
 

 
November 5, 2010 
 
 
Mr. Frank Sowers, P.E. 
NYSDEC  
Division of Environmental Remediation, Region 8 
6274 East Avon‐Lima Road 
Avon, New York 14414 
 
Subject:  Soil Vapor Intrusion Sampling Results 
    Former Churchville Ford Site #V00658‐8 
    111 South Main Street, Churchville, New York 
 

Dear Mr. Sowers, 

The purpose of this letter is to identify and interpret the results of soil vapor intrusion (SVI) air 
sampling conducted at the former Churchville Ford facility on March 17, 2010 by Lu Engineers (Lu).  
This was the second SVI sampling event conducted by Lu in an effort to re‐assess the sub‐slab and 
interior air quality conditions following the implementation of remedial actions in the contaminant 
source area at the site.  Soil vapor can migrate into a building through cracks in the foundation or slab, 
through floor drains, sumps or any other utility penetration due to a difference between interior and 
exterior pressures.  It is recommended that sampling be conducted during the heating season due to 
the pressure differential associated with typical building heating systems. 
 
In April 2007, SVI sampling conducted by Lu indicated that known chemicals (TCE, PCE, 1,1,1‐TCA) 
associated with soil and groundwater contamination at the site were detected in the indoor air at 
concentrations exceeding New York State Department of Health (NYSDOH) guidelines, creating the 
potential for human exposures.  It is noted that many of the chemicals detected in the indoor air were 
also actively used at the facility in chemical‐based products utilized for daily cleaning, maintenance and 
repair operations conducted in the workshop. The products containing these chemicals and associated 
background concentrations detected at each container were inventoried during the sampling event.  
 
In March 2010, re‐sampling was conducted in accordance with the requirements outlined in the 
approved Remedial Action Work Plan (RAWP), dated December 2008.  During this event, Lu collected 
two (2) sub‐slab vapor samples (SVS‐JCL‐02b, SVS‐JCL‐03b) from beneath the workshop floor, three (3) 
indoor ambient samples, including a duplicate, from within the workshop (IA‐JCL‐02b, IA‐JCL‐02b Dup., 
IA‐JCL‐03b), and an outdoor ambient sample (OA‐JCL‐04b) collected northwest of the site building, as 
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indicated on the attached drawing.  The samples were collected from the same general locations as the 
April 2007 event.  The sampling was completed following remedial in‐situ chemical oxidation 
treatment of Site groundwater in the chlorinated solvent source area per the activities outlined in the 
RAWP.  The goal of the sampling was to assess what actions, if any, would be appropriate to take 
according to the NYSDOH Final Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York, 
dated October 2006. 
 
Analytical results of the March 2010 sampling event revealed detectable concentrations of volatile 
organic compounds (VOCs) such as halocarbons, aromatics and keytones in all six samples collected.  
As summarized on attached Tables 1 and 2, sample results were compared to the OSHA Permissable 
Exposure Limits (PELs) regulatory standards and the decision matrices described in the NYSDOH Final 
Guidance for Evaluating Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York, dated October 2006.  OSHA PELs 
were used for analytical comparison due to significant background readings of VOCs from active use of 
many chemical‐based products within the workshop.  Many of these products contained the same 
volatile compounds that were detected in both SVI sampling rounds.   
 
The products and chemicals found within the workshop were inventoried as part of the sampling event 
and screened with a PID (ppB RAE).  An inventory table is included as an attachment to this letter and 
indicates that PID readings ranged from 275 parts per billion (ppb) to 476,000 ppb throughout the 
workshop space.  These interferences and daily use of such products make it appropriate to compare 
sample results to OSHA Permissible Exposure Limits (PELs) for an 8‐hr time‐weighted average (TWA) 
period, the same time period that employees occupy the workshop daily.  Table 1 presents a 
comparison of the SVI sample results from April 2007 and March 2010, while Table 2 illustrates 
decision Matrix 1 and Matrix 2 of recommended actions found within the NYSDOH guidance 
document.   
 
