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Connecticut Department of
Energy & Environmental Protection
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Hartford, CT 06106

NOTE:  This map shows Connecticut's Aquifer Protection Areas, 
as delineated through the Level A and Level B Mapping Processes. 
Aquifer Protection Areas are delineated for active public water 
supply wells in stratified drift that serve more that 1000 people, 
in accordance with Sections 22a-354c and 22a-354z of the 
Connecticut General Statutes. Level B Mapping delineates a 
preliminary aquifer protection area, providing an estimate of the 
land area from which the well draws its water. Level A Mapping 
delineates the final Aquifer Protection Area, which becomes the 
regulatory boundary for land use controls designed to protect the 
well from contamination. As Level A Mapping is completed for 
each well field and approved by DEEP, it will replace the Level B 
Mapping. Towns that have adopted the Aquifer Protection Areas 
at the local level and for which land use regulations are now in 
place are designated by the solid red above and in red in the list 
of Towns with Aquifer Protection Areas.Level A Aquifer Protection Area (Final)

Level B Aquifer Protection Area (Preliminary)

Level A Aquifer Protection Area (Final Adopted)

www.ct.gov/deep/aquiferprotection

Bureau of Water Protection and Land Reuse
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United States Department of the Interior
FISH AND WILDLIFE SERVICE

New England Ecological Services Field Office
70 COMMERCIAL STREET, SUITE 300

CONCORD, NH 03301
PHONE: (603)223-2541 FAX: (603)223-0104

URL: www.fws.gov/newengland

Consultation Code: 05E1NE00-2017-SLI-0267 November 12, 2016
Event Code: 05E1NE00-2017-E-00321
Project Name: 211 Morgan Ave, East Haven, CT

Subject: List of threatened and endangered species that may occur in your proposed project
location, and/or may be affected by your proposed project

To Whom It May Concern:

The enclosed species list identifies threatened, endangered, proposed and candidate species, as
well as proposed and final designated critical habitat, that may occur within the boundary of
your proposed project and/or may be affected by your proposed project. The species list fulfills
the requirements of the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (Service) under section 7(c) of the
Endangered Species Act (Act) of 1973, as amended (16 U.S.C. 1531 ).et seq.

New information based on updated surveys, changes in the abundance and distribution of
species, changed habitat conditions, or other factors could change this list. Please feel free to
contact us if you need more current information or assistance regarding the potential impacts to
federally proposed, listed, and candidate species and federally designated and proposed critical
habitat. Please note that under 50 CFR 402.12(e) of the regulations implementing section 7 of
the Act, the accuracy of this species list should be verified after 90 days. This verification can
be completed formally or informally as desired. The Service recommends that verification be
completed by visiting the ECOS-IPaC website at regular intervals during project planning and
implementation for updates to species lists and information. An updated list may be requested
through the ECOS-IPaC system by completing the same process used to receive the enclosed
list.

The purpose of the Act is to provide a means whereby threatened and endangered species and
the ecosystems upon which they depend may be conserved. Under sections 7(a)(1) and 7(a)(2)
of the Act and its implementing regulations (50 CFR 402 ), Federal agencies are requiredet seq.
to utilize their authorities to carry out programs for the conservation of threatened and
endangered species and to determine whether projects may affect threatened and endangered
species and/or designated critical habitat.



A �iological Assessment is required for construction projects (or other underta�ings having
similar physical impacts) that are major Federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the
human environment as defined in the National Environmental Policy Act (42 U.S.C. 4332(2)
(c)). For projects other than major construction activities, the Service suggests that a biological
evaluation similar to a �iological Assessment be prepared to determine whether the project may
affect listed or proposed species and/or designated or proposed critical habitat. Recommended
contents of a �iological Assessment are described at 50 CFR 402.12.

If a Federal agency determines, based on the �iological Assessment or biological evaluation,
that listed species and/or designated critical habitat may be affected by the proposed project, the
agency is required to consult with the Service pursuant to 50 CFR 402. In addition, the Service
recommends that candidate species, proposed species and proposed critical habitat be addressed
within the consultation. More information on the regulations and procedures for section 7
consultation, including the role of permit or license applicants, can be found in the �Endangered
Species Consultation Handboo�� at:

http://www.fws.gov/endangered/esa-library/pdf/TOC-�LOS.PDF

Please be aware that bald and golden eagles are protected under the �ald and �olden Eagle
Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 66� ), and projects affecting these species may requireet seq.
development of an eagle conservation plan
(http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/eagle�guidance.html). Additionally, wind energy projects
should follow the wind energy guidelines (http://www.fws.gov/windenergy/) for minimizing
impacts to migratory birds and bats.

