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OS MasterMap Water Network is a three-dimensional digital representation of the watercourses in Great Britain. It
includes rivers, streams, lakes, lochs and canals as a series of watercourse network lines. The network lines (links)
are atiributed to provide & range of information about the section of watercourse they depict. The OS MasterMap
Water Network will significantly enhance systems used to manage waterways, river and the flood risk they posa.

Other Information
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Useful Contacts

o TelanhAna MATAR BNA BNA

Shropshire County Council (now part of Shropshire Councll) Shropshire Records And Telephone 01743 255356
Research Centre

Telephone 0115 936 3143
Fax: 0115 936 3276
enguines@bgs.ac.uk

The Coal Authority Property Searches Telephone 0345 762 6848
200 Lichfield Lane Fax: 01623 637 338

Defra Telephone 0B459 335577
Mobeal House ;
17 Smith Square defra.helpline@defra.gsl.gov.uk

Londan



Contaminated Land Risk Analysis

Tha Estate Solutions reports have been designed to assist in

Report is a desklop assessment of direct liabilities (Liabilities) which could affect the owner /occupier of the Site and arise
under Part 2A of the Environmental Protection Act 1990 and/or equivalent requirements under the planning regime and/or
the Water Resources Act 1891". [Relevant Legislation). I a risk is identified, then a number of options for finding out more
about the risk, managing it or transterring it are proposed.

The assessment of environmental Hability under the Relevant Legislation is based upon the principle of determining the
presence of a plausible contaminant-pathway-receptor relationship (a contaminant linkage). A ‘contaminant’ is a source of
contamination, a “pathway’ is a medium through which the contamination can mobilise and ‘a receptor’ is a person or entity
that could be detimentally affected by the contamination. If all three are identified, then a "plausible contaminant-pathway-
receptor relationship” may be present. By definition, this is

significant possibility of significant ham or significant poliuticn

In our assessment we use the following test to decide if there

assessment a site where a potential Liability has been identifiet

A Site which, from the information assessed by Argyll, is considered to have the potential of being affected by contaminative
subsfances present in or under the Site {but excluding potential sources of contarnination on or above the land) such that,
on the basis of ils current or proposed use, there is a reasonable fkelihood of a UK reguiatory authorty, acting in
accordance with Relevant Legislation, requinng that remedial measures are taken in order to remedy or miligate the
contaminative substances that are present in or under the land that forms all or part of the Site.

The term Liabilities is defined within the scope of this assessment to mean, remedial works under Part 2A of the
Emvircnmental Protection Act 1990 (or where appropriate, equivalent requirements under the planning regime) andfor the
Water Resources Act 1991 which may result in direct liability for the site owner/occupier.

The assessment within the Report has been produced and gquality checked by a team of gualified environmental
professionals. The assessment is based upon a manual review of the data contained within the Data Section of this Report
and of 1:2500 and 1:1250 (where avallable) scale historical mapping.

Ecological Risk Assessment

The evaluation of ecological risk is becoming an increasingly important input when making risk management decisions. In
the Site Solutions Commercial report, Argyll assesses two different drivers for risks and Babilities driven by ecological
receptors;
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line with best practice for human health and controlled Watar risk assessment and daﬂnas FIBIE'.raﬂt Ecological Receptors as
any of the Relevant Types of Receptor as set out in Table 1 of Defra Statutory Guidance on Contaminated Land dated April
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zt out in the Continental Shelf Act 1964, and to waters in the
les out to sea.

aut reports the potential for environmental damage based on
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"' Environmental Damage (Prevention and Remediation) (Wales) Regulations 2009 or Environmental Damage (Prevention and Ramediation)

{Scotland) Regulations where appropriate,



When conducting either assessment, Argyll will primarily assess information provided in the Data section of the Report.
However, in some cases Argyll may choosa o supplement this with freely available public information such as that provided
by Matural England and/or information provided by the Argyll Europa Systam,
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current Government guidance.
There will ba one of the following three responses:

[ﬁaaaﬂsnmnt IL]BbiIrl'yf Statement & explanation Defra Category®

Tidves Lo | IS INNEU UL Al IRy LU PODUL B DI -all I WUl U L e

Relevant Legislation.

mamee Lo o * » Uabllities have been Identified. 3 or 4
he prudent enquiries suggested

ope of this assessment, no issues
have been identified that are likely to resul
Relavant Legislation. However, a client ma'
about other issuas disclosed in the Report,

'FURTHER  |Potential Liabilties have been ident
- where appropriate, equivalent
and/or the Water Resources Act
de to undertake a more detailed
i(s) set out below,
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be more accurately assessed.

