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SURVEY INFORMATION SUMMARY

Consulting Firm:

Current Property Owner:

Site Address:

Assessor’s Parcel Number (APN):
Facility Description:

Age of Facility:

Date of Survey:

EPA Accredited Inspector:

Certification Number & Expiration Date:

Training Facility:

Number of Samples & Date Analyzed:

Western Technologies Inc.
3737 East Broadway Road
Phoenix, Arizona 85040
(602) 437-3737

Pinal County School District 11 Eloy

1000 North Curiel Street
Eloy, Arizona

405051750
Elementary School

Building 5 - 1953
Building 6 — 1953
Building 7 — 1953
Building 8 — 1953
Building 9 — 1953
Building 10 — 1953
Building 11 — 1953
Building 12 — 1953
Building 13 — 1953
Building 14 — 1987
Gymnasium — 2005

August 6, 2018
September 18, 2019

Alexander Smith
Theodore Stude
Vicky Aviles

G7791 Exp. 11-08-2018 (Smith)
G8459 Exp. 04-06-2019 (Stude)
G9945 Exp. 05-04-2020 (Aviles

The Asbestos Institute (TAI)

Asbestos (PLM)

Building 5 - 18 (8/8/2018)
Building 6 — 18 (8/9/2018)
Building 7 — 12 (8/9/2018)
Building 8 — 18 (8/8/2018)
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Methods of Analysis:

Laboratory:

National Voluntary Laboratory Accreditation
Program (NVLAP) Endorsement:

Arizona Department of Health Services
(AZDHS) Laboratory License:

Asbestos Containing Building Materials (ACBM)
Identified:

Building 9 — 15 (8/8/2018)
Building 10 — 18 (8/8/2018)
Building 11 — 15 (8/8/2018)
Building 12 — 21 (8/8/2018)
Building 13 — 15 (8/8/2018)
Building 14 — 21 (8/8/2018)
Gymnasium — 24 (8/8/2018)
All Structures — 40 (9/23/2019)

Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM)
EPA 600/R-93/116 Method — Asbestos

Fiberquant Analytical Services (PLM)
5025 South 33rd Street
Phoenix, Arizona 85040

101031-0 (Fiberquant)

AZ0633 (Fiberquant) & AZ0805 (Accutest)

Building 5 (RPA Building H)
None

Building 6 (RPA Building A)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 7 (RPA Building A)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 8 (RPA Building B)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 9 (RPA Building B)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 10 (RPA Building C)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.
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Building 11 (RPA Building C)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 12 (RPA Building D)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 13 (RPA Building D)
Sealant @ Roof Penetrations, ~10 s.f.
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 14 (RPA Building F)
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Gymnasium (RPA Building G)
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

NOTE: This survey is limited to the sampling and analysis only of the materials identified within
this report. Other materials located at the site that were not included in this survey should be
assumed to be asbestos-containing until sampled to prove they are not.
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@ Western Technologies Inc. « 3737 East Broadway Road * Phoenix AZ 85040 » 602 437 3737 » wt-us.com

September 24, 2019

Eloy Elementary School District
1011 North Sunshine Boulevard
Eloy, Arizona 85131

Attn: Edward Sauceda and Ruby James

Re: Limited NESHAP Asbestos Survey - Revision WT Job No. 2188JH269
Campus Roof Restorations and Building Weatherization Project
Curiel Elementary School
1000 North Curiel Street
Eloy, Arizona

INTRODUCTION

Western Technologies Inc. (WT) presents the results of the NESHAP asbestos survey conducted
at the above referenced Property. WT was authorized by Edward Sauceda and Ruby James with
Eloy Elementary School District to perform these services according to the scope of work under
WT’s Proposal/Agreement for Professional Services (WT Ref. No. 2188PH436), dated July 13,
2018. The asbestos survey included identifying, quantifying, mapping, and sampling suspect
asbestos containing building materials (ACBMs) following the National Emission Standards for
Hazardous Air Pollutants (NESHAP) and the Occupational Safety and Health Administration
(OSHA) protocol for the identification of ACBM prior to disturbance by planned demolitions and
renovations of the structures on the Property. The scope of work included the roof systems and
exterior wall components of eleven structures that may be disturbed by the planned renovation.

BUILDING DESCRIPTIONS

The EPA requires each structure to be inspected and sampled for asbestos independent of other
structures. The EPA identifies a structure based on its footprint not the roofline. Eight of the
structures located on this campus are separated by a breezeway and share the same roofline.
Therefore, WT has conducted the asbestos inspection independent for each structure based on
the footprint for walls but has determined the roofs to be homogeneous.

Building ID on WT Figure A — Labels given to the 11 buildings on Figure A, attached to this report.

Building ID on RPA Plans — Labels given to the 11 buildings on plans by Robert Polcar Architects,
Inc (RPA) for Campus Roof Restorations and Building Weatherization, Project No. 110411103-
9999-008-BRG, dated 08/XX/2018.
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Page 2

Building Use — The observed use of the 11 buildings during the inspection.

Building ID on Building ID on RPA Plans Building Use
WT Figure A
Building 5 Building “H” Administration Offices
Building 6 Building “A” (west of breezeway) | Classrooms 5, 6, 7, and Restrooms
Building 7 Building “A” (east of breezeway) | Classrooms 1, 2, 3, and 4
Building 8 Building “B” (west of breezeway) | Classrooms 12, 13, 14, and Restrooms
Building 9 Building “B” (east of breezeway) | Classrooms 8,9, 10, and 11
Building 10 Building “C” (west of breezeway) | Classrooms 19, 20, 21, and Restrooms
Building 11 Building “C” (east of breezeway) | Classrooms 15, 16, 17, and 18
Building 12 Building “D” (west of breezeway) | Classrooms 24, 25, 26, and Restrooms
Building 13 Building “D” (east of breezeway) Classroo’ms 22 and 23, Library, and
Teacher’s Lounge
Building 14 Building “F” Cafeteria, Kitchen, and Restrooms
Gymnasium Building “G” Gymnasium and Restrooms
ASBESTOS SURVEY

Alexander Smith and Theodore Stude, EPA accredited asbestos inspectors with WT, conducted
the survey August 6, 2018. The Property included eleven buildings. The survey was limited to the
roofs and exterior walls of eleven buildings on the Property as mentioned above in the scope of
the project.

Vicky L. Aviles, EPA accredited asbestos inspector with WT, revisited the site September 18,
2019. During the initial survey, WT was not informed the project included collecting samples of
the expansion joints in the masonry walls. Our scope of work did include collecting samples of
window sealants but our inspector’s misinterpreted that task as referring to window glaze.
Therefore, samples of these materials were collected and sampled for asbestos. WT prepared an
aerial photograph, which is included at the end of this report (Figure A), to identify the buildings
that were surveyed. An aerial photograph was also prepared for each of the buildings on the
Property that were included in the survey depicted on Figures 1 through 11 in Appendix A
through K of this report.

Building 5 (RPA Building H)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
concrete masonry unit exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was
approximately 2,700 square feet. There were two breezeways to the west of the building.

WT collected 18 samples of 6 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
to include: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block and
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Eloy Elementary School District September 24, 2019
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mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, none were identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 1 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix A of this report.

Building 6 (RPA Building A)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
concrete masonry unit exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was
approximately 4,320 square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 7 (RPA Building A)
with a breezeway between the two buildings.

WT collected 18 samples of 6 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
that included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 2 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix B of this report.

Building 7 (RPA Building A)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,750
square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 6 (RPA Building A) with a breezeway
between the two buildings.

WT collected 12 samples of 4 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 3 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix C of this report.

Building 8 (RPA Building B)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,320
square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 9 (RPA Building B) with a breezeway
between the two buildings.
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WT collected 18 samples of 6 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 4 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix D of this report.

Building 9 (RPA Building B)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,750
square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 8 (RPA Building B) with a breezeway
between the two buildings.

WT collected 15 samples of 5 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 5 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix E of this report.

Building 10 (RPA Building C)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a metal roof and wood framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,320
square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 11 (RPA Building C) with a breezeway
between the two buildings.

WT collected 18 samples of 6 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 6 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix F of this report.
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Building 11 (RPA Building C)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,750
square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 10 (RPA Building C) with a breezeway
between the two buildings.

WT collected 15 samples of 5 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
materials which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant,
and block and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring
from the corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by
laboratory analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of
suspect material samples collected, review Table 7 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey
Sample Logs located in Appendix G of this report.

Building 12 (RPA Building D)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,320
square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 13 (RPA Building D) with a breezeway
between the two buildings.

WT collected 21 samples of 7 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 8 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix H of this report.

Building 13 (RPA Building D)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
concrete masonry unit exterior walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was
approximately 4,750 square feet. The building had a shared roof with Building 12 (RPA Building
D) with a breezeway between the two buildings.

WT collected 15 samples of 5 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, one was identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
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WT Job No. 2188JH269 Page 6

samples collected, review Table 9 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located in
Appendix | of this report.

Building 14 (RPA Building F)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry exterior walls, on a concrete slab. The area of the building was approximately 5,970
square feet.

WT collected 21 samples of 7 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, none were identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 11 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located
in Appendix K of this report.

Gymnasium (RPA Building G)

General construction of the exterior of the building consisted of a wooden roof deck and framing,
masonry walls, on a concrete floor slab. The area of the building was approximately 4,380 square
feet.

WT collected 24 samples of 8 suspect homogeneous materials from the exterior of the building
which included: roof systems (asphalt shingle, felt, rolled asphalt, penetration sealant, and block
and mortar wall materials. Sample collection locations were determined by measuring from the
corners of the functional spaces. Of the materials sampled, none were identified by laboratory
analysis to contain greater than one-percent asbestos by weight. For a record of suspect material
samples collected, review Table 13 and/or the inspector’s Asbestos Survey Sample Logs located
in Appendix M of this report.

Buildings 6 through 14 and G

WT collected 20 samples of expansion joint material from masonry walls and 20 samples of
window and door sealants (between frames and masonry) from these buildings. Of the 40
samples collected, 4 sealant samples were analyzed to contain 1-2% asbestos. Due to the
extreme cost to sample every door and window, WT has assumed the sealant on all structures to
be asbestos containing.
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Fiberquant Analytical Services (Fiberquant) analyzed the material samples. Fiberquant is an
NVLAP-accredited laboratory located in Phoenix, Arizona. Single layer sample analysis was
performed in accordance with the EPA’s recommended Interim Method 600/R-93/116 for the
determination of asbestos in bulk sampling using Polarized Light Microscopy (PLM) with

dispersion staining and asbestos analysis via Polarized Microscopy, Qualitative.

