APR 2 7 1995
55 South Park Drive

Inchcape Testing Services o V10504

. Tel. 802-655-1203
Aquatec Laboratories Fa. 802-655-1248

i

April 26, 1995

Mr. Matt Moran

Department of Environmental Conservation
Hazardous Materials Management Division
103 South main Street - West Building
Waterbury, Vermont 05676

Re: Summary Report - Rossetti Real Estate (Site # 94-1679)
Inchcape Proiect Number 95018

Dear Mr. Moran:

Enclosed are two copies of the report summarizing the findings of
the subsurface investigation conducted by Inchcape at the above
referenced site. Based on the findings of this investigation,
Inchcape has determined that there is no impact to the underlying
groundwater formation and recommends no further work at the site.
In addition, Inchcape requests that the Hazardous Material
Management Division consider the site for closure and and
designate it as "Site Management Activity Completed" (SMAC).

If you have any gquestions regarding the contents of the report or
recommendations outlined above, please call me at your earliest
convenience.

Sincerely,

B2

Robert J. Ross, CGWP
Senior Hydrogeologist

RIR/din

Enclosure

c¢c: Kay-Don Rossetti

95018B26APRY95
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1.0 INTRODUCTION

On 6 April 1995, Inchcape Testing Sexvices Aquatec Laboratories
(Inchcape) conducted a subsurface investigation at the Rossetti Real
Estate property located at 189 Lakeside Avenue in Burlington, Vermont
(Figure 1). The subsurface investigation included a soil vapor survey
and diserete interval groundwater sampling around the perimeter of the
former underground storage tank (UST) location. This work was
conducted in response to a possible petroleum release at the facility
based on findings during the removal of three USTs, two 20,000 gallon
No. 2 fuel oil tanks and one 2,000 gallon diesel fuel tank, In
November 1994. The subsurface investigation was conducted following
the work plan approved by the Vermont Department of Environmental
Conservation (VT DEC) Hazardous Materials Hanagement Division (HMMD)
as outlined in the correspondence dated 23 February 1995, 7 February
1995, and 20 December 1994 (Attachment A).

The USTs were over 20 years old at the time of the removal. The
tank closure and initial site inspection was conducted by
Environmental Products and Services, Inc. (EPS) of Burlington,
Vermont. During the removal program the two No. 2 fuel oil tanks were
reported to be in good condition and the diesel tank was reported to
be in fair condition. No free product was observed in the excavation
during removal. Groundwater was encountered at approximately 7 feet
below ground surface. Field screening of soil by photoinization
detector (PID) indicated the possible presence of volatile organic
compounds (VOCs) at concentrations ranging between 10 to 170 parts per
million (ppm). All soil was left on site and used as backfill in the

excavation. A copy of the EPS report is included as Attachment B.

2.0 SOIL VAPOR SURVEY

A soil vapor survey was conducted utilizing the K.V. Assoclates
"Macho" soil vapor system following Inchcape Standard Operating
Procedure Number 020. A total of six soil vapor survey samples were
collected from around the perimeter and down gradient of the former

UST location, and adjacent to the garage situated approximately 150
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feet east of the former UST location (Figure 2). Several additional
samples were attempted at other locations however a buried concrete
pad and demse subsurface soils prevented penetration of the sample

probe.

Soil vapor samples were collected from approximately 4 feet below
ground surface by connecting the above ground portion of the sample
probe to a vacuum chamber housing a tedlar air bag. A vacuum was
induced on the chamber housing the tedlar air bag allowing soil vapor
from the ground to enter the air bag. Prior to collecting each sample
the sample probe and rods were purged for approximately three to five
minutes to remove potentially stagnant air in the equipment. The
sampling equipment was also cleaned between each location to prevent

possible cross contamination,

Soll vapor concentrations were measured using an HNu systems model
PI-101 photoinization detector (PID) equipped with a 10.2 eV lamp,
The PID was calibrated using an isobutylene standard (benzene
equivalent) following Inchcape SOP Number 022. Background
concentrations were determined to be 0.1 parts per million (ppm)
during the field activities. Soil vapor readings were obtained twice
at each location, one reading directly from the probe and the other
reading from the tedlar air bag. No volatile organic compounds (VOCs)
were detected by PID in any of the soil vapor samples collected on the
Rossetti Real Estate property. Also, no petroleum odors were noted
during the field sampling activities. A summary of the soil vapor

screening results is included on Table 1.

