MW-2, downgradient of the site. Moderate hydrocarbon concentrations
were detected in on-site monitoring well MW-1.

Since April 1995, the site has been on a quarterly groundwater monitoring
program. Analytical results for these sampling periods are presented in
Tables One and Two.

3.0 MONITORING WELL SAMPLING

On October 17, 1995, ASE sampled monitoring wells MW-1 and MW-2 at
the site. Prior to sampling, four well casing volumes of water were
removed from each well. The pH, temperature and conductivity were
monitored during the purging, and samples were not collected until these
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parameters stabilized. After the water level in each well recovered to at
least 80% of the water level measured prior to purging water from the
well, groundwater samples were collected from the wells with dedicated
polyethylene bailers. The groundwater samples from each well were
decanted from the bailer into four (4) 40-ml volatile organic analysis
(VOA) vials and three (3) l-liter amber glass bottles. All of the samples
were preserved with hydrochloric acid, labeled, placed in protective foam
sleeves, and stored on ice for transport to American Environmental
Network (AEN) of Pleasant Hill, California (DOHS #1172) under chain of
custody. No hydrocarbon odor was present in groundwater from
monitoring well MW-1 during the purging, but a strong hydrocarbon odor
was present in groundwater from monitoring well MW-2 at the time of the
sampling. A hydrocarbon sheen was present on the surface of the
groundwater in monitoring well MW-2.

Well sampling purge water was contained in a DOT 17H drum and stored
on-site for handling by the client at a later date. See Appendix A for a
copy of the well sampling field logs.

4.0 ANALYTICAL RESULTS FOR GROUNDWATER

The groundwater samples were analyzed by AEN for TPH-G by modified
EPA Method 5030/8015, TPH-D by modified EPA Method 3510/8015,
benzene, toluene, ethylbenzene and total xylenes (BTEX) by EPA Method
8020, volatile organic compounds (VOCs) by EPA Method 8010 and oil and
grease (O&G) by Standard Method 5520 C&F. The analytical results are
tabulated below in Tables One and Two, and the certified analytical report
and chain of custody record are included in Appendix B.
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TABLE ONE
Summary of Chemical Analysis of GROUNDWATER Samples
TPH-G, TPH-D and BTEX
All results are in parts per billion

Date TPH TPH Ethyl Total
Boring Sampled Gasoline Diesel Benzene Toluene Benzene Xylenes
MW-1  01-30-95 740 200 3 5 1 4
04-12-95 400 500 <0.5 <0.5 3 <2
07-14-95 520 400 1 <0.5 2 3
10-17-95 400 200 0.5 1 3 <2
Mw-2  01-30-95 88,000 800 19,000 18,000 2,400 10,000
04-12-95 110,000 990 21,000 28,000 2,800 14,000

07-14-95 120,000 5,000 20,000 25,000 3,200 15,000
10-17-95 190,000 4,000 15,000 26,000 4,900 23,000

EPA 5030/ 3550/ 8020 8020 8020 8020
METHOD 8015 8015
TABLE TWO

Summary of Chemical Analysis of GROUNDWATER Samples
Lead, Oil & Grease and Votlatile Organic Compounds
All results are in parts per billion

Compound \ MW-1 MW-2 MO (PP@
S .

is50lved Lead <0.04 <0.04
Total Oil and Grease <500 e_@_(ff 19,000
Hydrocarbon Oil and Grease <500 17,000
Chloroform 0.5 4.5 pp° 30 —> we el
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 8 <0 — 5
Other VOCs <(.5-2 <30-100
4-12-95
Dissolved Lead <0.04 <0.04
Hydrocarbon Qil and Grease <500 22,000 b
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 6 0.9 —> SPP
1,2-Dichloroethane <0.5 @ %5 Fb
Other VOCs <0.5-2 <30-100 F
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TABLE TWO (Continued)
Summary of Chemical Analysis of GROUNDWATER Samples
Lead, Qil & Grease and Volatile Organic Compounds
All results are in parts per billion