SUMMARY OF ASBESTOS CONTAINING BUILDING MATERIALS

Building 6 (RPA Building A)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 7 (RPA Building A)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 8 (RPA Building B)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 9 (RPA Building B)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 10 (RPA Building C)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 11 (RPA Building C)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 12 (RPA Building D)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building 13 (RPA Building D)
Sealant for Roof Penetrations, approximately 10 square feet
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.

Building G (Gymnasium)
Window/Door Sealant, ~5.4 s.f.
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OCCUPATIONAL SAFETY AND HEALTH ADMINISTRATION (OSHA) CLASSIFICATION & NESHAP
CATEGORY FOR ABATEMENT

The following paragraphs are based on our understanding of the current regulations as
interpreted by our local regulators at the time of preparation of this report. The following
provides classifications and categories used to describe the regulatory requirements for the
planned abatement of homogeneous materials. The OSHA classifications provide details for the
personal protective equipment and engineering controls needed for abatement of these
materials. The Maricopa County NESHAP requires 10-day notification with associated fees prior
to the disturbance of regulated asbestos containing materials that quantify 160 square feet
and/or 260 linear feet or greater than or equal to 35 cubic feet. Removal methods selected by
the Owner can result in variances to the following:

Roof Penetration Sealant

The asbestos containing roof sealant is a non-friable material that appeared in good condition at

the time of the inspection. Removal of the roof sealant is deregulated by OSHA and categorized
by NESHAP as Category Il, non-friable. These materials will not become friable during removal
and do not trigger a NESHAP notification.

Sealant (around Window and Door Frames)

The asbestos containing window and doorframe sealant is considered by EPA as miscellaneous,
non-friable asbestos containing material. Asbestos containing window and door frame sealant is
classified by OSHA as Class Il work, non-friable. The asbestos containing window and doorframe
sealant is categorized by the NESHAP as Category Il, non-friable.

RECOMMENDATIONS

The following recommendations are based on WT’s opinion and/or observations, and our
understanding to the applicable Federal, State and Local regulations for asbestos.

The door and window frame sealant is very thin applications and very tightly bound and painted
over. These materials present no exposure concern unless the windows and doorframes are to
be removed. Due to the matrix of this sealant material it is unlikely an exposure concern would
even exist during removal of these components. If the door and window frames are scheduled to
be removed — persons who have received asbestos training as per the EPA and OSHA regulations
should conduct these services. Note: It appears wood panels have been placed over exterior
window walls in most of these structures. WT did not remove these panels to verify but believe
this to be the case.
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LIMITATIONS

Conditions can exist within structures and below the ground surface that are not apparent
visually or disclosed by sampling data. This study is limited to the conditions expressly disclosed
in this report, and it does not represent the assessment or absence of any other conditions on or
affecting the Property. WT’s findings are based on the assumption that the sampling locations,
and the resulting data, are representative of assessed conditions. WT’s interpretation, discussion
and opinions of the results obtained from the referenced methods, observed conditions, and
tested samples are applicable only to the specifically tested locations at the times stated herein.

The regulatory standards referenced in this report are based on our knowledge of applicable
regulatory standards in effect at the time the work was performed. WT cannot anticipate
potential future changes to regulatory standards by appropriate governmental agencies.

This asbestos inspection report is not intended to be used as design for abatement activities. It
is prepared to identify locations and other specific information regarding the asbestos containing
building materials identified at the time of the inspection under our specific scope of work tasks.

Potential damage caused to the structure(s) during the inspection was described in our proposal,
accepted and acknowledged by acceptance of the proposal by the Owner, and is unavoidable
when conducting asbestos surveys.

WT has performed our services in accordance with our contract with our Client, utilizing the
ordinary degree of skill and care practiced by other firms providing similar services in the locality
of the site. No other warranty or representation expressed, or implied, is made.

CLOSURE

Thank you for the opportunity to provide services for this project. Please review the initial report
prepared in 2018 to see all support data generated at that time. Please call our office if you have
any questions concerning the inspection, the report, or to provide a quotation for additional
consulting services at (602) 437-3737.

Sincerely,

WESTERN TECHNOLOGIES INC.

Environmental Services

(’%\{4@

/
-

Vicky L. Aviles, AEP, CIAQM
Environmental Project Manager/Principal
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Attachment: Figure A: 2018 Aerial Photograph
Table 1: Summary of Homogeneous Materials by Functional Space
Asbestos Survey Sample Logs, Chain-of-Custody, Laboratory Report
Inspector’s Certification and Photographic Log
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FIGURE A — 2018 AERIAL PHOTOGRAPH

ELOY ELEMENTARY SCHOOL
1000 NORTH CURIEL STREET
ELOY, ARIZONA
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TABLE 1
SUMMARY OF HOMOGENEOUS MATERIALS BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE
ELOY SCHOOL DISTRICT

PROJECT: SITE ID: Buildings 4-14 | FRIABLE/ |PROJECT NO: 2188JH269
NESHAP Asbestos Survey (Follow up) and G NON
Curiel Primary School FRIABLE
1000 North Curiel Street
Eloy, Arizona
HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL NUMBER | MATERIAL DESCRIPTION | FUNCTIONAL SPACE F/NF M'L\T:(EPRE'A" S(;T:T ACBM
C-M-10A1-1, 10A2-2, 10A3-3, 10A4-4, 10A5-5, Around Window and Door
10A6-6, 10A7-7, 10A8-8, 10A9-9, 10A10-10, Frames. and Exerior
10A11-11, 10A12-12, 10A13-13, 10A14- Sealant Wood P;nel Covering NE Misc 54 YES
14,10A15-15, 10A16-16, 10A17-17, 10A18-18, Windows
10A19-19, 10A20-20
C-M-10B1-1, 10B2-2, 10B3-3, 10B4-4, 10B5-5,
10B6-6, 10B7-7, 10B8-8, 10B9-9, 10B10-10,
10B11-11, 10B12-12, 10B13-13, 10B14- Expansion Joints Exterior Masonry Walls NF Misc 48 NO
14,10B15-15, 10B16-16, 10B17-17, 10B18-18,
10B19-19, 10B20-20

Western Technologies Inc.
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ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

PageLofﬁ/c/

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

Lur/onzy b -7 +C

C-p7- 0 3

s ~ 548

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):
ke P
: TOTAL QUANTITY; _
SAMPLE NUMBER: Q Lo ful

LF:

Sequential # i / 2- 2 3= 3
Location/FS B[d/‘f ; % ? KQK\' (0
- N NE Q@NE NV NE
Sample Origin W @ SW SE sw D
E/W Location Qs ) D/~ "’ZO ¢
N/S Location - = "é

Height A Floor

Yo

AN

Component w; /) Lw/{g@[ [U;/LCZV@‘)
Friable YesCNe) Yes @ Yes o)
Go Saod > @
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
Accessibilit Rare Rore Hipe
/ _QEWS ORM>
General General General
Activity Level (M H /DM H CPM H

Disturbance

aﬂ PD PSD

@ PD PSD

<P PD PSD

Potential ,
o .
% ASBESTOS / 2 j !\ I
TYPE ASBESTOS — |

NOTES

Soelipnit- Wit
@/WJ, W ‘7/

pat o

CLL‘/WD

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020
O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October S, 2019
O ‘Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101,

/) /i

piration November 2, 2019

/]

I Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

C John Holmquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June S, 2020
[ Kambray Townsend, TAl, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE: M /M%

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks:

The p
laboratery
ND = No asbestos detected.

Fénd‘/ype asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81wWTI
111014
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ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

Pageéof&@. /%

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

Bl &~/ + G

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL:

Jé{/ﬂw/z

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUMBER:

41/77— SO L5

2

TOTAL QUANTITY:

LE:

SF:
&- &

Sequential # ?/ 7 5 S
Location/FS g%ﬁ é ﬂ/ﬂ%f“ ﬂ(/{f OD
B N IE N NE NV NE
Sample Origin . N 0 €5
E/W Location Q%) QQX /U . ‘)23//&)
N/S Location o N=a o
[ e/
Height A Floor qé//)/ i’ ?1 | 2/
Component 7 v M45/ﬂ) dﬂé{/l/ﬂ//)
Friable Yes oy Yes a0 Yes<Nd
ood — G GoSd>
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
Accessibility Rare Rare Rare
__ O B ravity
General General General
Activity Level CL-M H CasM H M H

Disturbance

é\l PD PSD

gﬁ PD PSD

WPD PSD

Potential
% ASBESTOS Zo lo [
TYPE ASBESTOS \)M \«WLL /\) \ )

NOTES

Srulan o AT

WJ«’M ots
W/(/QM

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI 1D No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019

O ‘Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G91017

piration November 2, 2019

7

[ Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

[ John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAl, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
C Kambray Townsend, TAl, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

A A
SIGNATURE: % W

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks:

laboratory report.
ND = No asbestos detected.

The peée(t e}nd type asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
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Inspections

Geotechnical Western
Environmental Technologies Inc.
The Quality People

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

Materials Since 1955
wt-us.com
CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District PROJECT NO: 2188JH269 3 /
Page of Z é
SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ SAMPLED SITE:

Aecly 6-49 ¥ C

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: JL
u«,é(//»

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

Height » Floor

ql

4

il

Component wm[lﬂd i (/ﬂ? [}J/W
Friable Ye@y Yes @ Yes @
@ Godd" od
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
e Rare > Rare > Rare
Accessibility (ﬁ 0&M SR
General _General _General

Activity Level

\[L)MH

C‘EMH

Disturbance

@4 PD PSD

CL)/N PD PSD

Potential

o0
% ASBESTOS \ \3’“ L lo
TYPE ASBESTOS >V — - O\W

o)

SAMPLE NUMBER: ; TOTAL QUANTITY:
106 SF: A SV% LF:

Sequential # "1? _ l g 8 glq NOTES
Location/FS ]?/14 ? Z/{/g /Z/[/&ZO

. T NE NG NE [T NwWQE)
Sample Origin swCsNB sw@ N SW SE WU o
E/W Location w U ‘|~ w0 Y oid
N/S Location /@ ,_9. M

o/
OJWWZZS A, W

peh

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCRE&ITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020
O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October S, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAl, ID No. G9101, Ex;?ﬂuon NoWber 2,2019

[ Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644~5368-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
] Kambray Townsend, TAl, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

laboratory report.
ND = No asbestos detected.

SIGNATURE: 4% V84 DATE: September 18, 2019
Remarks: The per\c/eré and type asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
111014




Inspections The Quality People
Materials Since 1955

wt-us.com

Geotechnical Western
Environmental @ Technologies Inc.