The contaminant trichloroethene (TCE) was not detected in the March 2010 indoor ambient, outdoor 
ambient or SVS‐JCL‐02b sub‐slab air samples.  It was detected at a concentration of 305 ug/m3 in sub‐
slab sample SVS‐JCL‐03b, located in the known source area of this contaminant.  The NYSDOH guidance 
document and Table 2 indicate that mitigation is recommended if the TCE concentration in the sub‐
slab air is in excess of 250 ug/m3.  Vinyl chloride was also detected in this sub‐slab sample at a 
concentration of 2,490 ug/ m3 but not in any of the indoor air samples.  This compound is a known 
intermediate byproduct of TCE as it degrades and is likely a result of the recent remedial work 
conducted in this area.  The increase in concentration of cis‐1,2‐Dichloroethene in this sample is also 
likely attributed to the degradation of TCE from the recent remedial work. 
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The VOC 1,1,1‐TCA was not detected in any of the indoor or outdoor air samples collected in March 
2010.  Based on the concentrations of tetrachloroethylene (PCE) detected in samples SVS‐JCL‐03b and 
IA‐JCL‐03b, the NYSDOH guidance document recommends mitigation, as indicated on Table 2.  It is 
noted however that the concentration of PCE detected in indoor sample IA‐JCL‐2b was higher than in 
the associated sub‐slab sample SVS‐JCL‐2b.  This is likely due to volatilization of products containing 
PCE that are stored and used within the workshop as indicated by the inventory form and may have 
influenced the result of sample IA‐JCL‐3b. 
 
Analytical results indicate that no VOCs were detected above OSHA PELs.  The majority of BTEX 
(petroleum related) compounds detected in the indoor air samples were at concentrations exceeding 
the sub‐slab sample results for these compounds.  This is likely due to the fact that prior to sample 
collection in March 2010, three (3) five‐gallon containers of gasoline were being stored within the 
workshop as well as other petroleum products, vehicles and boats that contain fuel.  The gasoline 
containers were removed from the building prior to sample collection but it is likely that residual 
vapors from these items were present during the sampling.  Table 1 and the attached product 
inventory form indicate that the majority of BTEX compounds detected were also found in products 
inventoried within the workshop.   
 
Attached is a copy of the sample results, the building inventory form completed during the sampling, 
two (2) tables summarizing the results of both sampling events and a map of the facility indicating each 
sample location and background PID readings.  The decision matrices presented in the above‐
referenced NYSDOH guidance document are used to establish site‐specific risk management tools.  
Based on the March 2010 sample results, the overall condition of the workshop floor slab, Lu 
recommends that “Slab Maintenance and Long‐Term Monitoring” be implemented at the facility as 
outlined in the NYSDEC soil vapor intrusion letter, dated October 6, 2010.  These actions are defined 
within the letter provided by the NYSDEC and include sealing potential sub‐slab vapor entry points to 
minimize the ability of vapor to migrate into the indoor air.  It is likely that sub‐slab vapor 
concentrations in the contaminant source area will decrease over time as the chemical oxidant that 
was injected into the groundwater completes its destruction of the chlorinated solvents.  The long‐
term monitoring can be used to determine whether concentrations in the indoor air or sub‐slab vapor 
have changed. 
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If you have any questions regarding the sample results or recommendations made, please contact me 
at (585)385‐7417, ext. 227. 

 

Sincerely, 

 
Eric Detweiler 

Geologist 
Lu Engineers, P.C. 

175 Sullys Trail, Suite 202 

Pittsford, NY 14534  

 
Attachments 
 
cc: 
Benjamin Bonarigo ‐ Bonarigo & McCutcheon 
Jeff Kosmala ‐ NYSDOH 
Greg Andrus ‐ Lu Engineers 





Table 1 
Former Churchville Ford Site

Soil Vapor Intrusion Sample Results
April 2007 and March 2010 

OSHA PEL TWA
(ug/m3)