�uidance for minimizing impacts to migratory birds for projects including communications
towers (e.g., cellular, digital television, radio, and emergency broadcast) can be found at:
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/Current�irdIssues/Hazards/towers/towers.htm�
http://www.tower�ill.com� and
http://www.fws.gov/migratorybirds/Current�irdIssues/Hazards/towers/comtow.html.

We appreciate your concern for threatened and endangered species. The Service encourages
Federal agencies to include conservation of threatened and endangered species into their project
planning to further the purposes of the Act. Please include the Consultation Trac�ing Number in
the header of this letter with any request for consultation or correspondence about your project
that you submit to our office.

Attachment
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Official Species List
Provided by:

New England Ecological Services Field Office
70 COMMERCIAL STREET, SUITE 300
CONCORD, NH 03301
(603) 223-2541
http://www.fws.gov/newengland

Consultation Code: 05E1NE00-2017-SLI-0267
Event Code: 05E1NE00-2017-E-00321

Project Type: Federal �rant / Loan Related

Project Name: 211 Morgan Ave, East Haven, CT
Project Description: E�isting property on developed site

Please Note: The FWS office may have modified the Project Name and/or Project Description, so it
may be different from what was submitted in your previous request. If the Consultation Code
matches, the FWS considers this to be the same project. Contact the office in the �Provided by�
section of your previous Official Species list if you have any questions or concerns.

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: 211 Morgan Ave, East Haven, CT
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Project Location Map: 

Project Coordinates: MULTIPOL��ON (((-72.�9621025323�6� 41.24524�29502344, -
72.�960171341�96 41.2454156�40771, -72.�962960�392715 41.24563147415216, -
72.�963363170623� 41.24536123226335, -72.�9621025323�6� 41.24524�29502344)))

Project Counties: New Haven, CT

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: 211 Morgan Ave, East Haven, CT
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Endangered Species Act Species List

There are a total of 3 threatened or endangered species on your species list.  Species on this list should be considered in
an effects analysis for your project and could include species that e�ist in another geographic area. For e�ample, certain
fish may appear on the species list because a project could affect downstream species.  Critical habitats listed under the
Has Critical Habitat column may or may not lie within your project area.  See the Critical habitats within your
project area section further below for critical habitat that lies within your project.  Please contact the designated FWS
office if you have questions.

Birds Status Has Critical Habitat Condition(s)

Red �not (Calidris canutus rufa)
    Population: Wherever found

Threatened

Roseate tern (Sterna dougallii
dougallii)
    Population: northeast U.S. nesting pop.

Endangered

Mammals

Northern long-eared �at (Myotis
septentrionalis)
    Population: Wherever found

Threatened

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: 211 Morgan Ave, East Haven, CT
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Critical habitats that lie within your project area
There are no critical habitats within your project area.

United States Department of Interior
Fish and Wildlife Service

Project name: 211 Morgan Ave, East Haven, CT
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October 10, 2016 

 
 
 
Amaya Architects 
2�4 Racebroo� Rd 
Orange, CT 06477 

 
Attn:   Rafael Amaya 

 
RE:     Hazardous Building Materials Survey for Proposed Renovations 

Location: 211 Morgan Avenue East Haven, CT 
Commission Number:  01.MH6.01 

 
Dear Rafael Amaya: 

 
In accordance with our proposal, Loureiro Engineering Associates, Inc. (Loureiro) conducted 
hazardous building material sampling and analysis for: accessible suspect asbestos-containing 
materials (ACM’s), lead-based paint and mold in the dwelling located at 211 Morgan Avenue, 
East Haven, Connecticut. The purpose of the hazardous building material sampling and analysis 
was to identify suspect hazardous building materials prior to the proposed renovation of the site 
structure. 

 
Please refer to Appendi� A for analytical results and chain of custody forms. 

 
If you have any questions as you review the report, please contact me at �60-410-2945. 

 
 
 
Sincerely, 

 
LOUREIRO ENGINEERING ASSOCIATES, INC. 