Compound MW-1 MW-2 MEL
7-14-95

Total Oil and Grease <500 25,000
Hydrocarbon OQil and Grease <500 23,000 -
1,2-Dichloroethane <05 35 0.9
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 4 <3 =
Other VOCs <(.5-2 <5-20

10-17-95

Total Qil and Grease <1,000 13,000
Hydrocarbon Oil and Grease <1,000 15,000
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) 5 <0.5 5
Trichloroethene (TCE) <05 5| 5

5.0 CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION

Very high hydrocarbon concentrations were detected in groundwater
samples collected from monitoring well MW-2, downgradient of the site.
The benzene, ethylbenzene and total xylene concentrations in these
samples exceeded the California Department of Toxic Substances (DTSC)
maximum contaminant levels (MCLs) for drinking water. In addition, the
toluene concentration in these samples exceeded the DTSC recomended
action level for drinking water. Only low hydrocarbon concentrations,
below the DTSC MCLs, were detected in on-site monitoring well MW-1.
These concentrations are consistent with previous findings.

It appears that further assessment of the extent of contamination as well
as soil and groundwater remediation will be required at the site in the
future. ASE recommends at this time that groundwater monitoring be
continued at the site on a quarterly basis.

6.0 REPORT LIMITATIONS

The results of this investigation represent conditions at the time of the
groundwater sampling, at the specific locations at which the samples were
collected, and for the specific parameters analyzed for by the laboratory.
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It does not fully characterize the site for contamination resulting from
unknown sources, or for parameters not analyzed for by the laboratory.
All of the laboratory work cited in this report was prepared under the
direction of an independent CSDHS certified laboratory. The independent
laboratory is solely responsible for the contents and conclusions of the
chemical analysis data.

Aqua Science Engineers appreciates the opportunity to assist The Lim
Family with their environmental needs. Should you have any questions or
comments, please feel free to call us at (510) 820- 9391.

Respectfully submitted,
AQUA SCIENCE ENGINEERS, INC.

i ¢ &
Robert E. y, REA.

Project Geologist

Attachments: Figures 1 and 2
' Appendices A and B
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Well Sampling Field Log
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Project Name and Address: 250§ it Skt O k’“’“’{ﬂ 274

Job #: 2508 Date”of samplhng: (071795

Well. Name: 789 -4 Sampled by: P& .

Total depth of well (feet): 272 7¢ Well diameter (inches): 2=
Depth to water before sampling (feet): 177

~ Thickness of floating product if any: _ AMoiner

. Depth of well casing in water (feet): 024 .

~ Number of gallons per well casing volume (gallons): {7

Number of well casing volumes. to be removed: 4

Req'd volume of groundwater to be purged before sampling (gallons): &7
Equipment used to.purge the well: 12 verf [ f'wﬁﬂ

Time Evacuation Began:_i7-20_ Time Evacuation Finished:_ /7-7°
Approximate volume of groundwater purged: P gn il D

Did the well go dry?: e After how many gallons:_~——"
Time samples were collected: 515

. . ; P

Depth to water at time of sampling: ;ﬁ 17-9°

Percent recovery at time of sampling: 59+

Samples collected with: .@J'u\:ﬁw/ (0] uaiflop S i b

Sample color: _ Adene ’ ’od’&; e

Description of sediment in samplel_ kot

CHEMICAL DATA

Volume Purged Temp pH . Conductivity
I / : 'é‘ é 7 i: ] _ié-——‘
(7 5els 75z L S
3.7 5els 72 7.5 0.5
B gels 725 7:¢5 Sez
£ _gnl> 724 2.5 555
SAMPLES COLLECTED
Saﬁmlc § of coptsiners VYolume & type container Pres lced? Aunalysis
Mo Z Yool VoS yrnls Wl fas  TPH G/BIEX
| z ¥ g g
Z ! ’f-.'fl/" I ;,]-'1 5.3 Ai; N TF’li ) ,D b
v / v R L S S