Table 1 - Soil Vapor Survey Results

Location Probe Tedlar Air Bag
RRE-01 bkgd --
RRE-02 bkgd bkgd
RRE-03 bkgd bkgd
RRE-04 bkgd bkgd
RRE-05 bkgd bkgd
RRE-06 bkgd bkgd

bkgd = background (0.1 ppm)
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3.0 DISCRETE INTERVAL GROUNRDWATER SAMFLING

During the subsurface investigation Inchecape also collected one
groundwater sample from the former UST location (Figure 2) following
Inchcape SOP Number 050. An attempt was made to collect samples at
three other locations, two downgradient and one upgradient of the
former UST location, however clayey soil was encountered at each

location which plugged the openings of the sample probe.

The discrete interval groundwater sample (RRE-0l) was collected by
driving the sample probe to approximately 10 feet below ground
surface. An evacuation flask was connected in series between the
probe and vacuum pump. Approximately 200 milliliters (mL) of water
was purged from the probe prior to collecting a sample for laboratory
analysis. A clean flask was then placed in line to collect the
lzboratory sample which was then transferred to two 40 mL vials
preserved with hydrochloric acid (HCl). Chain-of-custody
documentation was completed following Inchcape SOP Number 003 and
maintained until relinguishing the sample to the laboratory for
analysis. The sample was analyzed following U.S. EPA Method 602 for
purgeable aromatic hydrocarbons. The presence of benzene, toluene,
ethylbenzene, or xXylenes (BTEX) were not detected above the
corresponding detection limit for the groundwater sample collected at
location RRE-01. A copy of the laboratory analytical report is
included as Attachment C.

4.0 SUMMARY AND CONCLUSIONS

Review of the PID screening results for soil vapor samples and
laboratory analytical results for the groundwater sample collected on
the Rossetti Real Estate property located at 189 Lakeside Avenue in
Burlington, Vermont do not indicate the presence of a significant
release to the enviromment nor an impact to the underlying groundwater
formation. Inchcape also evaluated the possible impacts to the near
by building which is a garage owned by Rossetti Real Estate.

According to Ms. Kay-Don Rossettl, the garage has ne basement and is
on a slab-type foundation. A soll vapor sample was collected at

Jocation RRE-06, situated adjacent to the garage, to evaluate the
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possibility of petroleum vapors migrating to that area of the site.
Screening of the soil vapor sample cellected at that location did not
identify the presence of VOCs above background (Table 1). Based on
these findings and the absence of a basement for the garage it is

unlikely that petroleum vapors have impacted this area of the site.

Based on the information reported in this document and general
site conditions (clayey subsurface soils) it is likely that the
petroleum contaminated soils encountered during the tank removal are
limited to the excavated area of the former UST location and that the
site poses a very low threat to the enviromment. Inchcape recommends
no further work on the Rossetti Real Estate property located at 189
Lakeside Avenue in Burlington, Vermont. Inchcape further recommends
that the site be considered for closure and designated as "Site

Management Activity Completed" (SMAC).

95018D25APRSS
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FIGURE 1

Site Location Plan

Rossetti Real Estate Property
188 Lakeside Avenue
Burlington, Vermont

(Site # 94—167Q)
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Attachment A

Miscellaneous Correspondence
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State of Vermont

()""C'&zl”* I;%ﬂ

Department of Fish and Wildlile

Department of Fores!s, Parks and Recreation
Depanmen: of Envirpnmental Conservation

State Ceologist

Natural Resources Consernvatipn Council

RELAY SERVICE FOR THE HEARING IMPAIRED

AGENCY OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Department of Environmental Conservation
Hazardous Materials Manragement Division
103 South Main Street/West Office
Waterbury, Vermont (3671-0404

(802) 241-3888

FAX (802) 241-3296

1-800-283.0191  TDD>Vesice
1-800-283-0165  Voice>TDD

February 23, 1995
Robert Ross
Inchcape Testing Services

755 South Park Drive
Colchester, VT 05446

RE: Work Plan and Cost Estimate for Rossetti Real Estate, Burlington, VT
(Site #94-1679)

a Dear Mr. Ross:

— The Sites Management Section (SMS) has reviewed the Inchcape Testing Services workplan dated
February 7, 1995 that you have developed for the above referenced site. This workplan includes the
performance of a soil gas survey, the collection and analysis of four groundwater samples (and a trip blank)

~— using EPA Method 602, the screening of the basements or crawl spaces of any adjacent buildings using a
photoionization detector, and the submiital of a summary report which includes the results of the above
investigations, as well as conclusions and recommendations. The SMS approves the workplan as submitted

— for costs not to exceed $1,460.00, and requests that onsite work be initiated as soon as possible.

The SMS looks forward to the completion of this work. If you have any questions, please feel free
" to call.

