








































































































































































































Water Boards 
- - --- -------
Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board 

February 11, 2013 

.tv[r. Rene & Ms. Petra Juarez 
1012South Windsor Boulevard 
Los Angeles, CA 900 19 

·-- -. -·- ---

Cettificd Meil 
Retum Receipt Req uested 
7012 0470 0000 8074 3193 

E!\1ERGE:\CY, ABANDONED, RECALCITHANT ACCOUNT 
REQUEST FOR SITE ACCESS 
SITE NAME: Juarez Canvash 
SITE ADDRESS: 906 ·w. Rosecrans Avenue, Los Angeles 
EAR NUMBER: Rl2-150 

Dear Mr. and Ms. Juarez: 

As indicated in previous letters and phone calls from the California Regional Water Quality 
Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board), the leak(s) from the forn1er vehicle 
fueling system at the subject site (S ite) has impacted soil and groundwater bc1:eath the Site. 

The most recent environmental data was reported. in the Environmental Site Assessment Report 
submitted by Western Enviromnental Engineers Company (\VEECO) on your behalf on 1\.'iay 13, 
2009. Ma.'dmum concentrations in soil were reported at 12, lOO mg/kg total perrolcum 
hydrocarbons in the gasoline range (TPHo), 1,510 mg/kg total recoverable petroleum 
hydrocarbon (TRPH), 111.21 · mg/kg benzene, 763.64 mg/kg toluene, 377.62 mg/kg 
elhylbenzene, 1,568.4 mg/kg total xylenes, and 0.25 mg/kg MTBE. Total petroleum 
hydrocarbons in the diesel range (TPHo) and tert-butyl alcohol (TBA) were below detection 
limits. Groundwater 'samples shm:ved reported maximum concentrations of 2,300 micrograms 
per liter (pg /L) TPHo, 180.00 jlg /L benzene, 1.00 !lg /L ethyl benzene, 10 /L total xylenes 
and 152 J.lg fL MTBE. 

Groundwater is located at approximately 41-43 feet below groucd and production \':ells 
are located approximately Y.. mile from the Site. In addition, t!1erc are residential d\\·ellings 
located directly to the south of the Site, with tenants that remain threatened. 

You were informed on 'March 13, 2012 that the Site has phced into the Eme;gency, 
Abandoned, and Recalcitrant (EAR) Account of the UST Cleanup Fund. There has bee!1 a total 
of $75,000.00 approved for the necessary corrective action work. Your approval for site access 
to begin the work is all that is needed. 

Attached to this letkr is a Right-oj:Entry agreement. Please sign it and reLurn it to Mr. Dixon 
Oriola at the below e-mail address no later than March 11, 20J 3. 

-----···----.:------------ ---- -··-·----···-- ---- -·-
320 We3t 4th St., Suite Los Angelos, CA 90013 t v.ww.v.•ntC"tb:>3r<J& • .;:n .gov/losangelat. 



Mr. Rene & Ms. Petra Juarez 
Juarez Carwash 

- 2 - February 11,2013 

Failure to submit the Right-of-Entry agreement or cont<1ct the Regional Board by the :-~oovc 
deadline will result in this Regional Board seeking an inspection warrant, pursuant to California 
Water Code section 13304(b)(3) ·and Health and Safety Code section 25299.39.3, to allow the 
needed access to the Site to conduct corrective action activities. lf you f:til to return the signed 
Right-of-Entry as requested, we will seek an inspection warrant. 

Please be aware that whatever costs are incurred from the EAR Account, the State Water Board 
will seck cost recovery from the property owner or operator o[ the UST(s) or from any other 
Responsible Parl)i. Cost recovery may include attaching a lien to the property or refening the 
case to the State Attomey General's office to file a civil action. 

If you have any questions regarding this matter or would like to schedule a meeting, please 
contact Mr. Dixon Oriola at (2l3) 5-76-6747 or doriola@.waterboards.ca.!!OV, 

Sincerely, 

~e~r 
Executive Officer 

Enclosures: (a) Right-ofEntry Agreement 

cc: Mr. Steve Linder, UST Program, United States Environmental Protection Agency 
Mr. Kevin Graves, UST Program, Stale Water Resources Control Board 
Ms. Judy Reid, UST Program, State Water Resources Control Board 
Mr. Tim Smith, Los Angeles County Department of Public Works 
Ms. Lynda Arakelian, Sullivan International Group, Inc. 



Right-of-Ent ry 
California Regional Water Quality Control Board- Los Angeles Region 

Underground Storage Tanks Program 

Rene and Petra Juarez, owner of the real propert y at 906 W. Rosecrans Ave, Compton, Los 
Angeles County, APN 6156-002-039, (the " Site"), hereby grants permission to t he los Angeles 

Regional Water Quality Control Board ("Regional Board" ), and its agent s, employees, 

contractors, consultants, representatives, and invitees, includ'ng the agents and employees of 

ot her stat e agencies consulting w ith t he Regiona l Board on t his Site, to enter onto the Site for 

the purposes of conducting the Activities defined below. 

"Activit ies" shall mean all of the actions necessary t o execute necessary environment al 
investigation and/or remed ia l actions to address the unauthorized release of petroleum 

products at the Site. "Activit ies" shall also include all necessary fo llow-up inspect ions of the 
w ork, periodic monitoring of t emporary monitor ing points (e.g. vapor o r groundwater 

monitoring wells), ma intenance of any remedial system installed, and all additional work 

necessary to evaluate the effectiveness of the remedia l actions performed. 

This Right-of-Entry hereby grants the Regional Board, their agents, em ployees, con tract ors, and 
assignees the right of reasonable access under, over, and across t he property for the purpose of 

performing said Activities. 

J Pn nted Name 



JUAREZ CARWASH https:// geotracker. waterboards.ca.gov/regulators/screens/closure _policy.a ... 

I L TCP Checklist I~ GEOTR.ACKER HOllE J!.WWll! PRO.ECTS ~ 1~1~ I 

JUAREZ CARWASH (T0603797510) • MAP D!!S SITE OPEN · SITE A SSESSMENT 

906 ROSECRANS AVE. W. 
A~Til{.!Tt~l! B~EQBI 

CLEANUP OVERSIGHT .aGENCIES 

COMPTON , CA 90222 LOS AN:lELES RWOCB (REGION 4) r .EA,. · CASE II: R-26764 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY P!JB!.II:< lt!'Ji;lilf!A~~ CASEWORKER: ARMAN TOUMA!if. • SUPERVISOR: Yl LU 

lrEW PRfi!Nl\.E CASE !jl6'W6)' FOR ntS SITE 
LOS NIGELES COUNTY· CASE I . 0!3492-/)26764 

CASEWORKER: RANI 1YER - SUPERVISOR: nM SMITH 

CASEWORKER: MAN~L R ~!iA~ • SUPERVISOR: nM SMITH 

CUF Cllimll: 19441. 90117 CUF Priority Assigned: CUF ~>mount Paid: 1!2 

THIS PROJECT WAS LAST MODIFIED BY ~RM.AN TQ!J.MARION 10/11/2013 10:55:34 AM·~ 

THIS SJTE HAS SUBMITTALS. CUCK ~TO OPEN A NEW WINDOW WITH THE SUBMITTAL APPROVAL P.<>GE FOR THIS SITE. 

CLOSURE POLICY THIS VERSION IS FINAL AS OF 31112013 CHECKLIST INITIATED ON 1/2512013 CLOSURji f:2!.!S;Y HISTORY 

General Criteria - The site satisfies the policy general criteria- !<~ B&T!Qr.NISWERS ~ I 
a. Is the unauthorized release located within the service area of a public water system? 

Name of Water System : Cteyoll05~ I 
. YES NO 

b. The unauthorized release consists only of petroleum t.ial.ol- . YES NO I 

c. The unauthorized ("primary") release from the UST system has been stopped. • YES NO 

d . Free product has been removed to the maximum extent practicable lillflU • F P Not Encountered YES NO I 

e. A cooceptual site model that assesses the nature. extent. and mobilitv of the release has been developed l!!!f2}. 
Oesc:ripllon (Cheek all that Apply): I 

GW Not Evaluated 

' Groundwater Assessment Incomplete- Areal Extent of Contamination Not Defined 

I 1 Groundwater Assessment Incomplete • Depth of Contamination Not Defined 

Hydrogeology Not Adequately Defined YES . NO 
Potential Receptors Not Identified 

Soil Anessment Incomplete • Areal Extent Not Defined 

I So•l Assessment Incomplete - Depth Unknown 

Soil Vapor Not Evaluated 

Other • 

f . Secondary source has been removed to the extent practicable (!illQ)_. • YES 
NO I 

g. Soil or groundwater has been tested for MTBE and results reported in acCO<'dance with Health and Safety Code Section 
Not Required . YES NO 25296.15. 

h. Does a nuisance e)Ost. as defined by WaiM ~~ U!OII!IIIJ:Kl:iQ. YES . NO I 

1. Media .Specific Criteria: Groundwater · The contammant plume that exceeds water quality objectives is stable or decreasing in areal extent, and meets 
~ all of the additional characteristics of one of the five classes of sites listed below. - !<LEAR SECTION NISWER§ 

EXEMPTlON • SoH Only Cue (ReiNH hU!!2l A !fee:~ Groundwater · !.!!!2) YI!S • NO 

Does tile site meet any of the Groundwater specific criteria scenarios? YES • NO 

ADDITIONAL QUESTlONS • Please indicate only those conditions that do not meet the policy cri teria: 
Plume Length (That Exceeds Water Quality Objectives) : 

;, 100 Feet and< 250 Feet ;, 250 Feet and < 1 ,000 Feet ;, 1.000 Feet • Unknown 

Plume is Stable or Decreasing in~ Extent : 

No Unknown 

Free Product in Groundwater: 

Yes No Unknown 

Free Product Has Been Removed to the Maximum Extent Practicable : 

No Unknown 

For s ites with free product, the Plume Has Been Stable or Decreasing for 5-Years (Info) : 

No Unknown 

For s ites with free product, owner Willing to Accept a Land Use Restriction (if required): 

No Unknown 

Free Product EKtends Offsite : 

Yes Unknown 

Benzene Concentration : 

;, 1,000 IJO~ and < 3.000 1J911 l<3,000~1 Unknown 

MTBE Concentration: 

" 1,000 ug/1 Unknown 

Nearest Supply Woll (From Plume Boundary) : 

s250 Feet > 250 Feet and s 1.000 Feet Unknown 

Nearest Surface Water Body (From Plume Boundary) : 

:S250 Feet > 250 Feet and :s 1,000 Feet Unknown 

I of2 1/21 /201411:02 AM 



JUAREZ CARWASH https:/ /geotracker. waterboards.ca.gov /regulators/screens/closure _pol icy. a ... 

