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1.0 - INTRODUCTION

Triton Environmental, Inc. (Triton) has prepared this National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) evaluation for the property located at 19 Young Dixon Way in Stamford, Connecticut
(the site) on behalf of Merritt Construction Services, Inc. The NEPA review is being prepared as
a required component of the Community Development Block Grant — Disaster Recovery
(CDBG-DR) program for properties impacted by Superstorm Sandy. The CDBG-DR program,
run by the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), provides funding to
address repairs to certain impacted Connecticut properties. In order to receive funding from

HUD, an environmental review of applicable properties is required.

The project is considered “categorically excluded” from NEPA. However, the project is
still subject to additional statutory requirements. As such, Triton has completed the Statutory
Checklist for state and federal laws, regulations, and Executive Orders (other than NEPA) in
accordance with 24 CFR 58.5 and 58.6. In addition, Triton has completed specific testing at the

site, as described in detail in this report.

1.1 - Proposed Site Modifications and Work Zone

The proposed work plan for the 19 Young Dixon Way property includes repairing
siding on northeast corner of house, replacing roof shingles, and abating mold and water
damage resulting from the leaking roof. As such, the work zone as described by Merritt
consists of the roof and northeastern exterior side of the house, and the interior ceiling of a

first floor bedroom.

NEPA Environmental Review Triton Environmental, Inc.
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2.0 - PRELIMINARY INSPECTION AND RESOURCE REVIEW

2.1 - Preliminary Site Inspection

As a preliminary step in the NEPA evaluation, Triton completed an initial inspection
of the site, focused on the work zone described in Section 1.1. The inspection was completed
on March 12 2014, by Mr. Mark Paulsson of Triton, accompanied by Andrew Peters of
Merritt.

During the inspection, the following items were noted within the work zone that

required further evaluation:

e Suspect asbestos containing materials;

e Potential lead based paint;

e Potential PCB containing sealants/caulk materials;

e Potential radon; and

e Potential mold.

Photographs of the work zone area are included as Appendix B.

2.2 - Preliminary Checklist Review

Following the initial site inspection, a preliminary statutory checklist review was
completed in order to determine which items in the checklist did not apply to the site, and
which items required additional evaluation and/or on-site surveys. As a component of the
preliminary checklist review, Triton reviewed readily available resource maps, as well as
online environmental databases. Copies of the maps reviewed are provided in Appendix A.
Please refer to the statutory checklist for a listing of the resources evaluated (if any) for each

statutory item.

NEPA Environmental Review Triton Environmental, Inc.
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Based on the site inspection and the review of applicable public resource materials,
each of the items identified on the Statutory Checklist have been assigned a code of “Not

Applicable to This Project,” with the exception of the items identified below:

2.2.1 - Historic Properties (Item 1)

Merritt provided Triton with a letter from the SHPO dated April 14, 2014 stating
that the proposed renovations would not affect any historic properties. A copy of the
letter is included in Appendix A.

2.2.2 - Lead Based Paint (Item 13C)

Based on the site inspection, potential lead based paint was observed within the
work zone.

2.2.3 - Asbestos Containing Materials (Item 13D)

Based on the site inspection, potential asbestos containing materials was observed
in the work zone.

2.2.4 - Radon (Item 13E)

Based on the Indoor Radon Potential Map of Connecticut published by the EPA
(1997), the site is located in a moderate to high radon potential zone.

2.2.5 - Mold (Item 13F)

Based on the site inspection, mold is present within the work zone.

2.3 - Additional Items (Not Included in Statutory Checklist)
Although not specifically listed on the Statutory Checklist, Triton identified the

following additional potential issues associated with the project:

e Based on the site inspection, potential PCB containing building materials

was observed in the work zone.
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3.0 - WORK ZONE SURVEYS

Based on the preliminary inspection of the work zone, Triton identified several items

requiring further testing and evaluation as part of the environmental review.

3.1 - Lead Based Paint Testing

The potential presence of lead in painted surfaces specifically within the work area
was evaluated using X-Ray Fluorescence (XRF) testing on April 14, 2014. Painted surfaces
on both interior and exterior building material were tested. The survey was completed by a

certified lead paint inspector using a Niton XL-300A XRF instrument.

XRF readings were taken at a total of three locations on both the interior of the work
zone. Appendix C contains a spreadsheet summarizing the results. The results of the XRF
testing indicate that none of the painted building materials screened contained lead

concentrations greater than the action level of 1 mg/cm? (0.5% by weight).

3.2 - Asbestos Sampling

An asbestos survey was completed for the work zone on April 14, 2014 in accordance
with Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and State of Connecticut regulations. A walk-
through and inspection of the building was conducted by a Connecticut licensed inspector.
Once the location and quantity of each suspect ACM was documented, up to three

representative samples of each suspect material was collected.

In accordance with EPA protocols, the samples of each suspect ACM were submitted
to a state licensed laboratory and analyzed via the PLM method (EPA 600/R-93/116 Method).
To avoid unnecessary sample analysis, the laboratory did not analyze duplicate homogeneous

samples once asbestos was detected at concentrations greater than 1% in a related sample.