* According to Defra’s updated Statutory Guidance on Contaminated Land, Regulators have a four-stage test to decide
when land s and is not contaminated. Category 1 and Category 2 sites would encompass land which s capable of being
determined as contaminated land, whereas Category 3 and Category 4 sites would encompass land which is not capable of
being determined as contaminated land.

Limitations of the Report

The Estate Scolutions reports have been designed to satisfy standard environmental due-diigence enguiries, as
recommended by the Law Society’'s contaminated land waming card. It s a ‘remole’ investigation and reviews only
information provided by the client and from the databases of publicly available information that have been chosen to enable
a desk based ernvironmental assassment of the Site, The Report does not include a sile investigation, nor does Argyll make
specific information requests of the regulatory authorities for any relevant information they may hold. Therefore, Argyll cannat
guarantee that all land uses or factors of concem will have been identified by the Report.
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“Water Ervironment (Controlled Activiies){Scatland) Regulations 2005 where appropriate.



The EstateSolutions Famm includes a desktop flood risk assess

risk of flooding al agricultural sites. It examines the overall

defences thal may be present). The report considers current

Framework (NPPF) and the agreement between the ASSOCiaiunm wi wiusi nimwmsms  aing Lama movn as uig e s wi
Principles. The report has been produced and quality-checked by a qualified consultant using the data contained in this

report.

ssment of the data provided within this report. It does so by
asking one question:
1. What is the overall risk of floeding, assuming flood
The answer to this question provides a worst case scenario
defences in the area could fail, primarily as a result of MV v cemows ey, Wowe LreoEEET Uy LT
volumes.

Questions 1 are answered by one of six standard responses;

. Response | Meaning

t to accompany any planning application, it is not considered
r investigations into the flood risk to the Site.

e |s assessed to be 'Low to Moderate’. The presence of such
[ TEOLUIED a3 MWL LIS LED, Il suaay@ a8reds and watercourses within the locality of the Site suggests
| that there may be a risk of flooding to the Site itzelf. Further investigations could be undertaken to further

| assess this risk.
| Moderate ETha overall flood risk rating for the Site is assessed 10 be 'Moderate’. Information from exsting datasets
y recommended in order to clarify the risk of flocding at the Site.
e 1 e e e g e e e w59855080 10 be ‘High', with a consequent risk to ife and property.

| This means that existing datasets reveal significant flood risk jssues which need to be addressed. Further
| assessment is usually recommended in order to clarify the risk of flooding at the Site.

Flood Analysis

The flood risk gauges provide a more detailed analysis of t
coastal, groundwater and surface water. In addition, a fifth ¢
events, geclogical deposits which are indicative of past fioodin
level) that may affect the overall flood risk. For surface water flooding, only the risk rating generated from the 1:200 year
rainfall event data is included in the overall risk assessment. The data on 1:75 year and 1:1,000 year rainfall events is
provided for information only. The ficod analysis within the report is automated taking info account the percentage of
identified flood risk from the individual datasets (o assess their significance in the context of the wider farm. This includes an
assessment of whether the assumed main buildings within 1l
information on each of thesa types of flooding, please refer to
This analysis takes into account any existing flood defences
work as designed. The analysis also takes into account the of




which are relevant to that particular type of flooding. The assessment of the risk as shown in the flood gauge should
therafore lake prionty over the information in the individual data sections of the report,
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i nat make a detailed site-specific assessment of the suitability

site survey should be considered. The assessment of pluvial
ary factors that may cause surface water flooding such as the
, drains, foul sewers, water mains, canals and other water
n the locality. Surface water fiooding can occur before surface
ks and inclines.