2. Med ia Specific Criteria : Petroleu m Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air - The site is considered low-threat for the vapor-intrusion-to-air pathway if 
~ site-specific conditions satisfy items 2a, 2b. or 2c - !<~ ~!iCTIONANS:ltiiB§ 

EXEMPTION - Acllvt Commtrcllt Petroleum Fueling Facility YES . NO 

Does the site meet any of the Petroleum Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air speci fic criteria scenarios? YES • NO 

ADOITIONAL QUESTIONS- Please indicate only those conditions that do not meet the policy criteria: 
Soil Gas Samples ; 

No Soil Gas Samples Taken Incorrectly 

Exposure Type ; 

Residential Commercial 

Free Product: 

In Groundwater tn Soil Unknown 

TPH in the Bioattenuation Zone ; 

• a: 100 mglkg Unknown Soil samples not taken at two depths Wlthon 5 ft . zone (only for Scenano 4 with BioZone) 

Bioattenuation Zone ThiCkness ; 

< 5 Feet (No BioZone) <?: 5 Feet aoo < 10 Feet <?: 10 Feet and< 30 Feet <! 30 Feet 30ft BioZone Compromosed TPH > 100mg/kg Unknown 

02 Data in Bioattenuatlon Zone ; 

No 0
2 

Data 02< 4% 02<:4% 

Benzene in Groundwater : 

• ~ 1 00 ~ and < 1 ,000 t.JQ/1 ~ 1,000 t.Jg/1 Unknown 

Soil Gas Benzene : 

a: 85 t.Jg/m3 and < 280 tJgJm3 a: 280 t.J9/m3 and < 85,000 1Jg/m3 ~ 85.000 t.Jg/m3 and < 280,000 t.J9/m3 
<!; 280,000 tJgJm3 Unknown 

Soil Gas EthylBenzene : 

<?: 1,100 1JQim3 and < 3,600 1JQim3 ~ 3,600 t.Jglm3 and < 1.100,000 1Jg/m3 ~ 1,100.000 t.JQ/m3 and< 3,600,000 t.JQ/m3 ~ 3,800,000 IJQ/m3 Unknown 

Soil Gas Naphthalene : 

~ 931Jg/m3 ond < 310 IJQ/m3 ~ 310 1Jg/m3 and< 93,000 t.Jg/m3 ~ 93,000 t.JQ/m3 and< 310.000 t.J9im3 ~ 310.000 IJQ/m3 Unknown 

3. Media Specific Criteria: Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure - The site is considered low-threat for direct contact and outdoor air exposure if it 
~ meets 1, 2, or 3 below. - !<~ ~C!!Q!:! N>~SWEB~ 

!.XI!"MPTlON - The upper 10 f- of aool 1a frM of JNtrahoum cont.zmnation Y!S . NO 

Does the site meet any of the Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure criteria scenarios? YES No
1 

3.1 - Maximum concentrations of petroleum constituents in soil are tess than or equal to those listed in the following table CLINK! for the specified depth below • YES NO I ground surface. 

I Additional Information 

i I Should this case be ~sed In spite of NOT meeting polocy cnteria? YES . NO 

SE!iiLL~I:!Iii~!S. 

I Save Form as Partiall~ Comeleted I I Save Form as Complete I 
LOGGED IN AS CYORK CONTACT GEOIB..CKEB t£Lp 

2of2 1/21 /2014 11:02 AM 
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Underground Storage 'fank Program 

Item XX.S 

Garfield Expr ess 

(Renewal) 



NO.6: RENEWAL CASE FOR EAR ACCOUNT- REGION 4 -LOS ANGELES 

1. Site Name and Address: 

Garfield Express 
11600 South Long Beach Boulevard 
Lynwood, CA 90262 
APN: 6175-009-025 
GeoTracker GlobaiiD: T0603705377 
Regional Board Case No.: R-23001 

Release Date: November 20, 1995 
Site Status: Assessment & Interim Remedial Action 
Current Site Use: Abandoned gasoline service station (ceased operation in 201 0); former dry 
cleaning facility 

2. Name and Address of Responsible Parties: 

Louis & Alice Ross Family Trust 
5709 Jed Smith Road 
Hidden Hills, CA 91302 

The Ross Family Trust owns the site. Mr. Barry Ross is the sole successor Trustee of The 
Ross Family Trust. Mr. Barry Ross became the successor trustee of the Ross Family Trust 
when his father, Mr. Luis Ross, who was the original RP for this site, passed away on 
February 27, 2004. 

3. Corrective Action Directives: 

The RP has been recalcitrant since 2001. The Regional Board issued the Ross Family Trust 
two Cleanup & Abatement Orders (CAOs); one on February 27, 2001 and another on May 27, 
2009. The Regional Board also issued the Ross Family Trust two directives concerning access 
to the site; one on July 8, 2011 and another on November 18, 2011. A copy of the most recent 
CAO is attached. 

4. Name and Address of Oversight Agency with Point of Contact: 

Los Angeles Regional Water Quality Control Board (Region 4) 
320 W. 4th Street, Suite 200 
Los Angeles, CA 90013 

Project Manager: Arman Toumari 
Phone: 213-576-6708 
Email: atoumari@waterboards.ca.gov 

Nominating Agency: 

City of Lynwood Redevelopment Agency 
11330 Bullis Road 
Lynwood, CA 90262 
Director of Community Development: Sarah Magana Withers 
Phone: 310-603-0220 ext: 317 
Email: swithers@lynwood.ca.us 



Item X 

5. Description of Unauthorized Release: 

In March 1997, El Capitan Environmental Services, on behalf of Mr. Luis Ross, submitted a 
technical report titled Preliminary Site Assessment Report to the Los Angeles County, 
Department of Public Works (LACDPW). According to the report, eight soil borings (B-1 
through B-8) were drilled at the site to a maximum depth of 35-feet below ground surface 
(bgs). The maximum concentrations in soil samples from the borings detected are as follows: 

• 18,000 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) of total petroleum hydrocarbons in the gasoline 
range (TPHG). 

• 210 mg/kg of benzene, 
• 815 mg/kg of toluene, 
• 1,170 mg/kg of total xylenes, 
• 180 mg/kg of ethylbenzene, and 
• 2,000 mg/kg of methyl tertiary butyl ether (MTBE). 

One groundwater grab sample from boring B-1 detected the following: 

• 200,000 micrograms per liter (J.Jg/L) of TPHG, 
• 18,000 J.Jg/L of benzene, 
• 44,000 J.Jg/L of toluene, 
• 2,000 J.Jg/L of ethylbenzene, 
• 17,600 J.Jg/L of xylenes, and 
• 10,000 J.Jg/L of MTBE. 

LACDPW referred regulatory oversight to the Regional Board on May 20, 1997. 

6. Justification for Re-nomination to EAR Program: 

The site was first nominated to the EAR Account by the City of Lynwood in 2009 and was 
approved for $1 ,500,000. Of this amount, $1,272,866 was encumbered by the State Water 
Board and $1,033,402 of that amount was spent on soil remediation. The remaining unspent 
funding is needed to continue the operation of two remediation systems onsite, as the Ross 
Family Trust remains recalcitrant and the site is a threat to groundwater resources. 

7. Reason for Failure of Responsible Party to Complete Required Action: 

The Ross Family Trust claims it is unable to afford the required cleanup. 

8. Documentation of Any Disputes between Responsible Party and Agency: 

During a meeting on December 5, 2007 with Mr. Barry Ross; Mr. Roger Holt and Mr. Jon 
Sokol, attorneys for Barry Ross and the Ross Family Trust; and GeoSyntec representatives, 
Regional Board staff requested Mr. Barry Ross comply with the requirements stated in CAO 
No. 01 -002, and reiterated Mr. Barry Ross and The Ross Family Trust's responsibility for 
cleanup of the contamination at the site and at the adjacent U-Haul site. 

In a letter dated February 12, 2008, Mr. Roger Holt asserted that CAO No. 01-002 does not 
apply to Mr. Barry Ross, since Mr. Ross was not initially named in the said order. 



