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INSPECTION INFORMATION SHEET

Inspection Firm: Southwest Hazard Control, Inc.
1953 West Grant Road
Tucson, Arizona 85745

Current Owner(s): Pima County Department of Environmental Quality
33 N. Stone Avenue #700
Tucson, AZ 85701

Site Address: 3702 E. Hampton Street (bldg. #5)
Date of Inspection: September 25, 2018
Laboratory: EMSL Analytical, Inc.
' 200 Route 130 North Cinnaminson
NJ 08077

Total Samples: 2
Analysis Date: September 26, 2018

Name of Inspector: Stanley P. Maxam
AHERA Certificate No: 08820342
Training Provider: ETC Compliance Solutions

Date of Expiration: December 19, 2018



2.0 INSPECTION REFORT
2. I Introduction

Southwest Hazard Contiol, Inc. (“hercafter known as SHC”) was contacied by Kimberly
Baeza of the Fima County Depariment of Luvirommental Quality, to have SIIC visit the
subject site and collect bulk samples of readily available suspect building materials that
may be disturbed during possible demolition activities. Sampling was to be collected of
building materials with analysis performed by an independent 3 party laboratory.

Stan Maxam of SHC conducied the site rcconnaissance and subsequent sampling on
Seplember 25, 2018, Mr. Maxam is an cmployee of SHC and is an LPA AHERA
Accredited Licensed Asbestos Building Inspector, experienced in performing asbestos
surveys.

The following sutimarics apply:
ACM Identified by Testing

3702 L. lHampton Streel - (bldg. 5} No asbestos materials are present in the structure.

Nofe:

Various regulatory agencies have jurisdiction over projects dealing with the assessment PACAM
(Presumed Asbestos Containing Materials) and abatement of ACBMs (Asbestos Containing
Building Materials). The EPA regulates building materials that contain greater than 1 percent
asbestos. Pima County enforces the EP A NESHAP rule with respect to releases of asbestos to the
environment. . OSHA regulates ashestos removal projects as they relate to worker safety and
exposure issues (Airborne asbesios fibers must be below the OSHA standard af 0.10 fibers per
cubic centimeter.

** QSHA does not recognize composite sampling protocol (<1%) as reluted to worker safety and
requires proper removal technigues and training.

Category T & 1I-ACM’s (Asbestos Containing Materials) should be removed prior to demalifion.
Normal demolition/renovation sctivitics involve heavy equipment and crushing of building
malterials, this could render these ACM’s friable and all related building materials. All these
materials would then need to be handled and disposed of as Repulated ACM’s and possibly
causing a violation of the NRESAT alfecting the Owner & Operalor.

A written notification must be provided to the PCDEQ NESIIAP coordinator at least 10 working
days prior to asbestos abatement projects involving the removal of greater than 160 square feot of
a surfacing material, 260 lincar feel of pipe length or one cubic yard of regulated asbestos
malerial,

¢ Prior to demolition or renovation a copy of the survey should be inchuded with application for permit to
Pima County Department of Environmental Quality, County, and City Permil departients.

o A copy should also be made available to the contractor sclected fo do demolition or renovation and
kept on site at all times,

o The owncr should retain a licensed and qualified asbestos abatement contractor to perform abatcment
activities. The general contractor, if one is retained for renovation or demolition, may be the best
source for local, licensed abatemien! contractors,

e Beflore the abatement of asbestos containing materials from the facility, the abatement contractor or the
general contractor should provide the 10 working day notification using forms supplied by PCDEQ,
EPA Region 9, or the State of Arizona. The notification should include information relating to the
abatement work and at the demolition/renovation work.



The owner should ensure that the general contractor and/or abatement contractor provide notice to any
people who may be in the area during abatcment work (building occupants, other subcoantractors, etc.) of the
asbestos abatement work.

This document is prepared by SHC and is desighated for the sole use of the Owner
and/or any regulatory agency that may be directly involved with this property, No
other party should rely on the information contained herein without prior written
consent of SHC, Inc. This report shall not be reproduced except in full, without thc
written consent of the Owner,

2.2  Scope of Services

According to the information provided to SHC the buildings on the property may be
demolished in the near future. Applicable asbestos regulations require that the
buildings or the portions affccted by demolilion or renovation be thoroughly inspected
for ashestos prior to such activitics by an AHERA accredited inspector. The purpose and
scope of our services was to inspect, identify, and assess suspected asbestos-containing
materials that are, or may, at some point become subject to site demolition. SHC was
contacted for the purpose of identifying all readily available and assessable suspect
asbestos containing building materials prior to the work scheduled at this site.