 

 
 

Steven M. Douglas                                                     �amie Roche 
Project Scientist                                                         Director, Environmental Services 

 
Enclosures: 

 
Appendi� A    Asbestos Laboratory Analysis Data 
Appendi� �    Staff and Laboratory Certifications 

 
 
 
 

Loureiro Engineering Associates, Inc. 
100 Northwest Drive • Plainville, CT 06062 • 860.747.6181 • Fax 860.747.8822 • www.Loureiro.com 

AN EMPLOYEE-OWNED COMPANY

13C,13D,13E,13F



Rafael Amaya 
October 10, 2016 
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1.0       INTRODUCTION 

 
1.1       Purpose 

 
Loureiro was retained by Amaya Architects to conduct hazardous building material sampling and 
analysis of: accessible suspect asbestos-containing materials (ACM’s), test surfaces for lead- 
based paint and conduct mold testing in the dwelling as needed that may be impacted by the 
proposed renovation of said dwelling. The asbestos inspection was completed in accordance with 
the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) National Emissions Standards for Hazardous Air 
Pollutants (NESHAPS) 40 CFR part 61. The Lead-based paint survey was conducted with an 
XRF direct reading instrument in accordance with the Department of Housing � Urban 
Development (HUD) testing guidelines. 

 
1.2       Special Terms and Conditions 

 
Loureiro was contracted to perform an investigative survey of all accessible interior and e�terior 
spaces. These areas included the living spaces, attic, porches, e�terior areas and accessible 
roofing.  Inaccessible areas were generally identified as above or behind documented  finish 
materials. Estimated quantities and appro�imate locations of ACM’s as presented were based on 
the visual observations at the time of the survey. Visual observations were made to determine the 
ACM quantities. Every attempt was made to locate all suspect materials. However, additional 
materials  may  be  discovered  above  hard  ceilings  or  behind  walls  during  demolition  or 
renovation.  Loureiro did not perform destructive investigation for verification of any additional 
suspect materials. 

 
2.0       AS�ESTOS INVESTI�ATIVE SURVE� 

 
2.1       �eneral Summary 

 
The following asbestos survey section presents the survey results, methods, and conclusions 
based on survey findings.   A summary of material descriptions, locations and quantities are 
presented in Table 1, below. Laboratory results are found in Appendi� A. 

 
2.2       Methodology 

 
As required by the U.S. Occupational Safety � Health Administration (OSHA), the U.S. 
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), and the State of Connecticut Department of Public 
Health (DPH), sampling was performed by an EPA AHERA-accredited and DPH-certified 
asbestos inspector (see Appendi� �).  Sampling was done in a manner to prevent airborne fiber 
release. Samples were placed in appropriately labeled containers that were sealed and submitted 
to the laboratory for analysis.  The samples were submitted for analysis using the EPA-endorsed 
Polarized Light Microscopy EPA 600/R-93/116 (PLM) method.   The percentage of asbestos 
present in each sample was determined by the visual area estimation technique.
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Samples were collected using a wet technique to prevent airborne fiber release.  Each suspect 
material was sampled using hand tools through its entire thic�ness to ensure that a complete 
cross section was obtained.  The sample was then placed in an appropriately labeled container, 
which was sealed and submitted to the laboratory for analysis. 

 
2.3       Results of Sampling and Analysis for Asbestos 

 
The table below illustrates each type of suspect asbestos-containing material identified, whether 
the materials are classified as ACM or not ACM based upon the analytical results and the bul� 
sample chain of custody forms: 

 
Table 1 –ACM Summary 

 
 

Sample 
 

Description 
 

Location 
 

Quantity 
 

Results 
 

091616-1a,b,c �ray Mortar for CMU 
Foundation 

 
�asement 

 
N/A 

 
Non-Detect 

091616-2a �ray �ypsum �oard �asement Stairs N/A Non-Detect 
091616-2b �ray �ypsum �oard First Floor �athroom N/A Non-Detect 
091616-2c �ray �ypsum �oard �itchen N/A Non-Detect 
091616-2d �ray �ypsum �oard Hallway N/A Non-Detect 

 

091616-2e 
 

�ray �ypsum �oard Second Floor Small 
�edroom 

 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 

091616-3a White �oint Compound �asement Stairs N/A Non-Detect 
091616-3b White �oint Compound First Floor �athroom N/A Non-Detect 
091616-3c White �oint Compound �itchen N/A Non-Detect 
091616-3d White �oint Compound Hallway N/A Non-Detect 

 

091616-3e 
 

White �oint Compound Second Floor Small 
�edroom 

 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-4a Popcorn Te�tured 
Ceiling Coating 

 

First Floor �athroom 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-4b Popcorn Te�tured 
Ceiling Coating 

 

