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| Inre: File No. 4850061 (KA)
California Water Code PETITION FOR REVIEW "
Section 13267 Directive issued on - |
June 26, 2013 ' (Cal. Water Code § 13320; California Code
of Regulation §§ 2050 and 2050.5) |

CHRISTOPHER A. NEDEAU (SBN 81297)
JAMES A. NICKOVICH (SBN 244969)
NOSSAMAN LLP |
50 California Street, 34" Floor
San Francisco, CA 94111
Telephone: (415) 398-3600
Facsimile: (415) 398-2438
cnedeau@nossaman.com
jnickovich@nossaman.com

Attorneys for Tegtmeier Associates Inc.
and Moore & Tegtmeier

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

STATE WATER RESOURCES CONTROL BOARD

Petitioner Tegtmeier Associates Inc. (“Petitioner”) respectfully submits this Petition for
Review of a directive issued by the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Board (“Regional
Board”) on June 26, 2013 and request for hearing to the State Water Resources Control Board
(“State Board™) pursuant to California Water Code Section 13320(a) and California Code of
Regulations (CCR) Title 23, Sections 2050, et seq. The directive, attached as Exhibit A, issued
pursuant to Water Code § 13267, required Petitioner to submit a supplemental chlorinated
volatile organic compound source investigation work plan by July 19, 2013. This Petition for
Review is filed in accordance with Section 13320 of the California Water Code and Section 2050
of Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations.

Pursuant to Section 2050.5 of the California Code of Regulations, Petitioner requests that
the State Board hold the Petition in abeyance for the maximum time period permitted under its

procedures and policies. Petitioner submits this Petition to reserve its right for review of the
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| June 26 directive by the State Board. In the event it becomes necessary to activate this Petition,
|

| Petitioner reserves the right to supplement with additional information.

Petitioner provides the following information in support of its Petition as required by
Section 2050 of Title 23 of the California Code of Regulations:
L NAME AND ADDRESS OF PETITIONER.

1. Petitioner is Tegtmeier Associates Inc.. Petitioner’s address is 7013 Valley

( Greens Circle, Carmel, CA, and its telephone number is 831-622-0500. Petitioner requests that

{!'all communications be directed through its counsel, as identified in the caption of this Petition.

/10 SPECIFIC ACTION FOR WHICH THIS PETITION FOR REVIEW IS SOUGHT.

2 Petitioner requests that the State Board review the June 26, 2013 Directive. That
directive incorporates by reference the Regional Board’s December 18, 2012 Water Code §
13267 Order directed to Stephen Spencer, Ronald Waslohn, Terry A. Duree, Inc., and Tegtmeier
Associates, Inc. (the “13267 Order”). The 13267 Order is attached as Exhibit B.

III. THE DATE THE REGIONAL BOARD ACTED.

3] The Regional Board, through its Executive Officer, Bruce H. Wolfe, acted on
I'June 26, 2013, by serving Exhibit A on Petitioner.

IV. STATEMENT OF REASONS WHY THE ACT WAS INAPPROPRIATE AND

IMPROPER.

4. The Regional Board has been investigating Petitioner and the current owners of
622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, CA regarding purported historical discharge of chlorinated
volatile organic compounds (“VOCs”) and Stoddard solvent in downtown Fairfield, California
since October, 2011. Kent Aue of the Regional Board has been working on the investigation. He
has been in contact with counsel for Petitioner and the expert consultants for the current owners
of 622-630 Jackson Street during the course of the investigation.

5. On December 18, 2012, the Regional Board issued a final Water Code § 13267

Order for Petitioner and the current owners of 622-630 Jackson Street. In response to the 13267

279832 1.DOC B _ 2 o File No. 4850061 (KA)
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to delineate VOC sources on February 15, 2013 (the “Work Plan”) on behalf of the current
IT' owners of 622-630 Jackson Street. A copy of the Work Plan is attached as Exhibit C. Petitioner
E objected to the 13267 Order and joined in the proposed Work Plan submitted by the current
owners of 622-630 Jackson Street. A copy of Petitioner’s February 15, 2013 letter in this regard
is attached as Exhibit D.

6. Kent Aue approved the Work Plan on behalf of the Regional Board on March 5,
2013 by e-mail to the consultants for 622-630 Jackson Street which stated: “As I mentioned on
the phone, please move forward with the implementation of the work plan. We’ll get an approval
.letter out soon.” A copy is attached as Exhibit E.

7 On June 26, 2013, Bruce Wolfe, Executive Officer of the Regional Board, sent
counsel for Petitioner and counsel for the current owners of 622-630 Jackson Street Exhibit A
which required submission of a supplemental VOC source investigation work plan by July 19,
2013. This directive materially changed the terms of the Work Plan (Exhibit C), which the
Regional Board had already approved.

8. The supplemental testing called for by Exhibit A is burdensome and imposes
unwarranted further expense on Petitioner. It requires Petitioner to conduct additional soil gas
'_ sampling along a sanitary sewer line even though the Work Plan (Exhibit C) proposed such
testing by way of Boring SB-5. Exhibit A also requires additional soil gas testing in the location
where Gillespie Cleaners operated in the 1930s and 1940s. However testing was previously
conducted at that footprint and no VOCs were found.

2N Exhibit A further requires Petitioner to conduct groundwater testing at 622-630

Jackson Street, but that can not establish whether or not 622-630 Jackson Street was the source of

'VOCs or whether they were discharged upgradient. Two properties located at 625 Jackson

| Street, Fairfield, CA and 712 Madison Street, Fairfield, CA undisputedly discharged VOCs.
Both of those properties are upgradient from 622-630 Jackson Street, and it is the opinion of
Petitioner’s expert consultants that VOCs discharged from those properties are likely to be found

in the groundwater underneath 622-630 Jackson Street. The Work Plan (Exhibit C) that the

11279832 _1.DOC 3 File No. 4850061 (KA)
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‘and 712 Madison Street regarding the source of the VOCs in the groundwater in downtown

_Fairﬁeld.

Regional Board approved was designed to determine whether or not 622-630 Jackson Street
could have been a source of VOCs on its own.

10. In light of Petitioner’s request that the Petition be held in abeyance, Petitioner
reserves the right to submit an additional statement of reasons as to why the action taken by the
Regional Board was inappropriate and improper in the event the Petition is activated.

V. PETITIONER IS AGGRIEVED.

11. Petitioner is aggrieved because Exhibit A calls for Petitioner to perform work that

is unnecessary and goes beyond the Work Plan (Exhibit C) that the Regional Board initially

approved.

12. Petitioner is further aggrieved because the specific work called for in Exhibit A is l-

burdensome, imposes unwarranted expense on Petitioner, and will unnecessarily further involve

Petitioner in the litigation with former and current owners of the properties at 625 Jackson Street

13. In light of Petitioner’s request that the Petition be held in abeyance, Petitioner
reserves the right to submit an additional statement in the event the Petition is activated.
V1. PETITIONER’S REQUEST FOR ACTION BY THE STATE BOARD.

14. Petitioner requests that the State Board set aside the June 26, 2013 supplemental

directive (Exhibit A) and/or order the Regional Board to do so.
VII. STATEMENT OF POINTS AND AUTHORITIES.

15. Petitioner respectfully requests that the Petition be held in abeyance pursuant to
Section 250.5(d) of the California Code of Regulations. Petitioner will submit its Points and
Authorities should this Petition become activated.

VIII. THE PETITION HAS BEEN SENT TO THE INTERESTED PARTIES.
16. The following partics may have an interest in this Petition and have been served

with a copy of same:

279832 1.DOC 4 - File No 4850061 (KA) |

PETITION FOR REVIEW



10
11
12
13
14
15
16
17
18
19
20
21
22

23

24

25

26

27

28

Ann Lewszyk as Rep for Estate of Plaintiffs Michael MclInnis and Robert Dittmer
c/o David R. Isola, Esq.

F. Doyle Graham

405 West Pine Street

Lodi, CA 95240

Telephone: (209) 367-7055

Facsimile: (209) 367-7056

Email: disola@isolalaw.com; fdgraham@isolalaw.com

Defendant Jewel Hirsch

c/o Brian L. Zagon, Esq.

Allison McAdam

Hunsucker Goodstein PC

3717 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 200

Lafayette, CA 94549

Telephone: (925) 284-0840

Facsimile: (925) 284-0870

Email: bzagon@hgnlaw.com; amcadam@hgnlaw.com

Defendants Obie Goins, Lucilla Hazard, Judy Lawing and Ray Johnson
c/o Jeremy B. Price, Esq.

Hunt & Jeppson LLP

2200 B Douglas Blvd., Suite 150

Roseville, CA 95661

Telephone: (916) 780-7008

Facsimile: (916) 780-7118

Email: jprice@hunt-jeppson.com

Defendants Terry A. Duree, Inc., Stephen C. Spencer, and Ronald W. Waslohn
c/o Terry A. Duree, Esq.

622 Jackson Street

Fairfield, CA 94533

Telephone: (707) 422-8933

Facsimile: (707) 422-1520

Email: tad2348@aol.com

Trustee of The George J. Tomasini Trust
and RX Daughters, LLC
c/o Glenn A. Friedman, Esq.
Robert A. Farrell
Lewis Brisbois Bisgarrd & Smith LLP
333 Bush Street, Suite 1100
San Francisco, CA 94104
Telephone: (415)362-2580
Facsimile: (415) 434-0882
Email: friedman@lbbslaw.com; farrell@lbbslaw.com

Gerald and Sandra Duensing (In Pro Per)
5861 Lupin Lane

Pollock Pines, CA 95726

Telephone: (530) 647-0562

Email: jerryd55chev@comcast.net

279832 1.DOC 5 _ File No. 4850061 (KA)_
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IX.

The City of Fairfield

Kevin E. Gilbert, Esq.

Jody Knight

Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver & Wilson

555 12" Street, Suite 1500

Oakland, CA 94607

Telephone: (510) 808-2000

Facsimile: (510) 444-1108

Email: kgilbert@meyersnave.com; jknight@meyersnave.com

Thomas M. Turigliatto (In Pro Per)
5074 Dry Creek Road
Napa, CA 94558

Bruce H. Wolfe

Executive Officer

California Water Quality Control Board - San Francisco Region
1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

Email: bwolfe@waterboards.ca.gov; kaue@waterboards.ca.gov

SUBSTANTIVE ISSUES RAISED IN THE PETITION.

17. The Regional Board failed to hold an evidentiary hearing before issuing

Exhibit A. Therefore, Petitioner was unable to raise the substantive issues herein before the

| Regional Board. Petitioner sent the Executive Officer of the Regional Board a letter addressing

the points raised in this Petition on July 12, 2013. A copy of that letter is attached as Exhibit F.

| X

REQUEST TO REGIONAL BOARD FOR PREPARATION OF THE

ADMINISTRATIVE RECORD.

18. By copy of this petition to the Executive Officer of the Regional Board, Petitioner !

hereby requests the preparation of the administrative record or any other pertinent documentation

in support thereof.

XI.

REQUEST FOR HEARING.

1" If this Petition becomes active, Petitioner requests a hearing before the State

Board to adjudicate these issues pursuant to Section 250.5(b) of the California Code of

Regulations.
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20.  Petitioner further requests to be allowed to present evidence at a hearing before

the State Board. No evidence was presented to the Regional Board because a hearing was not

held regarding this investigation.

For all the reasons stated herein, should this Petition become active, Petitioner requests

that the State Board set aside the Regional Board’s June 26, 2013 Directive (Exhibit A) and/or

direct the Regional Board to do so.

DATED: July 19,2013

279832 1.DOC

Respectfully Submitted,

NOSSAMAN LLP
Christopher A. Nedeau

James. A. Nickovich
2 52&,4/ Qb

Christopher A. Nedeau

Attorneys for Tegtmeier Associates Inc.
and Moore & Tegtmeier
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San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board

June 26, 2013
File No: 4850061 (KA)

Mr. Stephen Spencer Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.

Mr. Ronald Waslohn Attn: John Tegtmeier

c/o Mr. Terry A. Duree, Esq c/o Mr. Christopher A. Nedeau, Esq

tad2348(@aol.com cnedeau(@nossaman.com

622 Jackson Street and Mr. James Nickovich, Esq.

Fairfield, CA 94533 inickovich@nossaman.com
Nossaman, LLP

Terry A. Duree, Inc. 50 California Street, 34" Floor

Attn: Mr. Terry A. Duree, Esq. San Francisco, CA 94111

tad2348(@aol.com

622 Jackson Street
Fairfield, CA 94533

SUBJECT:  Conditional Approval of Source Investigation Work Plan and Requirement for
Technical Reports, Former Gillespie Cleaners, 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield,
Solano County

Dear Messrs. Nedeau, Spencer, Waslohn, and Duree:

Regional Water Board staff has reviewed the CVOC Source Investigation Work Plan, dated
February 21, 2013 (Work Plan), submitted on your behalf by The Source Group for the property
referenced above (Site). The Work Plan was submitted in compliance with Task 1 of a Water
Code Section 13267 Order (Order) issued by the Regional Water Board, dated December 13,
2012. The stated scope of work described in the Work Plan is intended to evaluate the potential
source(s) of chlorinated volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) to determine if CVOCs were
discharged at the Site. This letter conditionally approves the Work Plan and requires you to
submit two technical reports. As a condition of approval of the Work Plan you are required to
submit a supplemental CVOC source investigation work plan to address the remaining data gaps
discussed below. Pursuant to Task 2 of the Order you are also required to submit a report
describing the results of this investigation.

Proposed Scope of Work

The Work Plan proposes a limited scope of work that includes a total of five hand auger borings
advanced to a depth of approximately three feet below the floor of the building at the Site. An
undisturbed soil sample will be collected from the bottom of each boring and analyzed for
CVOCs by USEPA Mecthod 8260B and Stoddard solvent by USEPA Method 8015. Following
the collection of soil samples, each boring will be converted into a temporary soil vapor

Jonn MULLER, cHalr | [BRUCE H. WOLFE, EXECUTIVE OFFIGER

1515 Clay St., Suite 1400, Oakland, CA 94612 | www.waterboards.ca gov/sanfranciscobay
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sampling point, and soil vapor samples will be collected using procedures consistent with
applicable guidance (Department of Toxic Substances Control, October 2011). Soil vapor
samples will be analyzed for CVOCs by USEPA Method TO-15.

Regional Board Comments on the Work Plan

As Regional Water Board staff discussed by phone with staff of The Source Group in January
and February 2013, we conclude that the scope of the Work Plan is insufficient to definitively
determine if there is a source of CVOCs at the Site. The Work Plan does not include sampling of
shallow groundwater at the Site, proposes only a single soil gas sample in the specific area where
dry cleaning previously occurred, and does not propose investigation in the area of the sanitary
sewer lateral. In our opinion the Work Plan that you have submitted is deficient because it does
not adequately address these issues.