Item X 

On May 27, 2009, the Regional Board issued CAO No. R4-2009-0045 to Mr. Barry Ross and 
The Ross Family Trust. 

On November 18, 2010, the Regional Board issued a Notice of Violation to Mr. Barry Ross and 
The Ross Family Trust for not complying with the CAO No. R4-2009-0045. 

On June 8, 2011 , the Regional Board sent a letter to the attorney of Mr. Barry Ross and The 
Ross Family Trust requesting access to site. 

On July 8, 2011, the Regional Board sent another letter to the attorney of Mr. Barry Ross and 
The Ross Family Trust, again requesting access to the site. 

On September 22, 2011, the Regional Board sent a letter to the attorney of Mr. Barry Ross 
and The Ross Family Trust clarifying access and responsible party issues. 

On November 18, 2011 , the Regional Board sent another letter to the attorney of Mr. Barry 
Ross and The Ross Family Trust, clarifying access and responsible party issues. 

9. Actions Taken by the RP: 

The Ross Family Trust hired a consultant, Brown & Caldwell, to conduct site investigation 
activities from 2006 - 2007. However, no further actions have been taken since May 7, 2007. 

10. Investigation/Remedial Efforts Completed: 

According to the Semi-Annual Groundwater Monitoring Report, dated October 21 , 2005, 
prepared by Brown and Caldwell, the initial groundwater monitoring activities commenced at 
the site in 1998. A product recovery system first began operating at the site in 1999 and was 
later shut down in 2000 when hand bailing of product commenced. The report also stated that 
from December 1999 to December 2000, ten vapor extraction wells were installed at the site. 
A vapor extraction system was installed and reported ly began operating in June 2003. In June 
2005, the vapor extraction system ceased operations. 

In a report dated February 1, 2006, Brown and Caldwell evaluated the potential for the 
existence of different sources of free product and commingled petroleum hydrocarbon plumes. 
Brown & Caldwell requested Regional Board staff to consider the adjacent sites, such as the 
Acosta Restaurant (a former Chevron Station) and U-Haul site as potential contributors to the 
contamination at the site. 

On February 14, 2006, Brown and Caldwell submitted a workplan to perform monthly free 
product removal, using the existing active skimmers on selected monitoring wells (MW-2, MW-
3, MW-7, and MW-8) as an interim measure starting in March 2006. 

On September 18, 2006, Brown and Caldwell performed a site assessment to investigate the 
presence of any on-going fuel releases at the site. Brown and Caldwell and/or its contractor 
drilled a total of 22 shallow hand auger borings around the underground storage tanks (USTs), 
product lines, and dispensers. During the drilling, Brown and Caldwell and/or its contractor 
breached a diesel fuel line connecting the diesel UST and dispensers. To fix the breached diesel 
fuel line, on October 9-10, 2006, Brown and Caldwell and/or its contractor removed the pavement 
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between the diesel UST and dispensers, in an area of approximately 10 feet by 25 feet. Field 
observations indicated that diesel releases from the breached fuel line have impacted the soil 
and/or fill materials around the breached fuel line, and beneath the dispensers. 

Between September and November 2006, Brown and Caldwell conducted additional site 
assessment at the site and a portion of the U-Haul site. The site assessment included Rapid 
Optical Screening Tool (ROST) Survey, forensic analysis of free product, and soil boring and 
soil sample analyses. The results of these assessments were reported in a Site Assessment 
Report dated May 7, 2007. Regional Board staff notes that the results of these analyses are 
inconclusive and do not specifically point to a significant release under the U-Haul site. 

Between April and May 2010, Gannett Fleming, Inc., the consultant for the City of Lynwood, 
conducted a site investigation at the site using City funds. The site investigation concluded that 
free product extended to the east of the site, beneath the residential neighborhood. The site 
investigation also showed that chlorinated volatile organic compounds (VOCs) are distributed 
in the immediate vicinity of the former dry cleaner located at the site, and extend to the south 
and east. 

On May 16, 2011, Gannett Fleming, Inc. conducted groundwater monitoring at the site using 
EAR funds. Up to 4.41 feet of free product was observed on top of groundwater at the site. 
Also, there were maximum concentrations in the groundwater of up to 21,000 j.Jg/L of TPHG, 
8,900 j.Jg/L of benzene 320 j.Jg/L of MTBE, 210,000 j.Jg/L of tert-butyl alcohol (TBA), 800 j.Jg/L 
of perchloroethylene (PCE), and 3,500 IJg/L of trichloroethylene (TCE), which exceed the 
California Maximum Concentration Level (MCL) for drinking water. 

From May 15 - 18, 2012, Gannett Fleming, Inc. conducted groundwater monitoring at the site. 
Up to 4.58 feet of free product was observed. Also, there were maximum concentrations in the 
groundwater of up to 4,900 IJg/L of TPHG, 10,000 IJg/L of benzene, 82 IJg/L of MTBE, 95,000 
IJg/L of TBA, 93 IJg/L of PCE, and 1,800 IJg/L of TCE all of which exceed their respective 
maximum contaminant levels (MCLs). 

Gannett Fleming, Inc. has operated the free product recovery and soil vapor extraction (SVE) 
system for both the U-Haul and Ross Family Trust sites from July 2012 through December 
2013. Both systems have been temporarily shut-down until a new contract is signed with the 
City of Lynwood and new permits are obtained. To date, approximately 2,385 gallons of free 
product has been removed and 3,229 pounds (lbs) of mass extracted vapors have been 
recovered from the Ross Family Trust site; 593 gallons of free product were removed and 
7,340 lbs of mass extracted vapors have been recovered from the U-Haul site. 

From June 10 - 25, 2013, Gannett Fleming, Inc. conducted the first semi-annual groundwater 
monitoring event at the site. The second semi-annual groundwater monitoring event was 
conducted from December 16 - 20, 2013. Based on the most recent sampling event in 
December, the maximum thickness of free product observed was 6.25 feet in MW-1 0. 
Maximum concentrations in groundwater were as follows: 19,000 IJg/L of TPHG. 11,000 j.Jg/L of 
benzene, 280 j.Jg/L of MTBE, 59,000 IJg/L of TBA, 9.8 j.Jg/L of PCE, and 880 j.Jg/L of TCE. 

On December 26, 2013, Gannett Fleming, Inc. removed and disposed of three 10,000-gallon 
USTs from the site, along with 55.4 tons of soil that was excavated from beneath the USTs. 
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11. Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank Closure Policy Summary 

Site data was reviewed and compared against the Low-Threat Underground Storage Tank 
Case Closure Policy (L TCP) criteria to see if the site could be closed under the policy. The 
following criteria were not met: 

• General (see attached evaluation form): 
o Has free product been removed to the maximum extent practicable? No, measureable 

free product still exists at the site and remediation is ongoing. 
o Has a conceptual site model that assesses the nature, extent, and mobility of the 

release been developed? No, further delineation of soil and groundwater is requi red to 
determine extent of impact. 

o Has the secondary source been removed to the extent practicable? The contaminated 
soils surrounding the USTs have been removed/excavated to the maximum extent 
practicable, given the limitation of the equipment onsite, during the UST removal; 
however, contaminated soil is still present in soil surrounding the former USTs, as well 
as free product. 

o Are there unique site attributes or site-specific conditions that demonstrably increase 
the risk associated with residual petroleum constituents? The plume is reportedly 
commingled with the adjacent U-Haul site, and VOCs associated with the former 
drycleaner once located at the site. 

• Groundwater- The criteria have not been met. The plume length is greater than 1 ,000 feet 
and not laterally defined downgradient. Also, benzene and MTBE concentrations are 
increasing in well W&A-MW-3, the farthest downgradient well. 

• Petroleum Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air - The criteria has not been met. Depth to 
groundwater is greater than 10 ft bgs and benzene concentrations in groundwater are 
greater than 1,000 f..Jg/1. MW-8 has TPH concentrations greater than 100 mg/kg at 5 ft bgs. 

• Direct Contact and Outdoor ,A.ir Exposure - MW-8 has a benzene concentration of 36 
mg/kg at 5 ft bgs, which exceeds acceptable regulatory standards for benzene 
concentrations as per criteria in the L TCP. 

12. Description of Investigation/Remediation Work Needed: 

In order to meet the criteria in the L TCP, the lateral and vertical extent of VOC contamination 
in soil and groundwater contamination will need to be determined. The free product remova l 
and SVE systems should continue to operate for the next year, and the SVE wells previously 
installed around the UST cavity should be connected to the SVE system. Future investigations 
wi ll determine whether, and to what extent, remediation is necessary to protect human health, 
safety and the environment. 

13. Amount of Annual Funding Requested and Estimated Total Required 

$ 0 additional annual funding is being requested for fiscal year 2014-2015. A total of 
$1,500,000 has already been allocated by the State Board in previous years, but not all of that 
amount has been spent. There remains a balance of $466,599 that can be spent for cleanup 
at this site. However, the total funding required to complete the cleanup has not been 
determined. During fiscal year 2012-2013, $914,601 was spent by the EAR Account to 
reimburse consultant costs for field work, and in fiscal year 2013-2014, $118,800 has been 
spent by the EAR Account. The balance will be used for free product removal. Additional 
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treatment is needed for the vadose zone contamination and the dissolved phase in 
groundwater. 