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269 ‘ r
Page of % /

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

R, VAR VA&

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):
(s

SAMPLE NUMBER: TOTAL QUANTITY:
C 71 /()/3 SF:f‘/f‘@ LF:

Sequential # 1) - /©]} §7 - (2 NOTES

Location/FS B/dj /D /3141‘1

Pids 1/

NW NE NE
Sample Origin W

s@ SW SE

ST bt acdn

E/W Location /6,\ IL/ é’

N

N/S Location l-/} FT,L) ’6

| olar
5 W“/ '

7 I
Height ” Floor q‘ Ll

Q o A/JUV( 0”7‘%

Component ’ WU‘- %

Friable Yes b Yes @

Lwn e
&

G@ (6dod

- |
(Gobd

Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
Accessibility i Rage Hare
QBM RV
General General General
ivi ( b M H M H
Activity Level @ M \C) 6
Listerbarice LN PD PSD M PD PSD PD PSD
Potential

% ASBESTOS 2 ~ ijb

TYPE ASBESTOS C)\U,\jn’_\ Iy‘ }-)N\?) .

proo—

) INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101, Expiration November 2, 2019

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020 [0 Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019
O Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
O Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE: %/ A// /ZDZZ{;

DATE: September 18, 2019

laboratory féport.
ND = No asbestos detected.

Remarks: The percenﬂt e asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
111014




Geotechnical
Environmental

Technologies Inc.

Q=

Inspections The Quality People ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG
Materials Since 1955
wt-us.com
CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District PROIJECT NO: 2188JH269 5 4 / ‘
Page “ of ([
SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ SAMPLED SITE:

[lels, 6-17+ &

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL:

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

: TOTAL QUANTITY,
SAMPLE NUMgR. /0 6 . w& 7(_)%&-}7
Sequential # jq - /(/ #5« /¢ NOTES
s %/a RN
Sample Origin ) > :: W Q/(,duuy(
E/W Location 1 2 L’ [ ? {U-) ar Z[A,é’, v
N/S Location Loy -6* =t LUW . W

Height  Floor

’1 i

T

Component (/}); 7\,6(1]‘“ | o IA.) L‘WJ’) WZ’{ /ﬂ

Friable Yes T@ Yes (9 .Yesp(@o
G@ G@i '@od

Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged

Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.

None None None

Accessibility Rake gara
erferal General General

2 lis 4

e e RN

Potential L;\llg PD PSD M,@DPD PSD | LIWPD PSD

% ASBESTOS v\\\ N\

TYPE ASBESTOS WV 4+— B

2

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAl), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019

O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101, Explratl nNovem

2 2019

[ Theodore Stude, TAl, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
[0 Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE:

4 /17% / /W DATE: September 18, 2019

The percent'and tyge a estos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

Remarks:

laboratory repor¥/
ND =No a

os detected.

©81WTI
111014




Geotechnical Western
Environmental
Inspections

Materials E Since 1955

wt-us.com

Technologies Inc.
The Quality People

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

vege (o o120 /S

‘ SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel St

reet, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

é%%w-é*/é/“& &

‘ HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):
SAMPLE NUMBER: TOTAL QUANTITY: 4/(
7
C)'//V\’ [OB sk 5y LF:
Sequential # [é - Y 17 /7 78' Bys. NOTES
Location/FS //M /3 A//{f /Y /}/%/V
3 KV NE N QW) NE M

Sample Origin &) sE SWéED . SW SE W )
E/W Location 2L ’Z; 4//? (lJ o ZTI&) W
N/S Location /@' &y oo MW/
Height ~ Floor /\1 4 (‘{/ 6 ; pm,l/
Component W ;u(,[w M M(j&/
Friable Yes @ Yes @ Yes @ e

Eodi P77 b
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged

Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.

None None None
Accessibility %% %ﬁ—

eneral General General
Activity Level @M H AMH & M H
Disturbance
Potential /N PD PSD QU PD PSD QN PD PSD
% ASBESTOS k \\\

————

TYPE ASBESTOS IUV'

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020
O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. GSlOl,nExpiration November 2, 2019

O Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAl, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
[J Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

PR/ F
SIGNATURE: % 5j //7,%

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks:
laboratory report.
ND = No asbestos detected.

The é};/ent and jype asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
111014




Geotechnical
Environmental
Inspections

Materials

Technologies Inc.

The Quality People

@Western

Since 1955

wt-us.com

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

Page-j_ofﬁ/yl
SAMPLEDEZW é ] /L-/ d/@

HOMOGENEOU

0

S MATERIAL:

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUMBER: TOTAL QUANTW
C- 005 7Y%
Sequential # 1977 [2©-20 |3- , NOTES
Location/F$ Nk /A nihel |
e -
Sample Origin d\l;\v%‘jfv '\Sla w I\Slw 2EE
E/W Location 20 /F) ‘ MJW
: i ‘
N/S Location ,)) S) 4,3 U

Height ” Floor

L((

Y/

/

\

N
/

Component M /M Wﬂ( p
Friable Yes @ Yes NaJ Yes/No
@g/(x{ @ Good
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. D
None None Ngne
o Bare Bare)- are
Accessibility OZM Y &M
General General Genweral
Activity Level UM H Um H LM )1
Disturbance
S eitaritia Qﬁ PD PSD |[<CZN PD PSD | UN PD<PSD
% ASBESTOS } (h S
) 7
TYPE ASBESTOS N \//L

(‘\

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREbITATlON NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAl), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020
O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October S, 2019
O Alex Smith, TA, ID No. GQlOi?lratlon November 2, 2019

[ Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644—5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
[0 Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE: 4/ / \ W &

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks:

The per‘se‘ﬁt a d pe asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the
laboratory report.

ND = No asbestos detected.

©81WTI
111014




Geotechnical Western
Environmental Technologies Inc.
Inspections The Quality People
Materials Since 1955
wt-us.com

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269 /
Page é o]

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

Bty C-/7 ¥ C

E/W Location /12 ) OLS’/A)

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):
é:)( PWW T\\/am_,p?
SAMPLE NUMBER: TOTAL QUANTITY:
C '/77’/ d/@ SF: //ﬂ' LF:
Sequential # 1- [ |2- 3. 5, NOTES
Location/FS ‘M 7 /M 7 @
- - Ny EED NW NE Nw KD |
ample Origin Y. DM
SW SE SW SED SW SE 44// (/%é(

s

N/S Location /Q

T

7 /9 e 7
Height » Floor D& q QD

At

Component [/UM&

E—

1
\
Friable Yes @ Yes@o’ Yes@
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
A ibilit Rare Rare Rare
ceesgRiy Leravg &M O§’W
General General General
Activity Level M H CM H A5M H
Disturbance
Potential L,&L—PD PSD L@D PSD ﬁ PD PSD

% ASBESTOS L

N
TYPE ASBESTOS [U\ A —

N

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI 1D No. G9Q28, Expiration October 5, 2019
0 Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101, Expirati ovember 2, 2019

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAl), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020 [ Theodore Stude, TAl, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

C John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019
[J Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
[ Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

ya /Y
;

SIGNATURE:/M//\ /W

DATE: September 18, 2019

laboratory repbrt.
ND = No asbestos detected.

Remarks: Th{@pe{t ar?’(ype asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81wWTI
111014




Geotechnical Western
Environmental Technologies Inc.
Inspections The Quality People
Materials Since 1955
wt-us.com

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188)H269 2 é’ /(/
Page gaf :

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLEM ~ /é/n,(/ 6\1

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: - LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):
o Tl
Eypanyisn I
SAMPLE NUMBER: TOTAL QUANTITY:

C,/n«/o%l

C/@ LF:

Sequential # é/ — ‘f

SF:
6 é NOTES

Location/FS fbld)q (0 Beéhb/

/%4; 5/

N NE N\//u

Sample Origin SW@ 3w SE

E/W Location A /3 7'1() 5 '

swg(\é_) I /2 (P

N/S Location o O

=

Height A Floor (/J ' . i(f u

q /

Component \})w I})M

N

Friable Yes @ Yes Yes @
G | & | e
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
Accessibility O&M EM e
General General General
Activity Level TDM H (2mH @M H
Disturbance
Potential /{/5 PD PSD MJ PD PSD @PD PSD
% ASBESTOS | Y\
) —
TYPE ASBESTOS /U .

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020 [0 Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October S, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101, Explrat n NovemberZ 2019

O John Holmquist, TAI, ID No, G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019
O Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
[0 Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE: (/ M//\ //U /’7 /Z,;

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks: The percerL/ype sbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the
ort

laboratory
ND = No asbestos detected.

©81WTI
111014




Geotechnical
Cnvironmental
Inspections

Materials

Technologies Inc.

The Quality People

@Western

Since 1955

wt-us.com

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

vese [Cot2 17

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL:

EXPAN ST

onts

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUMBER:

-/ 0A

TOTAL QUANTI

UBT

2

Sequential # '7 ‘7 g -8 ? @
Location/FS CZK B[dj q /3%[6
N @UONE NW e D )
Sample Drigln SW SE SW SE SW SE
E/W Location /ﬁ/[ qlﬁ) /2 'A)
N/S Location - - &

Height A Floor

&’
yd|

=

24"

Component LUW
Friable Yes l\é) Yes @ Yes @_Q\)
Good Ghod > CGood
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
Accessibility Rare Rawe il
OaM > | <oaip
General General General
Activity Level Q/M H COM H M H
-
Disturbance N
Potential m PD PSD CT_?N PD PSD QN)PD PSD
% ASBESTOS /{ Y’\\
TYPE ASBESTOS /V \V)

NOTES

L CMA

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019
O ‘Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. Ggf‘l Expiration Nov7ber2 2019

C Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAl, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
' Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE:

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks: # / nd
ratory report.

nt and type asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

ND = No asbestos detected.

©81WTI
111014




Inspections The Quality People
Materials Since 1955

Geotechnical Western
Environmental @ Technologies Inc.

wt-us.com

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

-

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

Ll Ay A

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL: .
£y Nansion

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUMBER:

LY

TOTAL QUANTITY:

SF: L/@

LF:

Sequential # 1[0 - (O 1,’ /l 12 - /L
Location/FS ﬁ/ééi/ D B(&\y | B/ds H

: NE
Sample Origin @SEE tw §E§ SE
E/W Location 4/! S’/é'

N/S Location

)SE
=

=

Height » Floor

_/ZH

L5

<
(L
[$ud

[z
A

by

(ET
' []

(o]
d

Component b/{)\,{J
Friable Yes Mo Yes( NR
Gosd
Condition aged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
e Rare ) W CRare
Accessibility 5E&M \O&Nr-)
General General aneral

Activity Level

5MH

o

Disturbance

é& PD PSD

}@ PD PSD

@ PD PSD

Potential

% ASBESTOS A T\
)

TYPE ASBESTOS / Y

NOTES

o Cte P

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020
O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019

O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101, Expiratigh November 2, 2019

Y
/ // 7 . //7

O Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Jason Criss, TAl, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiratién June 5, 2020
[0 Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE:

AN [

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks:

laboratory r ‘po
ND = No asbestos detected.

