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alleging the disposal of hundreds of 55-gallon drums containing waste paints and
solvents in the property. The WDNR personnel did find partially exposed 30-
gallon drums in the northeast corner of the site. One soil sample and two waste
samples were taken from the site, and all samples showed high levels of heavy
metals, including chromium and lead.

Upon the review of the site conditions and negotiation between responsible parties
and the WDNR personnel in a meeting held on September 27, 1995, the WDNR
required that a site investigation plan and a site remediation be performed
(WDNR letter of October 2, 1995). This work plan is to address the WDNR
requirements for the site investigation.

From December 11th through 24th, 1995, DEW and Northern Environmental, Inc.
conducted a geophysical survey on a targeted area of 260' x 300" where some
drums were exposed and other drums were suspected. The geophysical survey
result revealed areas of magnetic gradient anomalies over 1/2 of the survey
covered areas. It also revealed a 40' x 50' old building foundation with re-bars.
The investigation area is focused in the eastern portion from the fence that divides
the eatern parcel as shown in Figure 2.

2.2 Site History

The current site owners are Dominick J. Giuffre and Frank P. Giuffre, Mallory
Improvements, 6635 S. 13th Street, Milwaukee, WI 53221. (414)764-9200.
Mallory Improvements purchased this property from VME Americas, Inc. (VME)
in February, 1993. VME's current address is 1 West Pack Square, Asheville,
North Carolina 28801, (704)257-2528. VME used the property from 1981 to
1993. Prior to VME, the property was owned and operated by Hein-Werner from
1955 to 1981.

The facility was used for manufacturing and assembling heavy construction
equipment from 1955 to 1992. The western portion of the property was basically
used for manufacturing activities, while the eastern portion was used for
demonstrating and testing the construction equipment manufactured by the
previous owners/operators of the facility.

The complete inventory of waste generated during the past manufacturing
operations is not known at this time. No party has claimed responsibility for the
disposal of hazardous waste at this property.

An underground storage tank (UST) Closure Checklist report dated November 21,

1993, was prepared for the VME Americas Inc. by Versar Inc. Five petroleum
and hydraulic oil USTs were removed from the eastern portion of the property and
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a UST removal assessment was performed by Versar, Inc. Contaminated soil
excavation was conducted to remove the impacted soil from the tank locations.

During the Phase I property assessment, fill material was identified at the ground
surface in the eastern parcel of the property (Versar, Inc., July 1992). The eastern
parcel of the property was further investigated and remediated through Phase IIA
and IIB (Versar, October 1992), Phase III (Versar, November 1993), Summary of
groundwater investigation results (Versar, December 1993) and a June 1994
supplemental report (Versar, June 1994) stages.

2.3 Site Geology and Hydrology

According to Versar’s report, varying thickness of borrow fill was placed across
the site. The fill consists of a conglomeration of clay, silt, sand, gravel, spent
casting or foundry sand, brick, wood, metal, and concrete. Glacial till underlies
several feet below the fill and extends to a depth on average 9 ft. below the
ground surface. Poorly sorted outwash sand and sandy gravel underlie the till.
The sandy material is saturated and contains trace amount of fines. The outwash
base is located approximately 22 ft. below ground surface. Lacustrine silt and
clayey silt are located under the outwash. The silty deposits grades to fine sand at
approximately 40 ft. below the ground surface. The fine sand layer represents the
erosion deposit over the bedrock. Silurian dolomite bedrock was encountered at
the depth around 40 to 45 ft. below ground surface according to the boring logs.

The poorly sorted sandy outwash located at the depth between 9 and 22 ft. is
considered a shallow aquifer. It is confined or partially confined by the upper till.
The Lacustrine silt and clayey silt located under the outwash is considered a
confining layer with low conductivity. The erosion sand together with the jointed
dolomite functioned as an aquifer.

The surface water drains to a small unnamed creek which flows across the middle
of the property (see Figure 2). It divides the property into two portions together
with the railroad tracks. The groundwater which flows from east to west under
the site and is likely discharging into the unnamed stream west of the site (Versar,
November 1993).

Local residents are furnished with potable water obtained from deep wells (~2,000
ft. deep, Versar Inc., 1993). The nearest potable water supply well is
approximately one mile southwest of the site.

2.4 Geophysical Survey Results

Dakota Environmental of Wisconsin, Inc.
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Based on the meeting of September 25, 1995, DEW and Northern Environmental, Inc.
conducted a geophysical survey to investigate the east parcel of the property in an attempt
to delineate the potential extent of the buried drum areas. The investigation started on
December 11, 1995 and finished on December 14, 1995. A grid density of 10' x 10" was
used for over an area of 280' x 300' (approximately 2 acres) as shown in Figure 3. The
stakes were planted with a grid of 20' x 20" and later surveyed by DEW's crew based on
the area that showed exposed drums.