14. Results if EAR Funding Denied: 

If EAR funding is denied, the cleanup and abatement measures will be halted, which will delay 
or prevent the City's plan to redevelop not only the site, but also the peripheral sites. Lateral 
migration of the plume to sensitive receptors is also possible. According to the Water 
Replenishment District's Interactive Well Search Database, there are 6 drinking water wells 
within approximately one mile of the site where the shallow groundwater ranges between 18-
31 feet bgs. Although progress has been made on the site, significant work is still necessary to 
prevent harm to sensitive receptors. 

15. Attachments: 

1. May 27, 2009 Regional Board Cleanup and Abatement Order 
2. L TCP Evaluation Form 
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California Reg-.-onal Water Quality C\:,-:ttrol Board 
Los Angeles Region 

320 W. 4d1 Street, Suite 200, Los Angeles, California 90013 Arnold SciJwarzcncggcr Lind!l i\. Adams 
Ca!/EP.r Secrelary Phone (213) 576-6600 FAX (213) 576-6640 - Internet Address: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/losangelcs Gov.trnor 

May 27,2009 

Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
5709 Jed Smith Road, 
Hidden Hills, CA 91302 

Certified Mail 
Return Receipt Requested 
Claim No. 7002 0860 0001 0651 2316 

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER NO. R4-2009-0045 REQUIRING MR. BARRY ROSS 
AND THE ROSS . FAMILY TRUST TO CLEANUP AND ABATE PETROLEUM 
HYDROCARBONS AND FUEL OXYGENATES CONTA~INATION IN SOIL AND 
GROUNDWATER 
GARFIELD EXPRESS (PRIORITY A-1 SITE) 
11600 SOUTH LONG BEACH BOULEVARD, LYNWOOD (UST FILE NO. R-23001 ) 

Dear Mr. Ross: 

This Regional Board has determined that the presence of fuel constituents contamination at 
Garfield Express (the Site) located at 11600 South Long Beach Boulevard, Lynwood, creates 
or threatens to create a condition of pollution or nuisance in the waters of the State. 

Pursuant to section 13304 of the California Water Code, enclosed is the Cleanup and 
Abatement Order No. R4-2009-0045 (Order) directing you and the Ross Family Trust io clea;1 
up and abate soil, soil vapor, and/or groundwater contaminaiion at the Site to the extent thai it 
no ·loriger··poses· a .. th-reaftci. water ·quality "or-human- health~ This Order.is issued under sections 
13304 and 13350 of the California Water Code. 

The Regional Board may impose civil penalties or seek injunctive rel ief in · accorda:~ce with 
sections 13268, 13350 and 13385 of the California Water Code, if you a'nd the Ross Family 
Trust fai l to comply with the terms and conditions of this Order. The Regional Board may also 
request the Attorney General to take the appropriate action against the Ross Family Trust, to 
include injunction and civil monetary remedies, pursuant to appropriate California Water Code 
sections. including but not limited to sections 13.304, 13350 and 13386. 

P.msua.ndo·.:Ca~i.f.tsniaJNa:ter :Cons· .section· ·1.3320.,_).-:)U may ·seek re\'iew ':/~ .. ~hi!i Or de;· by fil ing s 
j:-.;;.titlon with,..it:u·:i::S:tate.~Warer::'Re$o:ur:ces. Control Board .( SratE:··3oard). SUch a:· petition· must. be · 
·sent .. ~p the ·state Board, locate-d at P.O. Box 1 00. · 1 00'1 =! .Street,' Sacr'am~A-to;o·ta1ifornia ·95'814, 
within 30 day,s of receipt of this Order. 

California Environmental Protectioll Agency 

~J Recycled Paper 
Our mission is to preserve and enhance the quality of California's water resources for the benefit of present and future generations 



Mr. Barry Ross 

( ' __ ) 

The Ross Family Trust 

I 
\_j 

- 2- May 27, 2009 

If you have any questions on this Order, please contact Dr. Yi Lu at (213) 576-6695, or Mr. 
Arman Toumari at {213) 576-6708. 

Sincerely, 

T ra8! J. E!f'u~~e 
Executive e r 

Enclosure: 1) Cleanup and Abatement Order R4-2009-0045 
2) Site maps (Figures 2, 3, 4, 5) 

Cf' ' 

" · Ms. Yvonne Shanks, SWRCB, Underground Storage Tank Cleanup Fund 
Mr. Tim Smith, LACDPW, Environmental Programs Division, Underground Tanks 
Mr. Roger Holt, Greenberg Glusker 
Mr. Andrew J. Barnes, Geosyntec Consultants 
Mr. Reid Riner, Amerco Real Estate Company 
Mr. David Grande-Cassel! , Clark Hill PLC 
Ms. Lorry Hempe, City of Lynwood 

California Environmental Protection Agency 

~J Recycled Paper 

' i: . .. i) . 

Our mission Is to preserve and enhance the quality of California s water resourcesfo,·the benefit of present andfuii/J'e generations 



.STATE OF CALIFORNIA 
REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD 

LOS ANGELES REGION 

CLEANUP AND ABATEMENT ORDER (CAO) NO. R4-2009-0045 

REQUIRING MR. BARRY ROSS AS TRUSTEE AND THE ROSS FAMILY TRUST TO 
INVESTIGATE, CLEANUP, AND ABATE THE EFFECTS OF PETROLEUM 

HYDROCARBONS, GASOLINE, AND FUEL OXYGENATE CONTAMI~ATION IN SOIL, SOIL 
GAS, AND GROUNDWATER 

.AT GARFIELD EXPRESS LOCATED AT 11600 LONG BEACH BOULEVARD IN LYNWOOD 

(UST File No. R-23001) 

-Cleanup and Abatement. Order No. R4-2009-0045 requires The Ross Family Trust (hereafter 
Discharger or Responsible Pa.rty), to assess, monitor, and cleanup and abate the effects of 
petroleum and volatile organic compounds (VOCs) and other contaminants of concern discharged 
to soil and groundwater at their Garfield Express facility at 11600 Long Beach Boulevard, 
Lynwood, California. This Order supersedes the CAO No. 01-002 (dated February 27, 2001) 
previously issued to Mr. Luis Ross. Mr. Luis Ross passed away on February 27, 2004, and Mr . 

. Barry Ross became the successor trustee of the Ross Family Trust. · 

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (Regional Board)' 
herein finds: 

INTRODUCTION 

1. The (9cility, Garfield Express, located at 11600 Long Beach Boulevard in Lynwood (the Site) 
is an .active gasoline service station with three underground storage tanks (USTs). The Site 
is comprised of the commercial property between Lynwood Road and Louise Street. fronting 
Long Beach Boulevard. The northern portion of the Site, is currently occupied by an active' 
gasoline service station operated by l)S Royal Oil, Inc. (d.b.a. USA Royal Oil). Other 
businesses including a coin Laundromat,. pet shop and flower shop occupy the remainder of 
the Site. The Site Is located within a designated redevelopment area of the City of Lynwood. 

2. The Site is located within the Central Groundwater Basin of the Los Angeles Coastal Plain. 
Regional Board adopted a Water Quality Control Plan (Basin Plan) for the Los Angeles 
Region on June 13, 1994. The ~asi0 Plan designates the following beneficial uses ·fur 
groundwater within the Central Groundwater Basin: municipal and domestic supply, 
agricultural supply, industrial process supply, and industrial service supply. 

3. The lithology beneath the Site consists of inter-bedded sand, silty sand, silt and clay from 
grade to approximately 30 feet below ground surface (b,gs). Groundwater levels have bo.::n 
measured at approximately 21 to 28 feet bgs, and the groundwater flow direction has been 
generally toward the south. 

4. The Site overlies a producing aquifer within the Central Groundwater Basin. The City of 
Lynwood operates one active municipal supply well (Well No.6) located less than 0.4 miles 
to the northwest of the site. There are up to eight additional active municipal supply wells 
within one mile from the site (see attached Site and Receptor Map). 



Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4~2009-0045 

5. Fuel constituents and VOCs have been detected in soil and groundwater beneath the S1to 
and the U-Haul facility about 120 feet south of the Site. 

PROPERTY OWNERSHIP INFORMATION 

6. The Ross Family Trust owns the Site. Mr. Barry Ross is the sole successor trustee of the 
Trust. Mr. Barry Ross became the successor trustee of the Trust when his father, Mr. Luis 
Ross, the original Responsible Party of the Site, passed away on February 27, 2004. 