Ervironment Agency data does not include flood risk from very small catchments as models of such small scale catchments
are not considered to be reliable for UK-wide flood risk assessments. The potential impact of climate change on flood sk to
the Site would require further study.,

When answering any questions within this report, curent applicable legisation is taken into account,

The data used in this report may have inherent limitations and qualifications. Further details are set out in the FloodSolutions
User Guide which is available free of charge from our website www.argyllenvironmental.com , or by caling one of our
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dependently monitors how registered search firms maintain

provides protection for homebuyers, sellers, estate agents, conveyancers and morigage lenders who rely on the
information included in property search reports undertaken by subscribers on residential and commercial property
within the United Kingdom

sats out minimum standards which firms compiling and selling search reports have to mest

promotes the best practice and quality standards within the industry for the bensfit of consumers and property
professionals

1ave confidence in firms which subscribe to the code, their

that they keep to the principles of the Coda. This provides

Bl e T

The Code's core principles
Firms which subscribe to the Search Code will:

-

display the Search Code logo prominently on their search reports

act with integrity and carry out work with dus skill, care and diligence

al all times maintain adequate and appropriate insurance to protect consumers

conduct business in an honest, fair and professional manner

handle complaints speadily and fairly

ensura that products and services comply with industry registration rules and standards and relevant laws
monitar their compliance with the Code

Complaints

If you have a guery or complaint about your search, you should raise it directly with the search firm, and if appropriate ask
for any complaint to be considered under their formal internal complaints procedure. If you remain dissatisfied with the firm's
final response, after your complaint has been formally considered, or if the firm has exceeded the response timescales, you

e L T Erulend Forw Il memtimem simmme The Desmach s Dok odlamnmem aakbeseeas ITO D Thee Db clammsm sam sasmeel

Please note that all queries or complaints regarding your search should be directed to your search provider in the first
instance, not to TPOs or to the PCCB.

TPOs Contact Detalls:

The Property Ombudsman scheme

Milford House

43-55 Milford Street

Salisbury

Wiltehira SP1 2RP



Complaints procedura

If you want to make a complaint, we will;
+«  Acknowledge it within 5 working days of receipt.
«  Nomally deal with it fully and provide a final responsa, in writing, within 20 working days of receipt.
*  Keep you informed by letter, telephone or e-mail, as you prefer, if we need more time.
+«  Provide a final response, in writing, at the latest within 40 working days of receipt.
+  Liaise, at your request, with anyone acting formally on your behalf,
Complaints should be sent to:

Legal Director

Argyll Environmental Ltd
1% Floor

98 - 99 Queens Road

Deimbukrum

Ve will Co-operate Tully with he Lmbudsman dunng an mvestiganon and comply with Mis ninal decision.
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i SUMMARY
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The sites identified included areas of former gravel extraction pits that had been infilled, a former depot
associated with the adjacent Ministry of Defence (MOD) activities to the south, and a current petrol filling
station {PFS) located immediately adjacent to the Bradford Estates’ land. The infill areas and former
depot were subject to site reviews to confirm the assumption based on the review of the summary of
historical information in the Argyll report, and a Google Maps historical review, that there was no
evidence of impacts in these areas from the inferred previous historical use. Therefore of the areas
identified in the Argyll report, only the PFS was selected for further, intrusive investigations as this is a
currently operating PFS immediately adjocent to Bradford Estates’ land.

[T SR L SR | U

' Phase Il investigations have identified the following:

ning activities, with only small areas of infilled land,

the vicinity of the PFS.

if 5.5 m and 8 m below ground level, and fitted with
and ground gas monitoring. Soil samples were taken
dspace testing for volatile gases, and submitted for
1y of a potential range of hydrocarbon contaminants

e field indicated the absence of a volatile fraction in
wnfirmed the absence of hydrocarbon contamination
oring of the boreholes indicated the absence of any

There is considered to be no plausible source-pathway-receptor scenario associated with the Site
due to the absence of hydrocarbon contamination, and no identified risks to current or future
uses on the Site. None of the results are considered to trigger the need for further investigations
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no further investigation of the infilled areas nor the
\quired.
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petrol filling station [PFS) that is located on the A4l immediately adjacent to the )3 site,

Of the areas identified in the Argyll report, only the PFS was selected for further, intrusive investigations
as this has the potential to be a source of contamination impacting Bradford Estates’ land. The infilled

iartment of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs

[ A R B S L SR I T AT S SrLe S
potential for the presence of environmental issues
tfious potentially contaminating activities;

fied as those subject to historical infilling and the

site; and
and provide a generic qualitative risk assessment

assess the presence and significance of risks with

TEPTLL LW | SUSYEILLNIISTHIL 1W T E3iueiiLial use,
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tation within the current master plan (see Appendix
1ese areas could be developed, a site investigation
material and geotechnical considerations.
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site, available groundwater borehole information

L L L o e T S L L

the PFS; and
1d reporting.

tory and environmental setting;
hodology;

ilts;

ment;

nmendations;

iations; and

disclaims any responsibility to the client and others in respect of any matters outside the scope of the
above.