A total of nine samples were collected from five homogeneous building materials
within the work zone. The results indicated that none of the building materials contained
asbestos greater than one percent which is considered non-asbestos containing. A roster of
the building materials suspected of containing asbestos (and subsequent samples) is attached

as Appendix C. The laboratory analytical report is attached as Appendix D.
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3.3 - Radon Sampling

Radon gas is a product of the decay series that begins with uranium. It is produced
directly from radium, which can be commonly found in bedrock that contains black shale
and/or granite. Radon gas can migrate through the ground and enter buildings through
porous concrete or fractures and tends to accumulate in poorly ventilated basements. Long-

term exposure to radon has been associated with lung cancer.

Triton conducted a radon assessment of the first floor level at the site. Two radon test
kits were deployed at the lowest level of the building on April 14, 2014 and allowed to
sample radon levels for approximately 75.5 hours. The EPA has established the guideline of
4 pCi/L as an “elevated” indoor radon level. The laboratory indicated results of 1.4 pCi/L and
1.8 pCi/L for the subject site, below the EPA action level. Laboratory analytical results are
attached in Appendix D.

3.4 - PCB Sampling

Caulk/sealant sampling was conducted by Triton on April 14, 2014. Prior to
sampling, Triton conducted a visual survey of the work zone for potentially PCB containing
caulks and sealants. A sampling plan was then developed in order to collect a set of samples
that were representative of the various materials observed. Where a significant number of
homogeneous window units are present, the USEPA recommends that a minimum of 5% of

windows be sampled to generate a statistically significant data set for each sealant type.

The following table summarizes the various types of materials that were observed,

and the number of samples that were collected from each material type.

Number of Number of Samples
Sealant Material | Location . Collected (5%
Locations . .
Minimum)
Window silicone Window 1 1

As indicated, one sample was collected from the work zone that is believed to provide
a representative evaluation of the potentially PCB-containing material observed. The sample

was collected using hand tools (e.g. utility knife). Sampling was completed for purposes of:

NEPA Environmental Review Triton Environmental, Inc.
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(1) identifying representative samples, (2) visually inspecting the windows miscellaneous
materials, and (3) obtaining representative samples for laboratory analyses. The sample was

analyzed for PCBs by EPA Method 8082 (using the soxhlet extraction method).

PCBs were not detected in the sample (S-1) collected from a silicone window sealant

in the first floor bedroom. The laboratory analytical testing data is provided in Appendix D.

3.5 - Mold Inspection

Triton completed a visual mold inspection of the work area on April 14, 2014. Mold
was observed on the brown paper backing of the insulation within the work area. A
photograph of the apparent mold is provided in Appendix B. Although access to the attic was
not available to complete a visual inspection, it is likely that mold is present on other surfaces

within attic spaces.
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4.0 - CONTRACTOR BID ITEMS

Triton has completed building materials surveys within the proposed work area described
by Merritt that have resulted in the identification of mold on the brown paper backing of the
insulation within the work area. Although access to the attic was not available to complete a
visual inspection, it is likely that mold is present on other surfaces within attic spaces. The
contractor will be required to abate the mold in accordance with all appropriate regulatory

requirements and industry standards and guidelines as described below.

4.1 - Mold Abatement

Mold was observed on brown paper backing of the insulation and may be present in
areas that could not be observed during the inspection (i.e. attic). To protect occupant and
worker health, the mold within the work zone must be abated. Any porous materials
containing visible mold that are encountered during the renovation should be removed in
accordance local, state, and federal regulations including, but not limited to, with the
guidelines put forward in the most recent version of the Institute for Inspection, Cleaning,
and Restoration Certificate (IICRC) Standard and Reference Guide for Mold Remediation as
well as the Connecticut Guidelines for Mold Abatement Contractors. The abatement
contractor must provide credentials/adequate qualification documentation and a work plan for
abatement work with its bid for review by Merritt and Triton. Clearance testing requirements

will be determined by Merritt, the homeowner, and the State of Connecticut.

The above items are intended to provide professional contractors with the basis with
which to provide a bid for abatement services and are not intended to serve as a formal bid

specification or design documents.

NEPA Environmental Review Triton Environmental, Inc.
#1390 — 19 Young Dixon Way, Stamford, CT Page 7 of 11



5.0 - CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

Based on the results of NEPA evaluation and specific on-site surveys, it has been
determined that this project cannot convert to Exempt per § 58.34(a)(12) at this time because one

or more statutes/authorities require consultation or mitigation, as follows:

1. Mold — Mold was identified on the brown paper backing of the insulation within the work
area. To protect occupant and worker health, the mold must be abated. Although access
to the attic was not available to complete a visual inspection, it is likely that mold is
present on other surfaces within attic spaces. Additional mold impacts surfaces may be
encountered during renovation in spaces that were inaccessible or not apparent during the
inspection. As such, Triton recommends that a competent person be present during the
renovation work who is capable of identifying potential additional suspect materials.
General precautions should be taken during the renovation process to avoid the potential
spread of mold spores and to mitigate health and safety concerns.

The above items should be completed such that the project can be converted to Exempt

status per § 58.34(a)(12).

NEPA Environmental Review Triton Environmental, Inc.
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6.0 - LIMITATIONS

The tasks completed were performed specifically within the work zone that has been
specified to Triton by the Merritt project manager (such zone may change as the project develops
and re-inspection by Triton will be required). In addition, the scope of work was limited to those
items that are part of the NEPA review process. As such, Triton provides no warranty or opinion
regarding conditions outside of the work area, or related to additional environmental conditions

outside of the NEPA review process.