2.3  Site Information

This is a former metal storagc unit.

24  Survey Methodology

This asbestos compliance survey was accomplished by visually inspecting the subject
arcas as directed and identifying suspect ACM’s within the arcas to be disturbed during
the possible demelition. A comprehensive visual inspection of the area was performed
to acquaini the inspecior(s) with an overview of the sitc. Randoni samiples were taken
from interiors and exteviors of the structures. Sampling locations were listed with
description given for each samiple along with location numbered and sampling location.
All interior and exterior arcas were visited. Destructive sampling was performed. [f
qucstionable items are encountcred and revealed, stop work and contact SHC (520-
622-3607) for further testing and evalualion.

Random representative samples of homogeneous materials were taken using variations
of a random sample pattern, When random sampling could not be conducted,
convenlent sampling was performed. Samples taken were given individual numbers,
prefixed with an area number and recorded on collection sheets and laboratory chain
of custody sheels,

The suspect materials identified during our site visit were classified for the type of
building material undcy the following categorics:

Surfacing Maferral:

Material that is sprayed-on, trawled on or otherwise applied to surfaces, such as
acoustical plastcr on ceilings and fircproofing materials on struciural members, or
other surface matcrials used for acoustical, fireprooling or olher purposes.



Miscellaneous Material:

Internal building matcrial on structural components, structural members, or fixtures
such as floor and cciling tiles.

2.5  Description of Sampling and Testing

Sampling was performed on all assessable and readily available suspected asbestos-
containing materials (ACM) identified as materials that may bc disturbed during
possible demolition. Sample analysis was performed to determine the presence, if any,
of asbestos content in the friable materials. Destructive sampling was performed,
Sampling was performed in accordance with all State, Federal and Local govermnental
agency policies, procedures and regulations. Descrt Analytical participates in the
ATHA/NIOSH and (PAT) Programs and AIHA Bulk Sample Round Robin Program.

2.6 Sample Sununary

During our sitc inspection of this site at the request of our clieitt, a total of 2 samples
were obtained, with 2 individual layers from 1 homogenous area. Representative
samples were collected and submitted for laboratory analysis.

2.7 Analysis of Bulk Samples

Asbestos bulk analysis was performed on all of the samples by EMSL Analytical, Inc.
with Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) is the EPA approved method for analyzing bulk
materials for asbestos. PLM utilizes a light miicroscope equipped with polarizing filters.
The identification of asbestos fiber bundles is determined by visual propertics displayed
when the samplc is treated with various dispersion staining liquids. ‘The actual structure
of the fiber and the effect of polarized light on the fiber, all of which is viewed by a
trained technician, substantiate identification. The limit of detection of asbestos is about
one percent (1%) by area.

Aftachments: Tables
Laboratory Data
Sample Location Descriptions

Table 1 - Description of suspected homogeneous AGCBM sampled

Area Description

1 i Concrete slab




Table 2 - List of Suspect ACM Homogeneous Areas Sampled/Assumed

Samples shaded and bolded are asbestos containing.

Sample | HA # Description / Location Condition | Asbestos | Friable
Number
3702-1 1 Concrete slab East end G N N

| 3702-2 | 1 Concrete slab Northwest corner G N N
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Attention: Stan Maxam
Southwest Hazard Contral, Inc.

1953 Wes! Grant Road
Tucson, AZ 85745

Project: T18651

EMSL Order:
Customer [D:
Customer PO:

041829109
SOUTs8

Project ID: )
Phone: (520} 622-3607 )
Fax: (b20)622-3643

Received Date;
Analysis Date:
Collected Date:

09/26/2018 9:30 AM
09/26/2018
09/25/2018

Test Report: Asbestos Analysis of Bulk Materials via EPA 600/R-93/116 Method using Polarized

Light Microscopy
Non-Asbestas Ashestos

Sampie Description Appaarance % Fibrous % Non-Fibrous % Typa
3702-1 Easl End - Concrete Tan 100% Non-fibrous (Other) None Detected

Slab Non-Fibeaus
041829108-0001 Homogeneous
3702.2 Narthwesl Corner - Gray 100% Non-fibrous {(Other) None Detecled

Concrete Slab MNon-Fibreus
04 1623102-0062 Homogensous

Analyst(s}

Nataila Dispensa {2)