Alcohol
Isopropyl Alcohol 980,000 ND ND 113 NS 23.5 NS

Halocarbons
Bromomethane 80,000 ND ND 0.434 J ND ND ND

Carbon Tetrachloride 62,900 ND ND ND ND ND ND
Chloroethane 2,600,000 ND ND 0.376 J ND ND ND
Chloroform 240,000 0.645 J ND 0.39 ND ND ND

Chloromethane 207,000 ND ND ND ND 0.651 ND
Cyclohexane 1,050,000 31.1 9.45 271 ND 137 ND

Dichlorodifloromethane 4,950,000 3.42 3.52 88.5 NS 5.08 NS
1,1-Dichloroethane 400,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NA ND ND ND ND ND ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-TCE) NA ND ND 0.443 J ND ND ND

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene(trans-1,2-TCE) NA ND ND ND ND ND ND
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane 7,600,000 0.779 J 0.779 J ND ND ND ND

DETECTED ANALYTES IA2-JCL-2bIA2-JCL-02SVS1-JCL-02bSVS1-JCL-02IA2-JCL-01SVS1-JCL-01

Heptane (I) 2,000,000 37.9 30.8 390 NS 124 NS
Hexane 1,800,000 38.7 6.77 567 NS 58 NS

Methylene Chloride (I) 86,750 1.91 1.69 2.37 81.1 ND 90.4
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) (I) 678,000 3.31 1.7 86.9 97.3 12.1 285
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 1,900,000 ND ND 26.6 12.3 1.11 ND

1,1,2-Trichloroethane 45,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethene (TCE)(I) 537,000 0.765 0.546 16.4 ND 6.39 ND
Trichlorofluoromethane 5,600,000 1.83 2.17 1.43 ND 1.14 ND
2,2,4-trimethylpentane NA 1.14 8.98 24.7 ND 29.4 ND

Vinyl Chloride 2,560 ND ND ND ND ND ND
Aromatics
Benzene (I) 3,190 8.44 3.73 77.3 29.3 27.3 23.3

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 450,000 ND ND ND ND 0.978 ND
Ethylbenzene (I) 435,000 11.5 4.19 21.2 ND 23.8 23
4-ethyltoluene (I) NA 6.85 3.55 4.75 NS 16 NS

Styrene 426,000 15.2 9.53 9.53 ND 2.44 J ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene (I) NA 10.5 8.24 8.74 NS 42 NS
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene (I) NA 6.7 2.95 3.75 NS 11 J NS

Toluene (I) 754,000 36.4 43.7 142 51.6 152 266Toluene (I) 754,000 36.4 43.7 142 51.6 152 266
m,p-Xylene (I) 435,000 26 14.9 27.4 ND 77.7 85

o-Xylene (I) 435,000 8.56 5.16 10.6 ND 28.2 23.8
Keytones
Acetone (I) 2,400,000 50.9 36.5 ND 289 213 172

2-Butanone (MEK) (I) 590,000 ND ND ND ND 19.8 ND
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 410,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND

Miscellaneous
Carbon Disulfide 62,200 2.69 ND 14.6 ND 0.57 ND

Methyl tert-butyl Ether (MTBE) NA ND ND ND ND 0.696 ND

NS Analyte  not on parameter list for analysis
ND Analyte  not detected at or above the limit of quantitation

J Estimated value, the result is > the method detection limit and < the quantitation limit
(I)  Chemical compound was found in a product logged during the building inventory (March 17,2010)

OSHA PEL TWA OSHA Permissible Exposure Limit (PEL) based on an 8-hour time weighted average (TWA) exposure to the listed chemical compound. These PELs are generally applicable when compound is actively used at facility.
Samples collected on March 17, 2010; analytical results are presented in ug/m3

Samples collected on April 4, 2007; analytical results are presented in ug/m3

 1:Sub-slab soil vapor sample
2:Indoor air sample
3:Outdoor air sample



Table 1 
Former Churchville Ford Site

Soil Vapor Intrusion Sample Results
April 2007 and March 2010 

OSHA PEL TWA
(ug/m3)

Alcohol
Isopropyl Alcohol 980,000 ND NS ND NS ND NS

Halocarbons
Bromomethane 80,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND

Carbon Tetrachloride 62,900 ND ND ND ND ND 0.615
Chloroethane 2,600,000 43.7 592 ND ND ND ND
Chloroform 240,000 1.29 ND ND ND ND ND

Chloromethane 207,000 ND ND ND ND ND 1.3
Cyclohexane 1,050,000 202 ND 88.2 ND 1.96 ND

Dichlorodifloromethane 4,950,000 1630 NS 5.48 NS 3.42 NS
1,1-Dichloroethane 400,000 75.3 208 ND ND ND ND

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NA 2.54 60.5 ND ND ND ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-TCE) NA 1570 18,500 ND ND ND ND

trans-1,2-Dichloroethene(trans-1,2-TCE) NA ND 204 ND ND ND 2.9
1,1,2-Trichloro-1,2,2-trifluoroethane 7,600,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND

IA2-JCL-03 IA2-JCL-03b OA3-JCL-04 OA3-JCL-04b DETECTED ANALYTES SVS1-JCL-03 SVS1-JCL-03b

Heptane (I) 2,000,000 371 J NS 360 NS 8.29 NS
Hexane 1,800,000 360 NS 55.9 NS ND NS

Methylene Chloride (I) 86,750 2.54 83.1 2.93 67 1.09 9.86
Tetrachloroethene (PCE) (I) 678,000 31 313 11.9 236 ND ND
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 1,900,000 41 256 1.39 ND ND ND

1,1,2-Trichloroethane 45,000 ND ND ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethene (TCE) 537,000 45.3 305 6.39 ND ND ND
Trichlorofluoromethane 5,600,000 1.09 ND 1.83 ND 1.54 1.42
2,2,4-trimethylpentane NA 15.2 ND ND ND ND ND

Vinyl Chloride 2,560 12 2,490 ND ND ND ND
Aromatics
Benzene (I) 3,190 49 77.8 26.3 53.6 0.422 J 0.833

1,4-Dichlorobenzene 450,000 ND ND 1.04 ND ND ND
Ethylbenzene (I) 435,000 65.3 86.7 24.7 31.2 ND ND
4-ethyltoluene (I) NA 12.5 NS 15.5 NS ND NS

Styrene 426,000 10.8 ND 13 ND ND ND
1,2,4-Trimethylbenzene (I) NA 21 NS 34.5 NS ND NS
1,3,5-Trimethylbenzene (I) NA 8.74 NS 8.49 NS ND NS

Toluene (I) 754,000 323 137 386 343 J 3.6 1.79Toluene (I) 754,000 323 137 386 343 J 3.6 1.79
m,p-Xylene (I) 435,000 189 112 85.6 122 ND 1.5
o-Xylene (I) 435,000 50.8 34.1 27.8 34.9 ND 0.533
Keytones
Acetone (I) 2,400,000 1020 811 J 498 150 15.5 20.7 J

2-Butanone (MEK) (I) 590,000 ND ND ND ND ND 1.68
4-Methyl-2-Pentanone 410,000 ND 189 ND ND ND ND

Miscellaneous
Carbon Disulfide 62,200 2.44 ND 0.348 J ND ND ND

Methyl tert-butyl Ether (MTBE) NA ND ND ND ND ND ND

NS Analyte  not sampled
ND Analyte  not detected at or above the limit of quantitation

J Estimated value, the result is > the method detection limit and < the quantitation limit
(I)  Chemical compound was found in a product logged during the building inventory (March 17,2010)

OSHA PEL TWA OSHA Permissible Exposure Limit (PEL) based on an 8-hour time weighted average (TWA) exposure to the listed chemical compound. These PELs are generally applicable when compound is actively used at facility.
Samples collected on March 17, 2010; analytical results are presented in ug/m3

Samples collected on April 4, 2007; analytical results are presented in ug/m3

 1:Sub-slab soil vapor sample
2:Indoor air sample
3:Outdoor air sample



Table 2
Former Churchville Ford Site

Soil Vapor Intrusion Sample Results
April 2007 and March 2010 

No Further Action

Take reasonable and practical actions to identify source(s) and reduce exposures

1 2

e(s) and 

33

DETECTED ANAL OSHA PEL TW
( ug/m3)