EVIDENCE OF CONTAMiNATION AND BASIS FOR SECTION 13304 ORDER 

7. Waste Releases Discovered During Subsurface Investigations 

a. In March 1997, El Capitan Environmental Services, ·on behalf of Mr. Luis Ross, submitted 
a technical report titled "Preliminary Site Assessment Report" to the County of Los 
Angeles Department of Public Works (CLADPW). Accord ing to the report, eight soil 
borings (B-1 through B-8) were drilled at the Site to a maximum depth of 35 feet bgs. Soil 
samples from the borings detected up to 18,000 milligrams per kilogram (mg/kg) of total 
petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline (TPHg), 210 mg/kg of benzene, 815 mg/kg of 
toluene, 1,170 mg/kg of xylenes, 180 mg/kg of ethylbenzene, and 2,000 mg/kg of methyl 
tertiary butyl ether (MTBE). One groundwater grab sample from boring B-1 detected up to 
200,000 micrograms per liter {,ug/L) of TPHg, 18,000 JJg/L of benzene, 44,000 JJg/L of 
toluene, 2,000 JJg/L of ethylbenzene, 17,600 JJg/L of xylenes, and 10,000 JJg/L of MTBE. 
CLADPW referred regulatory oversight of the Site to this Regional Board on May 20, 1997. 

b. Between September and November 2006, Brown & Caldwell conducted additional site 
assessment at the Site and portion of the U-Haul site. The site assessment included 
"Rapid Optical Screening Tool" (ROST) survey, forensic analysis of free product, and soil 
boring and soil samples analyses. The results of these assessments were reported in a 
Site Assessment Report dated May 7, 2007. Regional Board staff has indicated that the 
results of these analyses are inconclusive arid do not specifically point to a significant 
release under the U-Haul Site. 

c. Free fuel product has been detected in several monitoring wells (MW-1, MW~2, MW~3, 
MW-5, MW-7, MW-8, MW~9, MW-14, MW-15, MW-23, UH-1 , EX-1, EX-2, and EX-3) onsite 
and offsite (see attached Figure 6). The last monitoring event conducted in September 
2008_ detected up to 4.95 feet of free product at onsite well MW-8. MW-8 is lo<;ated near 
the source area. Free product recovery system was installed at the Site on December 26, 
1998 to recover free product from wells MW-2, MW-3 and MW-5. Daily purging of wells 
that' contain free product but were not connected to the product recovery system were 
conducted at the site from July 25, 2000 until October 16, 2000. Manual purging was 
reinitiated on January 16, 2001 on a reduced frequency of three times a week. 

d. According to the "2008 151 Semi-annual Groundwater Monitoring Report", there are thirty 
nine groundwater monitoring wells (MW-1 through MW-35, and W&A-MW-1 through W&A­
MW-4) onsite and offsite (see attached Figure 2). Quarterly groundwater monitoring 
started in 1997. Semi-annual groundwater monitoring started in 2005. Historically, free 
product up to 16.67 feet was present in groundwater monitoring wells onsite. Laboratory 
analytical results of -groundwater samples collected in September 2008 detected TPHg up 
to 33,000 JJg/L, benzene up to 14,000 ]Jg/L, and MTBE up to 12,000 JJQ/1:... These 
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Mr. f3arry Ross 
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concentrations were detected at onsite well MW-4. Depth to the groundwater was 
approximately 23 feet bgs and the groundwater flow was generally toward the south. 

e. On April 14, 2006, Regional Board staff required Chevron to submit historical information 
for the site occupied by Acosta Restaurant located direclfy south of Garfield Express site. 
Acosta Restaurant's site had beeri owned and operated by Union Oil Company of 
California (Unocal) from 1951 through 1959. Unocal has been acquired by Chevron. 

f. In a letter dated April 27, 2006, Chevron indicated to Regional Board staff that Unocal had 
operated a gasoline service station under a site and facilities lease from 1940 to 1959. 
Chevron also indicated that Unocal. had no involvement with the site since 1959. Regional 
Board staff does not consider Unocal as a contributing source to the petroleum 
hydrocarbon contamination beneath Garfield Express at this time. 

g. During a site assessment to investigate on-going release at the site on September 18, 
2006 by Brown & Caldwell, a diesel fuel line was damaged, and an unknown .amount of 
diesel fuel was released to the environment. 

. 8. Source Elimination and Remediation Status 
\ 

' 
Between 1999 and 2006, a total of 6,767 gallons of free product were removed from 
the Site. Also, qetween 2003 and 2004, a soil vapor extraction system operating at the 
Site removed 24,946 pounds of fuel vapors from the soil at the Site: 

9. Compliance History . 

a. Prior to May 1997, the Responsible Party of the Site has been conducting corrective· 
a_gtions under the jurisdiction of County of Los Angeles Department of Pubiic Works 
(CLADPW). 

b. On May 20, 1997, CLADPW referred the regulatoiy oversight of the Site to the 
Regional Board. 

c. In a letter dated June 2, 1997, Regional Board staff required Mr. Luis Ross to submit a 
workplan to install groundwater monitoring wells at the Site. Regional Board staff also 
req.uired Mr. Luis Ross to provide copies of the CLADPW letters dated November 20, 
1995 and February 29, 1996, and copies of the tank integrity testing reports, and to 
provide a summary of actions taken with respect to the tank integrity test failure. 

d. In a letter dated August 14, ·1998, Regional Board staff required Mr. Luis Ross to 
manually remove free product on a·weekly basis, or via an automatic recovery system. 

e. On June 5, 2000, Regional Board staff received a "Remedial Action Plan for Petroleum 
Hydrocarbon Contamination" dated May 25, 2000. The workplan proposed to implement 
a soil vapor extraction (SVE) onsite. 

f. In a directive dated December 13, 2000, the Executive Officer of this Regional Board 
(the Executive Officer) approved the use of SVE and Vacuum Enhi3nced Product 
Skimming with Biological Action (BIO-VEPS) systems as an interim measure to expedite 
free product removal and site cleanup at the Site. 

3 
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g. On February 27, 2001, the Executive Officer issued to Mr. Luis Ross CAO Order No. 01 -
002. The CAO required Mr. ' Luis Ross to adequately assess, monitor, report, anc 
cleanup and abate the effects of gasoline pollution, including MTBE and other fuel 
oxygenates, discharged to soil, soil vapor, and groundwater beneath the Site. 

h. On May 2, 2001, J & B Environmental, on behalf of Mr. Luis Ross, submitted the Initial 
Site Conceptual Model (PSCM) to the Regional Board. 

i. In a letter dated Aug.ust 31, 2001, State UST Fund Advisory and Services (SUSTFA&S), 
the consultant for Mr. Luis Ross, requested Regional Board to add U-Haul site (a 
neighboring site south of the Garfield Express site; see Figure 2) to the Order 01-002 as 
the potential responsible party for investigation and cleanup of soil and groundwater 
contamination in the vicinity of Garfield Express site. · · 

j. During a meeting with SUSTFA&s · on September 24, 2001, Regional Board staff 
rejected .SU.STFA&S' request to add U-Haul site to Order No. 01-002. Regional Board 
staff determined that soil data obtained from the U-Haul site did not support U-Haul's 
contribution to the free product observed beneath the U-Haul site or the entire area. 

k. On April 22, 2002, the Executive Officer issued a Notice of Violation (NOV) to Mr. Luis 
Ross for extensive delays in installati?n of the BIOIVEP system. 

I. The BIO/VEP system did not start operation until June 2003, and it has been 
discontinued since March 2005. 

m. Mr. Barry Ross became the successor trustee of the Ross Family Trust when his father, 
Mr. Luis Ross, passed away on February 27, 2004. 

n. During a meeting on October 14, 2005 with Brown &Caldwell, consultant for Mr. Barry 
Ross, Regional Board staff required that the free product recovery be resumed until a 
more complete cleanup strategy is employed as part of the pending site development. 

o. In a report dated February 1, 2006, Brown & Caldwell evaluated the potential for 
presence of different sources of free product and a commingled hydrocarbon plumes. 
Brown & Caldwell requested Regional Board staff to consider the adjacent sites, such as 
the Acosta Restaurant (the former Chevron station; see Figure 2) and U-Haul site l:l ~~ 
potential contributors to the contamination at the Site. 

p. On February 14, 2006, Brown & Caldwell submitted a workplan to perform monthly free 
product removal using the existing active skimmers on selected monitoring wells (MW-2, 
MW-3, MW-7, and MW-8) as an interim measure at the site starting in March 2006. 

q. In a directive letter dated May 19, 2006, the Executive Officer approved the workplan 
dated February 14, 2006, which proposed to - implement free product recovery on 
selected wells at.the Site. The Executive Officer also required that additional offs i~ ~ vJclls 
containing free product shall be included in the proposed free product removal program. 
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r. On June 19, 2006, Mr. Roger Holt, attorney for Mr. Barry Ross, filed a petition (Petition) 
to the Stafe Water Resources Control Board (State Board) requesting State Board to 
review of Regional Board's letter dated May 19, 2006. The Petition claimed that data 
gaps needed to be addressed before cleanup was required to be performed on the 
adjacent properties. 

s. On June 28, 2006, the State Board declined to accept lhe Petition for review. The Chief 
Counsel of the State Board stated that the Regional Board's letter dated May 19, 2006 
did not constitute a final action and therefore was not subject to petition. 

t. In a letter dated June 30, 2006, Brown & Caldwell indicated to Regional Board staff that 
they would comply with Regional Board staff requirements specified in the May 19, 2006 
letter. 

u. On August 31, 2006, Brown & Caldwell submitted a workplan to the Regional Board for 
additional investigation in the area extending between the Site and the U-Haul site. 

v. During a meeting on September 7, 2006, with Mr. Barry Ross and Brown & Caldwell, 
Regional Board staff concurred with the workplan dated August 31, 2006. Regional 
Board staff als.o required Mr. Barry Ross to conduct an onsite investigation to assess if 
any new unauthorized releases have occurred since US Royal, Inc. became the owner 
and operator of the gasoline station at the Site since 1999. 

w. During a meeting on December 5, 2007 with Mr. Barry Ross; Mr. Roger Holt and Mr. Jon 
Sokol, attorneys for Barry Ross; and GeoSyntec representatives, Regional Board staff 
requested Mr. Barry Ross to comply with the requirements stated in Order R4-01-002, 
and reiterated Mr. Barry Ross's responsibility for cleanup of the contamination at the Site 
and at the U-Haul site. 

x. In a letter dated February 12, 2008, Mr. Roger Holt asserted that Order No . . R4-01-002 
does not apply to Mr. Barry Ross, since Mr. Ross was not initially named in the said 
Order. 