The Work Plan states that the locations of the proposed soil borings intended to investigate
potential CVOC sources in the former dry cleaning area and along the sanitary sewer lateral.
However, it does not actually propose any sampling in area of the sewer lateral, and proposes
only a single boring in the former dry cleaning area. If CVOCs were found to be present in
shallow soil or soil gas along the sewer lateral leading from the building onsite, this would
indicate that CVOCs were probably discharged to the sanitary sewer at the Site. The absence of
laboratory analytical data for soil gas and shallow groundwater samples collected from the area
along the sanitary sewer lateral constitutes a significant data gap. An additional data gap is the
absence of substantial shallow soil and groundwater analytical data from beneath the former dry
cleaning area. Additional characterization work is necessary to address these data gaps.

Comments on the Work Plan from an Interested Party

Regional Water Board staff received a comment letter dated March 13,2013, from Ms. Allison
McAdam, an attorney representing Ms. Jewel Hirsch. A copy of Ms. McAdam’s letter is
attached. Ms. Hirsch is the former owner of the nearby former Fairfield Cleaners, located at 625
Jackson Street in Fairfield. The Regional Water Board has also issued an Order to Ms. Hirsch
and other parties associated with the former Fairfield Cleaners due to CVOC contamination at
the former Fairfield Cleaners property.

Ms. McAdam states in her letter that the scope of the work proposed in the Work Plan is too
limited to effectively determine if CVOCs were discharged at the Site. She notes that that the
locations of the proposed borings are inappropriate, and the proposed depth of the borings is too
shallow to collect the data necessary to make this determination. She also notes that the stated
intent of scope of work in the Work Plan includes investigation along the sewer lateral, but the
Work Plan does not propose any sampling in that area. Regional Water Board staff has
carefully considered these comments during our review of the Work Plan.

Work Plan Approval and Reporting Requirements

Our review and evaluation of the Work Plan indicates that the scope of work described is not
sufficiently comprehensive to meet the requirements in Task 1 of the Order. Consequently, the
Work Plan is conditionally approved subject to the following condition:
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You are required to submit a supplemental CYOC source investigation work plan
acceptable to the Executive Officer by July 19, 2013. This supplemental work plan shall
include a scope of work specifically intended to address the data gaps identified above,
including soil gas and shallow groundwater sampling along the sanitary sewer line and
shallow groundwater sampling and additional soil gas sampling in the area of the site where
dry cleaning previously occurred.

Pursuant to Task 2 of the Order, the results of this investigation were due May 10, 2013. |
will not recommend enforcement action, provided that you submit the Task 2 report within 45 days
following approval of the supplemental CVOC source investigation work plan by the Regional
Water Board. Please note that this letter does not formally alter the original deadline, and the
Regional Water Board may pursue enforcement action if the Task 2 report is not submitted by this
later date.

Please reference File Number 48S0061 on all correspondence and reports. Please continue to
upload all reports and other information to the GeoTracker website
(http://geotracker.waterboards.ca.gov/), and provide both an electronic and a hard copy of all
reports to facilitate staff review. An electronic copy of all reports and work plans shall also be
provided to Mr. Matthew Geisert at the Solano County Department of Resource Management.
Please provide at least 72-hours-notice to Solano County staff prior to beginning field operations

If you have any questions please contact Kent Aue of my staff at (510) 622-2446 [e-mail
kauefdwaterbouidds.ca.gov]

Sincerely,

Digitally signed by Stephen Hill
Date: 2013.06.26 11:10:45
-07'00'

Bruce H. Wolfe
Executive Officer

Attachment: Letter from Allison McAdam, dated March 13, 2013

cc w/ attachment: Mailing List
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Mr. Robert Dittmer

Ms. Ann Lewczyk

c/o Mr. Doyle Graham, Esq
[sola Law Group, LLP

Ms, Jewel Hirsch

c/o Ms. Allison McAdam, Esq

Mailing List

fdgraham@isolalaw.com

AMcAdam@hgnlaw.com

Hunsucker Goodstein & Nelson, LLP

Mr. Obie Goins

Mr. Ray Johnson

c/o Mr. Jeremy Price, Esq
Hunt & Jeppson

RX Daughters, LL.C
Attn: Ms. Loann Winkler
c/o Mr. Robert Farrell, Esq.

and Mr. Glenn A. Friedman, Esq

iprice@hunt-jeppson.com

farrell@lbbslaw.com
freidman@lbbslaw.com

Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith, LLP

Mr. Gerald Duensing
Ms. Sandra Duensing

Mr. George Tomasini, Jr.,

Trustee of the G.J. Tomasini Trust

c/o Mr. Robert Farrell, Esq.

and Mr. Glenn A. Friedman, Esq.

Mr. Thomas Turigliatto
5074 Dry Creek Road
Napa, CA 94558

Mr. Greg Mclver
The Source Group

Mr. Stephen Van der Hoven
Genesis Engineering and
Redevelopment

Mr. Sam Brathwaite
Ground Zero Analysis

jerryd55chev@comecast.net

jerryd55chev(@comcast.net

farrell@lbbslaw.com
friedman@@)lbbslaw.com

gmeivergdihesourcegroupinet

svanderhoven@gercorp.com

slbrath@comcast.net
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Mr, John Noonas jnoonan@e2cr.net
E2C Remediatiof

Mr. Philip Goalwin phoalwin(@e2cr.net
E2C Remediation
Aiguo Xu Axu@elerinct

E2C Remediation

Kari Dumas KDUMAS@fairfield.ca.gov
City ol Fairlield
Economic Development Agency:

Mr. Matthew Geise:t MGeisert(@solanocounty.com
Solano County
Department of Resource Munagemeit
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Phone: 925-299-5123
HGNLAW.COM amcadam@hgnlaw.com

March 13, 2013

VIA E-MAIL ONLY

Mr. Kent Aue, P.G., C.HG. C.E.G.
Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Region

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
Oakland, CA 94612

Email: kaue@waterboards.ca.gov

RE.: CVOC Source Investigation Work Plan for 622-630 Jackson Street,
Fairfield, California

Dear Mr. Aue

This letter is in response to the February 15, 2013 CVOC Source Investigation
Work Plan for 622-630 Jackson Street (the “Work Plan”), submitted by The Source
Group, Inc. on behalf of the potentially responsible party (“PRP") property owner for
622-630 Jackson Street (the “Gillespie Cleaners Site”). We were not provided a copy of
the Work Plan and it was not posted to the Geotracker website until March 8, 2013,
which resulted in a delay of our submission of comments. We understand the Work
Plan has already been approved by the Regional Board. Nonetheless, we reviewed the
Work Plan for the Gillespie Cleaners Site on behalf of Jewel Hirsch and have several
comments, as discussed below.

The Regional Board's December 2012 Water Code Section 13267 Order
(“Investigation Order”) directed the PRPs for the Gillespie Cleaners Site to submit a
work plan to “identify and laterally and vertically delineate any sources of VOC pollution
at the Site.” Investigation Order at 4. We disagree that the five proposed shallow soil
and soil gas borings, only one of which is located near where dry cleaning activities are
believed to have taken place and all of which are to be sampled only at 2-3 feet bgs,
have the potential to laterally or vertically delineate sources of VOC pollution at the Site.

As you are aware, Mrs. Hirsch and other PRPs for the Fairfield Cleaners Site
have been directed to prepare a Risk Evaluation and Remedial Investigation Work Plan,
which is currently due to the Regional Board by July 12, 2013. We have previously
explained to the Regional Board why in order for the Risk Evaluation and Remedial

Environmental Litigation and Regulatory Actions » Insurance Coverage * Securities Arbitration

3717 Mt. Diablo Blvd., Suite 200, Lafayette, CA 94549 Tel: 925-284-0840 Fax; 925-284-0870
San Francisco Bay Area » Washington, DC « Los Angeles ¢ Indianapolis « Denver
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Investigation Work Plan to comprehensively address the lateral and vertical extent of
contamination at and downgradient of 625 Jackson Street, it will be important for the
consultants for 625 Jackson Street (and 712 Madison Street) to have the benefit of the
results from the VOC source delineation at 622 Jackson Street. The Work Plan, as
currently drafted, is unlikely to provide the relevant information needed to generate a
comprehensive site conceptual model.

Our specific comments on the Work Plan are as follows:

e The Work Plan proposes soil and soil gas sampling at five borings at the
Gillespie Cleaners Site; however, only one of the five proposed borings (SB-3) is
located in the area where it is suspected that dry cleaning operations formerly
took place." We do not believe this is an adequate characterization of the Site,
as required by the Regional Board in the Investigation Order. The four other
proposed borings (SB-1, SB-2, SB-4 and SB-5) are unlikely to confirm anything
other than whether there is vapor intrusion into the building from groundwater
which is already known to be impacted. At a minimum, we request that the
Regional Board direct the PRP to complete an additional boring near the former
dry cleaning area, in the area south of SB-3 and immediately north of GC-1a;
and,

e The Work Plan proposes the five borings will be sampled for soil and soil gas at
approximately 2-3 feet bgs only. Based on currently available data, including but
not limited to the historical groundwater levels found at the Site, we do not
believe that the results of this limited shallow investigation will provide any
indication as to whether the Gillespie Cleaners Site is a source of VOC impacts.
We request the PRP be directed to perform sampling at intervals of 5 feet (at 5
feet, 10 feet, 15 feet and 20 feet bgs) in soil and groundwater at each of the
boring locations, in order to better assess whether the Gillespie Cleaners Site is
a possible source of VOCs. It is more efficient and cost effective to perform this
sampling while the equipment is already mobilized. At a minimum, this interval
sampling should be performed in at least two boring locations near where it is
believed dry cleaning was performed.

In addition to the comments above, we note the following inaccuracies in the
Work Plan:

e The Fairfield Cleaners Site is located west of the Gillespie Cleaners Site, not east
(see page 1);

' This is the area marked ‘dry clean” on both the 1945 and the 1954 Sanborn maps for
this property.

Letter to Regional Board March 13, 2013 Page 2
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o PCE was also used at dry cleaners historically during the years Stoddard Solvent
was used and could have been used at Gillespie Cleaners (see page 2);

o GER-B-2 is upgradient from the Fairfield Cleaners Site, not downgradient (see
page 4). We agree the sampling results in GER-B-2 are indicative of another
source located upgradient from both the Fairfield Cleaners Site and the Gillespie
Cleaners Site; and,

o The PRP proposes collecting samples along the sanitary sewer lateral (see page
6); however, the Work Plan does not indicate the location of the proposed
sample(s) along the sanitary sewer lateral.

We would be happy to discuss our concerns with you in additional detail at your
convenience. | can be reached at (925) 299-5123. If you have any questions or need
further information, please contact us.

Very truly yours,
Hunsucker Goodstein PC

Mliame ynolt dem
Allison E. McAdam
AEM:imd

cc: Jewel Hirsch
Sam Brathwaite

Letter to Re.gional Board March 13, 2013 Page 3
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Tom, Marion M.

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:

Subject:

Attachments:

Aue, Kent@Waterboards [Kent. Aue@waterboards.ca.gov]
Tuesday, December 18, 2012 2:38 PM

Stephen Spencer (tad2348@aol.com); Ronald Waslohn (tad2348@aol.com); Terry A. Duree
(tad2348@aol.com); Nedeau, Christopher A ; Nickovich, James A

Robert Farrell (farrell@lbbslaw.com); Glenn A. Friedman (friedman@ilbbslaw.com); Gerald
Duensing; Sandra Duensing; John Noonan; Philip Goalwin; Doyle Graham; Allison McAdam
(AMcAdam@hgnlaw.com); Jeremy Price (jprice@hunt-jeppson.com); Greg Mclver
(gmciver@thesourcegroup.net); Sam Brathwaite; Stephen Van der Hoven; Matthew Geisert;
David White

Transmittal of Final 13267 Order and Responses to Comments on Draft Order for 622-630
Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County

622-630 Jackson 13267 transmittal.pdf, 622-630 Jackson final 13267 Order.pdf; 622-630 Jackson
RTC.pdf

Please see the attached final 13267 Order for the property referenced above. Also attached is the transmittal
letter and the Regional Water Board staff responses to comments on the draft 13267 Order. Please contact me
if you have any questions regarding these documents.

Kent Aue, PG, CEG, CHg

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Toxics Cleanup Division

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
Oakland, CA 94612

510-622-2446
kaue@waterboards.ca.gov

7/19/2013
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San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board

Date: December 13, 2012
File No. 4850061 (KA)

Mr. Stephen Spencer Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.

Mr. Ronald Waslohn Attn: John Tegtmeier

c/o Mr. Terry A. Duree, Esq c/o Mr. Christopher A. Nedeau, Esq

tad2348(waol.com cnedeau(@nossaman.com

622 Jackson Street and Mr. James Nickovich, Esq

Fairfield, CA 94533 inickovich@nossaman.com
Nossaman, LLP

Terry A. Duree, Inc. 50 California Street, 34" Floor

Attn: Mr. Terry A. Duree, Esq San Francisco, CA 94111

tad2348@aol.com
622 Jackson Street
Fairfield, CA 94533

SUBJECT: Transmittal of Final Order Requiring Reports on Soil and Groundwater
Characterization Pursuant to Water Code Section 13267 for
622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County

Dear Messrs. Spencer, Waslohn, Duree, and Tegtmeier:

As you are aware, investigations have revealed the presence of the chlorinated solvent
tetrachloroethylene (PCE) and its breakdown products in soil and groundwater at and in the
vicinity of the above-referenced property (Site). The extent of contamination has not yet been
fully characterized and additional work is required. As we notified you on August 29, 2012, we
will be using Water Code Section 13267 Orders requiring all parties to complete site
investigation and risk assessment tasks.

Jonn MuLcer, chaim | Bruce [ WoLre, ExEcuTive OFFIGER

1515 Clay St Suite 1400, Oakland, CA 94612 | www waternoards ca.gew/sanfranciscobay

") ANCYCLE T PARF I



022-630 Jackson.Siiget - 2=

This letter transmits the final Section 13267 Order for this Site. Responses to comments on the
drafl Order are also attached. If you have any questions, please contact Kent Auc of my staff at
(510) 622-2446 [kauc@walerboards.ca.gov].