Sincerely,

Mt

Matthew Moran, Site Project Manager
Sites Management Section

ee: Joe Rossett

— menmfwpi41675wp

Chlorine Free 100% Recycled Paper

Regional Office - Barre/Essex Jet PinstordN. SpringlieldSt. Johnsbury
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Inchcape Testing Services Gt o
Aquatec Laboratories Fax, $02.655.1242

(i

February 7, 1985

Mr. Richard Spiese

Sites Management Section

Hazardous Materials Management Division
Department of Environmental Conservation
103 so. Main Street/West Office
Waterbury, VT 05671-0404

Re: Rossetti Real Estate (Site £ 924-1679)
Dear Mr. Splese.

I am.in receipt of your letter to Mr. Joseph Rossetti dated 24
January 1895 regardlng the above referenced site.. As. indicated
previously, Inchcape recommends conducting a soil vapor survey
around the perimeter of the former UST area and the collection of
four to five ground water samples at the water table. Soil vapor
samples would be screened in the field using a portable
photoionization detectoer (PID) while the ground water samples
would be submitted to Inchcape'!s Laboratory for analysis of
aromatic hydrocarbons according te U.S. EPA method 602. This
would allow Inchcape to conduct a rapid and economical assessment
of the property. The information obtained during this assessment
would be used to evaluate the presence of contamination at the
water table if any, and the possible need for the installation of
ground water monitor wells.

We will also evaluate possible impacts to adjacent buildings by
screening the basements, if present, for the possible presence of
volatile organic compounds (VOCs) utilizing an HNU systems
photoiconization detector (PID) equipped with a 10.2 eV lamp.

Each building will also be inspected for seeps or codors that may
be related to the Rossetti property. A report will be completed
summarizing the findings of the investigation cutlined above.

A cost estimate for implementing the above services is attached
for your review. Also, Inchcape will inform your office in
advance before conducting on site activities. At this time I
anticipate conducting the field investigation in early to mid
april 1%95. If you need any additicnal information regarding the
proposed scope services please contact me at your earliest
convenience.

Truly Yours,

(3404~

Robert J. Ross, CGWP
Senior Hydrogeoclogist
RIR/Xkce

cc: Kay-Don Rossetti

95905B7FEESS
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Inchcape Testing Services

Aquatec Laboratories

Cost Estimate Rossetti Property

Task Unit Cost Subtotal

- Soil vapor and groundwater fday@ $127/day $127.00

sampling equipment

Env. Technicians N 16 hours @ $35/hour . - .. $560.00
mileags .. 20mies@ $0:40/mile L. .$8.00
Photo-ionization detector- _ 1 day @ $96)day - 345.00
Sample analysis | 5samples @ $60/sample $300.00

(EPA method 602}
Summary Report — $420.00
Total Estimate: $1,460.00

Note: Cost estimate assumes soil conditions are favorable for soil vapor sampling.

Sample analysis includes 4 groundwater samples and 4 frip blank.
All services outside the scope of work will be billed at standard rates.



- State of Vermont

AGENCY OF NATURAL RESOURCES
Department of Environmental Conservation
Hazardous Materials Management Division
103 South Main Street/West Office

Depanment of Fish and Wildtite
Depantment of Forests. Parks and Recreation
. Depanment of Environmenial Conservation

$Stale Geologist . Waterbury, Vermont 05671-0404
Natural Resources Conservation Council (802) 241-3888
nsaav SERVICE ﬁgg THE HEARING IMPAIRED FAX (802) 241-3296
i - <] > Wi
vsoo-ggﬁ:g; Voios:r‘I?Dc; December 20, 1994

Joe Rossetti

Rossetti Real Estate
175 Lakeside Avenue
Burlington, VT 05401

RE: Petroleum contamination at Rossetti Real Estate, Burlington, VT
(Site #94-1679) '

Dear Mr. Rossetti:

The Sites Management Section (SMS) has received a site assessment report outlining the subsurface
conditions for the above referenced site, submitted by John Ferraro of Environmental Products & Services,
Inc. on November 17, 1994, This report summarizes the degree and extent of contamination encountered
during this assessment. The tanks removed were a 2,000-gallon diesel underground storage tank (UST) and
two 20,000-gallon #2 fuel oil USTs.

During the tank pull, soils screened at the bottom of the diesel UST (6-7 feet below ground surface
[bgs]} had peak concentrations of 170 ppm as measured by a photoionization detector (PID). Peak PID
readings of 130 ppm were encountered at 7-9 feet bgs during the excavation of one of the #2 fuel oil USTs.
Groundwater was encountered at approximately 7 feet bgs. No free product was encountered during this
work. All excavated soil was backfilled since the full extent of the contamination was unknown. There is
a public supply well located within 1/4 mile of the site. ‘

Based on the above information, the SMS has determined that additional work is necessary at the site
in order to determine the severity of contamination present. Due to the possibility of contaminant impact to _
nearby receptors, the SMS is requesting that Rossetti Real Estate retain the services of a qualified
environmental consultant to perform the following:

* Further define the degree and extent of contamination to the soil. This may be
accomplished by obtaining soil borings, digging test pits, or performing a soil gas survey.