A 1-JCL-01 IA2-JCL-01 SVS1-JCL-02 IA2-JCL-02YTES SVS SVS -JCL-02b IA -JCL-2b

Carbon Tetrachloride 62,900 ND ND ND ND ND ND
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 537,000 0.765 0.546 16.4 6.39 ND ND

Vinyl Chloride 2,560 ND ND ND ND ND ND

Recommended Action4 (Matrix 1)
Take reas

s
onable and practical actions to identify 

ource(s) and reduce exposures Mitigate

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NA ND ND ND ND ND ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-TCE) NA ND ND 0.443 J ND ND ND

Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 678,000 3.31 1.7 86.9 12.1 97.3 285
1,1,1-Trichloroethane (TCA) 1,900,000 ND ND 26.6 1.11 12.3 ND

Recommended Action5 (Matrix 2) No further action Take reasonable and practical actions to identify sourc
reduce exposures

DETECTED ANAL OSHA PEL TW
(ug/m3)

A 1-JCL-03 IA2-JCL-03 SVS1-JCL-03b IA2-JCL-03b OA -JCL-04bYTES SVS OA -JCL-04

Carbon Tetrachloride 62,900 ND ND ND ND ND 0.615
Trichloroethylene (TCE) 537,000 45.3 6.39 305 ND ND ND

Vinyl Chloride 2,560 12 ND 2,490 ND ND ND
Recommended Action4 (Matrix 1) Mitigate -- --Mitigate

1,1-Dichloroethene (1,1-DCE) NA 2.54 ND 60.5 ND ND ND
cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (cis-1,2-TCE) NA 1570 ND 18,500 ND ND ND

Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 678,000 31 11.9 313 236 ND ND
1,1,1-Trichlor1,1,1 Trichloroethane (TCA)oethane (TCA) 1,900,0001,900,000 4141 1.391.39 256256 ND ND NDND ND ND

Recommended Action5 (Matrix 2)
Take reas

s
onable and practical actions to identify 

ource(s) and reduce exposures -- --Mitigate

Matrix 1 and Matrix 2 are based on Final Guidance for Evaluationg Soil Vapor Intrusion in the State of New York, October 2006 ( Final NYSDOH CEH BEEI Soil Vapor Intrusion Guidance)

ND Analyte  not detected at or above the limit of quantitation
J Estimated value, the result is > the method detection limit and < the quantitation limit

OSHA PEL TWA OSHA Permissible Exposure Limit (PEL) based on an 8-hour time weighted average (TWA) exposure to the listed chemical compound.  These PELs are generally applicable only when the chemical is actively used at the facility. 
Sampled on March 17,2010; analytical results are presented in ug/m3

Sampled on April 4, 2007; analytical results are presented in ug/m3

 1:Sub-slab soil vapor sample
2:Indoor air sample
3:Outdoor air sample
4:Recomended action based on NYSDOH Soil Vapor/Indoor Air Matrix 1
5:Recomended action based on NYSDOH Soil vapor/Indoor Air Matrix 2
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Site:  Former Churchville Ford          SDG #:  10‐1101 

Client:  Lu Engineers             Date: August 17, 2010  

Laboratory:  Paradigm Environmental Services, Inc.     Reviewer:  D. McGuire 

 
 

Client  ID  Laboratory ID  Matrix  VOA 
SVS‐JCL‐02b  4259  Air  X 
IA‐JCL‐02b  4260  Air  X 
IA‐JCL‐02b Dup  4261  Air  X 
SVS‐JCL‐03b  4262  Air  X 
IA‐JCL‐03b  4263  Air  X 
OA‐JCL‐04b  4264  Air  X 