Sincerely,

& Wi

Dyan C. Whyte
Assistant Excecutive Officet

Attachments:
Final Water Code Section 13267 Order _
Responses to Comments on Brafit Water Code Section 13267 Order

cc w/attachiment: see next page
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cc w/attachment (via U.S. mail)

Mr. Thomas Turigliatto
5074 Dry Creek Road
Napa, CA 94558

Ms. June Guidotti

3703 Skally Road
Susuin City, CA 94585

cc w/attachment (via email)

RX Daughters, LLC and George Tomasini, Jr. Mr. Obie Goins

¢/o Mr. Robert Farrell, Esq. Mr. Ray Johnson
farrel@lbbslaw.com ¢/o0 Mr. Jeremy Price, Esq
and Mr. Glenn A. Friedman, Esq. jprice(@hunt-jeppson.com
friedman@lbbslaw.com Hunt & Jeppson

Lewis Brisbois Bisgaard & Smith, LLP
Mr. Greg Mclver

Gerald Duensing gmciver(@thesourcegroup.net

jerryd5Schevi@ omcast.net The Source Group

Sandra Duensing

jerrydSSchev(@comecast.net Mr. Sam Brathwaite
slbrath@comcast.net

Mr. John Noonan Ground Zero Analysis

jroonaniie2cinet

E2C Remediation Mr. Stephen Van der Hoven
svanderhoven(@gercorp.com

Mr. Philip Goalwin Genesis Engineering and Redevelopment

pgoalwin{decr.net

E2C Remediation Mr. Matthew Geisert
MGeisert(@solanocounty.com

Mr. Robert Dittmer Solano County

Ms. Ann Lewczyk Department of Resource Management

c/o Mr. Doyle Graham, Esq.

fdgraham@isolalaw.com Mr. David White

[sola Law Group, LLP DavidWhite@fairfield.ci.us
City of Fairfield

Ms. Jewel Hirsch Public Works Department

c/o Ms. Allison McAdam, Esq.
AMcAdam@hgnlaw.com
Hunsucker Goodstein & Nelson, PC




CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

WATER CODE SECTION 13267 ORDER

STEPHEN SPENCER

RONALD WASLOHN

TERRY A. DUREE, INC.
TEGTMEIER ASSOCIATES, INC.

For the property located at 622-630 JACKSON STREET
FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region’s Cleanup
Team (Water Board Cleanup Team) finds that:

I\,

Legal Authority: This Order is issued under Water Code Section 13267 and requires
submittal of technical reports. Water Code section 13267 provides that the Water Board may
require any person who has discharged, discharges, or is suspected of having discharged or
discharging waste to furnish, under the penalty of perjury, technical or monitoring reports,
provided that the burden, including costs, of these reports, shall bear a reasonable
relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports. In
requiring the reports, the Regional Water Board must provide a written explanation with
regard to the need for the reports, and identify the evidence that supports requiring the
reports.

13267 Parties: Mr. Stephen Spencer, Mr. Ronald Waslohn, and Mr. Terry A. Duree, Inc. are
suspected dischargers because they are co-owners of the property located at 622-630 Jackson
Street in Fairfield (hereafter, “Property” or “Site;” Site # 1 on the site location map
(Attachment 1)) from which there has been and continues to be a discharge of waste.

Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. is named as a suspected discharger because it is the continuing
entity of Moore and Tegtmeier, the owner of the Property (starting in February 1945) at the
time a dry cleaning business called Gillespie Cleaners was operating at this location. Moore
and Tegtmeier, as the Property owner, is suspected of having permitted discharges on the
Property by Gillespie Cleaners. Gillespie Cleaners operated at the Property from about 1933
to early 1947 when it moved to another location. A newspaper ad from January 1946
indicates Gillespie Cleaners was doing dry cleaning during Moore and Tegtmeier’s
ownership. Shallow soil and groundwater samples collected at the property show that
Stoddard solvent was discharged at the Property. Soil gas and groundwater samples
collected here contain tetrachloroethylene (PCE), a dry cleaning solvent, and other volatile
organic compounds (VOCs). Gillespie Cleaners apparently used and discharged Stoddard
solvent or PCE, or both, during the period when it was common practice to improperly
dispose of used solvent. Current information is insufficient to determine if both Stoddard



solvent and PCE were discharged as a result of dry cleaning operations. Gillespie Cleaners
was a large operation and employed as many as 21 people before it moved elsewhere to a
new 7500 square feet plant with new state-of-the art dry cleaning equipment . Tegtmeier
Associates, Inc., is the continuation of Moore & Tegtmeier. According to the grant deed
transferring the property from Moore & Tegtmeier to Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., Moore &
Tegtmeier sought permission to transfer from a partnership to a corporation.

Stephen Spencer, Ronald Waslohn, Terry A. Duree, Inc., and Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. are
herein collectively referred to as “13267 Parties”.

Discharges of Stoddard Solvent to Soil and Groundwater: Soil and groundwater at and in
the vicinity of the Property are impacted by the dry cleaning chemicals Stoddard solvent and
tetrachloroethylene (PCE), and related volatile organic compounds (VOCs). The presence of
Stoddard solvent in shallow soil and groundwater suggests a discharge of this chemical at the
Property. The occurrence of PCE and related VOCs only in deeper soil and groundwater,
along with information from business records and other sources, suggests that these
chemicals may not have been used at the Site and may originate from other sources.
Common release mechanisms at dry cleaners include surface spillage of solvent and disposal
of used solvent on the ground. Spillage may also occur during delivery of fresh solvent or
removal of contaminated solvent. Spilled solvent can enter soil and groundwater through
cracks and expansion joints in floors or by permeating through concrete or other porous
floors.

To investigate the potential presence of contamination at this Site, the current property
owners for the nearby 625 Jackson Street property conducted two limited environmental
assessments immediately adjacent to 622-630 Jackson Street and in the alley next to the
building on the Site. Shallow soil gas, shallow soil, and grab groundwater samples from the
shallow and intermediate zones were collected and submitted for laboratory analysis.
Laboratory analytical reports for soil gas, soil, and shallow zone groundwater samples
indicate that VOCs were not detected in these samples. However, high concentrations of
Stoddard solvent were found in shallow groundwater samples. Laboratory reports for
intermediate groundwater zone samples show significant concentrations of the VOCs PCE,
trichloroethylene (TCE), and dichloroethylene (DCE), and detectable concentrations of vinyl
chloride. Groundwater samples collected from the intermediate zone contained PCE at
concentrations approximately one order of magnitude above the California maximum
contaminant level (MCL).

The laboratory analytical data for soil, soil gas, and groundwater samples collected at this
Site do not provide substantial evidence of a VOC release. However, the possibility of a
release exists due to uncertainty regarding the type of solvent or solvents used by Gillespie
Cleaners during their operations at this location. VOCs present in soil and groundwater may
have originated from the adjacent sanitary sewer line or an upgradient source, but this cannot
be determined with certainty because significant data gaps remain Further investigation is
needed to identify the source(s) of Stoddard solvent and VOC contamination, delineate
contaminant pathways, identify and evaluate potential sensitive receptors, and characterize
the vertical and lateral extent of contamination in soil and groundwater at and downgradient
of the Site. The 13267 Parties to this Order will only be responsible for these tasks with

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order 2



respect to VOC contamination if onsite investigation provides substantial evidence that there
is an onsite source of VOC contamination.

4. Adjacent Sites: A dry cleaning business (Fairfield Cleaners) previously operated at 625
Jackson Street (Site #2 on Figure 1) for about 30 years. About one block northwest at 712
Madison Street, One Hour Martinizing Dry Cleaners, One Hour Cleaners, and other dry
cleaners (Site #3 on Figure 1) conducted dry cleaning for about 40 years.

The current owners of the 625 Jackson Street property have conducted soil, soil gas, and/or
groundwater investigations at and near their property, and limited soil, soil gas, and/or
groundwater assessments at the 712 Madison Street and the 622-630 Jackson Street
properties. The current property owners for 712 Madison Street have also conducted a soil
and groundwater investigation at and near their property, and are currently conducting a
second investigation. A release of contaminants has been confirmed at all three of these
locations; however, the timing, nature, and relative significance of these releases and the
degree to which contaminant plumes from the individual properties may be comingled or
may have impacted other properties has not been determined. Corresponding Water Code
section 13267 orders are being developed for the properties identified above. The Water
Board encourages all the 13267 parties to work cooperatively in their efforts to comply with
the 13267 orders.

5. Need for and Benefit of Technical Reports; Evidence Supporting Requirement: The
technical reports required by this Order are needed to provide information to the Water Board
regarding (a) the nature and extent of discharge at and from 622-630 Jackson Street, (b) the
nature and extent of pollution conditions in waters of the State and United States created by
the discharges, (c) the threat to public health and the environment posed by the discharges,
and (d) the appropriate cleanup measures necessary to clean up and abate the pollution.
Given the soil and groundwater contamination at and near the Property and its threats to
public health and the environment, the burden of providing the reports required by this Order
bears a reasonable relationship to the need for the reports, costs, and benefits to be obtained
from the reports. The benefits include providing technical information necessary to determine
what measures are appropriate and necessary to clean up contaminated property and
groundwater, bring the Property into compliance with applicable water quality standards, and
protect beneficial uses of groundwater, including human health and the environment. The
evidence that supports requiring the 13267 Parties to provide the reports is contained in the
Regional Water Board’s files for 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to California Water Code section 13267 that the 13267
Parties shall comply with the following tasks and provisions:

TASKS:
l. WORKPLAN TO DELINEATE VOC SOURCES

COMPLIANCE DATE: Februaryl5, 2013

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order 3



Submit a workplan acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer to identify and
laterally and vertically delineate any sources of VOC pollution at the Site. The
workplan shall specify objectives, investigation methods and rationale, and a
proposed time schedule.

2. COMPLETION OF VOC SOURCE DELINEATION
COMPLIANCE DATE: May 10,2013

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer
documenting all work performed to implement the approved Task 1 workplan.
The technical report shall identify and describe any confirmed and potential on-
Site sources of VOC pollution.

)] WORKPLAN TO DELINEATE STODDARD SOLVENT SOURCES
COMPLIANCE DATE: June 21,2013

Submit a workplan acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer to identify and
laterally and vertically delineate all the sources of Stoddard solvent pollution at
the Site. The workplan shall specify objectives, investigation methods and
rationale, and a proposed time schedule.

4, COMPLETION OF STODDARD SOLVENT SOURCE DELINEATION
COMPLIANCE DATELE: October 25,2013

Submit a comprehensive technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive
Officer documenting all work performed to implement the approved Task 3
workplan. The technical report shall identify and describe confirmed and
potential on-Site sources of pollution and shall include a site conceptual model
based on data developed for the Site.

5. RISK EVALUATION AND REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION WORKPLAN

COMPLIANCE DATE: 90 days following a requirement from the Assistant
Executive Officer to submit a risk evaluation and remedial investigation
workplan.

Submit a workplan acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer: 1) to identify,
evaluate, and quantify site-specific human health risk and ecological risk; 2) to
delineate and describe the lateral and vertical extent of soil and groundwater
pollution on and extending downgradient of the Site in the shallow, intermediate,
and deep groundwater zones, to the applicable MCL for PCE and its breakdown
products; 3) to identify, delineate, and map potential contaminant migration
pathways in three dimensions; and 4) to quantify, to the fullest extent practicable,

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order 4



the relative importance of individual migration pathways to contaminant
migration in the area of the Site and downgradient. The workplan shall
incorporate relevant information from the Site conceptual model (i.e., identify
pathways and receptors where Site contaminants pose a potential threat to human
health or the environment). The workplan shall propose and describe methods
and procedures for evaluating risk that incorporate current standards of practice.
The workplan shall also specify objectives, investigation methods and rationale,
and a proposed time schedule.

The Assistant Executive Officer will only require this task if he/she concludes that
there is an onsite source of VOC contamination, based on the Task 2 report and
any other relevant evidence.

6 COMPLETION OF RISK EVALUATION AND REMEDIAL
INVESTIGATION

COMPLIANCE DATE: 120 days following Assistant Executive Officer
approval of the Task 5 workplan

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer
documenting all work performed to implement the approved Task 5 workplan.
The technical report shall include a well-documented conceptual site model
supported by hydrogeological and chemical data developed during the
investigation. The report shall also delineate and describe the lateral and vertical
extent of pollution down to concentrations at or below typical cleanup levels for
soil and groundwater. The results of this report shall be used to establish
acceptable exposure levels and remedial alternatives as described in Task 7,
below.

Based on the results of the remedial investigation and risk evaluation, the
Assistant Executive Officer may determine that additional work under Tasks 5
and 6 of this 13267 Order is necessary to complete the remedial investigation.

7 REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN INCLUDING PROPOSED CLEANUP
LEVELS

COMPLIANCE DATE: 60 days following Assistant Executive Officer approval
of the Task 6 report

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer
containing:

a. Summary of remedial investigation

b. Summary of risk evaluation

c. Feasibility study evaluating alternative final remedial actions
d. Recommended final remedial actions and cleanup levels

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order S5



e. Implementation tasks and time schedule

Item c. above, shall include projections of cost, effectiveness, benefits, and impact
on public health, welfare, and the environment, for each remedial action
alternative evaluated.

Items a. through c. above, shall be consistent with the guidance provided by
Subpart F of the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan (40 CFR Part 300), CERCLA guidance documents with respect to remedial
investigations and feasibility studies, Health and Safety Code Section 25356.1(c),
and State Water Board Resolution No. 92-49 as amended ("Policies and
Procedures for Investigation and Cleanup and Abatement of Discharges Under
Water Code Section 13304").

GROUNDWATER MONITORING AND REPORTING
COMPLIANCE DATE: As specified in Self-Monitoring Program

Submit routine groundwater monitoring reports as described in the Self-
Monitoring Program for this Property (Attachment 2).

PROVISIONS:

af

4y

Qualified Professionals: Professionals acting on the 13267 Parties’ behalf shall
be qualified, licensed, and competent and proficient in the fields pertinent to the
required activities. California Business and Professions Code sections 6735,
7835, and 7835.1 require that engineering and geologic evaluations and
judgments be performed by or under the direction of licensed professionals.

Lab Qualifications: All samples shall be analyzed by State-certified laboratories
or laboratories accepted by the Regional Water Board using approved EPA
methods for the type of analysis to be performed. All laboratories shall maintain
quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) records for Regional Water Board
review. This provision does not apply to analyses that can only reasonably be
performed on-site (e.g., temperature).

Uploading Documents to the GeoTracker Database: Llectronic copies of all
correspondence, technical reports, and other documents pertaining to compliance
with this 13267 Order shall be uploaded to the State Water Board’s GeoTracker
database within five business days after submittal to the Regional Water Board.
Guidance for electronic information submittal is available at:

hitp://www. watetioards.ca.gov/cwphome/ust/cleanup/electronic_repout ing/index.
html

Document Distribution: An electronic copy and one paper copy of all
correspondence, technical reports, and other documents pertaining to compliance
with this 13267 Order shall be provided to the Regional Water Board. An

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order 6



¢lectronic copy of'all documents submitted to the Regional Water Board shall also
be provided (o the following agency:

County of Solano, Deparunent of Resource Management,
nvircnmental Health Division

The Assistant Executive Officer'may modily this distribution, List:

Attachments:
1. Site Location Map
2. Self-Monitoring Prograim

W

Dyan C. Whyte Dute
Assistant Executive Officer
Cleanup Team Lead

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order 7
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SELF-MONITORING PROGRAM for the property located at

622-630 JACKSON STREET
FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

Monitoring: The 13267 Partics shall measure groundwater elevations in all monitoring
wells, and shall collect and analyze representative samples of groundwater according to
the following schedule:

Well Sampling Analyses
Interval Frequency | EPA Method
Shallow Quarterly 8260, 8015

Intermediate Quarterly 8260, 8015

The 13267 Parties shall sample monitoring wells quarterly, as shown in the table. New
monitoring and extraction wells installed shall be monitored quarterly for at least the first
year following installation; then quarterly or semi-annually as directed by the Assistant
Executive Officer. Groundwater samples from new wells in the shallow and intermediate
groundwater zones shall be analyzed by EPA Method 8260 and EPA Method 8015. The
EPA Method 8015 shall include a full range analysis quantified as gas, diesel, motor oil,
and Stoddard solvent. unless otherwise directed by the Assistant Executive Officer.
Chromatograms shall be included with all reports that include laboratory results.