. Determine the degree and extent of contamination, if any, to groundwater. If soil is
found to contain evidence of contamination at the water table, then a sufficient number of
monitoring wells should be installed in locations which wili adequately define the severity of
contamination at the site. All groundwater samples taken should be aralyzed for BTEX
compounds and total petroleum hydrocarbons. '

®  Perform an assessment of the site to determine the potential for sensitive receptors to
be impacted by the contamination. This should include basements of adjacent buildings, nearby
surface waler, and any public or private drinking water wells which are located within the

) Chlorine Free 100% Recyded Paper
Regionat Otfice - BanresEssex Jot/Pinslord™N. SpringfieldrSt. Johnsbury



vicinity of the site. If any water supplies appear at risk from this contamination, they should
be sampled and analyzed for BTEX compounds and total petroleum hydrocarbons.

® Determine the need for a long term treatment and/or monitoring plan which addresses
the contamination present at the site. The need for such a plan should be based on the resuls
of the above investigations.

. Submit to the SMS a summary report which outlines the work performed as well as
providing conclusions and recommendations. Included should be detailed well logs, analytical
data, a site map, an area map showing the location of any sensitive receptors, and a
groundwater contour map.

Please have your consuitant submit a preliminary work plan and cost estimate or a site investigation
expressway notification form within fifteen days of your receipt of this letter so that it may be approved prior
to the initiation of onsite work. Enclosed please find a list of consultants who perform this type of work in
the area as well as the brochure "Selecting Your UST Cleanup Contractor”, which will help you in choosing
an environmental consultant. '

The underground storage tanks at Rossetti Real Estate are covered by the Petroleum Cleanup Fund
as set forth in 10 V.S.A. Section 1941 as long as no private insurance exists which would apply to this
situation. You must provide proof of no insurance before the PCF can be used to reimburse these expenses.
An owner or permittee of an underground storage tank, who is not in significant violation of his or her
permit, is eligible for reimbursement from the fund. The owner or permittee must pay for the removal or -
repair of the failed tank and for the first $10,000 of the cleanup; after that the fund will reimburse the tank
owner or permittee for additional cleanup costs up to $1 million. The fund may not pay for cleanup costs
which are for cleanup work that is not pre-approved by the Agency. Please refer to the attached guidance
document titled, "Reimbursement Package for the Petroleum Cleanup Fund" for further information on this
program. Additionally, the Secretary of the Agency of Natural Resources reserves the right to seek cost
recovery of fund monies spent at the Rossetti Real Estate site if the Secretary concludes that Rossetti Real
Estate is in significant violation of the Vermont Underground Storage Tank Regulations and the Underground
Storage Tank statute (10 V.S.A., Chapter 59). If you have any questions, please feel free to call.

Sincergly,
(Vs Sloa
ép@sor

Richard Spiese, Actin
Sites Management Section

Cecr Burlington City Council 3
- DEC Regional Office ' :
. John Ferraro, Environmental Products and Services

RS:mattm/wp/941679



Attachment B

Environmental Products and Services, Inc.
Tank Removal Report
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Environmental

PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.

2 Flynn Avenue Burlington, VT 05401
(802) 862-1212 . FAX (802) 860-7445 {800} THE-TANK
A Division of the Albany, New York Branch (518 465-4000

November 17, 1894

Sue Thayer
Vermont - DEC

Underground Storage Tank Program
103 South Main Street

Waterbury, VT 05671-0404 C@]D)Y

Owner: Rossetti Real Estate
175 Lakeside Avenue
Burlington, VT 05401

Prepared By: John Ferraro

ENVIRONMENTAL PRODUCTS & SERVICES , INC,
2 Flynn Avenue

Burlington, VT 05401

Location: 183 Lakeside Avenue .
Burlington, VT 05401
Contact: Joe Rcssetti
(802) 658-0133 -
All work was performed on the property owned by Rossetti
Real Estate.
ENVIRONMENTAL PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC. (EP&S) performed the on-
site assessment of the removal of two 20,000 gallon #2 Fuel 0il
UST’s, as well as one 2,000 gallon Diesel Fuel UST that was
discovered during the excavation. The excavation was conducted
and completed on November 17, 1984, The contractor for the
excavation was All Seasons Excavation. The tank cleanings were
performed by EP&S on the same day.