 
The  data  package  contained  six  (6)  air  samples.    The  samples  were  analyzed  via  Compendium  of 
Methods  for  the Determination of Toxic Organic Compounds  in Ambient Air; Method  TO‐15,  Second 
Edition, EPA/625/R‐96/010b, January 1999.  The adherence of laboratory analytical performance to this 
method’s Analytical Specifications was evaluated during the data validation process.  The data package 
was  evaluated  for  its  usability  as  defined  by  the  Guidance  for  the  Development  of  Data  Usability 
Summary Reports (NYSDEC, 10/02). USEPA Region II checklist SOP# HW‐31 rev 4 October 2006 was used 
as  a  guidance  document. According  to  the NYSDEC Guidance  for  the Development  of Data Usability 
Summary  Reports,  the  following  QC  data  were  evaluated:    blanks,  instrument  tunings,  calibration 
standards, calibration verifications, replicate analyses, laboratory control and sample data.  All QC data 
were within quality control limits, except the following issues:  

Cover  letter,  Narrative  and  Data  Reporting  Forms  (Form  1s):    All  criteria  were met.    The 
deficiencies noted in the case narrative have been discussed in applicable sections. 

Chain of Custody (COC) and Traffic Report:  All were present. 

Holding Time:  Holding time was within acceptable criterion. 

Calibration  Quality  Control:    Although  methylene  chloride  calibration  sample  results  were 
outside criteria; no data required qualification.  

Blanks Quality Control:  The following results were qualified due to blank contamination;  

Sample ID  Analyte  Qualifier 
4259  Acetone  289U 
4259  Methylene Chloride  81.1 U 
4260  Acetone  90.4U 
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Sample ID  Analyte  Qualifier 
4260  Methylene Chloride  172U 
4261  Acetone  184U 
4261  Methylene Chloride  90.0U 
4262    Methylene Chloride  83.1U 
 4263   Acetone  150U 
4263  Methylene Chloride  67.0U 
4264  Acetone  20.7U 
4264  Methylene Chloride  9.86U 

 

Laboratory  Control  Sample  (LCS):    Although  several  recoveries  were  outside  the  upper 
acceptance limits, no data required qualification. 

Field Quality Control:  Field QC samples were acceptable. 

Additional Comments:   The following results were estimated due to exceeding the calibration 
range; 

Sample ID  Analyte  Qualifier 
4259  4‐Methyl‐2‐Pentanone  J 
4261  Toluene  J 

 4262   
Acetone, Chloroethane, cis‐1,2‐Dichloroethene, 
trans‐1,2‐Dichloroethene, Vinyl Chloride 

J 

4263  Toluene  J 
 

Data  usability:   Data  qualified with  the  “UJ”  qualifier  are  to  be  used  cautiously  as  they  are 
estimated data with some quality control issues.  Data qualified with the “J” qualifier are to be 
used  cautiously  as  they  are estimated data with  some quality  control  issues.   Data qualified 
with the “R” qualifier are not usable due to severe quality control issues. Data qualified with the 
“U” qualifier are usable as there are no quality control issues. 

 



 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENT A 

 

VALIDATED AND QUALIFIED DATA SHEETS (FORM 1s) 















 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

ATTACHMENT B 

 

CASE NARRATIVE AND CHAIN OF CUSTODY 
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Workshop Product Inventory (as of 3/17/10) 

 
PRODUCT 

NAME 
QUANTITY 

 
OPENED (O) or 
UNOPENED (U)/ 
PID READING 

(ppb) 

CONDITION INGREDIENTS 

Cabinet  
*Background PID reading for entire cabinet is 95,000 ppb (at doors while closed) 

Spray Paint  10 x 11oz O  Good Toluene, Acetone, Xylene 
Spray Stripper 1 x 19oz O  Good Methanol, Methylene Chloride 

WD-40 1 x 8oz U Good Petroleum distillates 
Self Etching Primer 1 x 11oz O Good Acetone, Toluene, MEK 

Glass Cleaner 6 x 19oz O Good Butoxyethanol, Ethyl Alcohol, Methane, Propane 
Monster Spay Wax 7 x 11oz 

 
O Good Aliphatic hydrocarbon, cyclo methyl chloro, 1,1-

difluroethene 
Engine Fogging Fluid 4 x 13oz O Good Petroleum distillates, Isobutene, n-Butane 