In some circumstances, Triton has relied upon available resource maps and/or visual
observations to evaluate specific statutory items. In these circumstances, actual surveys have not
been conducted. For example, a full wetland delineation and elevation survey with respect to the
coastal jurisdiction line has not been completed. Rather, Triton has relied upon available inland

wetland and tidal wetland maps (and visual observations) to complete this review.

The completion of the NEPA screen process does not constitute completion of an

Environmental Assessment (EA) or a Phase I Environmental Site Assessment.

The ACM, LBP, radon, mold, and PCB inspections were completed for accessible
materials within the work zone only (as defined in Section 1.1) and involved the use of selective
sampling and non-destructive sampling techniques to access visible suspect materials. Although
efforts were made to diligently inspect all windows and other building materials, in completing
the material survey it should be noted that additional suspect materials or mold may be present
behind or beneath building components that were not readily accessible. If suspect, ACM, LBP,
and PCB containing materials are encountered during replacement activities, work should be
halted until the materials are submitted for laboratory analysis. If mold is identified during
replacement activities, it should be abated. As such, Merritt should consider having an
environmental professional familiar with the project on site to aid in identifying and sampling
potential materials. In most instances, CT DPH does not recommend analytical testing of the air
or surfaces to find out how much or what kind of mold is present. As such, Triton’s scope of
work has focused on a visual and olfactory evaluation. If requested by the homeowner, such

testing can be provided both prior to, and following abatement.
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In completing the survey, Triton has relied upon information provided by the client and
subcontractors (i.e., testing laboratories). Triton provides no warranty regarding the accuracy and
completeness of the information provided by subcontractors. A statistical methodology was used
during the materials sampling (consistent with the 5% guidance recommended by EPA). Since
not all materials were sampled, Triton cannot guarantee that additional materials are not present
which contain higher concentrations. Without additional samples of embedded window materials

for PCBs, the need for future EPA involvement cannot be confirmed.

All abatement/renovation activities should be conducted in accordance with all applicable
local, state, and federal regulations and Occupational Safety and Health Association (OSHA)

guidelines.

This report is intended solely to summarize the results of the ACM, PCB, radon, and XRF
lead testing, and mold inspection conducted at the site. This report is not intended to serve as a
technical specification for abatement and should not be used as such. All abatement activities
should be conducted in accordance with applicable local, state, and federal regulations and

OSHA guidelines.

This NEPA Report was prepared specifically for Merritt Construction Services, Inc. and
the State of Connecticut. No person or other body shall be entitled to rely upon or use
information presented in this report without written consent of Merritt Construction Services,

Inc., the State of Connecticut, and Triton Environmental, Inc.
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7.0 - SIGNATURES OF REPORT AUTHORS

This report has been prepared by Triton Environmental, Inc. The names listed below are
the principal authors of this report. Requests for information regarding the content of this report

should be directed to those individuals.

David Vasiliou, LEP
Senior Project Manager

J. Carver Glezen, LEP
Senior Vice President

Christopher E. Marchesi
President

NEPA Environmental Review Triton Environmental, Inc.
#1390 — 19 Young Dixon Way, Stamford, CT Page 11 of 11



FIGURES



e

»

.
-

e a7
3

e

I !

NI 22 N 2k

2O o; M 7| SUBJECTSITE

f 1o .. T o i ]
T {6

A

U.S. Geological Survey Map
Scale: 1:24,000
Stamford Quadrangle

{ o /%

Zreenanick

FIGURE 1
SITE LOCATION MAP

19 YOUNG DIXON WAY
STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

Printed from TOPO! ©1998 Wildflower Productions

R:\Programs\TopoMap\Topo Template.doc




PARKING

WORK AREA

GRASSY AREA

NOTES:

YOUNG DIXON WAY

NOT TO SCALE — SKETCH ONLY
FOR ILLUSTRATIVE PURPOSES

DRIVEWAY

TriTON ENVIRONMENTAL, INC.

Environmental Consulting & Engineering

385 Church Street, Suite 201 - Guilford, Connecticut 06437 - 203.458.7200

1. THE LOCATION OF ALL STRUCTURES, EQUIPMENT, DELINEATIONS
AND OTHER FEATURES PRESENTED ON THIS DRAWING SHOULD BE
CONSIDERED APPROXIMATE. THIS DRAWING SHOULD ONLY BE
USED FOR GENERAL PRESENTATION PURPOSES AND SHOULD NOT
BE USED FOR CONSTRUCTION PURPOSES. TRITON MAKES NO
WARRANTY AS TO THE CORRECTNESS OR THE COMPLETENESS OF
THE INFORMATION CONTAINED IN THIS DRAWING, AND THE USER
ASSUMES ALL RISK OF LOSS TO PERSONS AND PROPERTY FROM

RELIANCE THEREON.