- e



| ~ Thickness of “floating product if any: Shyeses
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“WELL SAMPLING FIELD L.OG

Project Name and Address: ﬂfwﬁ?'?# Strauds Ceklond, e
Job #: 2507 ' Date of sampling: _ RN i)

Well. Name: __ 197 &7 Sampled by: "ZL — >
Total depth of well (feet): 28 -¥2- Well diameter (inches): 2=

Depth to water before sampling (feet): 1627 '

. Depth of well casing 1o water (fect): 8-8Y

Number of gallons per. well casing volume (gallons):__ 15
' Nutnber of well casing volumes. to be removed: '
Req'd volume of groundwater to be purged before sampling (gallons): &
Equipment used to.purge the well:_/2- wif PUC perdf’

Time Evacuation Began: 15:35 Time Evacuation Finished:_ 15 %5
Approximate volume of groundwater purged: ¢ gedltem S

Did the well go dry?:i-  Aa* After how many gallons: —

Time samples were collected:_. 1559

Depth to water at time of sampling: i 709

Percent recovery at time of sampling: 59 7.

Samples collected withi_ Q,:/-*Mvh,d/ _ ,gaé;,.,.ﬂ/‘,, s i

Sample color: _furk:d black ~ Odor: ué:y Spreny he

Description of sediment in sample: bledic 50/77

CHEMICAL DATA

Volume Purged

Temp pE ~ Conductivity
g N P 7 3. 26 G20
/- & 59 /s Tt Pz & 7L
3.0 Sfy/ 5 22 7. 06 586
75 s~ F2 7-0( 5z
60 gel2 Fed 245 SFE
SaMPLES COLLECTED
Sample § of containers Volume & iype coplainer Pres lced? Agzalysis
o = G0mg Wl vinls Il _trg _TPHGBTEL
£ S ' _EPG B
= It ondoer 5425 ‘T}' P 7.2 A——
> : v /2 VT 2




APPENDIX B

Analytical Report and Chain of Custody Forms
For Groundwater Samples
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PAGE 1
AQUA SCIENCE ENGINEERS. INC REPORT DATE: 10/31/95
2411 OLD CROW CANYON RD. #4
SAN RAMON, CA 94583 DATE(S) SAMPLED: 10/17/95

DATE RECEIVED: 10/18/95
ATTN: ROBERT KITAY

CLIENT PROJ. ID: 2808 AEN WORK ORDER: 9510237
CLIENT PROJ. NAME: LIM PROPERTY

PROJECT SUMMARY:

On October 18, 1995, this laboratory received 2 water sample(s).

Client requested sample(s) be analyzed for organic parameters. Results of
analysis are summarized on the following page(s). Please see quality control
report for a summary of QC data pertaining to this project.

Samples will be stored for 30 days after completion of analysis, then disposed
of in accordance with State and Federal regulations. Samples may be archived
by prior arrangement.

IT you have any questions, please contact Client Services at (510) 930-9090.

Y
o JLETS
Larry Alein

Laboratory Director

LIV TCe Roed = Plevese LRI O 0s 0 o 08 ult s g « AN (S [ 930-0230

Avietivironi Seivion s o e fonverosiie i
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PAGE 2
AQUA SCIENCE ENGINEERS, INC.
AEN JOB NO: 9510237
DATE SAMPLED: 10/17/95
DATE RECEIVED: 10/18/95
CLIENT PROJ. ID: 2808
Purgeabte Extractable
Hydrocarbons  Hydrocarbons Total
Client AEN as Gasoline as Diesel 0jl & Grease Hydrocarbons Genzene Toluene Ethylbenzene Xylenes
Sample Id  Lab Id {ug/L) (ug/L) {ug/L)} (ug/L) {ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L} (ug/L)
#u-1 o 400 200 NI ND 0.5 1.0 3 ND
MW-2 02 190,000 (20000} 4,000 (500} 13,000 12,000 15,000 (200} 26,000 (200} 4,900 (200) 23,000 (400}
Reporting Limit 50 50 1000 1000 0.5 0.5 0.5 2
(uniess otherwise noted by parentheses)
EFA Hethod: 5030 GCFiD 3510 GCF1D 5520C 5520F 8020 8020 8020 8020
Date Extracted: NA 10/23/95 10723495 10/23/93 NA NA NA NA
Date Analyzed: 10724795 10725795 10723795 10/23/95 10724/95 10/24/95% 10/24/95 10/24/95