The report may not be relred upon I:n.r am.r other party without the prior and express written agreement
R e : . “onmental assessment assumes that the site will
ignificant change, or developed as per the provided

around the PF5 as being landscaped and wooded.

vithin the report are based solely on observations

by Bradford Rural Estates and other third parties
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have been derived from a review of the text of ti
historical environmental data for the J3 site and su
from the Site visit, and Google Earth images has bee

pproximately 940 hectares and includes arable and

dings.

‘hern-central and south-eastern parts of the 13 site

'lemm Cimiira TV Tha Armill camack idantifias ke (el

- Ee
Depot Area

Junction

5

Imagery Date: June 2018

Il areas

id Former Depot Site Setting
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with the presence of Cosford military base to the south.
PFS

The PFS is located to the west of the A4l and to the north of Bell Inn and car park area. Surrounding

il e '

The exact installation dates of the USTs were clarified by the PF5 owner following discussions during the
SHhs meemstfocbioo cedbb bees Moo oldocbes fociol- - 1062 an unleaded petrol and diesel tank installed in
installed in 1991. The seventh tank was installed in
firmed that the total diesel tank capacity is 73,194
00 litres, and unleaded petrol is contained in two
2,915 litres. A photo of the tank details is provided
tanks undergo regular integrity testing and that to
or diesel spills or leakage. The PFS has been under

the additional area to the north east can be seen in

£.Z  Environmental >ettng
Environmental Setting

All of the areas of concern are located in a predominantly rural area that has been identified as being in
a Nitrate Vulnerable Zone which are designated a

polluted by nitrates. The 13 site is located within a (

Land Classifications.

Tho afbos do cob lia fe oo ccnn e mm cvnas af Conaiblon | ANU USE U LTIETE dTE 110 31LES U1 3PELIG 3LIETILTL
tion for ecology, identified as being located within

B WLy e are

Hydrology

The 13 Site is traversed by the River Worfe and several drains, with numerous small ponds also scattered

nnnnnn N R A ——

in the Argyll report, the superficial hydrogeoclogy

L H -
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te as having a high environmental sensitivity based

EN

i best practise, a conceptual site model (CSM) has
; potential sources of contamination and assesses
through the concept of source-pathway-receptor

River Worfe (400 m to the east of
the PFS)
of vapours from
P Health of PFS staff and visitors (or
itdoors.
trespassers).
. ytamination wvia
land drains to on or off-site
receptors,
and have impacted Bradford Estates’ land.
e m e m e e e e g meem == ee meee e e m e eagae e = e e e s g m e g meam mmem amm e —mm

chemical test results for the soil samples are presented in Appendix C.

During the site work the weather was overcast and breezy, with light rainfall later in the day, and not
disruptive of the field works. The site investigation team had unrestricted access to the excavation
locations which were agreed on the day with a representative from Bradford Estates.
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rtaken.

d the site setting, including the underlying geology
the infilled areas is required if they remain as

The objectives of the site investigation were to establish soil and groundwater conditions at the site and
to undertake soil gas readings.

Given the anticipated geology at the Site and depth to groundwater (circa 15 m bgl based on data from
ases), the most appropriate drilling method was
latively undisturbed soil samples to be retrieved for

[ S— E— L

e

Figure 2: Tong Services Site Investigation Locations

» 2) were chosen to target the USTs on the PFS as

at the Site. Any release of hydrocarbons from the
: at the level of the USTs with a vertical migration
: of the tanks, which are of varying capacities, was
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5 to the west and north west of the PFS, in close
1 Estates. Given that land immediately to the south
and east of the PFS is under private ownership, the:
the south and east is under the ownership of Bradft

would not have been representative of the ground
boreholes in these directions were discounted.
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The borehole excavations were undertaken by Envir
. ’ ' ’ T " list trom Claverton who also logged the soil arisings
gging, soil samples underwent headspace screening
npounds, and selected soil samples were collected
ompleted to depths of 5.0 m and 8.0 m, with the

rilling and installation, all boreholes were backfilled
pped with a traffic rated cover installed which was

esented in Appendix C. Selected photos of the

A total of six soil samples were taken from the borehole drilling and sent for laboratory analysis. The
samples were sent under a chain of custody system to i2 Laboratories in Watford, Hertfordshire. This is
' R ’ required analysis. The analytical suite for the soil