P: \CAD\DRAWINGS\104000\104318\FIGURES\19 YOUNG DIXON WAY\104318—13YOUNG.DWG

Layout: Layoutt

FIGURE 2

SITE DIAGRAM

APPLICANT # 1390
19 YOUNG DIXON WAY
STAMFORD, CONNECTICUT

DRAWN BY: RGM | APPROVED BY: BNS

DATE: 5/7/14 | SCALE: N.T.S. [ FILE No.: 104318—19YOUNG




Appendix A

Public Resource Materials



e,
£

A\

290k

¥ o g =i
Department of Economic and Eﬂﬂﬂectggm
Community Development

still revolutionary

= 7
& EGEIVE
Hermia M. Delaire, Program Manager | “{l g
CDBG-Sandy Disaster Recovery Program J
Department of Housing

505 Hudson Street DEPT. OF HOUSING
Hartford, CT 06106

April 14, 2014 T

APR 2 1 20U
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Dear Ms. Dclaire:

The State Historic Preservation Office (SHPO) has reviewed the above-named project. In
the opinion of the SHPO, the proposed undertaking will have no effect upon the state’s

cultural resources,

This office appreciates the opportunity to have reviewed and commented upon the
project.
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opportunity to review and cominent upon the proposed undertaking in accordance with
the National Historic Preservation Act of 1966.

For further information, please contact Julie Carmelich at (860) 256-2762.
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State Historic Preservation Officer
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Aquifer Protection Area Map
(December 16, 2013)
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Coastal Boundary Map
(January 2013)
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Farmland Soil Map
(April 2011)
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Inland Wetland Soil Map
(October 2009)
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Inland Wetland Soil Map — Stamford
(October 2009)



Natural Diversity Database Map
(December 2013)
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Photographs of Work Area and Mold Inspection Photographs



Photograph 1 Photograph 2
Work area Work area



Water staining in first floor bedroom ceiling

Black mold on attic insulation paper



Appendix C

Rosters of Building Materials Surveyed

e XRF Raw Data for Painted Surfaces

® Roster of Suspect Asbestos Containing Materials



XRFE Raw Data
19 Young Dixon Way - Stamford, CT

#1390
Reading No Time Type Duration Units Component [ Substrate | Condition Color Floor Room Results | Depth Index [ Action Level PbC | PbC Error| PbL PbL Error| PbK | PbK Error|
258 4/14/2014 11:22 | PAINT 1.17 mg/cm”2| CEILING | Sheetrock | CRACKED | WHITE [ FIRST [ Bedroom | Negative 1 1 <LOD 0.03 <LOD 0.03 <LOD 2.47
259 4/14/2014 11:22 | PAINT 1.77 mg/cm”2| CEILING | Sheetrock | CRACKED [ WHITE FIRST | Bedroom | Negative 1 1 <LOD 0.03 <LOD 0.03 <LOD 1.97
260 4/14/2014 11:23 | PAINT 2.37 mg/cm”2| CEILING | Sheetrock | CRACKED | WHITE | FIRST [ Bedroom | Negative 1 1 <LOD 0.03 <LOD 0.03 <LOD 1.51
Notes:

Triton Environmental, Inc.
Ref No. 104318/3



Roster of Suspect Asbestos Containing Materials — April 2014

Site # 1390 — 19 Young Dixon Way, Stamford, CT

Sample ID HA Material Quantity Condition Location
13901 - 13903 1 Upper Roof Shingles 2000 SF Poor Roof

13904 - 13906 2 Lower Roof Shingles 2000 SF Poor Roof

13907 3 Black Roof Paper 2000 SF Intact Roof

13908 - Sheetrock 4 Sheetrock Ceiling 300 SF Damaged 1* Floor Bedroom Ceiling
13908 — Joint Compound 5 Joint Compound on Sheetrock Ceiling 300 SF Damaged 1st Floor Bedroom Ceiling
13909 6 Paper Backing 300 SF Damaged 1st Floor Bedroom Ceiling

Notes:
SF = Square Feet
HA = Homogeneous Area

Triton Environmental, Inc.
Ref. No. 104318/3
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EMSL Analytical, Inc.

200 Route 130 North, Cinnaminson, NJ 08077

Phone/Fax:

http://www.EMSL.com

(800) 220-3675 / (856) 786-5974
cinnasblab@EMSL.com

EMSL Order:
CustomerlD:

CustomerPO:

ProjectID:

041410098
TRIT52

Attn: Brian Sirowich

Triton Environmental, |

385 Church Street
Suite 201
Guilford, CT 06437

Project:

nc.

1340 Young Dixon Way, Stamford, CT

Phone:
Fax:
Received:

Analysis Date:

Collected:

(203) 458-7200
(203) 458-7201
04/15/14 10:15 AM
4/22/2014
4/14/2014

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

Polarized Light Microscopy

Non-Asbestos Asbestos
Sample Description Appearance % Fibrous % Non-Fibrous % Type
13901 - Gray Rough Gray/Black 15% Glass 85% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Shingle U i
041410098-0001 gie Fpper Fibrous
Homogeneous
HA: 1
13902 - Gray Rough Gray/Black 15% Glass 85% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Shingle U i
041410098-0002 gie Fpper Fibrous
Homogeneous
HA: 1
13903 - Gray Rough Gray/Black 15% Glass 85% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Shingle Upper Fibrous
041410098-0003
Homogeneous
HA: 1
13904 - Gray Rough Gray/Tan/Black 15% Glass 85% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Shingle L i
041410098-0004 gie ower Fibrous
Homogeneous
HA: 2
13905 - Gray Rough Gray/Black 15% Glass 85% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Shingle Lower Fibrous
041410098-0005
Homogeneous
HA: 2
13906 - Gray Rough Gray/Black 20% Glass 80% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Shingl i
041410098-0006 gle Lower Fibrous
Homogeneous
HA: 2
13907 - Black Roof Black 65% Cellulose 35% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Pa i
041410098-0007 per Fibrous
Homogeneous
HA: 3