Monitoring well gauging and sampling at this Site shall be coordinated with gauging and
sampling at the 625 Jackson Street and 712 Madison Street sites so that groundwater data
collection occurs optimally on the same day. In no case shall these data be collected
more than three days apart. Groundwater samples shall be analyzed using the USEPA
method(s) shown in the above table. The 13267 Parties may propose changes in the
sampling and analytical program; any proposed changes are subject to Assistant
Executive Officer approval.

Groundwater Monitoring Reports: The 13267 Parties shall submit routine monitoring
reports to the Regional Water Board no later than 30 days following the end of the
quarter (e.g., report for first quarter of the year due April 30) in which the monitoring
event occurred. The first semi-annual monitoring report required under this 13267 Order
shall be due within 30 days following the end of either the first or third quarter after this
13267 Order is issued; whichever occurs first. As noted above, new wells shall initially
be sampled each quarter for the first year, and a monitoring report shall be submitted
within 30 days following the end of each quarter. Each report shall be a stand-alone
document and shall include, at a minimum:

a.  Transmittal Letter: The transmittal letter shall discuss any deviations or violations
during the reporting period and actions taken or planned to correct the problem.



The letter shall be signed by the 13267 Parties or his/her duly authorized
representative, and shall include a statement by the official, under penalty of
perjury, that the report is true and correct to the best of the official's knowledge.
The report shall be signed and stamped by a California-licensed geologist or
California-licensed engineer.

b.  Groundwater Elevations: Groundwater elevation data shall be presented in tabular
form, and a groundwater elevation contour map shall be prepared for each
monitored water-bearing zone. A graph and a table showing historical groundwater
elevations shall be included in the last monitoring report each year. Groundwater
elevations shall be measured from a surveyed point at each well established by a
California licensed surveyor. All wells installed by the 13267 Parties for 622-630
Jackson Street, 625 Jackson Street, and 712 Madison Street shall be surveyed to a
common datum point, and all 13267 Parties shall provide access to their wells for
this purpose. All 13267 Parties shall provide complete groundwater and well
clevation data to the 13267 Parties for 622-630 Jackson Street, 625 Jackson Street,
and 712 Madison Street within 10 working days following each well gauging and/or
sampling event.

c Groundwater Analyses: Groundwater elevation and analytical data shall be
presented in tabular form, and isoconcentration maps shall be prepared for one or
more key contaminants for each monitored water-bearing zone, as deemed
appropriate by the Assistant Executive Officer. The report shall indicate the
analytical method(s) used, detection limits obtained for each reported constituent,
and a summary of QA/QC data. A graph and a table showing historical
groundwater sampling results shall be included in the final monitoring report each
year. The report shall describe any significant changes in contaminant
concentration or changes in groundwater elevation since the last report, and any
measures proposed to address any increases observed. Supporting data, such as lab
data sheets, need not be included in the hard copy of the report but shall be included
in electronic copies of the report and uploaded to the Geotracker database (sce
record keeping - below).

d Groundwater Extraction: If applicable, the report shall include groundwater
extraction results in tabular form, for each extraction well and for the Site as a
whole, expressed in gallons per minute and total groundwater volume for the
quarter. The report shall also include contaminant removal results, from
groundwater extraction wells and from other remediation systems (e.g., soil vapor
extraction), expressed in units of chemical mass per unit of groundwater extracted,
mass per day and mass for the quarter or reporting interval. Historical mass
removal results shall be included in the final report each year. Mass removal results
shall also be displayed graphically.

€ Project Status Report: The monitoring report shall describe relevant work
completed during the reporting period (e.g., Site investigation, interim remedial
measures) and work planned for the following reporting period.

622-630 Jackson Street Self-Monitoring Program 2



3. Violation Reports: If the 13267 Parties violate requirements in the13267 Order, then the
13267 Parties shall notify the Regional Water Board case manager by telephone and
email as soon as practicable once the 13267 Parties have knowledge of the violation.
Regional Water Board staff may, depending on violation severity, require the 13267
Parties to submit a separate technical report on the violation within five working days of
notification. Regional Water Board staff shall specify the content and scope of this
report.

4. Other Reports: The 13267 Parties shall notify the Regional Water Board in writing a
minimum of five business days prior to any Site activities, such as well construction, soil,
soil gas, or groundwater sampling, soil excavation, or other activities which could have
the potential to cause further migration of contaminants or which would provide new
opportunities for Site investigation.

5. Record Keeping: The 13267 Parties or their agents shall retain data generated for the
above reports, including lab results and QA/QC data, for a minimum of six years after
origination and shall submit copies of these documents to the Regional Water Board upon
request.

6. SMP Revisions: Revisions to the Self-Monitoring Program may be ordered by the
Assistant Executive Officer, either on his/her own initiative or at the request of the
dischargers. Prior to making SMP revisions, the Assistant Executive Officer will
consider the burden, including costs, of associated self-monitoring reports relative to the
benefits to be obtained from these reports.

7. Uploading Reports to the Geotracker database: All monitoring reports and laboratory
data shall be uploaded to the State Water Board’s Geotracker database within five
business days of submittal to the Regional Water Board. An electronic copy and one
paper copy of all reports shall be submitted to the Regional Water Board, and an
electronic copy submitted to the Solano County Department of Resource Management,
Environmental Health Division.

622-630 Jackson Street Self-Monitoring Program B



CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD

SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION
CLEANUP STAFF’S RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Final 13267 Order for 622-630 Jackson Street,
Fairfield, Solano County

This document provides Regional Water Board cleanup staff’s response to comments received
on the draft 13267 Order (Order) for the subject site. On October 18, 2012, cleanup staff
distributed the Order to the appropriate parties for comment. We received comments on the
Order from the following parties:

Date

Commenter

11/02/12 I| RX Daughters, LLC, and Georé-e Jay Tomasini; owners of the pr(_)Erty at712

Madison Street, Fairfield — submitted by Robert Farrell, Esq., of Lewis Brisbois
Bisgaard & Smith

11/02/12 | Moore & Tegtmeicr and Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., former owners of the property at

622-630 Jackson Street — submitted by Christopher Nedeau, Esq., of Nossaman

- _ L _ R |
11/02/12 | Jewel Hirsch (dba Fairfield Cleaners, located at 625 Jackson Street) — submitted by i

l Allison McAdam, Esq., of Hunsucker Goodstein & Nelson

The comments are summarized below together with our responses

RX Daughters, LL.C, and George Ja¥ Tomasini

1.

Comment: The text in Finding 4. (Adjacent Sites) of the Order should be changed to
delete “Fairfield” from the name of One Hour Cleaners and to add One Hour Martinizing
Dry Cleaners, “and other dry cleaners”. The text should also be changed to state that dry
cleaning was conducted at this location for about 40 years rather than 50 years.

Response: The Order has been revised to reflect this information and to make it
consistent with the Order for the 712 Madison Street property. Additional suspected
dischargers may be added to this Order as additional information becomes available.




Moore & Tegtmeier and Tegtmeier Assqciates, Inc.

l.

Comment: The Suspected Dischargers for 622-630 Jackson Street should not be
obligated to investigate for PCE and PCE derivative compounds because neither PCE nor
PCE derivative compounds were discharged from this property.

Response: We disagree. PCE and related VOCs have been documented in soil gas and
groundwater and Stoddard solvent has been documented in soil and groundwater at this
property. Current information is insufficient to determine whether Gillespie Cleaners
used Stoddard solvent, or both Stoddard solvent and PCE, during the period that they
operated at this location. Though there is not substantial evidence at this time of a PCE
release here, there is the possibility that PCE was released as a result of Gillespie
Cleaners operations. Data gaps currently exist, and without additional information it is
unclear if activities at this property may have contributed to VOC contamination
originating at other sites. The Order specifically requires investigation of the extent of
Stoddard solvent at this property and determination if a source or sources of VOCs are
present at this property. However, the parties to the 13267 Order will be responsible for
delineation of VOC contamination only if the onsite investigation provides substantial
evidence of an onsite source of VOC contamination. We have added language to the
Order to clarify this intent.

Comment: Water Code Section 13267 pertains to an actual discharger, and the October
18, 2012 Order indicates that PCE and its derivative compounds were not discharged at
the 622-630 Property. This code section cannot be invoked by the Regional Water Board
to compel Tegtmeier Associates Inc. to investigate PCE and its derivative compounds.

Response: We disagree. The Order has been revised to clarify that currently there is no
substantial evidence that PCE was discharged at this property, however, the possibility of
a PCE release exists due to uncertainty regarding which solvent or solvents may have
been used by Gillespie Cleaners. As noted in the response to Comment 1, PCE and
related VOCs have been reported in soil gas and groundwater samples collected at this
property. Water Code Section 13267 pertains to those “suspected of discharging,” and
as noted in the Order, Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. is the successor to the entity that owned
the property at the time Gillespie Cleaners was operating there. Consequently, Tegtmeier
Associates, Inc. is named as a “suspected discharger” in the Order. It is unclear without
further investigation whether Gillespie Cleaners used PCE in their operations and
whether a discharge may have occurred as a result.

Comment: The Regional Water Board has identified the PCE dischargers in downtown
Fairfield, namely 625 Jackson Street and 712 Madison Street.

Response: Two confirmed sources of PCE contamination have been identified in
downtown Fairfield. As noted in our response to Comment 2, it is unclear at the present
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time if Gillespie Cleaners also used this chemical during their operations at the 622-630
Jackson Street property and whether a discharge occurred as a result of those operations.

Comment: Tegtmeier Associates Inc. cannot be held accountable for any purported
discharge by Gillespie Cleaners because: 1) there is no evidence that Gillespie Cleaners
discharged any chemicals; 2) there is no evidence that Gillespie Cleaners discharged any
chemicals during the time that Moore & Tegtmeier owned 622-630 Jackson Street; and 3)
Tegtmeier Associates Inc. did not succeed to the liabilities of Moore & Tegtmeier when it
bought the partnership because it paid valuable consideration for the partnership.

Response:

1) Business records and other information in the record show that Gillespie Cleaners was
operating a dry cleaning business at 622-630 Jackson Street. Dry cleaners at that time
used either Stoddard solvent or PCE in their operations. There is no evidence in the
record to indicate that any other business at this location used either Stoddard solvent or
PCE. Both Stoddard solvent and PCE are found in groundwater samples collected at this
property. This strongly suggests that one or both of these chemicals were discharged as a
result of Gillespie Cleaner’s operations.

2) Tegtmeier Associates, Inc.’s predecessor, Moore & Tegtmeier, owned the property
during Gillespie Cleaners’ operations. It owned the property starting around February 5,
1945; Gillespie operated on the property starting around 1934 and ending early in 1947.

3) Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., is the continuation of Moore & Tegtmeier, a general
partnership. According to a grant deed transferring the property from the partnership to
the corporation, the partnership sought permission from the Corporations Commissioner
to transfer from a partnership to a corporation. Despite this evidence, the commenter
states the corporation is not a continuation of the partnership because, based on a mere
grant deed recital, consideration was paid for the property, relying on Franklin v. USX
Corp., (2001) 87 Cal.App.4™ 615. The court in Franklin held that a crucial factor in
determining whether a corporate acquisition constitutes a merger or mere continuation is
whether adequate consideration—sufficient to meet claims of creditors—was paid for the
predecessor corporation’s assets. Here, there is no evidence that adequate consideration
was paid or what that amount was and whether it was sufficient to meet the claims of
creditors. In fact, whatever the consideration was, it was insufficient for purposes of
calculating the transfer tax transferring the property from the partnership to the
corporation, such that the transfer tax was calculated based on the value of the property
stated in the partnership’s application to transfer to a corporation. Moreover, both the
partnership and corporation involved nearly the same identity of ownership, management
or directorship, which satisfies another test for when a successor entity is a mere
continuation of a predecessor entity, Ray v. Alad (1977) 19 Cal.3d 22.



In sum, the fact that the partnership sought to transfer to a corporation is dispositive
evidence that the corporation is a continuation of the partnership.

Comment: The investigation and monitoring required for a party to fulfill a Water Code
Section 13267 requirement pertaining to the PCE contamination in downtown Fairfield
will cost hundreds of thousands of dollars. This work order would be in contravention of
the language of the statute and cause unwarranted financial burden to the uninsured
Tegtmeier Associates Inc. and its sole surviving shareholder.

Response: Regional Water Board Cleanup Staff estimate that the cost for compliance
with Task 2 of the Order (Completion of VOC Source Delineation) should not exceed
$50,000. If the results of this work provide substantial evidence that VOCs were not
discharged at this property and that activities at this property have not contributed to
VOC contamination, then the Assistant Executive Officer will not require the additional
work described in Task 5 (Risk Evaluation and Remedial Investigation Workplan), Task
6 (Completion of Risk Evaluation and Remedial Investigation), and Task 7 (Remedial
Action Plan Including Proposed Cleanup Levels).

As noted in the response to Comment 1, VOCs are present in soil gas and groundwater
samples collected at this property. Currently there is uncertainty regarding which solvent
or solvents Gillespie Cleaners used in their operations at this location and whether VOCs
were discharged as a result of those operations. Task 2 of the Order requires the
suspected dischargers to provide the additional information required to determine if
Gillespie Cleaners discharged VOCs and impacted beneficial uses of groundwater.

J gwel Hi_rsch
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Comment: The Order requires completion of Task 3. (Risk Evaluation and Remedial
Investigation Workplan) for the 625 Jackson Street property two months prior to the
required completion date for Task 2. (Completion of VOC Source Delineation) in the
Order for the 622-630 Jackson Street property. We request that the completion date for
task for Task 3 of the Order for 625 Jackson Street be set for 60 days following the
completion date of Task 2 for the 622-630 Jackson Street property so that our consultants
may have the benefits from the VOC Source Delineation.

Response: We agree. The Order for the 625 Jackson Street property has been revised to
reflect a completion date for Task 3 that is 60 days later than the completion date of Task
2 for the 622-630 Jackson Street Order.
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February 15, 2013

Mr. Kent Aue, P.G., C.HG., C.E.G.
Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Region

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
QOakland, California 94612

RE CVOC Source Investigation Work Plan
622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, California

Dear Mr. Aue:

This letter has been prepared by The Source Group, Inc. (SGI) on behalf of the property owner
of 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, California (Site, Figure 1) and as requested by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (CRWQCB) order entitted, CRWQCB — San
Francisco Bay Region, Water Code Section 13267 Order for the property located, 622-
630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County (Order, Attachment A). As discussed during our
recent telephone conversations, the objective of this work plan is to identify the lateral and
vertical extent of potential sources of chlorinated volatile organic compounds (CVOCs) at the
Site.