RLs elevated for gasoline/BTEX and diesel for sample MW-2 due to high levels of target compounds. Sample run at dilution.

NA
ND

Not Applicable
Not Detected




SAMPLE ID: MW-1

AEN LAB NO: 9510237-01
AEN WORK ORDER: 9510237
CLIENT PROJ. ID: 2808

AQUA SCIENCE ENGINEERS, INC
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PAGE 3

DATE SAMPLED: 10/17/95
DATE RECEIVED: 10/18/95
REPORT DATE: 10/31/95

METHOD/ REPORTING DATE
ANALYTE CAS# RESULT LIMIT UNITS ANALYZED
EPA 8010 - Water matrix EPA 8010
Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Bromoform 75-25-2 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Bromomethane 74-83-9 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
Carbon Tetrachloride 56-23-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chloroethane 75-00-3 ND 2 ug/l 10/24/95
2-Chloroethyl Vinyl Ether 110-75-8 ND 0.5 uwg/L 10/24/95
Chloroform 67-66-3 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chloromethane 74-87-3 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Dichlorodifluoromethane 75-71-8 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
1,1-Dichloroethane 75-34-3 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1,2-Dichloroethane 107-06-2 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1,1-Dichloroethene 75-35-4 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/85
cis-1.2-Dichloroethene 156-58-2 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-60-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.2-Dichloropropane 78-87-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
cis-1,3-Dichloropropene 10061-01-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 10061-02-6 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Methylene Chloride 75-09-2 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.2.2-Tetrachlioroethane 79-34-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 5 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.1-Trichloroethane 71-55-6 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.2-Trichloroethane 79-00-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Trichloroethene 79-01-6 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Trichlorofluoromethane 75-69-4 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1,2Trichlorotriflucroethane 76-13-1 ND 0.5 wg/L 10/24/95
Vinyl Chloride 75-01-4 ND 2 ug/i 10/24/95

ND

*

o

Not detected at or above the reporting limit
Value above reporting limit



SAMPLE ID: MW-2

AEN LAB NO: 9510237-02
AEN WORK ORDER: 9510237
CLIENT PROJ. ID: 2808

American Fivirommental Network
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PAGE 4