Corpotale Cfliice Boston, MA Bridgeport, CT Bufizlo, NY Harrisburg, PA
{315} 471-0503 {617) 884-8884 {203) 380-3838 (716) 685-6600 [717) 564-4200
Linden, NJ Newburgh, NY Rochesler, NY Springlield, MA Syracuse, NY

. 1908} 486-8600 [912) 561-0707 {716} 436-5560 {413] 7319000 {315) 451-6666



Sue Thayer
Vermont - DEC
November 17, 1994
Page 2

Tank #1 - 20,000 gallon - #2 Fuel 0Oil

This tank was located on the west side of one of the
buildings owned by Rossetti Real Estate and the Cumberland Farms
located on the corner of Pine Street and Lakeside Avenue. The
tank was under a concrete pad that was about 1 to 1 1/2 feet
thick and had a refueling rack on top (see photos #1, #2 and
map}) . The rack had to be cut and moved before any excavation
could take place (see photos #1 and #2). The concrete pad itself
did not show any signs of contamination, although the soil
underneath the pad did. The soil contamination was most
prevalent neax the east end of the tank whexre the fill pipe was
located, and near the west end of the tank under the refueling
rack. Some of the highest PID readings were found in these
locations (150 parts and 130 parts, respectively). The soil was
sand for the entire distance of the profile (see photos #3 and
#4) . The excavation went to the bottom of the tanks, a distance
of about 12’ below the surface (see photos #5 and #6). The tank
had been previously owned by Northland Petroleum and was taken
out of service in December 13893. The tank, upon inspection was
in good condition with no visual holes and/or signs of leaks (see
photos #7, #8, #9, #10, #11, #12, and #13). The inside of the
tank did not show signs of pitting, and was also in good
- condition.

The PID readings werxe taken from the side walls as well as
from material being dug from the bottom of the hole. There were
a total of 7 PID readings taken for this tank. Background
readings of the backfill ranged from a low of 10 parts to a spike
reading of 150. '

Pertinent Information:

- Excavation Size 45’ by 35’

- It was a steel single wall tank

- Groundwater was not located

- Tank size was 120" by 34°

- 510 gallons of #2 0il and about 1500 gallons of water were
pumped from the tank and shipped for disposal

-~ Piping was removed

- The tank was in good condition

- No free phase product was detected on the ground

- LEL reading 0




Sue Thayer
Vermont - DEC
Novembexr 17, 1994
Page 3

Tank $#2 - 20,000 gallen - #2 Fuel 0il

This tank was located on the west side of one of the
buildings owned by Rossetti Real Estate and the Cumberland Farms
located on the corner of Pine Street and Lakeside Avenue. The
tank lay to the south of Tank #1, as they were side by side (see
photo #7 and map). The tank was under a concrete pad that was
about 1 to 1 1/2 feet thick and had a refueling rack on top (see
photos #1i, #2 and map). The rack had to be cut and moved before
any excavation could.take place (see photos #1 and #2}. The
concrete pad itself did not show any signs of contamination,
although the soil underneath the pad was slightly contaminated.
The soil was sand for the entire distance of the profile (see
photos #3 and #4). The excavation went to the bottom of the
tanks, a distance of about 12’ below the surface (see photos #5
and #6). The tank had been previously owned by Northland
Petroleum and was taken out of service in December 1993. The
tank, upon inspection was in good condition with no visual holes
and/or signs of leaks (see photos #14, #15, and #16). The inside
of the tank did not show signs of pitting, and was also in good
condition.

The PID readings were taken from the side walls as well as
from material being dug from the bottom cf the hcle. A zero
"headspace sample was taken from the west end of the tank at a
depth of &6'. The reading was 60 parts, which was the highest
reading for Tank #2. The PID indicated that the soil around this
tank was not as contaminated as the soil around Tank #1. There
were a total of 8 PID readings taken for this tank. Background
readings of the backfill ranged from a low of 0 parts to a spike-
reading of 60.

Pertinent Information:

- Excavation Size 45' by 357

- It was a steel single wall tank

- Groundwater was not located

- Tank size was 120" by 34’

- 200 gallons of #2 0il were pumped out of the tank and
shipped for disposal

- Piping was removed

- The tank was in good condition

- No free phase product was detected on the ground

- LEL reading 0




Sue Thayer
Vermont - DEC
November 17, 1994
Page 4

Tank #3 - 2,000 gallon - Diesel Fuel

This tank was located to the north of both Tank #1 and #2,
lying parallel with both of them (see photo #8). The tank was
discovered during the excavation of the other two tanks and
pulled per the owners request (see photos #9 and #10) after
contacting Ted Unkles at the state. This tank was not covered by
the concrete pad on top of the two 20,000 gallon tanks. The
surface soil did not show signs of contamination. It was during
the excavation of this tank that groundwater was encountered at a
depth of about 7’ (see photo #6, #17, and #18). The soil was
sand for the entire distance of the profile (see photos #3 and
#4). The excavation went to the bottom of the tank, a distance

of about 12’ below the surface (see photos #5 and #6). The tank,
upon inspecticn was in good condition with no visual holes and/or
signs of leaks (see photo #11). The inside of the tank did show

some initial signs of pitting, but overall, was in good
condition. _

The PID readings were taken from the side walls as well as
from material being dug from the bottom of the hole. The zero
head space readings were taken from material dug up from the
bottom of the hole on the ends. There were a total of 4 PID
readings taken (see map). The readings ranged from a low of 40
parts, at a depth of 1’ to a high of 170 parts using the zero
headspace method from material under the tank at a depth of about
&6 to 77, . -