SITE BACKGROUND
Site Description

The Site consists one parcel (Parcel # 0030-243-170), approximately 51 feet wide by 67 feet
long, located at 622-630 Jackson Street in Fairfield, California. The Site located in a
commercially developed area and is bordered to the south by an Alley way, to the north by a
theatre, and to the east by a parking lot. Fairfield Cleaners, which is subject to CRWQCB
oversight for the investigation and cleanup of CVOC release(s), is located immediately east of
the Site across Jackson Street. Other CVOC sources have also been identified in the Site
vicinity.

Site History

The Site was occupied by Bernard Gillespie who operated Gillespie Cleaners from
approximately 1935 to 1947. Based on the records presented in Attachment B, Gillespie
Cleaners offered laundry services, with dry cleaning limited to 1943 to 1947, when operations

944 McCourtney Road, Suite H Telephone: (530) 272-4200
Grass Valley, California 95949 Facsimile: (5630) 272-4211
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were moved to a new location. Stoddard solvent was likely used as a dry cleaning fluid during
the short time period that dry cleaning was performed at the Site, which is supported by the fact
that stoddard solvent has been reported in shallow soil samples collected at the Site. There is
no historical evidence the CVOCs, including tetrachloroethene (PCE), trichloroethene (TCE),
cis-1,2-dichloroethene (cis-1,2-DCE), and vinyl chloride, were ever used during dry cleaning
operations at the Site. A copy of the March 1, 2012 letter from the Law Offices of Terry A.
Duree, Inc., which summarized historical property ownership and use is included as
Attachment B.

Historical Investigations

Historical investigations on and surrounding the Site have been completed by various
consultants performing work for the Fairfield Cleaners Site located at 625 Jackson Street,
Fairfield, California. The following reports and letters were utilized to summarize historical
investigations on and adjacent to the Site.

Environmental Forensic Investigations, Inc.;
* Phase I/l Site Investigation Report, dated August 4, 2005. (EFI)
Genesis Engineering & Redevelopment, Inc.;
* Additional Site Characterization Report, dated July 17, 2007 (GER, 2007);
* Additional Site Characterization Report, dated December 8, 2009 (GER, 2009);

* Investigation to Assess Potential Off-Site Sources, dated January 26, 2011
(GER, 2011a);

* Additional Site Characterization Report, dated July 17, 2011 (GER, 2011b); and,

»  Gillespie Cleaners (622-630 Jackson Street) Property Investigation, dated
September 14, 2011 (GER, 2011¢).

Hydrogeology

Based on the findings of the previous investigations, the Site subsurface generally consists of
1—foot of fill, which is underlain by clay, silty clay, and/or sandy clay to approximately 22 feet
below ground surface (feet-bgs). A clayey sand interval was noted at approximately 22 feet-
bgs. Groundwater is typically observed at 5 feet-bgs and has a horizontal hydraulic gradient
toward the southeast.

LS—Q TSuuium:ls Group, INc.
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Soil

A total of six soil samples have been collected from three on-Site borings (GC-1, GC-1A, and
GC-2) and three soil samples have been collected from three off-Site borings (GER-B34, GER-
B16, and GER-B28) which were completed to a maximum depth of 5.5 feet-bgs.

Borings GC-1 and GC-1A are located within the former dry cleaning equipment area and boring
GER-B28 is located along the southern edge of the former dry cleaning equipment area in the
Alley way. Boring GC-2 is located at the northeast corner of the Site, approximately 14 feet
from the former dry cleaning equipment area. Boring GER-B34 is located at the southwest
corner of the Site within the Alley way. Boring GER-B16 is located approximately 10 feet south
of the Site along the sanitary sewer line in the Alley way. The location of each soil boring is
presented on Figure 2.

The CVOCs that are typically associated with dry cleaning operations (e.g., PCE) were not
detected in any of the nine soil samples collected on or immediately adjacent to the Site. CVOC
analytical results in soil are presented on Figure 3 and summarized in historical tables included
in Attachment C.

Existing Data Evaluation - Soil

Previous data collection efforts completed by consultants hired by Fairfield Cleaners were
designed to evaluate potential sources of CVOCs at the Site. Specifically, soil samples were
collected within the former dry cleaning area, at the northeast and southwest corners of the Site,
and/or along the sanitary sewer line within the Alley way. No CVOCs were detected in any of
the nine soil samples collected during previous investigations. Results did not indicate the
presence of a CVOC source within the former dry cleaning area, along the sanitary sewer
lateral, or along the southern and eastern perimeters of the property.

Soil Gas

Two soil gas samples (GC-1 and GC-2) were collected on-Site beneath the former dry cleaning
equipment area and at the northeast corner of the Site approximately 14 feet from the former
dry cleaning area. Soil gas samples were collected from a depth of approximately 2.5 feet-bgs.
The location of each soil gas boring is presented on Figure 2.

CVOCs typically associated with dry cleaning operations using chlorinated solvents, including
PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE, and vinyl chloride, were not detected above laboratory detection limits
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in either of the two soil gas samples collected on-Site. CVOC analytical results in soil gas are
presented on Figure 4 and summarized in historical tables included in Attachment C.

Existing Data Evaluation — Soil Gas

Previous data collection efforts completed by consultants hired by Fairfield Cleaners were
designed to evaluate potential sources of CVOCs at the Site. Specifically, soil gas samples
were collected within the former dry cleaning equipment area and near the sanitary sewer
fateral, and at the northeast corners of the Site approximately 14 feet from the former dry
cleaning equipment area. CVOCs associated with dry cleaning operations were not detected in
any of the soil gas samples collected during previous investigations. Results indicate that a
CVOC source is not present within the former dry cleaning equipment area, near the sanitary
sewer lateral, and along the eastern perimeters of the property.

Groundwater

A total of three grab groundwater samples have been collected from two on-Site borings (GC-1,
and GC-2) and six groundwater samples have been collected from five off-Site borings (CPT-7,
GER-B28, GER-B9, GER-B29, and GER-B2). Groundwater samples were collected at depths
ranging from 10 feet-bgs to 48 feet-bgs. The location of each grab groundwater boring is
presented on Figure 2.

Borings GC-1 and GC-2 were collected on-Site beneath the former dry cleaning area and at the
northeast corner of the Site approximately 14 feet from the former dry cleaning equipment area,
respectively. Boring GER-B28 is located along the southern edge of the former dry cleaning
equipment area in the Alley way. Boring GER-B34 is located at the southwest corner of the Site
within the Alley way and near the sanitary sewer lateral. Borings GER-B9 and GER-B29 are
located within the Alley way immediately south of the Site. Borings GER-B-2 and CPT-7 are
tocated up-gradient and down-gradient of the Site, respectively.

CVOC concentrations detected in grab groundwater samples are summarized below:

Up-gradient: PCE and TCE were detected in the grab groundwater sample collected
from boring GER-B-2 at a depth of 20 feet-bgs at concentrations of 2,180 micrograms
per liter (ug/L) and 58 pg/L, respectively. Boring GER-B-2 is located along the western
edge of Jackson Street, immediately east of the Fairfield Cleaners property, and
approximately 50 feet west of the Site. Based on a review of historical data, shallow
groundwater in the area flows in a southeast direction. Grab groundwater sample GER-
B-2 is located up-gradient of the Site and down-gradient of the Fairfield Cleaners
property.
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On-Site: CVOCs were not detected above the laboratory detection limit in the grab
groundwater sample collected from boring GC-2 at a depth of 10 feet-bgs. An attempt
was made to collect a grab groundwater sample from boring GC-1 at a depth of 10 feet-
bgs, but the borehole was dry. PCE was detected at a concentration of 63.8 pg/L and
535 pg/L in grab groundwater samples collected from boring GC-2 at a depth of 23 feet-
bgs and boring GC-1 at a depth of 22.5 feet-bgs, respectively. TCE was detected at a
concentration of 7.9 pg/L and 10.4 pg/L in grab groundwater samples collected from
boring GC-2 at a depth of 23 feet-bgs and boring GC-1 at a depth of 22.5 feet-bgs,
respectively.

Down-gradient: PCE was detected in grab groundwater sample collected from boring
GER-B29 at a depth of 29 feet-bgs, boring GER-B28 at a depth of 24 feet-bgs, and
boring CPT-7 at a depth of 20 feet-bgs at concentrations of 939 pg/L, 1,100 pg/L, and
290 ug/L respectively. TCE was detected in grab groundwater sample collected from
boring GER-B29 at a depth of 29 feet-bgs, boring GER-B28 at a depth of 24 feet-bgs,
and boring CPT-7 at a depth of 20 feet-bgs at concentrations of 110 pg/L, 28.8 pg/L, and
9.6 ug/L respectively. Boring GER-B29 is located along the Alley way immediately south
of the Site, boring GER-B28 is located along the southern edge of the former dry
cleaning equipment area in the Alley way, and boring CPT-7 is located along the
southern edge of the Alley way approximately 45 feet southeast of the Site. Based on a
review of historical data, shallow groundwater in the area flows in a southeast direction.
Grab groundwater samples collected from borings GER-B29, GER-B28, and CPT-7 are
located down-gradient of the Site and down-gradient of the Fairfield Cleaners property.

Cross-Gradient: PCE and TCE were detected in grab groundwater sample collected
from boring GER-B9 at a depth of 29 feet-bgs at concentrations of 46 pg/L and 1.0 pg/L,
respectively. Boring GER-B9 is located along the southern edge of the Alley way
approximately 17 feet south of the Site. Based on a review of historical data, shallow
groundwater in the area flows in a southeast direction. Grab groundwater sample GER-
B9 is located cross-gradient of the Site.

CVOC analytical results in groundwater are presented on Figure 5 and summarized in historical
tables included in Attachment C.

Existing Data Evaluation - Groundwater

Previous data collection efforts completed by the Fairfield Cleaners consultants were designed
to evaluate potential sources of CVOCs in groundwater at the Site. Specifically, grab
groundwater samples were collected within the former dry cleaning area and near the sanitary
sewer latera!, and at the northeast corner of the Site approximately 14 feet from the former dry
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cleaning area, down-gradient of the Site within the Alley way, and up-gradient of the Site within
Jackson Street.

PCE was detected in seven of the eight grab groundwater samples collected. PCE was
detected at a minimum concentration of 63.8 pg/L in the on-Site boring GC-2 and at a maximum
concentration of 2,180 pg/L in the up-gradient boring GER-B2. CVOCs were not detected
above the laboratory detection limit in the on-Site grab groundwater sample collected from
boring GC-2 at a depth of 10 feet-bgs. PCE concentrations detected in the on-Site grab
groundwater sample collected within the former dry cleaning area were approximately 50% less
than PCE concentrations observed at up-gradient grab groundwater sample GER-B-2. Results
indicate that the source of CVOCs observed in groundwater beneath the Site originated up-
gradient of the Site near grab groundwater sample GER-B-2.

PROPOSED INVESTIGATION ACTIVITIES

As discussed during our recent discussions, the purpose of this investigation is to determine if a
source of CVOCs is present at the Site. As described above, groundwater is typically observed
within 5 feet-bgs, a known source of CVOCs is located upgradient of the Site, and PCE plume
core with concentrations exceeding 1,000 pg/L from the upgradient source appears to be
present beneath the Site. To distinguish between potential on-Site and off-Site sources, soil
and soil vapor sampling is proposed.

The proposed scope of work includes the advancement of five soil borings for the collection of
soil samples and the installation and sampling of temporary soil vapor points. Proposed soil
boring locations are shown on Figure 6 and are designed to further investigate potential sources
of CVOCs within the former dry cleaning area, along the sanitary sewer lateral and beneath the
building. A brief summary of pre-field activities are provided including permitting, utility
clearances, followed by a detailed description of each investigation activity, along with the
rational and objective for each activity.

Pre-Field Activities

Prior to soil sampling and soil vapor point installation at the Site, the following activities will be
completed:

Approval of this Work Plan will be obtained from the CRWQCB;

* The site-specific health and safety plan (HASP) will be completed in accordance with
OSHA regulations 29 CFR 1910.120;

SGl TSH[:URGE Grour Inc
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* The proposed drilling locations will be marked with white paint on the Site and
Underground Services Alert will be notified at least 48 hours prior to drilling to clear
underground utilities in the proposed drilling location;

* Permits will be obtained from the Solano County Department of Resource Management
— Environmental Health Services (SCDRM-EHS), if necessary;

* SGI will retain a private utility locator to clear the proposed drilling locations of
underground utilities and other possible subsurface obstructions; and,

= The SCDRM-EHS, CRWQCB, and other necessary parties will be notified of proposed
field activities at least three days prior to initiating field work.

Proposed Boring Completion

Proposed soil samples will be collected to identify potential CVOCs in soil directly below the on-
Site building (Figure 2). Specifically, the investigation will include the completion of five soil
borings advanced to approximately 2-3 feet-bgs utilizing hand auger and post hole digger to
facilitate the collection of soil samples. The exact sampling depth will be chosen based on
conditions encountered in the field; and will target coarse-grained material located above
groundwater.

Proposed Soil Sampling

Soil cuttings derived during boring advancedment will be visually screened and classified in
accordance with the Unified Soil Classification System (USCS) and screened for volatile organic
vapors using a hand-held photoionization detector (PID). Once total depth has been reached, a
slide hammer equipped with a 6-inch sampler loaded with stainless steel sleeves will be used to
collect undisturbed soil samples. Upon retrieval, the ends of each sample sleeve will be covered
with Teflon™ sheeting and capped with plastic end caps, and the sample will be labeled with a
unique sample number, date of collection and sample location and depth, and placed in an ice-
filled cooler. One soil sample is proposed to be collected from each boring, submitted to a certified
laboratory, and analyzed for halogenated VOCs (8010-list) by Environmental Protection Agency
(EPA) Method 8260B, and total petroleum hydrocarbons as stoddard solvent by modified EPA
Method 8015. The proposed soil boring locations are shown on Figure 2.

Proposed Temporary Soil Vapor Point Installation

SGI proposes to install and sample five temporary soil vapor points to further investigate potential
sources of VOCs at the Site. The boreholes used for the soil sampling described above will be
converted into five temporary soil vapor points. Methodologies used for the soil vapor monitoring
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will be consistent with the Department of Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) Advisory — Active Soil
Gas Investigation, dated April 2012.

At each location, a probe tip connected to Teflon tubing will be placed between the top and bottom
of the sampling interval within a sand pack extending 6 inches above and below the sampling
interval. The sand pack will be appropriately sized and installed to minimize disruption of airflow to
the sampling tip. At least one foot of dry granular bentonite will be placed on top of the sand pack
to preclude the infiltration of hydrated bentonite grout into the sand pack. The borehole will be
grouted to the surface with hydrated bentonite. It will be very important to adequately seal the soil
vapor sampling probes to minimize the exchange of atmospheric air with soil vapor and to
maximize the representativeness of the samples. Tubing will be marked at the surface to identify
the probe location and depth.