DATE SAMPLED: 10/17/95
DATE RECEIVED: 10/18/95
REPORT DATE: 10/31/95

ND

*

nn

Not detected at or above the reporting 1imit
Value above reporting limit

METHOD/ REPORTING DATE
ANALYTE CAS# RESULT LIMIT UNITS ANALYZED
EPA 8010 - Water matrix EPA 8010
Bromodichloromethane 75-27-4 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Bromoform 75-25-2 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Bromomethane 74-83-9 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
Carbon Tetrachloride 56-23-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chlorobenzene 108-90-7 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chloroethane 75-00-3 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
2-Chloroethy]l Vinyl Ether 110-75-8 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chloroform 67-66-3 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Chloromethane 74-87-3 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
Dibromochloromethane 124-48-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1,2-Dichlorobenzene 95-50-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.3-Dichlorobenzene 541-73-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.4-Dichlorobenzene 106-46-7 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Dichlorodifluoromethane 75-71-8 ND 2 ug/lL 10/24/95
1.1-Dichloroethane 75-34-3 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
- 1,2-Dichloroethane 107-06-2 ND — 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1-Dichloroethene 75-35-4 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
cis-1.2-Dichloroethene 156-58-2 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
trans-1,2-Dichloroethene 156-60-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1,2-Dichloropropane 78-87-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
cis-1.3-Dichloropropene 10061-01-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
trans-1,3-Dichloropropene 10061-02-6 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Methylene Chloride 75-09-2 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.2.2-Tetrachloroethane 79-34-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Tetrachloroethene 127-18-4 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.1-Trichloroethane 71-55-6 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.2-Trichloroethane 79-00-5 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Trichlaroethene 79-01-6 1 *- 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Trichlorofluoromethane 75-69-4 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
1.1.2Trichlorotrifluoroethane 76-13-1 ND 0.5 ug/L 10/24/95
Vinyl Chloride 75-01-4 ND 2 ug/L 10/24/95
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AEN (CALIFORNIA)
QUALITY CONTROL REPORT

AEN JOB NUMBER: 9510237
CLIENT PROJECT ID: 2808

Quality Control and Project Summary

A1l Taboratory quality control parameters were found to be within established
Timits.

Definitions

Laboratory Control Sample (LCS)/Method Spike(s): Control samples of known composition. LCS and Method Spike
data are used to validate batch analytical results.

Matrix Spike(s): Aliguot of a sample (aqueous or solid) with added quantities of specific compounds and
subjected to the entire analytical procedure. Matrix spike and matrix spike duplicate QC data are advisory.

Method Blank: An aralytical centrol consisting of all reagents, internal standards, and surrogate standards
carried through the entire analytical process. Used ta monitor laboratory background and reagent contamination.

Not Detected (ND): Not detected at or above the reporting Limit.

Relative Percent Difference (RPD)}: An indication of method precision based on duplicate analysis.

Reporting Limit (RL}: The lowest concentration routinely determined during laboratory operations. The RL is
gererally 1 to 10 times the Method Detection Limit (MOL). Reporting limits are matrix, method, and analyte
dependent and take inte account any dilutions performed as part of the analysis.

Surrogates: Organic compounds which are similar to analytes of interest in chemical behavior, but are not found
in environmental samples. Surrogates are added to all blanks, calibration and check standards, samplgs. and
spiked samples. Surrogate recovery is monitored as an indication of acceptable sample preparation and
instrumental performance.

D: Surrogates diluted out.

#: Irdicates result outside of established laboratory @C limits.
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METHOD: SM 5520
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AEN JOB NO: 9510237
DATE EXTRACTED: 106/03/95
DATE ANALYZED: 10/03/95
SAMPLE SPIKED: DI WATER
INSTRUMENT:  GRAVIMETRIC
MATRIX: WATER
Method Spike Recovery Summary
Duplicate QC Limits
Spike Spike Average
Added Added Percent Percent
Analyte (mg/L)} (mg/L) Recovery RPD Recovery RFD
011 98.5 94 2 67 3 60-108 5

Daily method blanks for all associated analytical runs showed no contamination

at or above the reporting limit.
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QUALITY CONTROL DATA

METHOD:

AEN JOB NO: 9510237

DATE EXTRACTED: 10/23/95
INSTRUMENT: C

MATRIX: WATER

EPA 3510 GCFID

Surrogate Standard Recovery Summary

Percent Recovery

Date
Analyzed Client Id. n-Pentacosane
10/25/95 Ml -1 101
10/25/95 MW -2 I
QC Limits: 59-118
I = Interference
DATE EXTRACTED: 10/20/95
DATE ANALYZED: 10/23/95
SAMPLE SPIKED: DI WATER
INSTRUMENT: C
Method Spike Recovery Summary
QC Limits
Spike Average
Added Percent Percent