S

e
The percent and t pejb%os are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
111014




Inspections The Quality People
Materials Since 1955
wt-us.com

Geotechnical Western
Environmental @ Technologies Inc.

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

i ppns o Joual s

Pageéof
SAMPLED SITE
VLA 0% G- /Y L

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL:

C-M-/OA

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUMBER:

TOTAL QUANTITY:

SE: L/CW LF:

Sequential # 13 ~13 lé/ ,/y 15 -/ NOTES
Location/FS EM /Z/ E///g /Z B/A /3

o NV NE NW NE
Sample Origin @SE o @) , @SE
E/W Location o /‘/ ﬁ Py /‘_ZJ ) v ) . (/
N/S Location ey i & [//L C)g(/ (/

‘/’ 24"

Height A Floor

[l

Y

Component w M U M
Friable Yes @ Yes Qo) Yes %3

_ oot Good>- €ood
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.

None None None

e R R Rare

Accessibility hﬁb are ar

General General éeneral

Cowm €wm H

Activity Level

DwmH

Disturbance

@\1 PD PSD | G D PsD

QN PD PSD

Potential
% ASBESTOS Y V{\
TYPE ASBESTOS NN _1—

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAl), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020

[0 Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101, Expiration November 2, 2019

O Theodore Stude, TAl, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

O John Holmaquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019
O Jason Criss, TAl, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
[0 Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

SIGNATURE:

DATE: September 18, 2019

Remarks: The per¢e j
laboratory report.

ND = No asbestos detected.

ang type asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
111014




Inspections
Materials Since 1955
wt-us.com

Geotechnical Western
Environmental Technologies Inc.
The Quality People

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269 @—
Page Zﬁ of . / C/

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

/%/@ G- e

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL:

ﬂMﬂthnw

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUMBER:

TOTAL QUANTITY:

SF: ‘/A@ LF:

Sequential # /b //(a

A7-17

ﬁ ! /f NOTES

Location/FS 2/44 /3

Bty 14

Y Yol

E/W Location v 16 B ~ [2°0)
N/S Location - 4’?/‘9 & VV' éﬂ /V(/L'(
Height A Floor 24 “ [ 2 a

Component

Friable Yes @)

Yes @

&Goed” &ood _Good>
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam.
None None None
Accessibility Rare Bate Rdre
CORM- _O&N— e} 7D
general General General
P
Activity Level (M H OM H TM™ H
Disturbance L~
Bt @A Po psD | g PD PsD CUN PD PSD
% ASBESTOS \ “\ -
N —— |
TYPE ASBESTOS
INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAI), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020 O Theodore Stude, TAI, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020
O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. G9101,)Exp|rat|on November 2,2019

O John Holmquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019
0 Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060519, Expiration June 5, 2020
O Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

/)
SIGNATURE: /[/'7 W

DATE: September 18, 2019

laboratory report.
ND = No asbestos detected.

Remarks: Thé/rcen nd type asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the

©81WTI
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Inspections
Materials

2

Since 1955
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Western
Technologies Inc.
The Quality People

ASBESTOS SURVEY SAMPLE LOG

CLIENT: Eloy Elementary School District

PROJECT NO: 2188JH269

SITE ADDRESS: 1000 North Curiel Street, Eloy, AZ

SAMPLED SITE:

Dldgo lo- /Lt &

HOMOGENEOUS MATERIAL:

L) peensia Zﬂf/

LOCATION BY FUNCTIONAL SPACE (FS):

SAMPLE NUM

Cp1-/8/

TOTAL QUANTITY:

é/ LF:

Sequential # 19 /9 |20-29 |3. NOTES
Location/FS //&/f é g/&@ G? 7
Sample Origin @ NE il NVQ NE

SW SE

sw e}

SW “SE

E/W Location

~RE

1¢ L)

/

N/S Location

el

2

Height * Floor

¢/

L/’

L
Component / ﬂ [/ /} /
LAl LW/,
Friable Yes (@ Yes CI‘NQ Yes(No
@ Godd Godd
Condition Damaged Damaged Damaged
Sig. Dam. Sig. Dam. Sig. Pam
None None None
ity Rar:
Accessibility O&M ORM 0
General General Geferal
Activity Level @M H M H L l\\?rH

Disturbance

9N> PD PSD

@\1 PD PSD

L/N PD/¥?SD

Potential .
% ASBESTOS \k \’“ K
—
7 )
TYPE ASBESTOS MY 4

INSPECTOR(S) / ACCREDITATION NO.

X Vicky Aviles, The Asbestos Institute (TAl), G9946, Expiration May 4, 2020

O Theodore Stude, TAl, ID No. G9766, Expiration April 5, 2020

D o T

O Matthew Steinhoff, TAI ID No. G9028, Expiration October 5, 2019
O Alex Smith, TAI, ID No. 69101 Expiratibn November 2, 2019

SIGNATURE: W\ /M/

Remarks: The qé;o./nt an type asbestos are entered upon completion of laboratory analysis. The date of analysis is available on the
laboratory report.

ND = No asbestos detected.

[ John Holmquist, TAI, ID No. G9104, Expiration November 2, 2019
[0 Jason Criss, TAI, ID No. ON-4644-5308-060§19, Expiration June 5, 2020
[0 Kambray Townsend, TAI, ID No. H1181, Expiration September 11, 2020

DATE: September 18, 2019
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FIBERQUANT _/Z

Polarized Light Microscope (PLM) Analysis for Asbestos in Bulk Sample

JobNumber: } 201909056 }

Client:
PHOENIX, AZ 85040-2966 (o # (3 2/ f g J H
Office Phone: (602) 437-3737 i’ ()W\q_,d W7 I ¢ w
FAX: (602) 470-1341
# Samples: 20 PLM Rec: 9/19/2019 Method: EPA 600/R-93/116 The "New" Method; see below
Client Job: 2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St PO Number:
Report Date: 9/23/2019 Date Analyzed: 9/23/2019 Routing Number: -
Method and Analysis Information: Fiberquant Internal SOP: PLMn

Each bulk sample is first dissected under a 7-30x magnification stereo-microscope. This examination is used to determine the general type of sample,
how many and what type of layers it has, and initial estimates of fiber types and quantities. Second, liquid media mounts are made of each layer -
such mounts may be of selected fibers (used solely for identification purposes) or may be representative of the layer as a whole (used for quantitation
purposes). The mounts may be made in a synthetic Canadian balsam, one of several solvents, or in refractive index oils (media of known refractive
index). Generally, a variety of different mounts are made: some optimized for fiber visibility, some optimized for fiber identification, and some
optimized for fiber quantitation. The mounted slides are then examined at 50-400x magnification on a Nikon Labphot-pol microscope. Optical
characteristics are used to identify each observed fiber type; the optical data are contained for each sample on its detail analysis sheet, attached.

Current EPA and NESHAP regulations designate a result of <1 % asbestos as "negative" or "non-regulated"and >1 % asbestos as "positive" or
"regulated." Samples containing layers that have been determined to be "positive" may have to be handled differently during a renovation or
demolition than samples whose layers have been determined to be "negative." OSHA under CFR 1926.1101 regulates work done involving any
detectable concentration of asbestos.

The method of fiber identification and quantitation is the “Standard Operating Procedures for the Analysis of Asbestos in Bulk Samples using Polarized
Light Microscopy”, Chapter 7 of the Quality Assurance and Management Manual. This SOP and its associated reporting have been designed to satisfy
all requirements in both EPA Method 600/M4-82-020 (The Interim Method) and EPA Method 600/R-93/116 (The New Method). The Interim Method is
the required method for AHERA (US EPA 40 CFR Pt. 763), but this method calls for the reporting of composited results of multi-layered samples that is
no longer an acceptable reporting practice in most circumstances. Current EPA rules, such as NESHAP (US EPA 40 CFR Pt. 61), as well as NVLAP
accreditation policies, call for separate reporting for each layer of multi-layered samples. The New Method contains the same procedures for
identification and quantification of asbestos as does the Interim Method, except that multi-layered samples are reported to comply with the latest US
EPA rule. Fiberquant not only reports the asbestos content of each layer of multi-layered samples separately (satisfying current EPA and NVLAP
reporting requirements), but Fiberquant also reports what percentage of the sample each layer comprises. Therefore, the results may be
arithmetically composited to satisfy the reporting requirements of the Interim Method. The method of fiber quantitation is an estimation technigue in
which the analysts quantitation is routinely calibrated by reference quantitation standards, and which has been shown to be equivalent in precision
and accuracy to point counting. Friability is estimated for the purposes of deciding when to point count. Friabilities determined in the field take
precedence over those determined in the laboratory. Those sample layers which are friable and estimated by the analyst to contain <= 1% asbestos
are point counted using 400 points. Such point counting is required by NESHAP (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Polutants, Nov. 1990)
in order to rely on analytical results that are < 1%. The coefficient of variation for the estimation quantitation technique is 100% in the range 0-5%.
This means that PLM analysis is not capable of conclusively determining whether a layer containing close to 1% asbestos is actually "positive" or
"negative". For this reason, Fiberquant refers to results where asbestos was detected but < 1% as "borderline negative", and results where asbestos
was >1 % but <= 2% as "borderline positive" to indicate the uncertainty in assigning a "positive" or "negative" label. In the sample summary, "ND"
means that no asbestos was detected during the analysis. A "Tr" or "Trace" of asbestos reported is defined for our purposes as the detection of
several asbestos fibers during the analysis; this level would be right at the limit of detection for the method. Trace is only reported on the analysis
detail - in the summary a trace would be reported as <=1%. The limit of detection (the smallest % of asbestos that can be detected) varies greatly
depending on the matrix in which the asbestos is found. As little as 0.001% asbestos can be detected in favorable samples, while detection in
unfavorable samples may approach the detection limit of 1% stated in the method. During the analysis, the analyst, for Fiberquant identification
purposes only, determines the "apparent sample type" and "apparent layer types." It must be emphasized that these types are only what is

apparent. Often, different materials appear similar or identical after sampling, so the analyst may assign a type other than what was sampled.