Upon completion, probes will be properly secured and capped, to prevent infiltration of water or
ambient air into the subsurface and to prevent accidental damage or vandalism. During the probe
installation, subsurface conditions are unavoidably disturbed. Therefore, prior to sampling, the
subsurface soil vapor profile will be allowed to equilibrate for at least 48 hours following probe
installation.

Proposed Temporary Soil Vapor Point Sampling

A total of five soil vapor samples will be collected through the Teflon tubing connected to a purge
manifold. Prior to sampling, sample locations will be purged to ensure that stagnant or ambient air
is removed from the sampling system and to ensure samples collected are representative of
subsurface conditions. The appropriate volumes of soil gas will be purged through the manifold
using purge canister or pump. Following purging, the valves to the purge line will be closed and
the manifold valve to the sample canister will be opened. The canister valve on the sample
canister will then be opened, and the sample will be collected in a 1-liter Summa canister.
Samples will be collected at a flow rate between 100 and 200 milliliters per minute and never
exceeding a vacuum of more than 100 inches of water. Laboratory certification of 10% of the
canisters will be specified to the laboratory. Clean laboratory-provided sampling manifolds, flow
controllers, and canisters will be used at each sample location. Following collection of each
sample, the canister valve will be closed and the sample canister prepared for shipping back to the
laboratory. The sample containers will be labeled with sample-point identification, date, and time of
collection. Soil vapor samples will be analyzed for PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE, and vinyl chloride by
USEPA Method TO-15.

Quality Assurance / Quality Control

A shut-in test and a leak test will be conducted each time a soil gas sample is collected to
determine whether leakage has occurred. A leak check compound, or tracer, such as isopropanol
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will be used. Immediately before sampling, the leak check compound will be placed at each
location where ambient air could enter the sampling system or where cross-contamination may
occur. The leak check compound will be included in the list of analytes during laboratory analysis
of each sample.

Equipment Decontamination / Waste Removai

Non-dedicated sampling equipment wili be cleaned in an aqueous solution of a non-phosphate
cleanser, rinsed with tap water, and rinsed a second time with deionized water to prevent
cross-contamination between sample intervals. Soil cuttings produced during hand augurering and
decontamination water will be placed in Department of Transportation (DOT)- approved 55-gallon
steel drums, and stored on-site pending receipt of the analytical results. This investigation-derived
waste (IDW) will be properly disposed in accordance with the applicable Federal, State, and local
regulations.

Project Reporting and Schedule

Results of the CVOC source investigation, including methodologies used for boring
advancement, data collection, soil sampling, and IDW disposition, will be included in an
investigation report (Report). The Report will also include a summary of field activities,
analytical results presented in tables and figures, and recommendations. The Report will be
reviewed in its entirety and signed by a California Professional Geologist. SGI plans to
commence work immediately following the approval of this Work Plan by CRWQCB. SGI
estimates investigation activities will be completed over a one-week period, and anticipates
submittal of the Report to the CRWQCB by May 10, 2013.

CLOSING

Please feel free to call the undersigned at SGI's Grass Valley office at (530) 272-4200, if you
have any questions or comments.

Sincerely,
The Seurce Greup, ine.
g ’;’ v i GEg,
L / o 4 Qg g RIS
Greg Mclver~' Khaled B, Rahrqkh| P Gutifast ||
Project Manager Principal Hydrogs QgL ]
RS

cc: Terry Duree
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Attached:

Figure 1: Site Location Map

Figure 2: Site Plan

Figure 3: Chemical Concentration Map - Soil

Figure 4: Chemical Concentration Map - Soil Gas
Figure 5: Chemical Concentration Map — Groundwater
Figure 8: Proposed Soil Boring Locations

Attachment A: RWQCB Correspondence

Attachment B: Law Office of Terry Duree, Inc. Correspondence
Attachment C: Historical Tables
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CALIFORNIA REGIONAL WATER QUALITY CONTROL BOARD
SAN FRANCISCO BAY REGION

WATER CODE SECTION 13267 ORDER

STEPHEN SPENCER

RONALD WASLOHN

TERRY A. DUREE, INC.
TEGTMEIER ASSOCIATES, INC.

For the property located at 622-630 JACKSON STREET
FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

The California Regional Water Quality Control Board, San Francisco Bay Region’s Cleanup
Team (Water Board Cleanup Team) finds that:

l.

Legal Authority: This Order is issued under Water Code Section 13267 and requires
submittal of technical reports. Water Code section 13267 provides that the Water Board may
require any person who has discharged, discharges, or is suspected of having discharged or
discharging waste to furnish, under the penalty of perjury, technical or monitoring reports,
provided that the burden, including costs, of these reports, shall bear a reasonable
relationship to the need for the reports and the benefits to be obtained from the reports. In
requiring the reports, the Regional Water Board must provide a written explanation with
regard to the need for the reports, and identify the evidence that supports requiring the
reports.

13267 Parties: Mr. Stephen Spencer, Mr. Ronald Waslohn, and Mr. Terry A. Duree, Inc. are
suspected dischargers because they are co-owners of the property located at 622-630 Jackson
Street in Fairfield (hereafter, “Property” or “Site;” Site # 1 on the site location map
(Attachment 1)) from which there has been and continues to be a discharge of waste.

Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. is named as a suspected discharger because it is the continuing
entity of Moore and Tegtmeier, the owner of the Property (starting in February 1945) at the
time a dry cleaning business called Gillespie Cleaners was operating at this location. Moore
and Tegtmeier, as the Property owner, is suspected of having permitted discharges on the
Property by Gillespie Cleaners. Gillespie Cleaners operated at the Property from about 1933
to early 1947 when it moved to another location. A newspaper ad from January 1946
indicates Gillespie Cleaners was doing dry cleaning during Moore and Tegtmeier’s
ownership. Shallow soil and groundwater samples collected at the property show that
Stoddard solvent was discharged at the Property. Soil gas and groundwater samples
collected here contain tetrachloroethylene (PCE), a dry cleaning solvent, and other volatile
organic compounds (VOCs). Gillespie Cleaners apparently used and discharged Stoddard
solvent or PCE, or both, during the period when it was common practice to improperly
dispose of used solvent. Current information is insufficient to determine if both Stoddard



solvent and PCE were discharged as a result of dry cleaning operations. Gillespie Cleaners
was a large operation and employed as many as 21 people before it moved elsewhere to a
new 7500 square feet plant with new state-of-the art dry cleaning equipment . Tegtmeier
Associates, Inc., is the continuation of Moore & Tegtmeier. According to the grant deed
transferring the property from Moore & Tegtmeier to Tegtmeier Associates, Inc., Moore &
Tegtmeier sought permission to transfer {rom a partnership to a corporation.

Stephen Spencer, Ronald Waslohn, Terry A. Duree, Inc., and Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. are
herein collectively referred to as “13267 Parties”.

Discharges of Stoddard Solvent to Soil and Groundwater: Soil and groundwater at and in
the vicinity of the Property are impacted by the dry cleaning chemicals Stoddard solvent and
tetrachloroethylene (PCE), and related volatile organic compounds (VOCs). The presence of
Stoddard solvent in shallow soil and groundwater suggests a discharge of this chemical at the
Property. The occurrence of PCE and related VOCs only in deeper soil and groundwater,
along with information from business records and other sources, suggests that these
chemicals may not have been used at the Site and may originate from other sources.
Common release mechanisms at dry cleaners include surface spillage of solvent and disposal
of used solvent on the ground. Spillage may also occur during delivery of fresh solvent or
removal of contaminated solvent. Spilled solvent can enter soil and groundwater through
cracks and expansion joints in floors or by permeating through concrete or other porous
floors.

To investigate the potential presence of contamination at this Site, the current property
owners for the nearby 625 Jackson Street property conducted two limited environmental
assessments immediately adjacent to 622-630 Jackson Street and in the alley next to the
building on the Site. Shallow soil gas, shallow soil, and grab groundwater samples {rom the
shallow and intermediate zones were collected and submitted for laboratory analysis.
Laboratory analytical reports for soil gas, soil, and shallow zone groundwater samples
indicate that VOCs were not detected in these samples. However, high concentrations of
Stoddard solvent were found in shallow groundwater samples. Laboratory reports for
intermediate groundwater zone samples show significant concentrations of the VOCs PCE,
trichloroethylene (TCE), and dichloroethylene (DCE), and detectable concentrations of vinyl
chloride. Groundwater samples collected from the intermediate zone contained PCE at
concentrations approximately one order of magnitude above the California maximum
contaminant level (MCL).

The laboratory analytical data for soil, soil gas, and groundwater samples collected at this
Site do not provide substantial evidence of a VOC release. However, the possibility of a
release exists due to uncertainty regarding the type of solvent or solvents used by Gillespie
Cleaners during their operations at this location. VOCs present in soil and groundwater may
have originated from the adjacent sanitary sewer line or an upgradient source, but this cannot
be determined with certainty because significant data gaps remain Further investigation is
needed to identify the source(s) of Stoddard solvent and VOC contamination, delineate
contaminant pathways, identify and evaluate potential sensitive receptors, and characterize
the vertical and lateral extent of contamination in soil and groundwater at and downgradient
of the Site. The 13267 Parties to this Order will only be responsible for these tasks with
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respect to VOC contamination if onsite investigation provides substantial evidence that there
is an onsite source of VOC contamination.

4. Adjacent Sites: A dry cleaning business (Fairfield Cleaners) previously operated at 625
Jackson Street (Site #2 on Figure 1) for about 30 years. About one block northwest at 712
Madison Street, One Hour Martinizing Dry Cleaners, One Hour Cleaners, and other dry
cleaners (Site #3 on Figure 1) conducted dry cleaning for about 40 years.

The current owners of the 625 Jackson Street property have conducted soil, soil gas, and/or
groundwater investigations at and near their property, and limited soil, soil gas, and/or
groundwater assessments at the 712 Madison Street and the 622-630 Jackson Street
properties. The current property owners for 712 Madison Street have also conducted a soil
and groundwater investigation at and near their property, and are currently conducting a
second investigation. A release of contaminants has been confirmed at all three of these
locations; however, the timing, nature, and relative significance of these releases and the
degree to which contaminant plumes from the individual properties may be comingled or
may have impacted other properties has not been determined. Corresponding Water Code
section 13267 orders are being developed for the properties identified above. The Water
Board encourages all the 13267 parties to work cooperatively in their efforts to comply with
the 13267 orders.

5. Need for and Benefit of Technical Reports; Evidence Supporting Requirement: The
technical reports required by this Order are needed to provide information to the Water Board
regarding (a) the nature and extent of discharge at and from 622-630 Jackson Street, (b) the
nature and extent of pollution conditions in waters of the State and United States created by
the discharges, (¢) the threat to public health and the environment posed by the discharges,
and (d) the appropriate cleanup measures necessary to clean up and abate the pollution.
Given the soil and groundwater contamination at and near the Property and its threats to
public health and the environment, the burden of providing the reports required by this Order
bears a reasonable relationship to the need for the reports, costs, and benefits to be obtained
from the reports. The benefits include providing technical information necessary to determine
what measures are appropriate and necessary to clean up contaminated property and
groundwater, bring the Property into compliance with applicable water quality standards, and
protect beneficial uses of groundwater, including human health and the environment. The
evidence that supports requiring the 13267 Parties to provide the reports is contained in the
Regional Water Board’s files for 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield.

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED, pursuant to California Water Code section 13267 that the 13267
Parties shall comply with the following tasks and provisions:

TASKS:
1. WORKPLAN TO DELINEATE VOC SOURCES

COMPLIANCE DATE: Februaryl5, 2013

622-630 Jackson Street 13267 Order 3



Submit a workplan acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer to identify and
laterally and vertically delineate any sources of VOC pollution at the Site. The
workplan shall specify objectives, investigation methods and rationale, and a
proposed time schedule.

%, COMPLETION OF YOC SOURCE DELINEATION
COMPLIANCE DATE: May 10, 2013

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer
documenting all work performed to implement the approved Task 1 workplan.
The technical report shall identify and describe any confirmed and potential on-
Site sources of VOC pollution.

2 WORKPLAN TO DELINEATE STODDARD SOLVENT SOURCES
COMPLIANCE DATE: June 21,2013

Submit a workplan acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer to identify and
laterally and vertically delineate all the sources of Stoddard solvent pollution at
the Site. The workplan shall specify objectives, investigation methods and
rationale, and a proposed time schedule.

4. COMPLETION OF STODDARD SOLVENT SOURCE DELINEATION
COMPLIANCE DATE: October 25, 2013

Submit a comprehensive technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive
Officer documenting all work performed to implement the approved Task 3
workplan. The technical report shall identify and describe confirmed and
potential on-Site sources of pollution and shall include a site conceptual model
based on data developed for the Site.

5. RISK EVALUATION AND REMEDIAL INVESTIGATION WORKPLAN

COMPLIANCE DATE: 90 days following a requirement from the Assistant
Executive Officer to submit a risk evaluation and remedial investigation
workplan.

Submit a workplan acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer: 1) to identify,
evaluate, and quantify site-specific human health risk and ecological risk; 2) to
delineate and describe the lateral and vertical extent of soil and groundwater
pollution on and extending downgradient of the Site in the shallow, intermediate,
and deep groundwater zones, to the applicable MCL for PCE and its breakdown
products; 3) to identify, delineate, and map potential contaminant migration
pathways in three dimensions; and 4) to quantify, to the fullest extent practicable,
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the relative importance of individual migration pathways to contaminant
migration in the area of the Site and downgradient. The workplan shall
incorporate relevant information from the Site conceptual model (i.e., identify
pathways and receptors where Site contaminants pose a potential threat to human
health or the environment). The workplan shall propose and describe methods
and procedures for evaluating risk that incorporate current standards of practice.
The workplan shall also specify objectives, investigation methods and rationale,
and a proposed time schedule.

The Assistant Executive Officer will only require this task if he/she concludes that
there is an onsite source of VOC contamination, based on the Task 2 report and
any other relevant evidence.

O COMPLETION OF RISK EVALUATION AND REMEDIAL
INVESTIGATION

COMPLIANCE DATE: 120 days following Assistant Executive Officer
approval of the Task 5 workplan

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer
documenting all work performed to implement the approved Task 5 workplan.
The technical report shall include a well-documented conceptual site model
supported by hydrogeological and chemical data developed during the
investigation. The report shall also delineate and describe the lateral and vertical
extent of pollution down to concentrations at or below typical cleanup levels for
soil and groundwater. The results of this report shall be used to establish
acceptable exposure levels and remedial alternatives as described in Task 7,
below.

Based on the results of the remedial investigation and risk evaluation, the
Assistant Executive Officer may determine that additional work under Tasks 3
and 6 of this 13267 Order is necessary to complete the remedial investigation.