�itchen 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-4c Popcorn Te�tured 
Ceiling Coating 

 

Second Floor Stairway 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-4d Popcorn Te�tured 
Ceiling Coating 

 

Hallway 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-4e Popcorn Te�tured 
Ceiling Coating 

 

Second Floor �athroom 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-5a E�terior Door Frame 
Caul� 

 

Side Door 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-5b E�terior Door Frame 
Caul� 

 

�ac� �itchen Door 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 
 

091616-5c E�terior Door Frame 
Caul� 

 

Front Door 
 

N/A 
 

Non-Detect 

091616-6a,b,c E�terior Window Frame 
Caul� 

�asement Windows N/A Non-Detect 
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Sample 
 

Description 
 

Location 
 

Quantity 
 

Results 
091616-7a,b,c Stucco on Foundation E�terior N/A Non-Detect 

 
Please refer to the Appendices specific to the Laboratory results and chain of custody forms. 

 
3.0       LEAD-�ASED PAINT SURVE� 

 
The Lead-based paint survey was conducted with an X-Ray Fluorescent (XRF) direct reading 
instrument in accordance with the Department of Housing � Urban Development (HUD) testing 
guidelines.  These  protocols  were  developed  for  residential  or  day  care  facilities  and  were 
adopted by the Connecticut Childhood Lead Poisoning Prevention Regulations (CLPPR). The 
Lead-paint reports were prepared using the CLPPR threshold of 1 mg/cm2. 

 
The State of Connecticut and the U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) 
have developed technical guidelines for testing, abatement, cleanup, and disposal of lead-based 
paint in specific types of buildings such as public and Indian housing, and locations where 
children below the age of si� years old reside.  These guidelines define the regulated level of lead 
paint (To�ic Level of Lead) as paint containing greater than 1.0 milligrams lead per square 
centimeter (mg/cm2) of surface as measured on-site by an X-ray fluorescent analyzer or more 
than 0.50 percent lead by dry weight as measured by Atomic Absorption Spectrometry (AAS). 

 
For the purposes of this report, all paints containing detectable amounts of lead are considered 
lead-based paints. This action is ta�en because OSHA regulates lead in construction based on 
airborne e�posures and it cannot be ensured that lead paint with concentrations of lead less than 
1.0 mg/cm2 or 0.50� mass will not result in e�posures e�ceeding the OSHA standard. 

 
Table 2: Details the Results of the XRF Tested of Painted Components 

 
 
 

Table 2 – Lead Paint - XRF Results 
 

 

Room / Area 
 

Component 
 

Side Paint 
Color 

 

Substrate (Condition) Results 
(mg/cm2 ) 

E�terior Clapboard Siding D �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Stucco D �lue Cement �ood 0.0 
E�terior Stucco D �lue Cement �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Railing C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Stair Tread C �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Stair Stringer C �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Post C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� �oist C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Floor �oard C �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
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Room / Area 
 

Component 
 

Side Paint 
Color 

 

Substrate (Condition) Results 
(mg/cm2 ) 

E�terior Clapboard Siding C �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door Frame C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door �amb C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door C White Metal �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door Frame C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door �amb C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Strom Door C White Metal �ood 0.0 
E�terior Siding Corner Molding C White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Siding Corner Molding � White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Clapboard Siding � �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Post � �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Railing A �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Floor �oard A White Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Stair Tread A �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Dec� Stair Stringer A �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door Frame A �lue Wood �ood 0.0 
E�terior Door �amb A White Wood �ood 0.0 

Living/Dining Window Sill A White Wood �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Window Sash A White Wood �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Window Frame A White Wood �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining �aseboard Radiator A White Metal �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Ceiling - White Drywall �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Wall A Tan Drywall �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Wall � Red Drywall �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining �aseboard Radiator � White Meatal �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Wall D Tan Drywall �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining �aseboard D White Wood �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Window Sill D White Wood �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Window Sash D White Wood �ood 0.0 
Living/Dining Window Frame D White Wood �ood 0.0 

�itchen Wall � �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
�itchen Wall C �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
�itchen Wall D �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
�itchen Chair Rail C White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Window Sill � White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Window Frame � White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Window Sash � White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Door C White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Door Frame C White Wood �ood 0.0 
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Room / Area 
 

Component 
 

Side Paint 
Color 

 

Substrate (Condition) Results 
(mg/cm2 ) 

�itchen Door D White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Door �amb D White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Door Frame D White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen Ceiling - White Drywall �ood 0.0 
�itchen �aseboard D White Wood �ood 0.0 
�itchen �aseboard Radiator D White Metal �ood 0.0 