(BTEX);
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z the intrusive investigation is summarised below:

comprised a grass cover (BH1) or compacted earth

ey clay and coarse gravel inferred to be mudstone
ying Coal Measures.

oreholes during the site work or during the ground

n work.

at the area to the immediate west of the PF5 is
urs or staining in the material arisings from the

adicated very low (negligible) levels of v:aiatiies of

4.5.1 Assessment Criteria

UK Government policy and guidance on the identification, assessment and remediation of contaminated
land advocates the use of risk assessment to assess the potential significance of source-pathway-target
linkages, which may present an unacceptable level of risk. This ensures that remedial actions (if any)

ana adlccsbed baicvecsds scial Vacbackizll,: alaciflacct: callidact lalbaasa ca dhak cdtalia ccse sadiiesad &a
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that represent minimal or tolerable levels of risk to

iR2 guidance. The S4ULs have been used in this
ic split of TPH.

tory analysis.

nrr A ararrimsmrEIEr P maTere

All of the soil tests indicated the absence of organic contamination as none of the analytes tested for
were above the detection limit of the laboratory.

“the installation of the boreholes to check for the
ymponent of the ground gas within the piezometer.
‘oundwater present.

“volatiles were negligible, being between 0.2 and

' site works and the results of the laboratory testing
vicinity of the PFS.

The concentrations of volatiles identified from both the headspace screening and the borehole
monitoring indicate an absence of volatiles in the soil, and no evidence of contamination from the
adjacent PFS.

CA1B81 Page:9



Subsequently, there is considered to be no plausible source-pathway-receptor scenario associated with
the Site.

6 CONCLUSIONS
Given the findings of this Phase |l site investigation, the following conclusions can be made:

installations to permit future groundwater and ground gas monitoring. Soil samples were taken
during the site works and underwent headspace testing for volatile gases, and submitted for
laboratory analysis to evaluate whether any of a potential range of hydrocarbon contaminants

R e

ce-pathway-receptor scenario associated with the
ntamination, and no identified risks to current or

B L e e T e T R LT L
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M54, Shropshire, TF11 8PW, Report Ref AEL-4775-PSF-967436, dated 25" March 2019.

Ref 2: Model Procedures for the Management of Land Contamination, Contaminated Land Report 11,
Environment Agency and DEFRA, 2004,
Ref 3: Code of Practice for Ground Investigations, British Standards, 2015.
Ref 4: Environmental Protection Act 1990, Part 2A, Contaminated Land, Sept 2006.
CA181
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bgl below ground level
BGS British Geological Survey
2 and Xylene
CFA Continuous Flight Auger
Claverton Claverton Associates Limited
DEFRA Department of Environment, Food and Rural Affairs
DIy Dutch Intervention Values
DRO Diesel Range Organic
GAC generic assessment criteria
ICRCL Redevelopment of Contaminated Land
Vo et g anu
PID photo-ionisation detector
ppm parts per million
PRO Petrol Range Organics
54ULs Suitable for Use Levels
SGVs Soil Guideline Values
SPZ Source Protection Zone
555ls Sites of Special Scientific Interest
TPH Total Petroleum Hydrocarbons
USTs underground storage tanks
CA181 Page:12
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Topson [3).

Dense medium to dark brown

SAND with a fine gravel of flint 0.2-05 Soil PID 0.2 ppm 0.2-05 -
{NG).

Soil PID 0.3 ppm 0.8-15

SAND and SANDSTONE (NG). S Giipbisam | 25-us

Very dense dark red to dark brown
SAND and SANDSTONE with much
sub-rounded to well-rounded
gravel of quartz, flint and gravel
(NG).

2.8-5.0 Soil PID 0.9 ppm 2.8-5.0 -

BH complete at 5.5m

Comments

Soil samples taken for laboratory analysis: 0.0 = 0.8 m, 4.0 = 5.5 m and composite sample 0.8 = 4.0 m
MNotes

MG - Made Ground

NG — Natural Ground

5 = Soil

CA181
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Compacted earth with occasional

cobbles and bricks (MG} 0.0-0.15 - . )

Black tarmacadam (MG) 0.15-0.4 - - -

Dense medium brown gravelly
slightly clayey SAND. Gravel is fine 04-09 Soil PID 0.0 ppm 0.4-09 -

mEdlum sized wElI-.f‘ﬂundEd ﬂint e ETre LA A LBURRE il ] L) A okt

and guartz (NG).