7 REMEDIAL ACTION PLAN INCLUDING PROPOSED CLEANUP
LEVELS

COMPLIANCE DATE: 60 days following Assistant Executive Officer approval
of the Task 6 report

Submit a technical report acceptable to the Assistant Executive Officer
containing:

a. Summary of remedial investigation

b. Summary of risk evaluation

c. Feasibility study evaluating alternative final remedial actions
d. Recommended final remedial actions and cleanup levels
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¢. Implementation tasks and time schedule

Item c. above, shall include projections of cost, effectiveness, benefits, and impact
on public health, welfare, and the environment, for each remedial action
alternative evaluated.

Items a. through c. above, shall be consistent with the guidance provided by
Subpart F of the National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency
Plan (40 CFR Part 300), CERCLA guidance documents with respect to remedial
investigations and feasibility studies, Health and Safety Code Section 25356.1(c),
and State Water Board Resolution No. 92-49 as amended (""Policies and
Procedures for Investigation and Cleanup and Abatement of Discharges Under
Water Code Section 13304").

GROUNDWATER MONITORING AND REPORTING
COMPLIANCE DATE: As specified in Self-Monitoring Program

Submit routine groundwater monitoring reports as described in the Self-
Monitoring Program for this Property (Attachment 2).

PROVISIONS:

l

Qualified Professionals: Professionals acting on the 13267 Parties’ behalf shall
be qualified, licensed, and competent and proficient in the fields pertinent to the
required activities. California Business and Professions Code sections 6733,
7835, and 7835.1 require that engineering and geologic evaluations and
judgments be performed by or under the direction of licensed professionals.

Lab Qualifications: All samples shall be analyzed by State-certified laboratories
or laboratories accepted by the Regional Water Board using approved EPA
methods for the type of analysis to be performed. All laboratories shall maintain
quality assurance/quality control (QA/QC) records for Regional Water Board
review. This provision does not apply to analyses that can only reasonably be
performed on-site (e.g., temperature).

Uploading Documents to the GeoTracker Database: Electronic copies of all
correspondence, technical reports, and other documents pertaining to compliance
with this 13267 Order shall be uploaded to the State Water Board’s GeoTracker
database within five business days after submittal to the Regional Water Board.
Guidance for electronic information submittal is available at:

http ://www.waterboards.ca.gov/cwphome/ust/cleanun/electronic_reporting/index.
html

Document Distribution: An electronic copy and one paper copy of all
correspondence, technical reports, and other documents pertaining to compliance
with this 13267 Order shall be provided to the Regional Water Board. An
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clectronic copy ol all documents submitted to the Regional Water Board shall alsp
be provided to the foilowing agency:

County ol Solano, Department ol Resoutce Managemen,,
Lnvironmental Heatth Diviston

The Assistant Executive Officer may modify this distribution list:
Attachments:

1. Site Location Map
2. Secif-Menitoring Program

2,/ M Ry 28

Dyan C. Whyte Date
Assistant Executive Officer
Cleanup Team Lead
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SELF-MONITORING PROGRAM for the property located at

622-630 JACKSON STREET
FAIRFIELD, SOLANO COUNTY

1. Monitoring: The 13267 Parties shall measure groundwater elevations in all monitoring
wells, and shall collect and analyze representative samples of groundwater according to
the following schedule:

Well Sampling Analyses
Interval Frequency EPA Method
Shallow Quarterly 8260, 8015

Intermediate Quarterly 8260, 8015

The 13267 Parties shall sample monitoring wells quarterly, as shown in the table. New
monitoring and extraction wells installed shall be monitored quarterly for at least the first
year following installation; then quarterly or semi-annually as directed by the Assistant
Executive Officer. Groundwater samples from new wells in the shallow and intermediate
groundwater zones shall be analyzed by EPA Method 8260 and EPA Method 8015. The
EPA Method 8015 shall include a full range analysis quantified as gas, diesel, motor oil,
and Stoddard solvent. unless otherwise directed by the Assistant Executive Officer.
Chromatograms shall be included with all reports that include laboratory results.

Monitoring well gauging and sampling at this Site shall be coordinated with gauging and
sampling at the 625 Jackson Street and 712 Madison Street sites so that groundwater data
collection occurs optimally on the same day. In no case shall these data be collected
more than three days apart. Groundwater samples shall be analyzed using the USEPA
method(s) shown in the above table. The 13267 Parties may propose changes in the
sampling and analytical program; any proposed changes are subject to Assistant
Executive Officer approval.

2. Groundwater Monitoring Reports: The 13267 Parties shall submit routine monitoring
reports to the Regional Water Board no later than 30 days following the end of the
quarter (e.g., report for first quarter of the year due April 30) in which the monitoring
event occurred. The first semi-annual monitoring report required under this 13267 Order
shall be due within 30 days following the end of either the first or third quarter after this
13267 Order is issued; whichever occurs first. As noted above, new wells shall initially
be sampled each quarter for the first year, and a monitoring report shall be submitted
within 30 days following the end of each quarter. Each report shall be a stand-alone
document and shall include, at a minimum:

a.  Transmittal Letter: The transmittal letter shall discuss any deviations or violations
during the reporting period and actions taken or planned to correct the problem.



The letter shall be signed by the 13267 Parties or his/her duly authorized
representative, and shall include a statement by the official, under penalty of
perjury, that the report is true and correct to the best of the official's knowledge.
The report shall be signed and stamped by a California-licensed geologist or
California-licensed engineer.

b Groundwater Elevations: Groundwater elevation data shall be presented in tabular
form, and a groundwater elevation contour map shall be prepared for each
monitored water-bearing zone. A graph and a table showing historical groundwater
elevations shall be included in the last monitoring report each year. Groundwater
elevations shall be measured from a surveyed point at each well established by a
California licensed surveyor. All wells installed by the 13267 Parties for 622-630
Jackson Street, 625 Jackson Street, and 712 Madison Street shall be surveyed to a
common datum point, and all 13267 Parties shall provide access to their wells for
this purpose. All 13267 Parties shall provide complete groundwater and well
elevation data to the 13267 Parties for 622-630 Jackson Street, 625 Jackson Street,
and 712 Madison Street within 10 working days following each well gauging and/or
sampling event.

c.  Groundwater Analyses: Groundwater elevation and analytical data shall be
presented in tabular form, and isoconcentration maps shall be prepared for one or
more key contaminants for each monitored water-bearing zone, as deemed
appropriate by the Assistant Executive Officer. The report shall indicate the
analytical method(s) used, detection limits obtained for each reported constituent,
and a summary of QA/QC data. A graph and a table showing historical
groundwater sampling results shall be included in the final monitoring report each
year. The report shall describe any significant changes in contaminant
concentration or changes in groundwater elevation since the last report, and any
measures proposed to address any increases observed. Supporting data, such as lab
data sheets, need not be included in the hard copy of the report but shall be included
in electronic copies of the report and uploaded to the Geotracker database (see
record keeping - below).

d.  Groundwater Extraction: If applicable, the report shall include groundwater
extraction results in tabular form, for each extraction well and for the Site as a
whole, expressed in gallons per minute and total groundwater volume for the
quarter. The report shall also include contaminant removal results, from
groundwater extraction wells and from other remediation systems (e.g., soil vapor
extraction), expressed in units of chemical mass per unit of groundwater extracted,
mass per day and mass for the quarter or reporting interval. Historical mass
removal results shall be included in the final report each year. Mass removal results
shall also be displayed graphically.

e. Projeet Status Report: The monitoring report shall describe relevant work
completed during the reporting period (e.g., Site investigation, interim remedial
measures) and work planned for the following reporting period.

622-630 Jackson Street Self-Monitoring Program 2



3. Violation Reports: If the 13267 Parties violate requirements in thel13267 Order, then the
13267 Parties shall notify the Regional Water Board case manager by telephone and
email as soon as practicable once the 13267 Parties have knowledge of the violation.
Regional Water Board staff may, depending on violation severity, require the 13267
Parties to submit a separate technical report on the violation within five working days of
notification. Regional Water Board staff shall specify the content and scope of this
report.

4. Other Reports: The 13267 Parties shall notify the Regional Water Board in writing a
minimum of five business days prior to any Site activities, such as well construction, soil,
soil gas, or groundwater sampling, soil excavation, or other activities which could have
the potential to cause further migration of contaminants or which would provide new
opportunities for Site investigation.

5. Record Keeping: The 13267 Parties or their agents shall retain data generated for the
above reports, including lab results and QA/QC data, for a minimum of six years after
origination and shall submit copies of these documents to the Regional Water Board upon
request.

6. SMP Revisions: Revisions to the Self-Monitoring Program may be ordered by the
Assistant Executive Officer, either on his/her own initiative or at the request of the
dischargers. Prior to making SMP revisions, the Assistant Executive Officer will
consider the burden, including costs, of associated self-monitoring reports relative to the
benefits to be obtained from these reports.

7. Uploading Reports to the Geotracker database: All monitoring reports and laboratory
data shall be uploaded to the State Water Board’s Geotracker database within five
business days of submittal to the Regional Water Board. An electronic copy and one
paper copy of all reports shall be submitted to the Regional Water Board, and an
electronic copy submitted to the Solano County Department of Resource Management,
Environmental Health Division.

622-630 Jackson Street Self-Monitoring Program 3



ATTACHMENT B

LAW OFFICE OF TERRY DURRE INC. CORRESPONDENCE



LAWOFFICESOF .

TERRY A. DUREE, INC. TELEPHONE:

TERRY A DUREE A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION 7074228533
822 JACKSON STREET TELECOPIER;

FAIRFIELD, CA 94533 707-422-1520

March 1, 2012

Kent Aue

California Regional Water Control Board
1515 Clay Street

Oakland, CA 94612

VIA E-MAIL: kaue@waterboards.ca.gov
RE: Subject property: 622-630 Jackson Street,
Fairfield, Solano County, California
Technical Report on Site History
Dear Mr. Aue:
The following information is provided to you pursuant to your

letter dated December 28, 2011.

I. CURRENT OWNERSHIP OF THE PRQPERTY

622 Jackson Street ig currently owned by:

1. Terry A. Duree, Inc., a Professional Corporation,
Thirty three and one third percent (33 1/3%)

2. Stephen Spencer: Thirty three and one third percent (33 1/3%)

3. Ronald Waslohn: Thirty three and one third percent (33 1/3%)

Terry A. Duree, Inc., has owned a thirty three and one third
percent (33 1/3%) interest in the property since November 8,2005.
Stephen Spencer and Ronald Waslohn acquired an interest in the
property on April 16, 2004. Prior to the purchase of the property
on April 16, 2004 there was a fire on the property, which was
then occupied by a carpet store. Spencer and Waslohn purchased
the property in it’s dilapidated condition following the fire.

Thereafter, Spencer, Waslohn and Terry A. Duree Inc rehabilitated
the property and since late 2005“'it has been operated as a law
office and has been occupied by Terry A. Duree, Inc. and various
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subtenants, all of whom have been lawyers, except one who is a
process server. Terry A. Duree, Inc., continues to occupy the
premises, and operate the premises as a law office.

II. PERSON FROM WHOM THE PROPERTY WAS PURCHASED

The property was purchased by Spencer and Waslohn from Sudha
Raghu Sawkar, who purchased the property in 1999 from Tegtmeier

Associates, Inc., as a married woman, as her sole and separate
property. So far as is known to Spencer, Waslohn and Terry A.
Duree, Inc., Sawkar rented the property during her period of

ownership to a carpet store whose lease terminated with the fire
described above.

Between at least 1945 and 1999 the ©property was owned
successively by G.R. Moore and Homer I. Tegtmeier, Moore and
Tegtmeiler, and Tegtmeier Associates, Inc. Copies of the deeds of
these transactions are enclosed for your reference. The address
for Sudha Sawkar, so far that is known to the current owner is
160 Sage Way, Napa, California, 94559. Tegtmeier’s address is C/0
Nossman Asgociates, Attorneys at Law, Christopher A. Nedeau, 50
California St. 34™ Floor, San Francigsco, CA 94111.

In 1945 the property was acquired through a probate proceeding by
Nellie Jewett, Anna Fleming, and Catherine Mariano as to a thirty
three and one third Percent (33 1/3%) interest. They acquired the
property through a distribution from a trust of Sophia N. MCEniry
in 1945. Thereafter, the property was conveyed by Jewett, Fleming
and Mariano to G.R. Moore and Homer I, Tegtmeier, on or about
February 5, 1945. A copy of the probate proceeding and the 1945
deed to Moore and Tegtmeier are enclosed for your reference. We
have no information on Jewett, Fleming or Marino.

III. A DESCRIPTION OF THE OPERATIONS OR ACTIVITIES
CONDUCTED AT THE PROPERTY DURING THE PERIOD
OF OWNERSHIP BY THE ABOVE NAMED PERSONS

A. Gillespie’s Cleaners:

We have attempted to locate ©business licenses and other
information from City of Fairfield records regarding Gillespie'’s
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Cleaners. No such records exist. We have also consulted Sanborn
Maps, the Polk Directory, and perhaps, most importantly, the
Fairfield newspaper, The Solano Republican, which was publishing
in Fairfield, in Solano County, during the thirties and forties.

We started the search through the Solano Republican in 1935 to
determine whether or not there was any news or information
regarding Gillespie’s Cleaners, or whether there was any
advertising placed by Gillespie’s Cleaners in the newspaper. The
first advertising discovered by us during our search of the
Solano Republican was an ad on December 24, 1935 advertising the
existence of Gillespie’'s Cleaners with its location as Fairfield.
In 1935 the population of Fairfield was somewhere between 1,131
and 1,312 people. (Census figures provided this information.)

In 1935 Gillespie's Cleaners described itself in advertising as
Gillespie's Cleaners and Dyers, and indicated their location as
being on Jackson St. in Fairfield. In 1935 they had two more ads
with the same information, the last one being on March 1, 1935.

Because the city was so small we noted in looking through the
newspapers at the time that most businesses simply gave a street
as their address and more often than not left out the exact
number in their business address. The next add discovered placed
by Gillespie's Cleaners was December 30, 1937 advertising
Gillespie's Cleaners at 630 Jackson Street, Fairfield.

No adds were found in 1938, probably because we were unable to
view the last two weeks of December 1938 on the newspaper
microfiche. In December 1939 Gillespie's Cleaners had an ad
describing themselves as “cleaners.”

Throughout 1940, 1941, 1942 and the first four months of 1943
Gillespie's Cleaners placed wvarious ads 1in the newspaper
describing itself as either Gillespie's Cleaners or Gillespie's
Cleaners and Dyers. In April 1943 Gillespie's Cleaners placed an
ad, “Be relieved of laundry worries.” (emphasis supplied) It was
not until May 1943 that there is an ad where Gillespie's Cleaners
states, “We dry clean and process.”



Gillespie's Cleaners continued to place ads in the local
newspaper throughout 1943, 1944 and 1945 variously listing it’s
location as Jackson Street or 630 Jackson Street in Fairfield.