Pertinent Information:

- Excavation Size 16’ by 16’

- It was a steel single wall tank

- Groundwater was located at a depth of 7’

- Tank size was 64" by 12°

- 40 gallons of diesel fuel was pumped from the tank and
shipped for disposal

- Piping was removed

- The tank was in good to fair condition

- No free phase product was detected on the ground

- LEL reading 0




Sue Thayer
Yermont - DEC
Novembey 17, 1994
Page 5%

Conclusion

The PID readings we obtained would indicate that there is
gome scil contamination present on thisg site. Given both the
location and depth of the peak PID readings it would seem that
the contamination was due to 25 years of refueling from the rack
and £illing the tanks through the fill pipe. The fact that all
the tanks, upon visual inspection, were in good condition with no
signs of holes or leakage would also support this assumption.

The major band of contamination seemed to be a few feet under the
concrete pad and centered around both ends of the tanks. The
most. questionable tank would be tank #3, the 2,000 gallon diessel
fuel tank that was discovered during the excavation. The PID
readings indicated some significant levels of contamination from
the soil under this tank, although the tank did not have any
holes in it.

There were three old monitoring wells surrounding the
perimeter of the concrete pad. The wells appeared to have been
there for some time and were collapsed during the excavation
process. Although there was no free product detected in the
groundwater we encountered, my recomendation would be to try and
retrieve the monitoring data from these wells and see if there is
any evidence of any groundwater contamination.

If you have any questions or require additional information,
please contact me at (802) 862-1212, Fax (802) 880-7445.




- Sue Thayer
Vermont - DEC
November 17, 1984
Page 6

Addendum

There was an old soil stockpile on site that the customer
requested we grade over the gravel parking lot. The soil was
from a tank that had been pulled many years agoe, and at the time
was felt to be gas contaminated. With the states’ permission we
graded the existing stockpile over the lot while continuously
monitoring the levels with a PID. No spike readings above the
background level were detected.

Very truly yours,
ENVIRONMENTAL PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.

(H’lm /Lum;r

John Ferraro, Project Coordinator
Vermont Office

JE/tml
VT.0233.910

cc: Joe Rossetti, Rossetti Real Estate




Sample
Numbexr

01

02

03

04

05

06

07

08

09

i0

11

12

13

ROSSETTI REAL ESTATE
UST REMOVAL

BURLINGTON,

vT

TANK #1 - 20,000 GALLON #2 FUEL OIL

PID READINGS
{ambient temperature: 60 degrees and sunny)

Location

East end of tank

- 6-8' from surface

Bast end of tank (bottom)
- 12" from surface

East end of tank
- 4" from surface

East end of tank
- 3’ from surface

East end of tank (bottom)
- 12¢ from surface

West end of tank
- 7-9' from surface

West end of tank (bottom)
- 12' from surface

Type

Standard

Standard

Standard

Standard

Standard

Standard

Standard

30
120
10

20

110

TANK #2 - 20,000 GALLON #2 FUEL OIL

East end of tank
- 3-5' from surface

East end of tank
- 5 from surface

South middle of tank
- 1-2' from surface

South middle of tank
- 4 from surface

West end of tank _
- 2' from surface

East end of tank
-~ 8~-10* from surface

Standard
Standard
Standard
Stgndard
Standard

Standard

12

PID Reading{ppm)
Ave

Spike

20
150
65
30
15

130

10

32

10

10




14

15

16

17

18

19

East end of tank
- 4/ from surface

West end of tank
~ &’ from surface

Standard

Zero Headspace

TANK #3 - 2,000 GALLON DIESEL FUEL

Bottom middle of tank
~ 3-5' from surface

Bottom middle of tank
- 6’ from surface

East end of tank
- 2’ from surface

West end of tank
- 2' from surface

Standard

Zexo Headspace

Standard

Standargd

10

NA

100

NA

50

25

60

120

170

65

50

Envi

PRODUCT



November_l?, 1994

Joe Rossetti
Rossettl Real Estate
175 Lakeside Avenue
Burlington, VT 05401

Pear Joe,

This letter is to verify that the following tanks originating
from the location stated below have been cleaned and removed by
Environmental Products & Services, Inc. pursuant to all State and
Federal Regulations.