Analyst(s)

Adam Gart (2)
Jennifer Mattero (8)

Stephen Siegel, CIH, Laboratory Manager

or other approved signatory

EMSL maintains liability limited to cost of analysis. This report relates only to the samples reported and may not be reproduced, except in full, without written approval by EMSL. EMSL bears no
responsibility for sample collection activities or analytical method limitations. Interpretation and use of test results are the responsibility of the client. This report must not be used by the client to claim
product certification, approval, or endorsement by NVLAP, NIST or any agency of the federal government. Non-friable organically bound materials present a problem matrix and therefore EMSL
recommends gravimetric reduction prior to analysis. Samples received in good condition unless otherwise noted. Estimated accuracy, precision and uncertainty data available upon request. Unless
requested by the client, building materials manufactured with multiple layers (i.e. linoleum, wallboard, etc.) are reported as a single sample. Reporting limit is 1%

Samples analyzed by EMSL Analytical, Inc. Cinnaminson, NJ NVLAP Lab Code 101048-0, AIHA-LAP, LLC-IHLAP Lab 100194, NYS ELAP 10872, NJ DEP 03036, PA ID# 68-00367

Initial report from 04/22/2014 11:52:21

Test Report PLM-7.28.9 Printed: 4/22/2014 11:52:21 AM



http://www.EMSL.com
mailto:cinnasblab@EMSL.com

EMSL Analytical, Inc.
200 Route 130 North, Cinnaminson, NJ 08077
Phone/Fax:  (800) 220-3675 / (856) 786-5974
http://www.EMSL.com

cinnasblab@EMSL.com

EMSL Order:
CustomerlID:

CustomerPO:
ProjectID:

041410098
TRIT52

Triton Environmental, Inc. Fax: (203) 458-7201
385 Church Street Received: 04/15/14 10:15 AM
. Analysis Date:  4/22/2014
Sw_te 201 Collected: 4/14/2014
Guilford, CT 06437
utirorda,
Project: 1340 Young Dixon Way, Stamford, CT

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

Non-Asbestos Asbestos
Sample Description Appearance % Fibrous % Non-Fibrous % Type
13908-Sheetrock - Sheetrock Brown/White 15% Cellulose 80% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Ceilin i
041410098-0008 g Fibrous 5% Glass
Homogeneous
HA: 4
13908-Joint - Sheetrock White 100% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Compound Ceiling Non-Fibrous
041410098-0008A
Homogeneous
HA: 4
13909 - Brown Paper Brown 95% Cellulose 5% Non-fibrous (other) None Detected
Backin i
041410098-0009 9 Fibrous
Homogeneous
HA: 5

Analyst(s)
Adam Gart (2)
Jennifer Mattero (8)

Stephen Siegel, CIH, Laboratory Manager
or other approved signatory

EMSL maintains liability limited to cost of analysis. This report relates only to the samples reported and may not be reproduced, except in full, without written approval by EMSL. EMSL bears no
responsibility for sample collection activities or analytical method limitations. Interpretation and use of test results are the responsibility of the client. This report must not be used by the client to claim
product certification, approval, or endorsement by NVLAP, NIST or any agency of the federal government. Non-friable organically bound materials present a problem matrix and therefore EMSL
recommends gravimetric reduction prior to analysis. Samples received in good condition unless otherwise noted. Estimated accuracy, precision and uncertainty data available upon request. Unless
requested by the client, building materials manufactured with multiple layers (i.e. linoleum, wallboard, etc.) are reported as a single sample. Reporting limit is 1%

Samples analyzed by EMSL Analytical, Inc. Cinnaminson, NJ NVLAP Lab Code 101048-0, AIHA-LAP, LLC-IHLAP Lab 100194, NYS ELAP 10872, NJ DEP 03036, PA ID# 68-00367

Initial report from 04/22/2014 11:52:21

Test Report PLM-7.28.9 Printed: 4/22/2014 11:52:21 AM

THIS IS THE LAST PAGE OF THE REPORT.
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200 Route 130 North, Cinnaminson, NJ 08077 CustomeriD: TRIT52
Phone/Fax:  (800) 220-3675 / (856) 786-0327 CustomerPO:
http://www.EMSL.com RadonLab@emsl.com ProjectlD:
Attn:  Dave Vasiliou Phone: (203) 458-7200
Triton Environmental, Inc. ;a’“ - 5324(;2/‘:?18;1752}31\/1
385 Church Street Ste. 201 Aecle'v_e e 419212014
. nalysis Date:
Guilfo I’d, CT 06437 Collected: 4/14/2014
Project: 19 Young Dixon Way
Test 1390
Site: 19 Young Dixon Way
Stanford, CT 06902
Test Report: Radon in Air Test Results
Samples for EMSL Kit 97827
Radon Activity Temperature ~ Humidity
Liquid Scintillation 1D Location pCi/L Start Stop F % Sample Type
164795 First Floor-Living 1.4 4/14/2014 4/17/2014 74 30 Customer
Room-Chair
381401872-0001 11:30:00 AM 3:00:00 PM
Sample Notes:
164752 First Floor-Living 1.8 4/14/2014 4/17/2014 74 30 Customer
Room-Chair
381401872-0002 11:30:00 AM 3:00:00 PM
Sample Notes:
Summary for EMSL kit 97827 Average Radon Result: 1.6 pCi/L

The results indicate that both testing devices registered below the United States Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) action level of 4.0 picoCuries
per liter of air (pCi/L). The EPA recommends fixing your home if the average of two short-term tests taken in the lowest lived-in level of the home show
radon levels that are equal to or greater than 4.0pCi/L. The radon test was performed using a liquid scintillation radon detector/s and counted on a
liquid scintillation counter using approved EPA testing protocols for Radon in Air testing.