Dense dark red coarse sand and Soil PID 1.8 ppm 1.5-2.8

fine GRAVEL with occasional 15-35 -
medium gravel of quartz (NG). Soil PID 0.7 ppm 2.8-35

Very dense grey mudstone and
SANDSTONE with coarse sand 3.5-3.0 Soil PID 0.5 ppm 3.5-8.0 -
(Coal Measures) (NG).

BH complete at 8.0 m

Motes

MG = Made Ground
NG — Natural Ground
5 — Soil
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Bath Business Park,
BAZ TBG Watford,
Herts,
WD18 8Y5

t: 01923 225404
f: 01923 237404
e mpcasey7EN@gmail.com a: reception@i2analytical .com

Signed:

Dr Claire Stone

Quality Manager

For & on behalf of i2 Analytical Ltd.
Standard Geotechnical, Asbestos and Chemical Testing Laboratory located at: ul. Pionierdw 39, 41 -711 Ruda Slaska, Poland,

Accredited tests are defined within the report, opinions and interpretations expressed herein are gutside the scope of accreditation.

Standard sample disposal times, unless otherwise agreed with the laboratt

Excel copies of reports are only valid when accompanied by this PDF certificate.

Any assessments of compliance with specifications are based on actual analytical results with no contribution from uncertainty of
measurement. Application of uncertainty of measurement would provide a range within which the true result lies. An estimate of
measurement uncertainty can be provided on request.
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Analytical Report Number: 19-52476

Project [ Site name: 13
Your Order No: 13

Lab & le Muml
|Sample Reference
Sample Number !
Depth {(m)
- - - Lieviatang Lieviating Uewiating Leviating Ueviating
sone Supplied Mone Supplied Hone Supplied HNane Supplied Mone Supplied
= 01 < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1 < 0.1
59 5.3 3.9 9.5 6.7
Eth b 1gkg 1 MCERTS < 1.0 € 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0
B m-xylens pafkg | MCERTS < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0
o-xylene parkg 1 MCERTS =1.0 = 1.0 =10 <1.0 < 1.0
IMTBESM!H'IE Teﬂ.lag_' Bulyl [Ether} Lafkg 1 MCERTS < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0
<01 1 <01 | < 0.1 | < (.1 < 0.1
= 0.001 < 001 < 0,001 < 0.001 < 0.001
< 0,00} < [.00] < 0.001 < 0.001 < 0.001
L FH-LWGE - Aliphatic =BCH - BEUTY makg 0001 MCERTS - [.001 < 0,001 < (001 < [L.001 < 0,001
TPH-CWG - Aliphatie >FCI0 - EC12 magfky 1 MCERTS < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0 < 1.0
TPH-OWG - Aliphatic >EC1 - EC16 mag kg 2 MCERTS < 2.0 < 2.0 « 2.0 = 2.0 < 2.0
TPH-CWG - Aliphatic =ECI6 - ECI1 mgkg B MCERTS < B.0 < B.0 < 8.0 < 8.0 < 8.0
TPH-CWG - Aliphatis =ECI1 - ECI5 mig kg B MCERTS < B.0 < B.0O < B.0 < 8.0 < §.0
TPH-CWG - Aliphatic (ECS - EC35) mgfkg 10 MCERTS <10 <10 < 10 < 10 <10
TPH-CWG - Aromatic >ECS - ECT mg kg 0.001 | MCERTS
TPH-OWG - Aromatic >ECT - ECB mgfkg | 0.000 | mcerts |
TPH-CWG - Aromatic >ECE - EC10 mofkg | 0.000 | MceRTS
TPH-CWG - Aromatle >EC10 - EC12 mg/kg 1 MCERTS
TPH-CWG - Aromatic =EC12 - EC16 malka i MCERTS
< 10 < 10 < 10 < 10 < 10
< 10 < 10 < 10 < 10 < 10
< 10 < 10 < 10 < 10 < 10
|TPH (C10 - C25) kg 10 | mcerts | <10 1 < 10 | < 10 < 10 < 10

wpress permission of the laboratory.
les submitted for analysis.
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Analytical Report Number: 19-52476