Tank: - Type and Size
#1 #2 Fuel 0il Underground Storage - 20,000 gallon
#2 _#2 Fuel 0il Underground Storage - 20,000 gallon
#3 Diesel Fuel Underground Storage - 2,000 gallon
Location: Property owned by ﬁossetti Real Estate

18% Lakeside Avenue
Burlington, VT 05401

Date completed: November 17, 1994

Very truly yours,

ENVIRONMENTAL PRODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.

John Ferraro, Project Coordinator
Vermont Office

JEF/tml
VT.0234.910

Enwronmental

PHODUCTS & SERVICES, INC.



R e n e s
‘\’ - L e v F

JE T DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
"'/~ UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PROGRAM

ey ( / TANK PULL FORM -
TODAY'S EF@ ' 3 [ i@ INSPECTOR: J\Jlm j {“ r "“ '.'-"-".----""'f-' . —
'.:'.:DATE OF REMOVAE qiln M BUSINESS NAME: [ ,,nmutn PHJ“JS{ 5{‘ i

SITE DIAGRAM S
show location of all tanks and distance to permanent structures,
sample points, areas of contamination and any pertinent site .
information. Ind:.cate North arrow and major street names—wor

- route number.

. .E ‘.‘*.,, -
R o6 07 '
) 19)

- m m o w




- VERMONT DEPARTMENT OF ENVIRONMENTAL CONSERVATION
-"' UNDERGROUND STORAGE TANK PROGRAM
103 SOUTH MAIN STREET
 WATERBURY, VERMONT 05671-0404
(802) XFFX¥¥PIX 241-3888

=:S================= ""'""===============R=:=H====H=====ﬂﬂﬂ=ﬁ==n=“=-ﬂ=== =‘===I=l==3=ﬂﬂl=-
Date ‘of Removal:: |f I_T-i - : bate of Assessment: ll!l? 74

" Person & Company Doing Assessment Jdn fff{if\] Ehv,;‘”nfw}nl fm{,u-{, -{ SCNI(“
_"Telephone Number. (‘ibl) ')62 -1217 .

Buexnese Name Where Tank{s) Located: R%S'“* R"‘l ES e /N“}qu ,fifo‘fum
5 Number of Employees: .

Stjeet Addreps & Toun/city: ns L«Kfs Ave, Btlfft’ﬁﬁn

"Owner of ‘I‘ank(s} 1551'H' Rf Lg‘ni{ _ x e .
: it '_.' ‘75 La KfSiJ: . Contact Person: JU( P‘W h

- Address: - s
Tcwn/c:.tyz Bt{fhﬁj'{@ﬂ _phone Humber: (‘if}.]-: “-f ’9{3_._3
UST Paczl:.ty ID Humber: ?64 “3 H i CATA } 2 ".'_P' o =
ank £ Product SR Size'if""'ﬂ_- . " condition
1 ﬁjum!afr Y 49 [ 24 149 10
2 Humbey g/} 27 119 Mied
3 Diesel  fwed 2, 600 3e0d
. 4 - 4 I
Reason for Tank Remcval {check one): E abandoned ] routine replacement
' 0 tank or piping leaking - O liability -
Replacement Tank(e)? O yes 2 no  © - Numberx of Replacement ‘I‘anks.
- DEC UST Permit(s) - Obtamed? O yes . [E no A
DEC-Permitted Tank(s) $till On- Site? D yes E no Number of Tanka:' B
Out of Service Tank{s) On- Site? O yes E’ no Number of Tanks: _
Heating Oil Tank(s) On-s:.te? : [:l yes W no Ko, of Tanks° ' ' Size(e}
Any Waste Pumpage? E yes D no EetimaTed Volume: 7—4?0 ‘?q ”“’f
Transported By: . Eﬁuj!unu.ia! [‘f':lm]‘g S{fu'f(f)
- . B - ) N _ ¢ )

S Size of Excavation (ft?y: (50§ Depth: _ (2 soil Type: .Sdavﬂ o
R Concentrations, Detected with PID: .- Peak = ['30 Average = . S§7.. .. . ..
I 7 Type of PID: H - Yy e S

Number of Readings (please put locations on attached drawing}: 1
-Calibration Info. (date, time, type of gas}): 117044 rpiee 4 m 15¢bely frng
_ Free Phase Product Encountered? D yes Eﬂ no Approx. Amount:
- <. Cont., Soils. s_t_ockpi_._led?__f;' _ l no = B _Amount _:'{yd3) t '

ccnt . __SOi_ls-';Backfilled?