Brakleen 1 x 19oz O Good Tetrachloroethylene 
Zep Sheen Furniture 

Cleaner 
1 x 16oz O Good Isoparaffinic solvent, Isobutane, Propane 

Monster Spray Foam 8 x 19oz O Good Liquefied petroleum gas, monobutyl ether 
Zep Silicone Spray 7 x 1lb O Good Heptane, Polydimethyl, solokane 

Spray Adhesive 1 x 13oz O Good Methylene Chloride, MEK, Hexane, Isobutane 
Napa Carborator 

Cleaner 
 1 x12oz O Good Xylene, Methyl alcohol, Acetone, Ethylbenzene 

Dapt Contact Cement 1 x 32oz O Good Petroleum, Naphthalene, MEK, Toluene
Stripeeze 1 x 1quart O Good Petroleum distillates, Toluene, Methanol, Acetone 

Adhesive Remover 
solvent 

1 x 1 gal O No Lid Naphthalene petroleum, Petroleum distillates, 
Aromatic hydro carbons 

South End (Bay 3) 
Spray Adhesive  O / 1616 Good Methyl Chloride, Hydrocarbon mixture 

Napa Silicone Spray  O / 275 Good Acetone, Hexane Propane 2,3-Dimethylbutane, 
Cyclohexane, Dimethylbutane 

Once Over  O / 1515 Good Propane, Isobutane, Dipropylene glycol, Methyl 
ether 

Di-Electric Grease  O / 1560 Good Dimethylpolysiloxane 
East Wall-Bench  

2-26 electric Cleaner 1 x 11 oz O /1550 Good Petroleum Distillates, Butyl Sterates 
Di-Electric Grease 1 x 33 oz O/487 Good Petroleum Distillates, Butyl Sterates 

Once Over  O / 1360 Good Petroleum Distillates, Butyl Sterates 
Spray Paint 1 x 11 oz  O/ 2664 Good Hydrocarbon, Keytone, Toluene 

Aratari Auto Finisher 
Cleaner/Wax 

1 x 32 oz O / 260,000 Good - 

Yamaha Silicon 
Protectant and Lube 

1 x 12.5 oz O / 476,000 Good Perchloroethylene, Paraffin, Petroleum Distillates 

Zep 40 Cleaner 1 x 24 oz O / 1362 Good Alcone, Ether 
Parts Washing Bin 1 x 35 gal O / 54,000 Good Petroleum Distillates, Tetrachloroethylene 

CCR Tyme-1 
Carbonator Cleaner 

1 x 5 gal O / 3773 Good Cyclohexanol, Potassium oleate, 
Tetrachloroethylene 

Parts Supply Room 
Zep Formula 3000 1 x 1 gal U / 3050 Good 1,1,1-Benzene, Carbon tetrachloride 

South Wall (Bay 4) 
Spray Paint 1 x 11 oz O / 1241 Good Toluene, Naphthalene, Acetone, Propane, n-Butane 

Brakleen (Brake 
Cleaner 

2 x 22 oz O / 1458 Good Tetrachloroethylene (PCE) 

Brake Fluid 1 x 32 oz O - Not listed- 
Disc Brake Fluid 1 x 9 oz O / 95,000 - Not listed- 
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PRODUCT 

NAME 
QUANTITY OPENED (O) or 

UNOPENED (U)/ 
PID READING 

(ppb) 

CONDITION INGREDIENTS 

 
South Wall (Bay 4) cont. 

Zepunch Engine 
Degreaser 

1 24 oz O / 1122 Good Light aromatic Naphthalene, 
Tetrachloroethylene, Mono Isopropyl 
Biphenyls, Nonionic surfactant, CO2 

Wrestley’s 
Bleach-White 

1 x 32 oz O/748 Good Not listed 

Waste Oil Tank 300-400 gal O/1126 Spillage on floor Not listed 
Bathroom 

Excelon Floor 
Polish  

1 x 2 gal O/347 Good Ethyl Ether, Dipropylene glycol methyl ether 
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