10. Summary of Findings from Subsurface Investigations · 

Based on the facts set forth above, the Executive Officer concludes and determines that: 

a. The gasoline constituents described herein which Discharger caused or permitted to 
be discharged are "wastes" within the definition of the Porter-Cologne Water Quality 
Control Act (Water Code section 13050). 

b. Waters of the State underlie the Site. 

c. The wastes are being discharged where it is, or probably will be, discharged to the 
waters of the State. 

d. Such discharge has created or threatens to create a condition of pollution or 
nuisance. 

5 



Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2009-0045 

11 . Summary of Current Conditions Requiring Cleanup and Abatement 

a. To reduce financial burden on the Discharger, this Regional Board staff has allowed 
a temporary reduction in the groundwater monitoring frequency from quarterly to 
semi-annually. 

b. This Regional Bo.ard is the public agency with primary responsibility for protection of 
ground and surface water quality for all beneficial uses within Los Angeles and 
Ventura Counties, including the regulation of leaking UST's that threaten water 
quality. 

c. The activities contained in this Order are necessary to abate the effects of gasoline 
constituents and fuel oxygenates polluting the groundwater underlying the site and 
migrating offsite within the Central Groundwater Basin. 

d. The Discharger is responsible under section 13304 of the California Water Code to 
perform the activities contained in this Order. 

e. Section 13304 of the California Water Code states, in part, that: 

"Any person ... who has caused or permitted, causes or permits, or threatens to 
cause or permit any waste to be discharged or deposited where it is, or probably will 
be, discharged into the waters of the state and creates, or threatens to create, a 
condition of pollution or nuisance, shall upon order of Regional Board, clean up the 
waste or abate the effects of the waste, or, in the case of threatened pollution or 
nuisance, take other necessary remedial action, including, but not limited to, 
overseeing cleanup and abatement efforts." 

f. Section 13350 of the California Water Code states, in part, that: 

"Any person who (1) violates any cease and desist order or cleanup and abatement 
order hereafter issued, reissued, or amended by a Regional Board or the State 
Board ... shall be liable civilly, and remedies may be proposed, in accordance with 
subdivision (d) or (e)." 

g. When there is a discharge, and a cleanup and abatement order is issued pursuant to 
section 13304, liability shall be imposed as f?llows: · 

Civil liability may be administratively imposed by a Regional Board pursuant to Article 
2.5 for a violation of this section in an amount which shall not exceed five thousand 
dollars ($5,000), but shall not be less than five hundred dollars ($500), for each day 
in which the discharge occurs and for each day the cleanup and abatement order is 
violated. 

h. This action is being taken for the protection of the environment and as such is 
exempt from the provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (Public 
Resources Code, section 21000 et seq.) in accordance with section 15321, title 14, 
California Code of Regulations. 
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REQUIRED ACTIONS 

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to California Water Code section 13304 that Mr. Barry 
Ross as Trustee and . The Ross Family Trust shall adequately assess, monitor, report, cleanup 
and abate the effects of gasoline pollution, including MTBE and other fuei oxygenates, 
discharged to soil, soil gas, and groundwater by taking actions specified as follows: 

A. Site Ownership and Operation Information 

By August 15, 2009, you must provide the following information to this Regional Board. 

1. Ownership and Operation Responsibility for the Site: 

a. Specify the ownership(s) of the ·real property on which the station or facility is located 
from 1962 to the present. Provide a copy of all documents which provide evidence of 
such ownership(s). Provide name, address, and phone number of the property owner 
andlessees. · 

b. Specify the ownership(s) of the underground storage tanks and associated piping 
which have been used to store MTBE or gasoline at the station or facility from 1962 to 
the present. Provide a copy of all documents which provide evidence of suc:1 
ownership( s }. 

c. · Specify what parties have operated the station or facility from 1962 to the present. 
Provide a copy of all documents which provide evidence of what parties operated the 
station or facility. 

d. Does this station or facility operate dr has it previously operated pursuant to a 
franchise agreement? If so proyide a copy of all such agreemen~s in effect to the 
present. 

e. Provide a list of any stations or facilities which have any of the following characteristics 
(a) the station or facility has been owned and/or operated by your business or agency 
at any time to the present, (b) during the period of your ownership or operation the 
station or facility has stored and/or dispensed gasoline. 

f. What records do you· keep concerning the source and chemical composition of 
gasoline shipments received by your station or facility? Provide a copy of all such 
records from 1962 to the present. · 

/ 

2. · MTBE Management and Storage: 

a. Provide a complete history of storage of MTBE containing gasoline at your station or 
facili ty from 1980 to the present. 

b. Provide a list of all suppliers and/or refiners of gasoline including the time period th<lt 
managed and/or stored at your station or facility. 

7 



Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2009-0045 

c. Describe the procedures utilized at your station or facility for storage, handling, use, 
and disposal of gasoline, chemicals and waste materials, including petroleum-based 
hydrocarbons, anq aromatic hydrocarbons. 

d. Provide a copy of all documents concerning potential effects of MTBE discharge to the 
environment, its impacts on surface waters, and the impacts of MTBE on groundwate:­
resources utilized a.s drinking water supplies. 

3. Tanks and Associated Piping Records: 

a. Identify all current and former underground gasoline storage tanks used to store and/o:­
manage gasoline at your station or facility from 1962 to the present. 

b. Provide for each underground gasoline storage tank and associated p1p1ng, the 
location(s), capacity, materials of construction, and date(s) of installation and, if 
applicable, removal. 

c. Provide a copy of all records concerning maintenance including repairs of the 
underground storage tanks and associated piping which have been used to manage 
and/or store gasoline at your station or facility to the present. 

4. Testing and Release Detection: 

a. Tank Integrity Testing: Provide a copy of all records concerning tank integrity testing 
of the underground storage tanks and. associated piping wh ich have been used to 
manage and/or store gasoline at your station or facility to the present. 

b. Tank Integrity Testing: Submit a tabular summary indicating all tank and/or piping 
tightness tests completed to the present, including the type of te.st performed, the 
sensitivity of the tests performed, any failed or inconclusive tightness tests, the results 
of any retest, and any subsurface investigation work completed in response to any 
failed or inconclusive tank and/or pipeline integrity testing. 

c. Leak Detection System: Provide a detailed description of the leak detection systems 
for the underground storage tanks and associated piping used to manage and/or store 
gasoline at your station or facility to the present. Include a description of the training of 
employees operating those systems during that t ime period. Provide a copy of all 
documents related to these leak detection systems, including any documents used for 
training station or facil ity personnel. 

d. Provide a copy of all documents related to any releases to soil or groundwater of 
gasoline from the underground storage tanks and associated piping at your station or 
facility to the present. 

B. Semi-annual Groundwater Sampling and Monitoring Reports 

Semi-annual gauging, sampling, and progress reports detailing all activities implemented and 
results obtained during the previous period, as required by this Order. shall be subrnitteci within 
15 days after the period ends according to the following schedule. Your first repo1i under this 
CAO is due by October 15, 2009. 
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Reporting Period 
January- June 
.:July - December 

Report Due Date 
July 15th 
January15:h 

Monitoring frequency may be adjusted as needed. With written justification, Discharger may 
request a change in the frequency of ~onitoring or reporting for the Executive Officer's 
approval. These reports must contain, at a minimum, the following information: 

• /\ separate summary table containing current concentrations. 
• A summary table containing all historical data per each we ll with groundwater depth (or 

elevation) and well screen intervals. 
• A regional map depicting site vicinity business and street, etc. 
• A site plot plan depicting site location, tank and associated system locations, all well 

·locations and groundwater elevations (contour) with flow gradient and direction. 
• An isoconcentration map for TPH(g), benzene, MTBE, and TBA. respectively. 
• A hydrograph superimposing on concentration over time at the most impacted well for 

TPH(g), benzene and MTBE, and TBA (or at any other wells as warranted). 
• A summary of activities completed during the reporting period and a final compilation of 

the activity modifications proposed for the next reporting period. All workplan 
modifications must be approved by the Executive Office r, in advance. · 

Groundwater samples must be analyzed by Cai-LUFT GC/FID or Cai-LUFT GC/MS IJiethod for 
total petroleum hydrocarbons as gasoline {TPHG), total petroleum hydrocarbons as diesel (TPH0 ); 

· and by EPA Method 82608 for BTEX, and fuel oxygenate compounds including methyl tertiary 
butyl ether (MTBE), di-isopropyl ether (DIPE), ethyl tertiary butyl ether (ETBE), tertiary amyl methyl 
ether (TAME), and tertiary butyl' alcohol (TBA). Ethanol is ·also required and shall be analyzed by 
either method above. The analytical detection limits must conform to the Regional Board General 
Laboratory Testing Requirements (9/06) 
htta·f/\WNJ.wa terboardS.Ci'l.gov/losangele!s/puhlications formsJformslustllab formsllabreq9-06.pdf). All respective 
analytical methods must be certified by the California Environmental Laboratory Accreditation 
Program (ELAP). All analytica l data must be reported by a California-certified laboratory. 
C. Remedial Action Plan (RAP) · 

1. The free product removal system shall be expanded to remove offsite free product. f ,n 
aggressive and active free product removal system conforming to the requirements of 
California Code of Regulations, title 23, section 2655 shall be implemented. The RAP is 
due October 15, 2009. The free product removal shall cover the entire area c'ld shH!I 
include the following monito,ring wells: 

MW-2, MW-3, MW-7, MW-8, MW-9, MW-10, MW-1 1, MW-12, MW-14, MW-15, MW-1G, 
MW-21, MW-22, MW-23, UH-1, EX-2, EX-3. 