The EPA recommends retesting your home every two years.

Please contact EMSL Analytical, Inc. or your State Health Department for further information.
All procedures used for generating this report are in complete accordance with the current EPA protocols for the analysis of Radon in Air.

Report Notes

Analyst(s)

Laura Freeman (2) Garrett A. Ray, Laboratory Manager

Certified Radon MeasurementSpecialist NRSB 5SS0093
NJ MES12264, FL R2001, NE 116, PA 2572

In no event shall EMSL be liable for indirect, special, consequential, or incidental damages, including, but not limited to, damages for loss of profit or goodwill regardless of the negligence (either sole or
concurrent) of EMSL and whether EMSL has been informed of the possibility of such damages, arising out of or in connection with EMSL'’s services thereunder or the delivery, use, reliance upon or
interpretation of test results by client or any third party. We accept no legal responsibility for the purposes for which the client uses the test results. In no event shall EMSL be liable to a client or any third
party, whether based upon theories of tort, contract or any other legal or equitable theory, in excess of the amount paid to EMSL by client thereunder. The test results meets all NELAC requirements unless
otherwise specified. Accreditations: NRSB ARL6006, NJ DEP 03036, MEB 92525, PA 2573, IN 00455, IA L00032, RI RAS-024, ME 20200C, NE RMB-1083, NY ELAP 10872, NM 885-10L, FL RB2034, OH
RL-39, NRPP #106178AL, KS-LB-0005

Samples analyzed by EMSL Analytical, Inc. Cinnaminson, NJ

Initial report from 04/24/2014 10:40:49 }

Please visit www.radontestinglab.com
Test Report RadonMultiKit-7.26.5 Printed: 4/24/2014 10:40:49 AM Page 1 of 1
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80 Lupes Drive Tel: (203) 377-9984

Stratford, CT 06615 T Fax: (203) 377-9952
e-mail: cetl@cetlabs.com

COMPLETE ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING, INC.

Client: Mr. David Vasiliou

Triton Environmental
385 Church St.

Guilford, CT 06437

Analytical Report
CET# 4040342

Report Date:  April 21, 2014
Project: 104318
Project Number: 104318

Connecticut Laboratory Certificate: PH 0116 New York Certification: 11982
Massachussetts laboratory Certificate.: M-CT903 Florida Laboratory Certification: E§71064
Rhode Island Certification: 199

| Pageilof4 |




CET #:4040342
Project: 104318
Project Number: 104318

SAMPLE SUMMARY

The sample(s) were received at 21.8°C.

This report contains analytical data associated with following samples only.

Sample ID Laboratory ID Matrix Collection Date/Time Receipt Date
S-1 4040342-01 Solid 4/14/2014 04/15/2014
Client Sample ID S-1
Lab ID: 4040342-01
PCBs by Soxhlet Analyst: SJ
Method: EPA 8082A . .
Matrix: Solid
Result RL Date/Time
(mghke (A (mghkg(As o Prep Method ~ Batch Prepared Not
Analyte Rec)) Rec)) ilution rep Metho atc repare Analyzed otes
PCB-1016 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1221 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1232 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1242 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1248 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1254 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1260 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1268 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
PCB-1262 ND 1.0 5 EPA 3540C B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
Surrogate: TCMX 81.8% 50-150 B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
Surrogate: DCB 92.7% 50-150 B4D1839 04/18/2014 04/21/2014 12:14
Complete Environmental Testing, Inc.
80 Lupes Drive, Stratford, CT 06615  Tel: 203-377-9984 « Fax: 203-377-9952 « www.cetlabs.com I Page 2 of 4 I




CET #:4040342
Project: 104318
Project Number: 104318

Questions related to this report should be directed to David Ditta, Timothy Fusco, or Robert Blake at 203-377-9984.

Sincerely,

David Ditta
Laboratory Director

Report Comments:

ND is None Detected at the specified detection limit

All analyses were performed in house unless a Reference Laboratory is listed.

Samples will be disposed of 30 days after the report date.

Sample Result Flags:

E- The result is estimated, above the calibration range.

H- The surrogate recovery is above the control limits.

L- The surrogate recovery is below the control limits.

B- The compound was detected in the laboratory blank.

P- The Relative Percent Difference (RPD) of dual column analyses exceeds 40%.

D- The RPD between the sample and the sample duplicate is high. Sample Homogenity may be a problem.

+- The Surrogate was diluted out.

All results met standard operating procedures unless indicated by a data qualifier next to a sample result, or a narration in the QC
report.

Complete Environmental Testing is only responsible for the certified testing and is not directly responsible for the integrity of the
sample before laboratory receipt.