Benjamin Ellis, Laboralory Manager
or Othar Approved Signatory

EMSL mainlains liabifily limiled to cosl of analysis. The above analyses wera performed in general compliance wilh Appendix E to Subparl E of 40 CFR (previausly EPA 600/M4-82-020 “Interim
Malhed®), bul augmented with procedures ouliined in the 1993 ("final") version of the malhod. This report refales only o e samples reported above. and may nol be repraduced, except in [ull, withouy
wiritten approval by EMSL, EMSL bears no responsibility for sample colleclion aclivilies or analyl cal method limitalions . Inlerpretalion and use of tesf resulls ara the responsibility el the chenl. Afl
samples received In accaplable cordition unless olherwisa noted, This repart must nat be used by the client o elaim product certification, approval, or endorsement by NVLAP, NIST ar any agoncy of

the federal governmenl,

EMSL racommends gravimetric reduction lor all non -friable organically found malerials prior to analysis, Estimation of uncerlainty is availahle an requesl.

Samples analyzed by EMSL Analytical, Inc, Cinnaminson, NJ NVLAP Lab Cade 101048-0, AIHA-LAP, LLC-IMLAP Lab 100184, NYS ELAP 13872, NJ DEP 03036, PA 104 §8-00367

(initial repart from: 6912612016 23:12:27

)

ASB, _PLA _8008_0067 - 1.78 Printed: 9/26/2018 11:12 PM
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Hickey & Sons Parcel
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment Report, August 9, 2018
Observations, Database Information and Recommendations

Engineering and Environmental Consultants was contracted by Pima County to perform an expanded
Phase I Environmental Site Assessment for one parcel (herein referred to as “the property”). The
Pima County Assessor’s Parcel Number associated with the property is 112-16-171A. The property
consists of approximately 1.11 acres located in Section 4, Township 14 South, Range 14 East Gila
and Salt River Baseline and Meridian, Pima County, Arizona.

The assessment revealed the following Recognized Environmental Conditions (RECs) in
connection with the property.

REC 1 — petroleum stained soil along the south side of the large Quonset building located on the
southwest portion of the property. Petroleum stained soil should be removed, properly disposed and
confirmation sampling conducted.

REC 2 — former lube pit within the large Quonset building located near the southwest corner of the
property; it is considered a REC due to its unknown construction and likelihood of receiving
petroleum discharges from historical auto repair activities. An assessment should be performed to
determine if the soil beneath the lube pit has been impacted. After assessment the lube pit should be
removed or filled in should no use for it be identified.

REC 3 — drainage sump within the former covered auto repair area associated with the Quonset
building on the south central portion of the property. It is considered a REC due to its unknown
construction and likelihood of receiving discharges from historical auto repair activities. An
assessment to determine if soils beneath the sump are impacted should be conducted; then the sump
should be removed.

REC 4 — two five-gallon containers with unknown contents on the east-central boundary of the
property. The containers are in poor condition and should be removed and properly disposed.

REC 5 — three stored transformers on the east-central boundary of the property, which have no
labeling identifying them as free of polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs). Removal and proper disposal of
these transformer is recommended; as well as assessing whether the soils beneath them is
contaminated with PCBs.

The assessment revealed the following Historical Recognized Environmental Condition
(HREC) in connection with the subject property.

HREC — the property had five underground storage tanks (USTs) that were removed in 2001;
however, no further action is recommended.

Observations and Recommenduations

s The property has an unused aboveground storage tank (AST) with an oily water mixture,



and both should be removed and properly disposed.

¢ The access to the lube pit is not secure and presents a safety hazard. Access to the lube pit
should be limited and a secure access cover installed.

* Solid waste and stored materials are found throughout the property; proper removal and
disposal is recommended.

* Various stored containers are found in the interior and exterior of structures on the
property; recycling or proper disposal of these materials is recommended.

¢ Suspect asbestos containing building material (ACBM) is present on the structures; an
asbestos survey and abatement (if needed) should be conducted prior to demolition
activities.

» Various building components of the structures have suspect lead-based paint. Lead-based
paint testing may be required by the receiving landfill if the structures are demolished.

+ It is possible that some portions of the property were serviced by a septic system in the
past. Assuming only domestic waste was introduced into the septic system, no long-term
environmental impact to the property would be expected. However, septic systems can be
physical hazards during construction/demolition activities.

August 10, 2018 20of2
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