Should free product be encountered in any monitoring well other than specifiec .above, 
your free product removal plan must be expanded to include such well(s). 

2. An aggressive and active cleanup plan to remediate the impacted soil and groundwc:t·3r 
at the Site must be submitted. The RAP is due October 15, 2009. 
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3. Field observations indicated that diesel releases from the breached fuel lir.e has 
impacted the soil and/or fill materials around the breached fuel line, and beneath the 
dispensers 1 and 2. However, the extent of the impacted soil has not been fully defined. 
Accordingly, by August 15, 2009, a workplan to delineate soil contamination near the 
diesel fuel UST and diesel fue! dispenser island area. This activity must be followed by a 
remedial action plan to remediate the impacted soil must be submi tted. 

D. Semi-annual Cleanup Progress Reports 

1. To ensure that on-site and off-site cleanup is completed in a timely manner, semi-annual 
reports of cleanup progress will be required during the remaining assessment and 
cleanup phases of the project. Semi-annual progress reports will be due by the ,15th dny 
following the semi-annual period ·with the next progress report ·due October 15, 2008. 
Reports shall include at a minimum: 1) a d iscussion of all completed activities and on­
going work activities during the reporting period; 2) a discussion of proposed work 
activities for the next reporting period; 3) an updated time schedule for completion of all 
work activities needed to complete the project; and 4) the results of any soil and/or 
groundwater monitoring completed during the reporting period. 

2. Semi-annual cleanup progress reports must include, at a minimum, the amount of 
extracted groundwater, contaminant mass, and/or fuel hydrocarbons; volume of 
extracted free product; analytical test results from Influent, intermediate, and final treated 
effluent; influent flow rate; influent concentrations; the location of discharge; number of 
days of system operation during the reporting period; system maintenance competed 
during the reporting period; an evaluation of the effectiveness of containment of 
groundwater flow to the site; and any modifications and/or changes needed to the soil 
and groundwater recovery and/or treatment system. These reporting requirements may 
be modified based upon the final cleanup plan approved by the Executive Officer. 

E. SITE CONCEPTUAL MODEL UPDATES (SCMUs) 

Submit site conceptual model updates on a semi-annual basis with the same schedule as for 
the groundwater monitoring reports in accordance with Guidelines for. Investigation and Cleanup 
of MTBE and Other Ether-Based Oxygenates - Appendix C. 

F. DELIVERABLES 

Requirements Deliverables Due Dates 
Cleanup Progress Reports October 15, 2009 (semi-annually due by 

July 15th thereafter) 
Site Conceptual Model Updates and October 15, 2009 (Semi-annually due by 

Quarterly groundwater monitoring reports July 151
h thereafter) 

Ownership lnformation .(onsite al)d offsite) August 15, 2009 
Remedial Action Plan for Free Product 

October 15, 2009 Removal/Soil & Groundwater Cleanup -
Workplan for Delineation of Diesel Release August 15, 2009 
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Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2009~0045 

G. Impairment of Drinking Water Wells 

The Regional Board reserves the right to require Mr. Barry Ross and the Ross Family Trust 
to develop and implement a plan that will mitigate impaired resources of groundwater and/or 
compensate purveyors for costs of replaCing impaired water sUpplies if the find ings 
demonstrate that contamination from this Site has caused or threatens to cause impairment 
of water supply wells. · 

H. STANDARD PROVISIONS 

1. Abandonment of any groundwater wel l at the site must be reported to and approved by 
the Executive Officer in advance. Any groundwater well removed must be replaced 
within a reasonable time at a location approved by the Executive Officer. With written 
justification, the Executive Officer may approve the abandonment of groundwater wells 
without replacement. When a well is removed, all work shall be completed in accordance 
with California Monitoring Well Standards, Bulletin 7 4~90, Part Ill, sections 16-19. 
Permits for well abandonment and installation must be obtained from the Los Angeles 
County Department of Health Services, Water and Sewage Program, prior to ·conducting 
such work. 

2. Reg ional Board's authorized representative shall be allowed: 

a. Entry upon premises where a regulated facility or activity is located, conducted, 
or where records are kept, under the cond itions of this Order; 

.b. Access to copy any records that are kept under the conditions of this Order; 

c. To inspect any facility, equipment (including monitoring and control equipment), 
practices, or operations re·gulated or required under this Order; and · 

d. To photograph, sample, and monitor for the. purpose of assuring compliance with 
this Order, or as otherwise authorized by the California Water Code. 

3. This Order is not intended to permit Discharger to cease any work required by any other 
Order issued by Regional Board, nor shall it be used as a reason to stop or redirect any 
investigation or remediation programs ordered by this Board or any other agency. 

4. This Order does not exempt Discharger . from · compliance with any other laws, 
regulations, or ordinances which may be applicable, nor does it legalize these waste 
treatment and disposal facilities, and it leaves unaffected any fu rther restrain ts on those 
facilities y;hich may be contained in other statues or required by other agencies. 

5. Discharger shall provide Regional Board advance notice of any planned physical 
alteration·s to the facility or planned changes in the . facil ity's activities that may affect 
compliance with this Order. 

6. Discharger shall provide to Regional Boarc~ a thirty~day advance notice of any pianned 
change in name, ownership, or control of the site and any of the facilities on the site; 
'provide notice to any succeeding owner or operator of this Order by letter; and foJWard a 
copy of such notification to Regional Board. 

11 



Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2009-0045 

7. The discharge of wastes or hazardous substances that degrade water quality or 
adversely affect beneficial uses of water of the State is prohibited. 

8. Further migration of wastes or hazardous substances through subsurface transport to 
waters of the State is prohibited. 

9. The storage, handing, treatment or disposal of contaminated soil and/or polluted 
groundwater shall not create a condition of nuisance as defined in California Water Code 
section 13050(m). · 

10. Discharger shall maintain in good working order and operate as efficiently as possible 
any control or remediation system(s) installed to achieve compliance with the 
requirements of this Order. · 

11. All investigations must be conducted by, or under the direct supervision of a California 
Registered Geologist, Certified Engineering Geologist, or Registered Civil Engineer with 
the appropriate experience. 

12. All analytical data must be reported by a California certified laboratory as shown on the 
enclosed Leaking. Underground Storage Tanks Program-Updated Laboratory Testing 
Requirements dated June 22, 2000 (See Attachment No.5). 

13. This Order in no way limits the authority of Regional Board, as contained in the 
California Water Code, to require additional investigation and cleanup pertinent to this 
project. It is the intent of Regional Board to issue Waste Drscharge Requirements or 
other orders pursuant to sections 13260, 13304, and 13350 of the California Water Code 
when appropriate to facili tate this cleanup and abatement activity. Additionally, continued 
monitoring of the groundwater quality beneath this facility after the completion of this 
cleanup and abatement activity may be required. This Order may be revised by the 
Executive Offk:er as adaiti0nal information becomes available. 

14. For good cause shown, the Executive Officer may grant an extension of time as to the 
deadlines provided herein. Such requests, however, must be made in writing and 
submitted prior to the deadline. · 

15. None of the obligations imposed by this Order on Mr. Barry Ross and The Ross Family 
Trust are intended to constitute a debt, damage claim, penalty or other civil action which 
should be limited or discharged in a bankruptcy proceeding. All obligations are imposed 
pursuant to the police powers of the State of Ca li fornia intended to protect the public 
health, safety, welfare and environment. 

16. Failure to comply with the terms and conditions of this Order may result in the imposition 
of civil liability, either administratively by Regional Board or judicially by the Superior 
·Court, in accordance with section 13350 et seq. of the California Water Code and/or 
referral to the Attorney General of the State of California for such legal action as he or 
she may deem appropriate. 
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Mr. Barry Ross 
The Ross Family Trust 
Cleanup and Abatement Order No. R4-2009-0045 

Any person aggrieved by this action of the Regional Water Board may petition the State 
Water Board to review the action in accordance with Water Code section 13320 and the 
California Code of Regulations. title 23, sections 2050 and following. The State Water 
Board must receive the petition by 5:00 p.m., 30 days after the date of this Ordar, excepi 
that if the thirtieth day following the date of this Order falls on a Saturday, Sunday, or stat·J 
holiday, the petition must be received by the State Water Board by 5:00 p.m. on the next 
business day. Copies of the law and regulations applicable to filing petitions may be found 
on the Internet at: http://www.waterboards.ca.gov/public notices/petitions/water gua!itv or 
will be provided upon request. 

Ordered by: \!/\ / 
Tra'C?J. Ego£l18 
Executive OffeJr . 