Complete Environmental Testing, Inc.
80 Lupes Drive, Stratford, CT 06615  Tel: 203-377-9984 « Fax: 203-377-9952 « www.cetlabs.com I Page 3 of 4 I




LT cET ¥
4040342 Volatile Soils Only: %r
Date and Time in Freezer <
—_— F CUSTODY RECORD Client: %
COMPLETE ENVIRONMENTAL TESTING, INC. CET: L 1o
Matri Organics Metals (check all that appl Additional Analysis
80 Lupes Drive Tel: (203) 377-9984 | ponr | paround 9 (check 2l that apply) y =
Stratford, CT 06615 Fax: (203) 377-9952 | s=soil 5
. WeWater (check one) @ o]
e-mail: cet1 @cetlabs.com | 70w - - s ol | X o
Bottle Request e-mail: bottleorders @cetlabs.com | c-cassete | %.| % | %, | 2 s g gl 3|2 2|8 < e Bl 5
Soid SI&1%8|6\2|2|2|6|8|,(812]|8|52 zE * |
i Wipe AR Al a|2|2[2|5|2 8|5 20 2|
3\ 1Y Selidy X X 1
PRESERVATIVE (CI-HCI, N-HNOs, S—H2S04, Na-NaOH, C=Cool, O-Other)
CONTAINER TYPE (P-Plastic, G-Glass, V-Vial, O-Other)
Soil VOCs Only  (M<MeOH  B=BUiHl, W-Water F= EMPY  E=Encore)
RELINQUIS : DATE/TIME RECEIVED RY>
NOTES:
P2 sz R,
‘RELINQUISHED BY: " DATE/TIME RECEIVED B%.) !
RELINQUISHED BY: DATE/TIME RECEIVED BY:
*\ J / )PrOJect Information
Client / Reporting Information Project Contact: \ e O anS Tl b PO #:
N — N
ComLy 129 \c— ( Project: {OL( D [S/ Project #: (O &/%( 5\/
\r N \- N nda /t) lK (""" N /&T‘
Address{’ Y ("\ |/\ \__) Location: iy ( Collector(s): C K y b
_ 7& e - : QA/QC [ std [ Site Specific (MS/MSD) * CIRCPPkg*  [1DQAW*
City N ,~\_State el dip
Q,‘l/v \hmk ( \ i Oé \1?7 Data Report [ Email O PDF [J Excel [JOther
3eport To: [ ’ RSR Reporting Limits (check one) 0GA [JGB [sSwWP [ Other (specify)
. ! :
Murd\ \)_ﬂ low Jvau |- oa (\—Dl b erviwmmta ik | (s | Lab User o D l \
Pho Evidence of Coolmg Y or N
ijc‘g "'[W 7}6?/ %é’ <) 1% 7090/ Temp Upon Receipt &2 H0 59] g( ; SHEET OF
REV. 12/11

* Additional charge may apply. ** TAT begins when the samples are received at the Lab and all issues are resolved. TAT for samples received after 3 p.m. will start on the next business day.



STATUTORY CHECKLIST [§58.35(a) activities]
for Categorical Exclusions and Environmental Assessments

Note: Review of the items on this checklist is required for both Categorical Exclusions under Sec, 58.35(a)
and projects requiring an Environmental Assessment under Sec. 58.36. If no compliance with any of the
items is required, a Categorical Fxclusion [58.35(a)] may become “exempt” under the provisions of Sec.
58.34 (a) (12). In such cases attach the completed Statutory Checklist to a written determination of the
exemption. Projects requiring an Environmental Assessment under Sec, 58.36 cannot be determined to be
exempt even it no compliance with Statutory Checklist items is found. Three items listed at Sec. 58.6 are
applicable to all projects, including those determined to be exempt.

Project Name and Identification No. 19 Young Dixon Way, Stamford, CT  Site No. #1390

Area of Statutory or Regulatory
Compliance

Not Applicable to This Project
Consultation Required
Review Reguired*

Permits Required™

Determination of consistency
Approvals, Permits Obtained

Conditions and/or Mitigation

Actions Reguired

Provide compliance documentation. Addifional material may
be attached.

Document Laws and

authorities listed at 24 CFR Sec. 58.5

1. Historic Properties
[£8.5(a)] [Section 106 of NHPA] IE

[]

[ ]
L]

Stafe Historic Preservation Office confirms that the renovation will not
affect historic properies.

2. Flood Management
[58.5(b)] [Ex Or 11988] [24

Site is not located in a flood zone based on FEMA Map

CFR 55] 09001C0516G, dated July 8, 2013, (See report Appendix A)
3. Wetlland Protection Site does not contain mapped Inland wetiands based on “Connacticut
[68.5 (b)] Inland Wetland Soils — Stamferd, CT,” Map dated October 2009,

Triton did not review the Inland Wetlands and Watercourses Map for
Starnford, (See report Appendix A)

4. Coastal Zone Management
[58.5(c)]

XXX

Site not located within the Goastai Boundary, Source: *Coastal
Boundary — Stamford, CT,” January 2013. (See report Appendix A)

5. Water Quality — Aquifers
[68.5(d}] [40 CFR 148]

X

Project doss not involve on-site water and sewer facilities, noris it in
a sole source aquifer zone, (See report Appendix A)

6. Endangered Species
[68.5(e}] [16 U.S.C. 15631 et
seq.]

Project not located on a waterfront with sandy beaches.
(See Figure 1)

7. Wild and Scenic Rivers
[68.5 (] [16 U.S.C. 15631 et

Project is not proximal to any listed National Wild and Scenlc Rivers.

seq.]