On-—Site Drinking“Well? D yes '-:'-":." ; ;
?ublic Water. Supply Well(el with:.n 3 Hile?
7 :

- Distance to nearest: e




L L2 i " l

ra Affected {check all that apply)s
. [ resigential; #of houses/peoples _ L

D surface water; name/type of water body:

Recepto

=T ELES ======H=====¢I===== ==

-signature of Ow uthorized Representative:
. Date: //}e;;?') ' -
signature of Person Performing Site A

‘Date:. 1; t‘I ‘.vg . . S

Bl ATTBCB OBSERVRTIONS,_CONCLUSIOHS, BND DRRﬂING ON

gsegsment s

A SEPRRRTB PAGB ***




Attachment C

Ground water Analytical Report
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Analytical Report

Laboratory Locations

IIlChcap C Te Stillg S erv_ice S $5 South Park Drive

Colchester, VT 05446

Aqu atec L ab 0 rato ries 75 Green Mountain Drive
South Burlinglon, VT 05403

150 Herman Melvilte Boulevard
New Bedford, MA 02740

Date: 20 April 1995

Aquatec Lab No.: 252463

ETR No.: 5042%; Project No.: 95018

Sample Received On: 07 April 1995; Analyzed On: 10 April 1995

Sample Identification: Rosetti Real Estate, water sample labeled RRE-01,
04/06/95 at 1215 hours.

Volatile Organic Compounds in ug/l
EPA Method 602

benzene 0.5 4
ethylbenzene 0.5 U
toluene 0.5 U0
m & p-xylenes 0.5 U
o-xyvlene 0.5 0

Key to the letter used to gualify the results of the analysis:

U - The compound was analyzed for but not detected at or above the
reporting limit, The number is the method specified reporting
limit for the compound.

55 South Park Drive » Colchester, VT 05446 « Tel: 802-655-1203 » Fax: 802-655-1248



403QCS81.XLS

602 FORM 3B QUALITY CONTROL STANDARD

Lah Name: Aquatec Inc, Contract No.: 95018
Client ID: QCS-20 Case No.:
Qcs ID: 0CS-20 ETR No.: 50429

Date Analyzed: 4\10\95 21:09 QCS Lab File ID: 17 10APR951404,8,1

F

GC Column 1: VOCOL

Column ID; 0.63 {mm}
GC Column 2: RTX-1
Column ID; 0.53 {mm)

Compound Name Spike Amount QCS Amount %R Limits
BENZENE 20 18.3 92 77-123
TOLUENE 20 19.089 95 78-123
ETHYLBENZENE 20 19.20 96 63-137
P/M-XYLENE 40 38.71 97 60-120
O-XYLENE 20 19.28 96 60-120
CHLOROBENZENE 20 19.36 a7 80-120
1,3-DICHLORQBENZENE 20 19.4 97 72-128
1,4-DICHLOROBENZENE 20 19.21 96 70-130
1,2-DiCHLOROBENZENE 20 19.78 98 68-132

Page 1



} ] I ! !

Aquatee Laboratorics

COMPANY INFORMATION

Inchcape Testing Services

55 South Park Drive
Colchester, VT 05446

COMPANY'S PROJECT INFORMATION

Name: Project Name: Femstr L0 O 3T
Address:

Project Number: 750! 8

Sampler Name(s}:ﬁ Rm
Telephone: 658 1203 5KT 2/ “6e
Facsimile:
Contact Name: Qv Coss INCHCAPE LABORATORY INFORMATION

ain-of-Custody Record

TEL: (802) 655-1203
FAX: (802) 655-1248

Carrier: o e

Airbill Number:

SHIPPING INFORMATION

Date Shipped:

Hand Delivered: [{yes [1no

page _ | or_. |

I

PRESERVATIVE (NOTE 4)

VOLUME/CONTAINER TYPE/

Quote #:

(0248

Client Code:

PosREA

Distribution: Qriginal Accompanies Shipment: C

ol
oby to Contdinalar Field Fdes

SAMPLE IDENTIFICATION {(NOTE 1) DESEI.'LECT.:.?MNE _GFIAB COMPOSITE | MATRIX ANALYSIS/REMARKS (NOTE 2,3) NUMBER OF CONTAINERS
. . - . , _ — .
-_’_____,___._..._.—-—-;
_/
/ t/ / __-_‘--‘-‘-"""'-\
/ /,. / /'/
— S
L)
Relinquished by: (signature) DATE | TIME | Received by: (signature) 'NOTES TO SAMPLER(S): (1) Limit Sample Identification to 6 characters, if possibie;
‘7‘/—) I ,_/ (2) Indicate designated Lab Q.C. sample and type (e.g.: MS/MSD/REP) and provide
ﬁm /f 5 A sufficient sample; (3) Field duplicates are separate sample; (4) e.g.: 40 mi/glass/H,S0,
nétim{jﬁsfﬁed by: (signature) | DATE | TIME | Received by: (signature) Notes o Lab:
Relinquished by: (signature) DATE | TIME wl_ : fsignature) |
! L )
i/ 74)’ 2} e
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