Date: May 27, 2009 
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I L TCP Checl<list I~ GEOTRACKEB HOME lw.NAGEPRO.£CTSI~I~I~ 

GARFII!!LD I!!XPRESS (T0603705377) · MAP Jlj!S $!IE OPEN · ASSESSMENr & INTERIM REMEDIAL. ACTION 

11600 LONG BEACH BLVD S 
ACTIVITIES REPORT 

CLEANUP OVERSIGHT AGENCIES 

LYNWOOD , CA 90262 WS ANGELES RWQCB (REGION 4) LEAD ·CASE II. R-2.3001 

LOS ANGELES COUNTY PUBLIC 'ty'EBPAGE CASEWORKER: ARMAN TP!IM~RI • SUPERVISOR: Yl LU 

VEW PRNTABLE CASE SU!/lWBX FOB It1S srre LOS ANGELES COUNTY 
CASEWORKER: JOH!:f. AW!c!,!Q • SUPERVISOR: TIM SMITH 

CUF Claim I; 12180 CUE Prforhy A6olgned: 8 CUF Amount Paid: $1 •21 6$1 

THERE ARE 1 OTHER CASES ASSOCIATED WITH THIS CASE · SliQW 
THIS PROJECT WAS LAST MODIFIED BY ~ARIA ~MB[:!;;Q ON 1/9/2014 2:49:37 PM·~ 

THIS SITE HAS UNN'PROIIEO SUBMITTAl.$. CUCK !!ill TO OPEN ANEW WINDOW WITH THE SUBMITTAl. N'PBOVAI. PJIGE FOR THIS SITE. 

CLOSURE POLICY THIS VERSION IS FINAL AS OF 2119/2013 CHECKUST INITIATED ON 211912013 ClOSURE es!b!!<:! HISTQ!!:! 

General Criteria - The site satisfies the policy general criteria • CLEAA SECT!QN .oNSWEfiS ~ _l 
a. Is the unauthorized release located within the service area of a public water system? 

Name of Water Sy5tem : Co<yoflyn- l . YES NO 

NO I b. The unauthorized release consists only of petroleum ililflll. • YES 

c. The unauthoriZed rprimary") release from the UST system has been stopped. 
No I Explain: llw MiQ)JicJ ....- uf UST~~~o l*YV ywc au W ••••IIU'Wd l YES . 

d . Free product has been removed to the mtllOmum extent practicable Confol. I 
Free Product Remaining: ~F-P-

Removal Method$ Tried : HVOPE Skimmer Bailing Absorbant Materials FP Not Encountered YES . 
NO I 

Old Not Try to Remove FP OTHER: 

e . A concej)tuaJ site model that assesses the nature. extent. and mobilitv of the release has been developed £in!21. 
Description (Check all that Apply): 

GW Not Evaluated 
I 

' Groundwater Assessmont Incomplete . Areal Extont of Contamination Not Defined 

I Groundwater Assessment Incomplete • Depth of Contamination Not Definod 

Hydrogeology Not Adequately Defined YES . No I 
Potential Receptors Not Identified 

Soil Assessment lncompJoto - Areal Extent Not Defined 
I 

Soil A55e5$1T1ent Incomplete. Depth Unknown 

Soil Vapor Not Evaluated 

Other • 

f. Secondary source has been removed to the extent Practicable (_onfo . 

Impediment to Removing Secondary Source (Check all tha1 Apply): ! 
Remediation Ha5 Not Been Attempted 

Remediation was Ooslgr>ed lnc()(rectly YES . NO 
Remediation w .. Shut Off Pn>maturety 

Poor Remediation O&M 

Other • 

g. Soli Of groundwater has been tested for MTBE and results reported in accordance with Health and Safety Code Section 
Not Required . YES N0 1 

25296.15. 

NO I h. Does a nuisance exist, as defined by lOID!!I! C2!11 section 13050. YES • 

1. Media ..Specific Criteria : Groundwater - The contaminant plume that eKceeds water quality objectives is stable or decreaSing m areal ex ten~ and meets 
C§:]l all of the additional characteristics of one of the five classes of sites listed below. • §<~ SECTlON .oNSWERs 

EXI!MP'TlON · Soli Only CaM (Rei .. M has J!!!l Affecc.d GroundwatM · !.!!!2) YES . NO 

Does the site meet any of the Groundwater specific criteria scenarios? YES • NO 

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS · Please Indicate only those conditions that do not meet the policy criteria: 
Plume Length (That Exceeds Water Qua lity Objectives) : 

~ 100 Feet and< 250 Feet ~ 250 Feet and < 1,000 Feet • 2: 1,000 Feet Unknown 

Plume is Stable or Decreasing In ARI!'A L Extent: 

• No Unknown 

Free Product in Groundwater: I • Yes No Unknown 

Free Product Has Been Removed to the Maximum Extent Practicable : 

• No Unknown 

For sites w ith f ree product, the Plume Has Been Stable or Decreasing for 5-Years (info) : 

• No Unknown 

For sites with free product, owner Willing to Accept a Land Use Restriction (if required) : 

No Unknown 
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Free Product Extends Offsite : l 
• Yes Unknown I 

Benzene Concentration : 

2: 1,000 1'9n and < 3,000 IJll/1 • lo3,0001Jll)1 Unknown 

MTBE Concentration : 

• 2:1.000 1'9n Unknown 

Nearest Supply Well (From Plume Boundary) : 

s 250 Feet > 250 Feet and s 1.000 Feet Unknown 

Nearest Surface Water Body (From Plume Boundary) : 

S250 Feet > 250 Feet and s 1.000 Feet Unknown I 
2. Media Specific Criteria : Petroleum Vapor intrusion to Indoor Air - The site is considered tow-threat for the vapor-intrusion-to-air pathway if C§:Jl site-specific conditions satisfy Items 2a, 2b, or 2c- !<~SECTION .<NS:£tliR~ 

EXEMPTION - Actwe Commercial Petroleum Fueling F•c:thty YES • No I 
Does the site meet any of the Petroleum Vapor Intrusion to Indoor Air specific: criteria scenarios? YES • NO 

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS -Please indicate only those conditions that do not meet the policy criteria: 
Soil Gas Samples : 

No Soil Gas Samples Taken Incorrectly 

Exposure Type : 

Residential Commercial 

Free Product : 

• In Groundwater In Soil Unknown 

TPH In the Bioattenuatlon Zone : 

• 2: 100 mg/kg Unknown Soil samples not taken at IWO depths within 5 ft. zone (only for Scenario 4 with BioZone) 

Bioattenuatlon Zone Thickness : 

< 5 Feet (No BioZone) 2: 5 Feet arod < 10 Feet 2: 10 Feet and< 30 Feet 2:30Feet 30ft BioZone Compromised TPH > 100mg/kg Unknown 

02 Data in Bioattenuatlon Zone : 

No 0 2 Data 02<4% 02 2:4% 

Benzene In Groundwater : 

"100 ~nand< 1.000 I'Qn • 2: 1.000 I'Q/1 Unknown 

Soil Gas Benzene : 

2: 85I'Qim3 and < 280 1'Q/m3 2: 280 I'Qim3 and < 85.000 1Jg/m3 2: 85,000 1Jg/m3 and < 280,000 I'Qim3 2: 280.000 I'Qim 3 Unknown 

Soli Gas EthyiBenzene : 

2: 1,1001J9/m3 and< 3,600 I'Qim3 2: 3.600 I'Qim3 and < 1,100,000 I'Qim3 lo 1.100,000 1Jglm3 and< 3,600,000 tJQim3 2: 3.600,000 I'Qim3 Unknown 

Soil Gas Naphthalene : 

2:93 tJQim3 and< 310 tJQ/m3 
I! 310 1J9/m3 and< 93,000 I'Qim3 2:93.000 tJg/m3 and< 310,000 tJgim3 2:310,000 IJQ/m3 Unknown 

3. Media Specific Criteria: Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure - The site Is ccnsidered low-threat for direct contact and outdoor air exposure if it C§:J meets 1, 2, or 3 below. - s;~ gs;TJJN .oNSWEB§ 

EXEMPTION - The up~r 10 fHt of .allis,,... of pttrol•um contamination YES . NO 

Does tho site meet any of the Direct Contact and Outdoor Air Exposure criteria scenarios? YES • NO ! 

ADDITIONAL QUESTIONS- Please Indicate only those conditions that do not meet the policy criteria: 
Exposure Type: 

Residential Commercial Utility lll.l:lrker 

Petroleum Constituents in Soli : 

s5 Feet bgs • >5 Feet bgs and S10 Feet bgs Unknown 

Soil Concentrations of Benzene : 

> 1.9 mglkg and;; 2.8 mg/kg > 2.8 mg/kg and s 8. 2 mg/kg > 8 2 mg/kg and s 12 mg/kg > 12 mg/kg and s 14 mg/kg • > 14 mg/kg Unknown 

Soil Concentrations of Ethyl Benzene : 

> 21 mg/kg and s 32 mg/kg > 32 mgtkg and s 89 mg/kg > 89 mg/kg and s 134 mg/kg > 134 mg/kg and s 31 4 mgtkg > 31 4 mglkg Unknown 

Soil Concentrations of Naphthalene : 

> 9. 7 mglkg and s 45 mglkg > 45 mg/kg and s 219 mglkg > 219 mgtkg Unknown 

Soil Concentrations of PAH : 

> 0.063 mg/kg and s 0.68 mg/kg > 0 .68 mglkg arod s 4.5 mglkg > 4.5 mg/kg Unknown 

Area of Impacted Soil : 

Area of Impacted Soil > 82 by 82 Feet • Unknown 

Additional Information 
1-- ---- - --- --- - - ---- ---- - - -- - - -- - ~ 

Should this case be closed in spite of NOT meeting pol1cy criteria? YES . NO 

~P!;ll ~HElOts 

I Save Fonn as Pa11iall~ Completed I I Save Fonn as Complete I 
LOGGED IN /lS CYORK CONT,t,CT GEOTR,OCKER tELp 
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