8. Air Quality

[58.5(g}] [42 U.S.C. 7401 ot Prcjpct is spIeJy residential rehabilitation with no Identifiable Increase
seq.] irt air pollution.

9. Farmiand Protection Project does not involve modifications to the existing structure
{58.5(h] footprint. Project is not located on “Farmiland Soils — Stamford, CT”

map prepared by CT DEEP, Aprif 2011. {See report Appendix A)

Manmade Hazards
10 A. Thermal Explosive
158.5(1)]

X
1 A O I N
ooy oy ooy

XK X K

oo oo ooy

N T I A A N A A O O R I O
1 I Y I O I R A O I R O R O

Project does not add density to development,




Area of Statutory or Reguiatory
Compliance

Provide compiiance documentation. Additional material may
be attached.
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Document Laws and authorities listed at 24 CFR Sec, 58.5

10 B. Noise
58.5(i Project will restore the structure to substantially as It existed prior to
[58.5(0] X OO O 08 e

10 C. Alrport Clear Zones
[58.5 (1)]

X Og 4

L]

[

The property is not located with 3,000 feet of a civil alrport or 15,000
feat of a milltary airfisld.

10 D, Toxic Sites
[58.5 ()

XU

]

]

The site 1} is not listed on EPA Superfund National Priorfties or
CERCLA List or equivalent State list, 2) is not located within 3,000
feet of a taxjc or solid waste fandfill, 3) does not have an underground
storage tank {which is not a residential fuel tank} and 4) is not known
or suspected to be contaminated by toxic chemicals or radioactive
materials.

11. Environmenial Justice

[58.5()]

DB

]

[]

Project does not anticipate high & adverse human health and
environmental effects on minority or low-income populations; if
required mitigation or aveidance of impacts will be considered.

Document Laws and authorities listed at Sec. 58.6 and other potential environmental concerns

12 A, Ficod Insurance
[58.6(a) & (b)]

X
]
[]
L]
]
[]

Site Is not located in a flood zone, {See report Appendix A)

12 B. Coastal Barriers
[58.5(c}]

No coastal barrier resources system {CBRS) areas mapped at the site
or immediate vicinity

12 C. Airport Clear Zone
Notification
[58.8(d)

The property is not lecated with 3,000 feet of a clvil airport or 15,000
feet of a miltary airfield.

13 A. Solid Waste Disposal
[42 U.S.C. 33251 et seq.] and
[42 U.S.C. 6801-6987 ai seq.}

Site is serviced by municipal solid waste disposal.

13 B. Fish and Wildlife
[U.5.C. 661-666¢]

XX K| KX

Program actlvitles will not result In impounding, diverting, deepening,
channelizing or modification of any stream or body of water; not a water
control project.

13 C. Lead-Based Paint
[24 CFR Part 35] and
[40 CFR 745,80 Subpart F]

Y

Survey identified no lead paint in work area.

13 D. Asbestos

m Survey identified no ACM In werk area.
. % Survey identified radon levels less than 4 piC/L in lowest level of
3530!53' (ﬁ?on ] identified radon levels less th
' FAS building.
13 F. Mold

Mold identified in work zone. Abatement required.

Other: State and Local
14 A. Flood Management
Certification [CGS 25-68]

O |3 OOy oy 2y )
O | O T oy ooy o 0y L
CF o ooy ooy e

D] | L]

Lo ooy ooy ooy

x| oo

Site is not located n a flood zone based on FEMA Map 09001C0816G,
dated July 8, 2013. {See report Appendix A)




Avea of Stalutory or Reguiatory Pravide compliance documentation. Additional material may |
Compliance be aftached.

Review Required*
Permits Required”
Determination of consistency
Approvals, Permits Qbtained
Conditicns and/or Mitigation
Actions Required

Not Applicable fo This Project.
Consuliztion Required*

14 B. Structures, Dredging & Praject is hot located waterward of coastal Jurlsdiction ine (GJL).
Fill Act Preject nut subject o permitting through DEEP Utfice of Long Island
[CGS 22a-359 to 22a-363f] Sound Program {OLISP). (See attached map)

14 C. Tidal Wetlands Act
[CGS 22228 to 22a-35]

X
0| O
oo o
Oy g

No tidal wetlands mapped at the site.

X

Site does not contaln mapped inland wetlands based on "Gonnecticut
Inland Wetland Soils - Stamford, CT, Map dated Oclober 2009, Triton
did not review the Intand Wetlands and Watercourses Map for
Stamford. (See attached map)

14 D. Local infand
wetlands/watercourses
[CGS 22a042])

14 E. Various Municipal
Zoning Approvals

O
[

Zoning approvais are not anticipated af this time.

<
oy ap
oo g

X

DETERMINATION:
] this project converts to Exempt, per §58.349(a)(12} because it does not require any mitigation for compliance with any listed statutes or
authorities, nor reguires any formal permit or license, Funds may be drawn down for this {now) EXEMPT project; OR

This project cannot copvert to Exempt because one or more statutes/authoritles requires consultation or mitigation, Complete
consultation/mitigation requirements, publish NOI/RROF and obtain Authority to Use Grant Funds (HUD 7015.16) per §58.70 and 58.71 before

drawing down funds; OR -

7] The unusual circumstances of this project may result in a significant environmental impact. This preject requires preparation of an Environmental
Assessment (EA). Prepare the EA according Lo 24 CFR Part 58 Subpart E.

Prepared By:

Date

Datég ‘/
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