Floor tiles present a special problem for PLM asbestos analysis. Floor tile can contain chrysotile fibers so thin that they cannot be resolved by optical
methods, In such a case, we may observe a percentage of asbestos which is lower than the actual percentage, or not observe asbestos at all when
some is present. For this reason, floor tiles reported as negative should be confirmed to be negative using transmission electron microscope (TEM)
analysis. Likewise, vermiculite insulation materials containing traces of asbestiform asbestos present a problem for routine PLM analysis - the
amphiboles are sometimes present in trace amounts inhomogeneously distributed. For this reason, loose vermiculite samples reported as negative
should be confirmed to contain no amphibole using hydroseparation techniques.

The samples were analyzed under the following ongoing quality assurance program: Blank samples are routinely analyzed to maintain contamination-
free materials. Each analyst has at least a bachelor's degree in physical science, and has also completed extensive training specific to asbestos
analysis for 1-3 months before being allowed to analyze client samples. Qualitative reference samples are routinely analyzed to assure that analysts

5025 S. 33rd Street Phoenix, Arizona 85040-2816 Phone: 602-276-6139 1-800-743-2687 FAX: 602-276-4558

Page 1 of 10 Fiberquant, Inc.



can identify asbestos and asbestos-look-alike fibers. Quantitative reference samples are routinely analyzed to calibrate and characterize the
estimation procedure. Microscope alignment is checked each day. Refractive index oils are calibrated at least quarterly. At least 10% of client
samples are re-analyzed from scratch by a different analyst than the original, and any discrepancies are resolved for the sample and similar sample
types before the results are reported. All quality checks performed for these samples were in control except as detailed in the "Analytical Notes"
below. All analysts participate in interlab round robins and proficiency testing to assure competence. Fiberquant is accredited by NVLAP (Lab code
#101031) for the analysis of bulk samples for asbestos using PLM. Accreditation does not imply endorsement by the EPA, any other United States
governmental agency or any private agency or association. Each lab analysis refers only to the sample tested, and may not, due to the sampling
process, be representative of the material sampled. This report may not be reproduced except in full, without the approval of Fiberquant Analytical

Services.

Some results may have been calculated using client supplied data, such as volume or area sampled, for which Fiberquant assumes no liability for accuracy.

Job Analysis Notes:

Single layer sample analysis as per client request. Any material or layer other than that indicated on the chain of custody was
not analyzed, even if a suspect material.

PLM Analysis Summary:

Sample Number

Job Number:

Lab Number

201909056

2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St

Apparent Sample Type *

Asbestos Detected Yes or No

Layer Color Apparent Layer Type * Asbestos Results

Sample # C-M-10B1-1 2019-09056- 1 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected?@
Layer # 1 tan sealant >1-2% chrysotile asbestos

Sample # C-M-10B2-2 2019-09056- 2 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B3-3 2019-09056- 3 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B4-4 2019-09056- 4 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected?@
Layer # 1 tan sealant >1-2% chrysotile asbestos

Sample # C-M-10B5-5 2019-09056- 5 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B6-6 2019-09056- 6 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B7-7 2019-09056- 7 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10B8-! 2019-09056- 8 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer #1  white sealant no asbestos detected Py

Sample # C€-M-10B9-9 2019-09056- 9 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? Yes
Layer # 1 tan sealant >1-2% chrysotile asbestos

Sample # -M- - 2019-09056- 10 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected®Yes
Layer # 1 tan sealant >1-2% chrysotile asbestos

Sample # C-M-10B11-11 2019-09056- 11 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10B12-12 2019-09056- 12 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B13-13 2019-09056- 13 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B14-14 2019-09056- 14 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B15-15 2019-09056- 15 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B16-16 2019-09056- 16 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B17-17 2019-09056- 17 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10B18-1 2019-09056- 18 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B19-19 2019-09056- 19 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10B20-20 2019-09056- 20 Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

* Apparent Sample Types and Apparent Layer Types are as they appeared to the analyst. Since many types of materials appear similar after sampling damage, the
apparent type of material may not be the actual type of material.

5025 S. 33rd Street
Page 2 of 10

Phoenix, Arizona

85040-2816

Fiberquant, Inc.

Phone: 602-276-6139

1-800-743-2687

FAX: 602-276-4558



PLM Analysis Details Job Number:

201909056 2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St

Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

An? OK
# Layers 1

9/23/2019

Lab Number 2019-09056- 1
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? Yes

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Condition: acceptable
Fibrous Solid

Sampled: 9/18/2019

[ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber 4]
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fba | Fib5 | Fibe |
[1 ] sealant [ 100 | tan I 1 [ >12% | = | 5 [ - [ - | = 1
Total % 100 overall % |  >1-2% | - | - | - [ - | -
Fiber Identification: Ichrysotile asbestos] l [ B ] [
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 chrysotile asbestos w A N N Ji + P 1.550 db/ly sb/o 1.561 [1.553
2
= .
4
5
6
Sample Analytical Note
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. J
[(sample |c-M-1082-2 Lab Number 2019-09056-2  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

r Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber 1
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fba4 | Fb5 | Fib6 |
I 1 ] sealant I 100 I white l 1 J r n.d. I S | - I - l - l = I
Total % | 100 overall % | n.d. [ - [ - | - [ - [ - ]
Fiber Identification: [none l [ | | ] J
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none
2
3
4
5 - — -
6 S—
Sample Analytical Note
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. J
[ sample |c-M-1083-3 Lab Number 2019-09056-3  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

[

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib 1 | Fib 2 [ Fib 3 [ Fib 4 | Fib 5 [ Fib6 |
] 1 l sealant I 100 [ white [ 1 | r n.d. | = | - | = [ = l = l
Total % 100 overall % | n.d. | - | - ] - [ - | - |
Fiber Identification:  [none | [ [ | [ B
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

none

GIU!-FUNHH

Sample Analytical Note

I Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
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PLM Analysis Details

Job Number:

201909056

2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St

Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

# Layers 1

Lab Number 2019-09056- 4
An? OK

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? Yes

Condition: acceptable
Fibrous Solid

I Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

]
‘ # Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1i | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
I 1 | sealant l 100 ! tan | 1 ] [ >1-2% [ - ] = 1 2 ] s [ = ]
Total % 100 overall % | >12% | - ] - | : | - | - |
Fiber Identification:  [chrysotile asbestos | [ | [ | |
Refractive Index Determinations
‘ Fibers Color | Mrph | Iso | Pleo | Bi | Elg | Ext Oil | Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
| 1 chrysotile asbestos w A N N L + P 1.550 db/ly sb/o 1,561 |1.553
2
\ 5
| 4
| 5
| 6
Sample Analytical Note
| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. |
C-M-10B5-5 Lab Number 2019-09056- 5 Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber I
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fbi | Fb2 | Fib3 | Fb4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
T sealant [100 | white | 1 [ nad. [ s | - [ - [ A | - |
Total % | 100 overall % | n.d. [ - [ - | - [ - [ - ]
Fiber Identification: \none l [ [ . l l J
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

none

thUNHH

Sample Analytical Note

[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

# Layers 1

Lab Number 2019-09056- 6
An? OK

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? No

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

I Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

]
Fib 6 ]

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib 1 | Fib 2 | Fib 3 [ Fib 4 [ Fib 5 |
N sealant [ 100 | white | 1 ] n.d. [ - | . [ = | - | - ]
Total % | 100 overall % | nd. | . I = I 3 I - | -]
Fiber Identification: [none | | | ] ] J
- Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none
2
3
4
5 - S N N
6

Sample Analytical Note

| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
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PLM Analysis Details

Jo

b Number:

201909056

2189JH

269/1000 N Curiel St

Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

Lab Number 2019-09056- 7

An? OK
# Layers 1

Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

I Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber ]

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fibs | Fibe |

r 1 sealant ] 100 ] white I i J[ n.d. l - ] = ] = ] = | = 4[

Total % 100 Overall % { n.d. [ - ] = [ E I = [ = l

Fiber Identification: Inone ] I I [ l I

Refractive Index Determinations
Fibers Color | Mrph | Iso | Pleo | Bi | Elg | Ext Oil | Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none

2
3
4
5
6

Sample Analytical Note

| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

[(sample |c-m-1088-8 Lab Number
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1

2019-09056- 8

Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

[ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber ]

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fibi | Fib2 | Fib3 | Fib4a | Fib5 | Fib6
| 1 | sealant ] 100 I white | 1 I I <=1% ] = ] - [ = I = T = ]
Total % | 100 overall % | <=1% | 2 } - I - [ - | - ]
Fiber Identification:  [celulose fiber | I [ | |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
cellulose fiber w F N N H + )

OUAuNuH

Analytical Note

L

] Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

[(sample |c-M-10B9-9 Lab Number
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1

2019-09056- 9

Asbestos Detected? Yes

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk

Condition: acceptable
Fibrous Solid

I Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

|
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib 1 | Fib 2 | Fib 3 [ Fib 4 [ Fib 5 | Fib6 |
I 1 ] sealant | 100 [ tan I 1 ] [ >1-2% I = I = | = | - [ - J
Total % 100 overall % | >1-2% | - [ - | = [ - [ - |
Fiber Identification: Ichrysotile asbestos | I [ I | ]
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
chrysotile asbestos W A N N L + P 1.550 db/ly sb/o 1.561 |1.553

U WIN|-

Sample Analytical Note

[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number:

201909056

2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St

[(sample ]c-M-108B10-10
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019
Homogeneous Yes

An? OK
# Layers 1

Lab Number 2019-09056- 10
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? Yes

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable
Fibrous Solid

:

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

]
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fibs | Fib6 |
l 1 I sealant I 100 I tan ] i ] I >1-2% I = | = | G I N | > ]
Total % | 100 overall % >1-2% | - | - | - | - [ - |
Fiber Identification: [chrysotile asbestos | [ l | | ]
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
chrysotile asbestos w A N N S + P 1.550 db/ly sb/o 1,561 [1.553

ajn|d|WIN|=

Sample Analytical Note

[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

[sample ]c-M-10B11-11

Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019
Homogeneous Yes

An? OK
# Layers 1

Lab Number 2019-09056- 11
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

I

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fb5 | Fib6 |
f 1 I sealant [ 100 ] white | 1 J ‘ n.d. I s ] - I - [ £ W - |
Total % 100 overall % | n.d. [ ¥ [ = [ - | & l = ]
Fiber Identification: [none [ [ [ [ I |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 - none - |
2
3
4
5
6 |

Sample Analytical Note

| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

[Sample |c-M-10B12-12
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019
Homogeneous Yes

An? OK
# Layers 1

Lab Number 2019-09056- 12
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

r

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib 1 | Fib 2 | Fib 3 [ Fib 4 | Fib 5 | Fib 6 ]
| 1 [ sealant [ 100 ] white [ 1 ] I n.d. I - I » [ = l £ I = J
Total % 100 overall % | n.d. [ - I B [ - [ - | - |
Fiber Identification: [none [ [ ] ] | |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

none

ajlu|d|wIN|= ‘I

ple Analytical Note

e

Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

5025 S. 33rd Street
Page 6 of 10

Phoenix, Arizona  85040-2816

Fiberquant, Inc.

