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Prior to the initial boring and after each subsequent boring, the sampling equipment 

was decontaminated.  The soil samples collected for laboratory analysis were analyzed 

for total petroleum hydrocarbons (TPH) similar to diesel and gasoline (DRO/GRO) using 

EPA Method 8015B following 3550 and 5035 preparation and for volatile hydrocarbons 

(VOCs) using EPA Method 8260.  All soil samples were placed into laboratory provided 

jars, labeled, and maintained on ice until delivered to SGS, a NCDOT contract 

laboratory for chemical analysis. 

 

3.0  RESULTS 

 

3.1 Geophysical Investigation 

Pyramid’s results indicate that the GPR and EM investigation did not detect unknown 

metallic USTs within the survey area.  Pyramid’s report is included in Appendix C. 

 

3.2 Soil Sample 

Diesel range organics (DRO), gasoline range organics (GRO), and volatile organic 

hydrocarbons were not detected at concentrations above the method detection limits in 

the soil samples.  The laboratory results are summarized in Table 2 and on Figure 3.  

The laboratory report and associated chain-of-custody document are included in      

Appendix E. 

 

 

4.0 CONCLUSIONS 

 

Based on results of the laboratory analysis and field observations, Kleinfelder has the 

following conclusions: 

 

♦ Groundwater was encountered at a depth of six feet; and  

♦ TPH and VOCs were not detected in the soil samples at concentrations 

above the method detection limits. 
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