First Fl. �ath Wall A Red Drywall �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Wall � Red Drywall �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Wall C Red Drywall �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Wall D Red Drywall �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Ceiling - White Drywall �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Window Sill C White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Window Frame C White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Door D White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Door Frame D White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Door �amb D White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath Closet Door D White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath �aseboard D White Wood �ood 0.0 
First Fl. �ath �aseboard Radiator C White Metal �ood 0.0 

�asement 
Stairs 

 

Wall 
 

� 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

�asement 
Stairs 

 

Wall 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

�asement 
Stairs 

 

Wall 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

�asement 
Stairs 

 

Ceiling 
 

- 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
Stairs 

 

Stair Stinger 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
Stairs 

 

Stair Riser 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
Stairs 

 

Stair Tread 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
Stairs 

 

Wall 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
Stairs 

 

Wall 
 

� 
 

Tan 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Hallway Wall A �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
Hallway Wall � �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
Hallway Wall C �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
Hallway Wall D �ellow Drywall �ood 0.0 
Hallway Ceiling - White Drywall �ood 0.0 
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Room / Area 
 

Component 
 

Side Paint 
Color 

 

Substrate (Condition) Results 
(mg/cm2 ) 

Hallway Parquet Floor - Stain Wood �ood 0.0 
Hallway �aseboard A White Wood �ood 0.0 
Hallway Door D White Wood �ood 0.0 
Hallway Door Frame D White Wood �ood 0.0 
Hallway Door �amb D White Wood �ood 0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Wall 
 

A 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Wall 
 

� 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Wall 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Wall 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Ceiling 
 

- 
 

White 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Window Sill 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Window Frame 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

Window Sash 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Second Fl. 
�ath 

 

�aseboard Radiator 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Metal �ood 
 

0.0 

Interior Porch Clapboard Siding A White Wood �ood 0.0 
Interior Porch Clapboard Siding � White Wood �ood 0.0 
Interior Porch Clapboard Siding C White Wood �ood 0.0 
Interior Porch Clapboard Siding D White Wood �ood 0.0 
Interior Porch Ceiling - White Wood �ood 0.0 
Interior Porch Floor - �ray Wood �ood 0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

A 
 

Tan 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

� 
 

Tan 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

C 
 

Tan 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

D 
 

Tan 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Door 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Door Frame 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom 

 

Door �amb 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Large 
�edroom �aseboard C White Wood �ood 0.0 
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Room / Area 
 

Component 
 

Side Paint 
Color 

 

Substrate (Condition) Results 
(mg/cm2 ) 

Large 
�edroom 

 

�aseboard Radiator 
 

A 
 

White 
 

Metal �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

A 
 

�lue 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

� 
 

�lue 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

C 
 

�lue 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

D 
 

�lue 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Door 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Door Frame 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

Door �amb 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

�aseboard 
 

C 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Medium 
�edroom 

 

�aseboard Radiator 
 

A 
 

White 
 

Metal �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

A 
 

�rown 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

� 
 

�rown 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

C 
 

�rown 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Wall 
 

D 
 

�rown 
 

Drywall �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Door 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Door Frame 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Door �amb 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

�aseboard 
 

D 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Window Sill 
 

� 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Window Sash 
 

� 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 

Small 
�edroom 

 

Window Frame 
 

� 
 

White 
 

Wood �ood 
 

0.0 
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4.0       MOLD 

 
Loureiro did not observed mold growth on any building materials.  Therefore, Loureiro did not 
conduct mold sampling during this survey. 

 
5.0       RECOMMENDATIONS 

 
In accordance with the OSHA regulations (29 CFR Part 1926.1101 and 1910.1001), all potential 
contractors bidding on wor� must first be informed of the results of this survey.   In addition, 
notification regarding the presence of the ACM must be provided to all employees and tenants 
who occupy an area containing ACM. 

 
All materials were identified as negative for asbestos and may be removed at will and disposed 
of as standard construction debris. In addition, any new building materials that have not 
previously been identified shall be assumed to contain asbestos until the materials has been 
properly tested. 

 
Lead Paint was not detected in any painted components.  Any new painted components that have 
not previously been tested discovered during renovation shall be assumed to contain lead based 
paints until the materials has been properly tested.



 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix A 
 

Asbestos Laboratory Analysis Data







 

 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Appendix B 
 

Staff and Laboratory Certifications
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