Phone: 602-276-6139

1-800-743-2687

FAX: 602-276-4558



PLM Analysis Details Job Number:

201909056

2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St

[(sample ]c-M-10B13-13
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019
Homogeneous Yes

An? OK
# Layers 1

Lab Number 2019-09056- 13

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? No

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

r Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber |
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fibi | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fib5 | Fibe |
[ 1 [ sealant I 100 l white I 1 ] [ n.d. | - I = [ = I C ] = I
Total % | 100 overall% [ n.d. [ - [ - | - | - | - |
Fiber Identification: Inone ] [ [ [ ] l
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none
2
3
4
5
6
ple Analytical Note
| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. ]
[sample |c-M-10814-14 Lab Number 2019-09056- 14 ~ Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

|

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

|
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1i | Fib2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fib5 | Fib6 |
( 1 [ sealant 4[ 100 I white | 1 l r n.d. | = l L] I = I = I = ]
Total % 100 Overall % | n.d. [ 2 [ p [ - [ - [ - |
Fiber Identification: Inone I 1 | | ] l
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none -
2
3
4
5
6
Sample Analytical Note
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. l
[[sample |c-M-10B15-15 Lab Number 2019-09056- 15  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

|

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

]
# Layer Type % Color Friability |  Fib1 [ Fib2 | Fib 3 [ Fib 4 [ Fib 5 [ Fib6 |
[1 ] sealant [ 100 [ white [ 1 | n.d. [ s [ - [ = [ - | - |
Total % 100 overall % | n.d. I 5 [ = | - [ - | - |
Fiber Identification:  [none ] | [ [ [ |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
r | none
2
3
4
= — - = ’7 —
6

ple Analytical Note

Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
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PLM Analysis Details

Job Number:

201909056

2189JH

269/1000 N Curiel St

[sample ]c-M-10B16-16
Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

Lab Number 2019-09056- 16
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? No

An? OK
# Layers 1

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

W

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

]
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
[1 ] sealant T 100 [ white [ 1 ] n.d. [ E [ s [ - I - [ - |
Total % | 100 overall % | n.d. [ = [ - [ - I - [ - |
Fiber Identification: [none [ ] [ | [ J
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none
2
3
4
5
6
Sample Analytical Note
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
C-M-10B17-17 Lab Number 2019-09056- 17  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
ﬁ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber |
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fib2 | Fib 3 [ Fba | Fibs [ Fib6 |
(1 ] sealant [ 100 | white | 1 || n.d. I - [ - [ g [ : [ -]
Total % 100 Overall % n.d. [ - | - [ - | - | - ]
Fiber Identification: [none __] 1 I l J
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg I Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

_none

MWWH

Sample Analytical Note

Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

[sample |c-M-10B18-18
Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

Lab Number 2019-09056- 18
Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk
Asbestos Detected? No

An? OK
# Layers 1

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

I

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

|
# Layer Type % Color Friability |  Fib1 [ Fib 2 | Fib 3 [ Fib 4 [ Fib5 | Fib 6 ]
[ 1 l sealant ] 100 ] white l 1 J I n.d. J = I " —[ = l = l ol ]
Total % | 100 overall % | n.d. | = | E 1 = [ - [ - ]
Fiber Identification:  [none | [ [ | | |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

none

an|d|WIN|I=

Sample Analytical Note

Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

5025 S. 33rd Street
Page 8 of 10

Phoenix, Arizona  85040-2816

Phone: 602-276-6139

Fiberquant, Inc.

1-800-743-2687

FAX: 602-276-4558



PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909056 2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St
[[sample |c-M-10B19-19 Lab Number 2019-09056- 19 ~ Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
]7 Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber J
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
] 1 I sealant ] 100 l white I 1 I r n.d. | = l = l = I - ] = J
Total % 100 overall% | n.d. [ - [ - | - [ - [ - |
Fiber Identification: [none l ] [ [ | |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none
2
3
4
5
6
ple Analytical Note
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
[(sample |c-M-10820-20 Lab Number 2019-09056- 20 ~ Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber I
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fib2 | Fb3 | Fb4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
L2 sealant [100 | white | 1 ][ nd [ - [ - [ - [ - [ -]
Total % 100 overall % | n.d. | 7 [ - [ - [ - [ -]
Fiber Identification: [none [ l [ l l l
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

none

OMAUN#H

Sample Analytical Note
Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. ]

Fr=Friability: 1=very non-friable; 2= non-friable; 3=friable; 4=highly friable

Colors: B=black;BL=blue;BR=brown;CL=clear;G=Green;GY=gray;OR=orange; OW=off-white;PN=pink;PU=purple;R=red; TN=tan;W=white;Y=yellow;V=various

Fiber Morphology: A=fine fibers/bundles, white, sinewy, flexible; B=fine fibers/bundles, w-br, straight, broomed ends; C=fine fibers/bundles, blue, straight, broomed ends;
D=fine to coarse fibers, CL-B, brittle; E=coarse fibers,CL or dyed, striated; F=coarse fibers or splinters, W-BR, ribbon-like; G=lath-like or shards, low aspect ratio, may taper
Iso=isotropism - may be yes or no; Pleo=pleochroism - may be yes or no; Bi=birefringence - may be None, Low, Medium or High

Elg=sign of elongation - may be +, - or B (both); Ext=extinction - may be Parallel, Oblique, None or Undulating; Oil=medium used to for dispersion staining

Col Par=dispersion staining colors parallel to the fiber (fiber/halo): b/w=black/white; dg/py=dark gray/pale yellow; vg/y=violet gray/yellow; db/ly=dark blue/lemon yellow;
vb/g= vivid blue/gold; sb/o=sky blue/orange; pb/r=pale blue/red; gb/dr=gray blue/dark red; w/b=white/black. Col Perp=same only perpendicular to fiber.

RI Par=refractive index parallel to fiber; RI Perp=refractive index perpendicular to fiber

5025 S. 33rd Street Phoenix, Arizona  85040-2816 Phone: 602-276-6139 1-800-743-2687 FAX: 602-276-4558
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number:

201909056 2189JH269/1000 N Curiel St
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FIBERQUANT /Z

Polarized Light Microscope (PLM) Analysis for Asbestos in Bulk Sample

JobNumber: | 201909055 |

fant: =i =
Client: STERN TECH
E BROADWAY RD

PHOENIX, AZ 85040-2966

Office Phone: (602) 437-3737

FAX: (602) 470-1341
# Samples: 20 PLM Rec: 9/18/2019 Method: EPA 600/R-93/116 The "New" Method; see below
Client Job: 2188]H269 /1000 N Curiel St PO Number:
Report Date: 9/23/2019 Date Analyzed: 9/23/2019 Routing Number: -
Method and Analysis Information: Fiberquant Internal SOP: PLMn

Each bulk sample is first dissected under a 7-30x magnification stereo-microscope. This examination is used to determine the general type of sample,
how many and what type of layers it has, and initial estimates of fiber types and quantities. Second, liquid media mounts are made of each layer -
such mounts may be of selected fibers (used solely for identification purposes) or may be representative of the layer as a whole (used for quantitation
purposes). The mounts may be made in a synthetic Canadian balsam, one of several solvents, or in refractive index oils (media of known refractive
index). Generally, a variety of different mounts are made: some optimized for fiber visibility, some optimized for fiber identification, and some
optimized for fiber quantitation. The mounted slides are then examined at 50-400x magnification on a Nikon Labphot-pol microscope. Optical
characteristics are used to identify each observed fiber type; the optical data are contained for each sample on its detail analysis sheet, attached.

Current EPA and NESHAP regulations designate a result of <1 % asbestos as "negative" or "non-regulated"and >1 % asbestos as "positive" or
"regulated." Samples containing layers that have been determined to be "positive" may have to be handled differently during a renovation or
demolition than samples whose layers have been determined to be "negative." OSHA under CFR 1926.1101 regulates work done involving any
detectable concentration of asbestos.

The method of fiber identification and quantitation is the “Standard Operating Procedures for the Analysis of Asbestos in Bulk Samples using Polarized
Light Microscopy”, Chapter 7 of the Quality Assurance and Management Manual. This SOP and its associated reporting have been designed to satisfy
all requirements in both EPA Method 600/M4-82-020 (The Interim Method) and EPA Method 600/R-93/116 (The New Method). The Interim Method is
the required method for AHERA (US EPA 40 CFR Pt. 763), but this method calls for the reporting of composited results of multi-layered samples that is
no longer an acceptable reporting practice in most circumstances. Current EPA rules, such as NESHAP (US EPA 40 CFR Pt. 61), as well as NVLAP
accreditation policies, call for separate reporting for each layer of multi-layered samples. The New Method contains the same procedures for
identification and quantification of asbestos as does the Interim Method, except that multi-layered samples are reported to comply with the latest US
EPA rule. Fiberquant not only reports the asbestos content of each layer of multi-layered samples separately (satisfying current EPA and NVLAP
reporting requirements), but Fiberquant also reports what percentage of the sample each layer comprises. Therefore, the results may be
arithmetically composited to satisfy the reporting requirements of the Interim Method. The method of fiber quantitation is an estimation technique in
which the analysts quantitation is routinely calibrated by reference quantitation standards, and which has been shown to be equivalent in precision
and accuracy to point counting. Friability is estimated for the purposes of deciding when to point count. Friabilities determined in the field take
precedence over those determined in the laboratory. Those sample layers which are friable and estimated by the analyst to contain <= 1% asbestos
are point counted using 400 points. Such point counting is required by NESHAP (National Emission Standards for Hazardous Air Polutants, Nov. 1990)
in order to rely on analytical results that are < 1%. The coefficient of variation for the estimation quantitation technique is 100% in the range 0-5%.
This means that PLM analysis is not capable of conclusively determining whether a layer containing close to 1% asbestos is actually "positive" or
"negative". For this reason, Fiberquant refers to results where asbestos was detected but < 1% as "borderline negative", and results where asbestos
was >1 % but <= 2% as "borderline positive" to indicate the uncertainty in assigning a "positive" or "negative" label. In the sample summary, "ND"
means that no asbestos was detected during the analysis. A "Tr" or "Trace" of asbestos reported is defined for our purposes as the detection of
several asbestos fibers during the analysis; this level would be right at the limit of detection for the method. Trace is only reported on the analysis
detail - in the summary a trace would be reported as <=1%. The limit of detection (the smallest % of asbestos that can be detected) varies greatly
depending on the matrix in which the asbestos is found. As little as 0.001% asbestos can be detected in favorable samples, while detection in
unfavorable samples may approach the detection limit of 1% stated in the method. During the analysis, the analyst, for Fiberquant identification
purposes only, determines the "apparent sample type" and "apparent layer types." It must be emphasized that these types are only what is
apparent. Often, different materials appear similar or identical after sampling, so the analyst may assign a type other than what was sampled.