Project [ Site name: 13
Your Order No: 13

Lab Sample Numl

Sample Number i
Depth (m})
- B ° Lieviatang
jone Supplied
= i1
9.5
0,48
< 1.0
< 1.0
Ethylbenzens g kg 1 MCERTS =10
B m-xylens pafkg 1 MCERTS < 1.0
o-xylene parkg 1 MCERTS =1.0
IMTBE jhel‘hﬂ TEI'I‘.I.aE Bulyl [Ether) Lafkg 1 MCERTS < 1.0
<01 | | l |
< 0.001
< 0.001
LPH-LWEG - Aliphatic >ECH - BUID mafkg | 0001 | MCERTS < 0,001
TPH-CWG - Aliphatie >FCI0 - EC12 magfky 1 MCERTS < 1.0
TPH-OWG - Aliphatic >EC1 - EC16 mag kg 2 MCERTS < 2.0
TPH-OWG - Aliphath =EC16 - ECI1 mgkg B MCERTS < 8.0
TPH-CWG - Aliphatis =ECI1 - ECI5 mig kg B MCERTS < 8.0
TPH-CWG - Aliphatic (ECS - ECI5) mgfkg 10 MCERTS < 10
TPH-CWG - Aromatic »ECS - EC7 mg kg 0.001 MCERTS < 0,001
TPH-OWG - Aromatic >ECT - ECB mgtkg | 0.000 | mcerts < 0,001
TPH-OWG - Aromatic >ECH - EC10 mafkg 0.001 MCERTS < 0.001
TPH-CWG - Aromatle >EC10 - EC12 mg/kg 1 MCERTS < 1.0
TPH-CWG - Aromatic »EC12 - EC16 mafka i MCERTS <210
< 10
< 10
< 10
|TPH (C10 - C25) kg 10 | mMcERTS < 10 | | | |

wpress parmission of the laboratory.
les submitted for analysis.
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Analytical Report Number : 19-52476
Project / Site name: 13

* These descriptions ane only intendied o act a5 @ cross check f samole identities ane cuestioned, The |

fted types of solid should be ;rll:rprrtnd- with cane

wlts are not corrected for stone content

12808315 BH2 Hone Supplied | 040-0080  JBrown sand,
1280836 BH2 Mone Supplied 1.50-2.80 | Brown sand,
1260837 BH2 Mone Supplied | 3.50-8.00  JBrown clay and sand,

wpress permission of the laboratory.
les submitted for analysis.
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Page 4 of 6



Analytical Report Number : 19-52476
Project [ Site name: 13

‘Water matrix abbreviations: Surface Water [SW) Potable Water (FW) Ground Wi

{ Monoaromatics) IME.
JORO (Sail) Determination of extractable hydrocarbons in soil  [In-houwse method with silica gel split/clean Lo7e-PL HCERTS
by GC-MS/FID, up.
|Motsture Content Moisture content, determined gravimetrically. In-hourse method based on B51377 Part 2, | LO19-UK/PL NONE
1950, Chamical and Blectrochemical Tests
|PRO {Sall} Determination of hydrocarbons CB-C10 by In-house method based on USEPARIE0 LO8S-PL MCERTS
headspace GC-M5.
In-hoasse method based on British Standard | LO19-UK/PL HOME
Methods and MCERTS requirements,
In-hodse method with silica oel solit/clean LOSE/T6-FL HCERTS

PITRS WREE WA I SRS T LIPS

vhich is carried out at a maximum of 300C.

wpress permission of the laboratory.
les submitted for analysis.

Iss No 19-52476-1 13 13

Page 5 of 6




g jo g abled

1~ p ew Bupjoy - 2
Bupdiues op - & ey

DPOD UDNEIASC] 158 |

Jal 159)

WLUBL 1581 SRO7) U0

uoday wonene] sdwes

EBOEEL
cHOBEE
£B08e!

cBOBEL
cBOEEL
BQUINY 0

EF EM 1-9LPE5-G1ON 55

ZHE

ZH8

£H8

iH8

iH8

iHa

TR L L L L

Qi al #dwes




CA1B81 Page:D1



:INENERENRENRENEHE

%
¥
i
I
|
'

1

[
!
]