The magnetic data were collected on north-south profiles at ten-foot centers to ensure the
capability of detecting a single buried drum. The survey grid and area was established by
DEW. The survey was performed using a GEM GSM-19 proton precession gradiometer
equipped with two sensors mounted vertically on a staff. The gradiometer has a
sensitivity of 0.1 nanotesla per meter (nT/m) and a gradient tolerance over 7000 nT/m. A
vertical magnetic gradient survey was selected, as opposed to a total vertical magnetic
field survey, because the gradiometer provides greater detail by resolving complex or
composite anomalies and effectively removes diurnal variations, including magnetic
storms. The vertical magnetic gradient is the difference in intensity of the two sensors
divided by the distance between the sensors measured at the midpoint of the sensor
spacing.

Anomalies are shown over 50% of the surveyed area. The highest anomalies are shown
in the northeast, central and west areas of the survey coverage. The anomalies can be a
result of scrap metals or buried drums. The area which was covered with re-bar enforced
concrete foundation was shown in the north central area. The vertical magnetic gradient
map is shown in Figure 4.

As shown in Figure 4, the extent of the magnetic anomolies does not terminate on the
boundaries of the survey covered area. This result indicates that an entire site survey on
the eastern portion of the property east of the fence may be needed to define the extent of
the magnetic anomalies which should reflect the buried scrap metals and drums. The
vertical extent of the potential drums and scrap metals can not be calculated from the
current geophysical survey results.

3.0 OBJECTIVE OF WORK

The Work Plan is prepared for the Client to define the scope of work, sequence of work,
and the estimated cost of the work. The scope of work and procedures for this project are
prepared in accordance with the WDNR's requirements (i.e. Michael Ellenbecker, March
7, 1995, Debby Roszak, October 2, 1995) and the guideline of Closure of Unlicensed
Hazardous Waste Treatment, Storage, and Disposal Facilities (WDNR, 1994).

During the time the geophysical survey in December 1995 was conducted, DEW received
a written response from Mr. Scott Ferguson, WDNR hydrogeologist, on December 12,
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APPENDIX 1

Magnetic Gradiometer Survey Data (12/12/95)
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extent permitted by law, such indemnification shall apply regardless of the fault, negligence, breach of
warranty or contract, or strict liability of the engineer or consultant.

15. Third Party Claims: By authorizing us to proceed with the services, you confirm that we
have not created nor contributed to the presence of any hazardous substances or conditions at or near
the site. In seeking our services to assist you in dealing with the conditions existing at the site, you
acknowledge that, during the course of our services, we may not have professional liability, or other
liability insurance, or may not be able to obtain such insurance at reasonable cost covering claims
involving the actual or potential presence of hazardous substances. The compensation to be paid to
us for our services, and our potential profit, is disproportionally small in relation to the potential risk of
injury, loss or damage from a release of or exposure to such substances or conditions.

In acknowledgment of the imbalance between our benefits and risks, you agree to hold us,
and each of our contractors, subcontractors, consultants, agents, officers, directors and employees,
harmless against all claims for damages, direct or consequential; all expenses, costs of every kind,
direct or indirect, legal or otherwise in connection with a release of hazardous substances; bodily
injury, disability, death, medical expenses, property damage and other expenses and economic loss,
alleged to have been caused by the release, removal, remedial action or investigation of hazardous
substances; and any assessment of fines or penalties related to hazardous substances or their
remediation.

Your obligation to indemnify us does not apply to claims, damages, losses or releases and
exposure to pollutants which are adjudicated to have resulted from our gross negligence or willful
misconduct in our performance of the services.

16. Limitation_of Professional Liability: You agree that your aggregate maximum recovery
against us for any claims based on the performance of our professional services, whether in contract,
tort or otherwise, is limited to the greater of $50,000 or the amount of fees paid to us with respect to
this agreement.

We shall not be liable on any basis for your loss of profits, delay, damages or any special or
consequential damageé of any type.

You may elect to increase the limit of liability for damages, up to $100,000, if you do the
following: indicate below that you elect to increase the limit to one of the levels designated below
and pay the additional fee shown opposite the increased level, payment to be made simultaneously
with the execution of this agreement.

The additional charge serves as consideration for our undertaking the greater risk involved in

performing services for you under an increased limit of liability for damages above $50,000.

Increased Limit Client
of Liability Additional Must
for Damages Fee Initial
$ 75,000 $1,000

$100,000 $2,000

You agree that your payment of the additional fee does not constitute a charge for placement

of additional professional liability insurance.

Dakota Environmental of Wisconsin, Inc.
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Cost Estimate to Implement the Work Plan
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6. The conclusions and recommendations contained in this Report are based upon
observations, previous reports and the 2-acre geophysical survey report only.
No subsurface explorations were performed as part of the study.

7. No quantitative laboratory testing was performed as part of the Work Plan
development.
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