Floor tiles present a special problem for PLM asbestos analysis. Floor tile can contain chrysotile fibers so thin that they cannot be resolved by optical
methods. In such a case, we may observe a percentage of asbestos which is lower than the actual percentage, or not observe asbestos at all when
some is present. For this reason, floor tiles reported as negative should be confirmed to be negative using transmission electron microscope (TEM)
analysis. Likewise, vermiculite insulation materials containing traces of asbestiform asbestos present a problem for routine PLM analysis - the
amphiboles are sometimes present in trace amounts inhomogeneously distributed. For this reason, loose vermiculite samples reported as negative
should be confirmed to contain no amphibole using hydroseparation techniques.

The samplgs were analyzed under the following ongoing quality assurance program: Blank samples are routinely analyzed to maintain contamination-
free mgterlals. Each analyst has at least a bachelor's degree in physical science, and has also completed extensive training specific to asbestos
analysis for 1-3 months before being allowed to analyze client samples. Qualitative reference samples are routinely analyzed to assure that analysts
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can identify asbestos and asbestos-look-alike fibers. Quantitative reference samples are routinely analyzed to calibrate and characterize the
estimation procedure. Microscope alignment is checked each day. Refractive index oils are calibrated at least quarterly. At least 10% of client
samples are re-analyzed from scratch by a different analyst than the original, and any discrepancies are resolved for the sample and similar sample
types before the results are reported. All quality checks performed for these samples were in control except as detailed in the "Analytical Notes"
below. All analysts participate in interlab round robins and proficiency testing to assure competence. Fiberquant is accredited by NVLAP (Lab code
#101031) for the analysis of bulk samples for asbestos using PLM. Accreditation does not imply endorsement by the EPA, any other United States
governmental agency or any private agency or association. Each lab analysis refers only to the sample tested, and may not, due to the sampling
process, be representative of the material sampled. This report may not be reproduced except in full, without the approval of Fiberquant Analytical
Services.

Some results may have been calculated using client supplied data, such as volume or area sampled, for which Fiberquant assumes no liability for accuracy.

Job Analysis Notes:

Single layer sample analysis as per client request. Any material or layer other than that indicated on the chain of custody was
not analyzed, even if a suspect material.

C-M-10A10-10 sample bag was empty, proceed without per client.

PLM Analysis Summary:

Samplé Number

Job Number:

Lab Number

201909055

2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

Asbestos Detected Yes or No

Apparent Sample Type *

Layer Color Apparent Layer Type * Asbestos Results

Sample # C-M-10A1-1 2019-09055- 1 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A2-2 2019-09055- 2 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A3-3 2019-09055- 3 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A4-4 2019-09055- 4 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A5-5 2019-09055- 5 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A6-6 2019-09055- 6 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A7-7 2019-09055- 7 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A8-8 2019-09055- 8 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A9- 2019-09055- 9 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 brown expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A10-10 2019-09055- 10 Not Analyzed

Sample # C-M-10A11-11 2019-09055- 11 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 tan expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A12-1 2019-09055- 12 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 tan expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A13-1 2019-09055- 13 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 tan expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A14-14 2019-09055- 14 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 tan expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M- =15 2019-09055- 15 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 off-white foam no asbestos detected

Sample # C-M-10A16-16 2019-09055- 16  Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 tan expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A17-17 2019-09055- 17 Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 off-white foam no asbestos detected

Sample # -M- = 2019-09055- 18  Miscellaneous Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 tan expansion joint no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A19-19 2019-09055- 19  Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

Sample # -M-10A20-2 2019-09055- 20  Adhesive/caulk Asbestos Detected? No
Layer # 1 white sealant no asbestos detected

* Apparent Sample Types and Apparent Layer Types are as they appeared to the analyst. Since many types of materials appear similar after sampling damage, the

apparent type of material may not be the actual type of material.
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909055 2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

[(Sample |c-M-10A1-1 Lab Number 2019-09055-1  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

O

Cali!;;a@ Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber ]

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fb4 | Fb5 | Fib6 |
1 | expansionjoint | 100 | brown | 1 |[ 90-100% | - - l - [ - [ -
Total% [ 100 | overall% | 90-100% | - | - I - [ - [ -
Fiber Identification: @ulose fiber [ J i l [ | |
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil | Col Par | Col Per | RIPar | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber - w F N N H 5 U - _
2 —— — —_—
3 - I | | B
4 e S R . —
5 S— = — - —_— —
6 B ) = W 1§
Sample Analytical Note - S o
l Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. o |
C-M-10A2-2 Lab Number 2019-09055- 2 Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
L ~ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fib5 [ Fib6
[ 1 [ expansionjoint | 100 | brown | 1 || 90-100% | - | = | = [ - ] - 1
Total % | 100 overall % | 90-100% | - [ - | - | - \ - |
Fiber Identification: [cellulose fiber | [ [ I l
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext 0il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber W F N N H + U
2 ‘
3 - I | |
4 I _ ) L
S e _— | ! I
6 I i I |
Sample Analytical Note - o -
| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.
[sample |c-M-10A3-3 Lab Number 2019-09055-3  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

[ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

|
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fib2 | Fb3 | Fib4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
I 1 ] expansion joint | 100 I _brown ) 1 ] \ 190-100% = 7l7 - 1 - - [ - | E 1
Total% | 100 | overall % | 90-100% | - | - - | - [ -]
Fiber Identification:  [cellulose fiber | [ [ | l |
Refractive Index Determinations
o | Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil Col Par Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber | w F | N | N | H + Y]
2 | | B |
= - - | B I [ S _
= : e SURES g (NP SuS— - | S S | E—— —
5 N | ] I ] |
6 ) N 1 ]

Sample Analytical Note S
| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.
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PLM Analysis Details

Job Number:

201909055

2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

Lab Number 2019-09055- 4
Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous

An? OK
# Layers 1

Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable

Fibrous Mat

[7 i o - Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber - J
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fib5 | Fib6
| 1 J expansion joint | 100 ] brown J 1 ! L 90-100% 7E” :-7 - [ - | - } e I
Total % | 100 | overall % | 90-100% | - | -] - I - | - |
Fiber Identification:  |cellulose fiber | I ] [ [ ]
Refractive Index Determinations
- - - Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber w F N N H + Y] I
2 —— - - ! EE— -t —
3 — —
4 — — — —
5 - I 0 .
: E— : —
Sample Analytical Note - - - - o - N -
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. - B B S |
[[sample |c-M-10A5-5 Lab Number 2019-09055-5  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

[

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fib5 | Fib6 |
a1 expansion joint | 100 |  brown | 1 | [ 90-100% | - [ - [ - I - | - ]
Total % | 100 Overall % | 90-100% | - | - [ - [ - [ - |
Fiber Identification: [cellulose fiber | I [ I [ ]
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber w F N N H + u
2 — S M — —_—
3 | —— —
4 — — NS — —
5 I 1 )
6 o 1 - —

Sample Analytical Note

Wocedure: tweased apart using forceps.

Analyzed By RAM
Homogeneous Yes

9/23/2019

Lab Number 2019-09055- 6

An? OK
# Layers 1

Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous

Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable

Fibrous Mat

[ 774 - - Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber 4‘
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1i | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fb4a | Fib5 | Fib6 |
I 1 ] expansion joint ) [ 100 [ brown | 1 } { 90-100% T = r = 5 N 2 ] £ ]
Total % [ 100 overall % [ 90-100% | - [ - -] - | - |
Fiber Identification:  |cellulose fiber | L \ [ | ]
Refractive Index Determinations
B Color | Mrph | Iso | Pleo | Bi Elg | Ext 0il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
__cellulose fiber w F N N | H + | U

U d|WIN|=-

ple Analytical Note
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909055 2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

_C-M-10A7-7 Lab Number 2019-09055- 7 Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[ o ; - Cﬁhratei Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber o J
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fb4a | Fibs [ Fib6 |
[ 1 [ expansionjoint | 100 |  brown 1 [ o0-100% [ - - [ - | - | - |
Total% | 100 | Overall % | 90-100% | - - [ - [ - [ - ]
Fiber Identification:  |cellulose fber | [ l | | |
Refractive Index Determinations
- Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext 0il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber B w F N N | H + U
z e ———— S| S— - i SE—
3 - I I |
4 — N— e = — S—|
5 - - N H - I
6 - |

‘Sample Analytical Note o - -
\ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. o |

[ sample |c-M-10A8-8 Lab Number 2019-09055- 8 Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[- - Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber ) ]
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fibi | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fib5 | Fib6 |
[ 1 | expansionjoint | 100 | brown | 1 [ 90-100% | - 1 = - l - \ - ]
Total % | 100 | overall % | 90-100% | - | = [ - I - \ - J
Fiber Identification: [cellulose fiber | \ - [ |
Refractive Index Determinations
B - Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext 0il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 cellulose fiber B B N N H # u
2
3 ) o w I T 1 -
a1l [ N IS A N S A —
5 D o .
6 . [ I SR I
Sample Analytical Note - - - o -
rProcedure: £ d apart using forceps. ) - j
[sample |c-M-10A9-9 Lab Number 2019-09055-9  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[ B Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber ]
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fib2 [ Fib 3 [ Fiba [ Fib 5 [ Fib6 |
[ 1 [ expansion joint [ 100 l brown [ 1 I [ _99-160% —|7 s ] - [ & | = l -
Total % | 100 | overall % [ 90-100% | - | - 1 - | - | - ]
Fiber Identification: {gﬂﬂose fiber :[ 77 ) Ji - 7? | Ii | }
Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph [ Iso | Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 o cellulose fiber w | F_ N ) N H + U ]
2
3 S o *ﬁ - o . ) 1T
S I . S IR I S _ | F—
: S |
5 - 4] - I S |
< - .7 — -~ S \ ,7 . | IO | N E— __]

Sample Analytical Note -
Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909055 2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

[sample |c-M-10A11-11 Lab Number 2019-09055- 11  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No

Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

[_ - Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber
# Layer Type % Color Friability Fibi | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fb4 | Fibs | Fib6 |
[[1 | expansionjoint | 100 | tan | 1 |[ 90-100% | - T - [ - [ - I - |
Total % | 100 overall % | 90-100% | - | - l - [ - [ - |
Fiber Identification:  |celllosefijer | | ] | | ]

Refractive Index Determinations

o Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

1 cellulose fiber w F N N H + U -

2 - - _

3 - |

4 | N

5 - I I B I—

6 o 1 \ |

Sample Analytical Note o
| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.