Analyte (mg/L) Recovery

Recovery RPD

Diesel Z2.07

b8-107 15

Daily method blanks for all associated analytical runs showed no contamination

at or above the reporting limit.
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QUALITY CONTROL DATA
METHOD: EPA 8010
AEN JOB NO: 9510237
INSTRUMENT: 1
MATRIX: WATER
Surrogate Standard Recovery Summary
Percent Recovery
Date Bromochloro- 1-Bromg-3-chloro-
Analyzed Client Id. Lab Id. methane propane
10/24/95 Mii- 1 01 95 114
10/24/95 MW-2 02 95 118
 QC Limits: 70-130 70-130
DATE ANALYZED: 10/24/95
SAMPLE SPIKED: 9510153-03
INSTRUMENT: T
Matrix Spike Recovery Summary
QC Limits
Spike Average
Added Percent Percent
Analyte (ug/L) Recovery RPD Recovery RPD
1.1-Dichloroethene 50 103 <l 37-156 20
Trichloroethene 50 117 3 54-122 20
Chlorobenzene 50 96 4 54-141 20

Daily method blanks for all associated analytical runs showed no contamination
at or above the reporting limit.
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QUALITY CONTROL DATA
METHOD: EPA 8020, 5030 GCFID

AEN JOB NO: 9510237
INSTRUMENT: H
MATRIX: WATER

Surrogate Standard Recovery Summary

Percent Recovery

Date
Analyzed Client Id. Lab Id. Fluorobenzene
10/24/95 MiW-1 01 97
10/24/95 MW-2 02 100
QC Limits: 92-109

DATE ANALYZED: 10/23/95
SAMPLE SPIKED: 9510167-03
INSTRUMENT: H

Matrix Spike Recovery Summary

QC Limits

Spike Average

Added Percent Percent
Analyte {ug/L) Recovery RPD Recovery RPD
Benzene 35.4 109 2 85-109 17
Toluene 108.0 111 3 g7-111 16
Hydrocarbons
as Gasoline 1000 116 9 66-117 19

Daily method blanks for all associated analytical runs showed no contamination
at or above the reporting limit.

xkk END OF REPORT %%



s =.8-2 AP 2N

tgue fienes e, e, Chaln of Custody

San Ramon, CA 04583

(510) 820-9391 - FAX (510} 837-4853 DATE. /-1 725 PAGE __ [ OF L
SAMPLERS (SIGNATURE) (PHONE NO)| pROJECT NAME __ Lo [loperfoe - NO. 2 Fc§
/M £, (':, YiITe - 375 ADDRESS &4~ #% —370—« /* Coodd et AT
Ao 7 o - e
AN ALYSIS REQUEST <5 y 1 8 |g8
SPECIAL INSTRUCTIONS: ' Eg Q|8 Wiy |8 N =
alan|9% g-ﬁ B a1yl ol®8izs| 3|3
welus| s|SRIFNEZ |32 vl 8132y 2|8z »k
S5 ES|as|R|R8 0 Azéogi Sl SIS ieEs
HEHHEHER R A L S
0 4] [a] e ~. ® o b e - L M
NO.OF | t+ S8 | xa AR EF AR = g‘t o “Eé‘j
SAMPLE ID. |DATE| TIME |MATRIX |savprest & & & & B §§i§§ g |3k BE’,%% R p b E‘i 5389
AR A IR S T -
Gl sz Y 155) [wht” | 7 o= A »

QUISHED B‘1 RECEINED ﬁ A Hfiz CE[VEﬁD BY LABORATO&‘\%U COMMENTS:
fpnd (leyzis MM@L /310 %ﬁl /520 | Mo i L | STasId 4=

gf/pl'\alul'c) {time) {ime) { (signature) (tme)| (signature) “mhéi — ﬁ —

DAl (o g Lﬁcz// /O/M’h L /O/(’/Q[‘ Ca o a2 e .

(printed name) {date) (pr:nlod name} (date) (printed namc) (dmc} {printed name) (d.alc)

Company- 6’52 Compuny-ﬂfﬂ/ Company- . Company}m J
7U T