S ]

C-M-10A12-12 Lab Number 2019-09055- 12 Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
\7 ) Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber
# Layer Type % Color Friability |  Fib1 Fib2 | Fib3 Fib4 | Fib5 Fib 6
[1 ] expansion joint | 100 |  tan | 1t || 90-100% - - - [
- | -

|

[ [ |
{ - | E |
1 [ |
[ I | |
Refractive Index Determinations

Fibers [ Color | Mrph | Tso | Pleo | Bi | Elg | Ext Oil | Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
cellulose fiber | w F N N H + 1]

|

l |
Total% [ 100 | Overall % | 90-100% | - [ -

[ [

Fiber Identification: ]cellulose fiber

aln|bh|wN|=

Sample Analytical Note - B
[ Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. |

[sample |c-M-10A13-13 Lab Number 2019-09055- 13 Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[ - Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber l
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fib4a | Fib5 | Fib6
(1 ] expansion joint [[100 | tan [ 1 ][ 90-100% | - - | - - I - |
Total % [ 100 | overall % | 90-100% | - | - ] - [ - [ - j
Fiber Identification: gelt@e fiber L,j T [ R [ | l
Refractive Index Determinations
77 S - [ Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext il Col Par Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
. cellulose fiber I w F N | N [ H + u [
2 | [
- - - — | | [ ) S S S N S—
4 I R *’ T I | I R
5 - 1 ) I I | [ |
G o — N I | N ]

Sample Analytical Note S
] Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.

5025 S. 33rd Street Phoenix, Arizona  85040-2816 Phone: 602-276-6139 1-800-743-2687 FAX: 602-276-4558

Page 6 of 9 Fiberquant, Inc.



PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909055 2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

[sample ]c-M-10A14-14 Lab Number 2019-09055- 14  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
[7 - ~ calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber |
# Layer Type % Color Friability Fibi | Fb2 | Fb3 | Fb4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
[1 ] expansion joint [ 100 | “tan [ 1 ][ 90-100% | . | - ] - | - | - |
Total % | 100 overall % | 90-100% | - [ - [ - [ - [ -]
Fiber Identification: [cellulose fiber 1 [ [ l | \

Sample Analytical Note -
| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.

. Refractive Index Determinations
Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext [e11} Col Par Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

1 cellulose fiber w F N N H + u

2 - - B —

B - rr 11 1 1

4 IU— E——— N

5 B _ S N IS N (N | — [ )

: o —— | — —]
]

[sample |c-M-10A15-15 Lab Number 2019-09055- 15  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Non-fibrous Solid
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): polymer foam, binder,
[ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber
# Layer Type % Color Friability |  Fib1 Fib2 | Fib3 I Fib 4 Fib 5 Fib 6
[t ] foam [ 100 | offwhite | 3 |[  nd. - - -

[ [
\ [ ] [

Total % | 100 overall% | nd. | - [ - [ - | =
| 1 |

[ l

Fiber Identification: [none

Refractive Index Determinations

Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext 0il Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none
2 - 11 I 1L - I I
3 | —t
: . - — B S S E— —
5 [ - | i B ) ] o _7 )
6 S | b

ple Analytical Note -
Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.

[sample |c-M-10A16-16 Lab Number 2019-09055- 16 ~ Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous Fibrous Mat
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,
l.v - Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber |
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fib1 | Fib2 | Fib3 | Fiba | Fibs | Fibe |
[ 1 | expansionjoint | 100 | tan [ 1 ][ 90-100% | - - [ - - I - |
Total % | 100 overall % | 90-100% | - | - | - [ - ]
Fiber Identification:  |cellulose fiber | | | ] |
Refractive Index Determinations
o Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext 0il Col Par Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

olun|b|WIN|=

| | |
l |
S SN R RN N S S

Sample Analytical Note
l Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909055

2188JH

269 /1000 N Curiel St

Lab Number 2019-09055- 17
Analyzed By RAM  9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous

Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): polymer foam, binder,

[(sample |c-M-10A17-17

Sampled: 9/18/2019

l

Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

Condition: acceptable
Non-fibrous Solid

Fib 3 [

Fib 4 Fib 5

[
]
1 -

|
\
1

| l

Refractive Index Determinations

Ext || Oil

Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per

# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fib2 |
N foam [ 100 | offwhte | 3 [ nd | - ]
Total% | 100 overall % | nd. | = |
Fiber Identification: ’none L [
o o Color | Mrph [ Iso | Pleo | Bi Elg
1 none | [
2 - - 7~}7 T
3 e S— S — —
4 - ) | 7‘7 0
5 - o
6 I i l ]

—

‘{

Sample Analytical Note

{ Procedure: tweased apart using f&eps,_ Procedure: disgo_lmon of matrix using solvent.

C-M-10A18-18 Lab Number 2019-09055- 18

9/23/2019

Analyzed By RAM An? OK
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, binder,

Sampled: 9/18/2019
Apparent Smp Type Miscellaneous

Condition: acceptable
Fibrous Mat

\ ) Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

J
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fib3 | Fb4 | Fib5 | Fib6 |
[ 1 I expansion joint l 100 | tajjﬁ \ 1 ] ( 90-100% | & | = I = [ = I = J
Total% | 100 | overall % | 90-100% | - [ - - [ - | -
Fiber Identification: [_gwloseﬁber r __[; J l l ]
Refractive Index Determinations
- Color | Mrph | Iso | Pleo | Bi Elg | Ext 0il | Col Par | Col Per | RIPar | RI Per
cellulose fiber w F N N H + | U

alun|bd|WIN|I=

<

ple Analytical Note

| Procedure: tweased apart using forceps.

Lab Number 2019-09055- 19
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/cau

Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, polymer,

[Ssample ]c-M-10A19-19

Ik

Sampled: 9/18/2019

Condition: acceptable
Rubbery

‘ Calibrated Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber

L |
# Layer Type % Color Friability Fibi | Fib2 | Fb3 | Fb4 | Fibs | Fib6 |
r 1 I sealant ] 100 | iiwhite_ j, 1 ] [7 L 7T7 - - Ti # Tii L2 5 }
Total % | 100 | overato | nd. | - [ - [ - [ -] - ]
Fiber ldentification: ~ none | o [ l |
- Refractive Index Determinations
- - Color | Mrph | Iso | Pleo Bi Elg | Ext Qil Col Par | Col Per | RI Par | RI Per
1 none D _ 1
2 I T |
3 S | B A N | I
4 - ) o ‘ |
5 T I o |
C S A A —
ple Analytical Note -
Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent.
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PLM Analysis Details Job Number: 201909055 2188JH269 /1000 N Curiel St

| sample |C-M-10A20-20 Lab Number 2019-09055-20  Sampled: 9/18/2019 Condition: acceptable
Analyzed By RAM 9/23/2019 An? OK Apparent Smp Type Adhesive/caulk Rubbery
Homogeneous Yes # Layers 1 Asbestos Detected? No
Non-Fibrous Components (in approx. decreasing order): filler, polymer,
[ ; 7i 1 j:al‘isragd Visual Estimate of Percents of Each Fiber |
# Layer Type % Color Friability | Fb1 | Fb2 | Fib3 | Fib4 Fib5 | Fib6 |
N sealant | 100 | white | 1 |[ nd | - - T - I - : ]
Total % | 100 Overall% [ n.d. [ - | - | - ] - [ - ]
Fiber Identification:  |none —[ [ J o - I | |
Refractive Index Determinations
- - - Color Mrph | Iso Pleo Bi Elg Ext Oil Col Par Col Per | RI Par I RI Per
1 none B i L
2 - S _ = B | S - -
3 — o - |
4 - I I { |
5 | R A B I |
6 ] ] I ]

ple Analytical Note o o - o
Procedure: tweased apart using forceps. Procedure: dissolution of matrix using solvent. N J

Fr=Friability: 1=very non-friable; 2= non-friable; 3=friable; 4=highly friable

Colors: B=black;BL=blue;BR=brown;CL=clear;G=Green,'GV=gray;0R=orange;ow=off-white;PN=p|nk;PU=purpIe;R=red;TN=tan;W=whlte;Y=yellow;V=var|ous

Fiber Morphology: A=fine fibers/bundles, white, sinewy, flexible; B=fine fibers/bundles, w-br, straight, broomed ends; C=fine fibers/bundles, blue, straight, broomed ends;
D=fine to coarse fibers, CL-B, brittle; E=coarse fibers,CL or dyed, striated; F=coarse fibers or splinters, W-BR, ribbon-like; G=lath-like or shards, low aspect ratio, may
taper

Iso=isotropism - may be yes or no; Pleo=pleochroism - may be yes or no; Bi=birefringence - may be None, Low, Medium or High

Elg=sign of elongation - may be +, - or B (both); Ext=extinction - may be Parallel, Oblique, None or Undulating; Oil=medium used to for dispersion staining

Col Par=dispersion staining colors parallel to the fiber (fiber/halo): b/w=black/white; dg/py=dark gray/pale yellow; vg/y=violet gray/yellow; db/ly=dark blue/lemon
yellow; vb/g= vivid blue/gold; sb/o=sky blue/orange; pb/r=pale blue/red; gb/dr=gray blue/dark red; w/b=white/black. Col Perp=same only perpendicular to fiber.

RI Par=refractive index parallel to fiber; RI Perp=refractive index perpendicular to fiber

A2

Analyst: ROBERT A. McCORMICK J Printed: 23-Sep-19
Original Print Date: 23-Sep-19
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Larry S. Piergf, Approved Accreditation Signatory

5025 S. 33rd Street Phoenix, Arizona  85040-2816 Phone: 602-276-6139 1-800-743-2687 FAX: 602-276-4558
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Eloy Elementary School District
Curiel Primary School
1000 North Curiel Street
Eloy, Arizona
Photographic Log
WESTERN TECHNOLOGIES INC.
WT Job No.: 2188JH269 Date: September 24, 2019
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Picture 2 — Exterior exposed window walls.

typical.
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Picture 3 — Sealant between window frames and Picture 4 — Sealant around door in the Gymnasium.
masonry, typical.

Picture 5 — Window walls suspected to be located Picture 6 — Doors with sealant between frames and
underneath wood panels. masonry, typical.