On January 31, 1946 Gillespie's Cleaners announced in the local
newspaper that it was moving to a new home. The ground was being
cleared at the corner of Texas Street and Pennsylvania Avenue on
lots purchased by Gillespie's Cleaners several yvears before. The
new building was to measure fifty by eighty five (50 X 85) feet
with all new appliances. Gillespie expected the business would be
open by April and described the new location as being the most
complete cleaners between Sacramento and Oakland.

In October 1946 there was an article indicating that due to a
shortage of materials the new Gillespie's Cleaners would not open
until December, 1946. In an ad placed January 23,1947 Gillespie's
announced that its new building had the “latest Cleaning
Equipment”. In an ad placed on February 6, 1947 Gillespie's
Cleaners announced its new building was open for inspection.

B. Singh’s BMW Motors

According to the Polk Directory there was a business located at
622 Jackson Street in 1970 by the name of Singh’s Imported Car
Service. There is some speculation that Singh’s Imported Car
Service was an auto repair business, however, we have located a
sign application for Singh’s, which application was heard on
April 8, 1869 at the Architectural Approval Committee wherein the
applicant, Solano Signs, asked for approval of a sign at 622
Jackson Street on behalf of Singh Motors BMW.

It is believed that rather than an auto repair shop Singh’s was
an automobile broker, and that no repair services of any kind
were performed on automobiles at 622 Jackson Street. Moreover,
the city ordinance in effect in 1970, according to Rick Hancock
city planner for the City of Fairfield, was the same as the city
zoning ordinance currently in effect .for downtown Fairfield. That
ordinance prohibits any automobile repair business to be located
in the downtown area of Fairfield. Singh could not have operated
an automobile repair business in downtown Fairfield in 1970
because the city zoning ordinance would have prohibited issuing a
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license to operate such a business. Moreover, the elevation of
the front of the building in the sign application is the same as
it presently exists, There are no bay doors at 622 Jackson
Street so auto repair on the premises would be impossible. A
copy of the sign application is enclosed with this letter.

C. Boiler Explosion:

There has been some talk by some parties and others of a boiler
explosion having taken place in downtown Fairfield some time in
the past. In reviewing each and every edition of the Solano
Republican between 1935 and March 1947 there were two (2)
explosions reported in downtown Fairfield. One was in an edition
dated February 4, 1937 in which it was reported that a furnace
explosion had taken place at the Solano Title Company at 740
Texas Street, Fairfield. The second explosion that was reported
in the newspapers during that period of time was on May 2, 1946
where there was a huge fire at the new John Campos building on
Texas Street causing $37,000.00 in damages to the $50,000.00
building that was being constructed. The cause of the fire was
reported as being an explosion of the coal o0il heater used to
melt tar being used in insulating the huge refrigerator at the
rear of the building. The fire was described as the worst since
the high school was destroyed in 1229. That building was near the
corner of Texas and Jefferson Street.

D. Adjoining Buginegses:

The Regional Water Quality Control Board is of course aware of
the fact that a dry cleaning business existed at 625 Jackson
Street for approximately fifty (50) years, which dry cleaning
business 1s directly across the street from 622 Jackson Street.
Immediately adjacent to 625 Jackson Street property is a property
located at the corner of Texas and Jackson Street which is also
owned by the same owners as the owners of 625 Jackson Street.

In 1937 the Solano Republican carried an article stating that a
new Richfield gasoline station would be located at the corner of
Jackson Street and Texas Street at the location of the old Solano
Garage. The Richfield station would also include automobile
repairs. In July 1945 the Richfield Station at Texas and Jackson



Street was still in existence and advertised itself as under new
management and selling oil and gas.

In May 1936 a new gas station was established at Texas and Madison
Street, according to an article in the Solano Republican.

In 1940 a Union 0il Service Station announced it's grand opening
after being remodeled and was located at Texas and Great Jones
Street.

IV. CONCLUSION:

There is no evidence that any business that was ever located at
622 Jackson Street improperly disposed of hazardous materials at
the site. There is 1little evidence that Gillespie's Cleaners
engaged in dry cleaning activity until the middle of the year
1943, and Gillespie's Cleaners vacated the premises within three
(3) years thereafter. There is no evidence as to what process
Gillespie's Cleaners used to dry clean clothing. At that time
there were several methods used by dry cleaners used across the
United States. Machines during that period of time were vented.
Their fumes and drying exhaust were expelled into the atmosphere
in the same way as with the modern tumble drier exhaust. The
cleaning solvent was lost into the atmosphere, not the ground.
Later, (including after the time Gillespie's Cleaners was located
at 622 Jackson Street) much stricter controls of emissions have
insured that all dry cleaning machines in the western world are
fully enclosed and no solvent fumes are vented in the atmosphere.
In enclosed machines solvents recovered during the drying
processes were returned condensed and distilled so it can be
reused to clean further loads or safely be disposed of. These
machines were not available until the late 1940’'s. At the time
Gillespie's Cleaners operated at 622 Jackson Street such machines
were not in existence so that cleaning solvent used at 622 Jackson
Street would have been vented into the atmosphere. There is no
evidence of any improper disposal by Gillespie's Cleaners, nor any
explosion that took place at 622 Jackson Street that would cause
the release of hazardous chemicals. The information provided above
regarding the dry cleaning history was obtained from an article
found on Wikipedia, a copy of the article is enclosed with this
correspondence.



Historical data used herein may also be found at:

hitp;//www.swreb.ca.gov/sanfranciscobay/ publications forms/documents/SCYWD  Study/Study.pdf and
Bty /www.drycleancoalition .org/chemicals/ChemicaistsedInDrycleaninaOperations. pdf

From the late 1920s until the late 1950s Stoddard solvent was the
predominant dry cleaning solvent in the United States. Most
commonly during the time Gillespie's Cleaners was at 630 Jackson
Street dry cleaners used Stoddard solvents. Moreover, Perc was not
in general use in dry cleaning until the mid to late forties after
World War II. There were shortages of Perc during the war and it
was expensive,

The other business causing concern to the regional board was
Singh’s Imported Car Service which was assumed to be an auto
repair shop, but most certainly was not since that would have
violated the existing zoning code at the time Singh’s was located
at 622 Jackson Street. Moreover, the name in the Polk directory is
suspect since the sign application made by Singh was Singh Motors
BMW. Finally, the building at 622 Jackson Street could not
accommodate a car repair service.

I declare under penalty of perjury that the information
provided in response to your request for a technical report under
§6132 of the California Water Code is full, true and correct and
that this declaration was made on March 1, 2012 at rairfield,
Solano County, California.

2erfy A Duree, -gﬁofnéy for
Defendants and (rdss Complainants
Stephen Spencer, Ronald Waslohn and
Terry A. Duree, Inc.
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Deeds and documents referred to in the letter
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(15 pROBATE PROPERTY TO
TCWETT; FLEMING ¢ MHRLIAVO

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
COUNTY OF SA} MATEQ 3g P
P W TN Y ‘ zofier, o Notary Pudlia

in and for' sald Courty of San Mateo, State or Calirfornia, psrgnatIly wops ESON, known to
my t> be the Peson whoes name 43 subscribvag to the foragoing inetFime Ftrde. of tha
Eatate of Angnle Kuhland, deceassd, and ackoowledgnd tp
adminiatratrix. -

I¥ WIINESS WHSICEP~ have herounts set oy hand ano eryizad oy orricial
seal, In the Oounty of Lun Mated, the and year in this gertlfic Ue r'irst abovs writven

1. J. COOPER (sSeal)
Hotary Publio in and for tie County of San Mated,
ot State of Callifornia,

Raoorded at thefequest of Titls Guar Co, nt 26 gin past 10 a'clock A, M, Jan 29, 1945
#893 M, ©. BUGKINOHAM, RECORDER
Ooplod~-RE

Gompared- @ 8’3\% ,SD% _

LBvo

T —— - - ———— —_——— e

"Erdorssdn
Filed Jan 25 1545
Lewis Marrill, Jlerk
LR T e e e e b R De puty ﬂrérr:"
IN THE SUFERIOR COURT OF THE SPATE OF JALIFCRNT A IN AWD FOR 'IiE COUNTY OF SCLAKC
In the Mutter of the ustate
af
SOFHIA N. McENTRY
Decoased.

Na. 6245
DECREE OF SKTTLEMENT OF FIHAL ACJOUNT AND
TERUTNATION OF TRUST

’ L. 9, JENETL, a5 Trudbdu of Lhub gerteln {rustv crested by ths laet will
and Testament of SOPHIA N. MeENIRY, deoeased, and as deoreed and dsclered Im the lscrea of Pinal
Distribution heretorore mids and entered in the Matten At the Fatate of SOP'IA N, MeZWIRY, deceasod
in favor of MARY FHANC=S8 JOHNSON, beneficlary or said Trust, haviog heretofore filed herein his
Fipal Acoount and Report of his administratiaon of salé Trugt, togsther wilth a Petition for the
sottlement thereof, and Tor the. termination of sald trust estave, and 1'or distributiosn of said trust
Property; and sald final Account, Report and Petition ror Ufstribution therear, coming on this day
regularly %o be heard, said Trugtes appearipog in person.and with his Attorney, end 0o person inter-
estad in sald Tryst or otherwlse having appeared to object to cald Aceaunt or Repoxt o2 any item
thereof, or objectad to the settlement theraof, and proof haviny boen made to the satlsfaotion of
this Court that all parties intereated In sald trust osbate have been served with nstlce, mnd proat
having been made to the satisraction of this Court that Notlce or Learini of sald Pinal Acoount
Repart and sald Petitlisn for Settlement thereol, and for termination of said Trust has been duly
Elven by the Clerk or sald Oourt as required by lew and by the Order of this Court and after a
Finel Heering in OPEn Gourt, the Court so finda:

That sald ¥inal Acoount is in al) respuots Just, trae and oorrect and ghows
that ab the time of riling sald mosount thewe was cash on hend of five Hundred Saventy One and Sixty- . W
oma {¥571.8%) Dollars for uisvribuvion. .

Thet alnoe the filing or,sald acoount nathing has been received and that_
the sum of Fifty Cne ($51.00) Dallars was paid the Iaterna) Revanue Departasnt on account of inoome
tax, qnd the aum of Seven AnA fifty opa hundrodtha (37.50} bza beea pald sut to Hayry ¥, Mitchell
in preparatisn of said inoome tax, and that the estimated cast of closing eaid sstete i3 Three
(#3,00) Dollars, and thet the sum of Yive Hundred Ten and eleven hundredths ($510.11) Dollars is
on hand for distribution Ln ocaah, -

L. That all of the allegations as stated and eontained in the Petitign for
{ Settlement of said Aogount end for termination of s aid Trust are true{ sad that «ll the expenses af
oosts of administration have heen pald exoept the allowange to sald Trustee for hie servioas and
the allowanoe of aaid}'i‘ru_s\:ee for the nerviaes of bis aitorney.

The Court.finds thet the sum or 4vio Hundred ($200.00) Dollara is & reason-
BYla oompensation to bs allowed sald Trustse for his sarvloes herein, and the Court rurther finds that,,
the sum of = Twa Hundred Fifty ($250.00) Dollars is & rensonable conpehaation to be allowed sald Trystee
.for- the servicas of his Attorney.so remdered in sald matter, e |
S me That purgoant $5 The Gerss or the sald iast Will and Tostement of Sophia

o

"N. MaBalry, deoonesd gnd es deslared mnd dacreed in tho sald Deeres of Final Distributlon herstofors
1 g E i Bt Do B . ]

ande end satered in the -matter of, sa1d desodent’s sstate, thare wao distributed to D. G. JRWETT,

%, |-Truagbe,; pertasn peraonad property ‘adnmlstlng of oash in the sum of One Hundred Thirty Bight and

£

ty threa ofns hundredill and 0ortalp Tosl property deeorlbed .as follows:
o ) E ey A ; 1 "

s _iw:f;w.e-y-aﬁf-' _




5 |, maining In the bands af sald Trustee after making the paymants above authorized and directed, tox
S | gothor witL all other property not 0ow known or diseoversd, whloh may belong to sald trust eatats ar.
Se -} An "hi"h A% may have any pight, title, interest, len or estate, bs and the samg is herady dlstribvijted
] an G1iows torwits |
2. 4n undivided one third thereof to Nellle Jewett; an undivided cne third

-

All that ecertain real property situate in thy ~own of Fai{rfleld,
Stete of Ualifornie and demoribed as t'allowa, to-wit:

Commenc ing at tho northwesterly Sernar s Lot 1 in Block 37,
of Falrfield, runnln& thence Easterly along the Northerly line of seld lot 1, forty fsat; thence

at right angles Boutharly 100 feet; thenos at right angles Easterly 26.50 foet to tha eastsrly
line of Parcel Na. 2 conveyed to sfrencia 0. Melnals, hy Daed dated Ysreb 10 1029 2il rscordsd
March_iﬁ_. 1929 In Bodk 29 of Offic’'e) Records, Paga 205; theoce aoutherly €157 8eid desverly line,
50 fest to en alley; thence ‘Westerly along the h::rm; line of sald elley, 66.50 feet; thence
Noyxtherly alohg the westerly lias of rald Lot 1, 150 reet to the potnt of beginnina. Beling & por-
tion of Lots 1 apd 2 in Black 27, as the eame avs shown on the Orflolel Map »f the Town of Fairrield,
which Map 18 om fille in the Recorder's Office of Solano vounty, Callfornia.

Excopting from the above desoribsd property that cerain parcel of lasd
ognveyed to Francls G. MeInnis, by Deed dated Pebruary 25, 1930 and recorded inm Eook 51 of Orficial
Reoords, Page 385, p———
in trust fox the followling us‘es and purposses, that ls tg :ay, t¢ have and bald the smme in trust
during the lifetime.or Mary Frances Johnson, slster orf sald deqedent, and dquring sald _period of
time ta hold, mansge and control 3ald trust property and estete mnd to pay over the net Lnoome
derived therefrom to ¥ary Prances Johneon, during her Liretlme; said trust p-operty furthel pro-
vidad that said propertsy or any other property asguiraed by th? sale of r ths
investment thereof, on the death of Mary Frandes Johnson would go to invaet
in the rollcwl.ng pruportiona to wit'

B P T TAn Undivided one-third themof
an undivided one third thersef to Anne Fleming, sister 5f sald
thereor to Catherine Mariano, of ¥airfield, Calirornis, all of
the State of Callfornla.

OQounty o Solans,
Lown

res

Nellie Jewett siscer af said decadent'
decedant; und an undivided one third
wham are now liviog end residents of

o]

That said bereficlary, Wary Fremces Johnson, dled in the Clty of
Valla Jo, Couaty of Solano, State of California, on Friday December 22nd, 194b, and by reamon
theraof sadd trust terminated, end ag desreed 1n tho lust Will and Testament of raid decedunt and
declered and decreed in the Deeree or ¥inel Distribution heretofora made end entersd ln the Matter

ES
of the Batate of SOPHIA N, McENIRY, decsased, the realdus of sald trust asts®e 1s to be dlstributed
as follows, bo-wit: 4An vndfivided ono thizd themf Yo Neiile Jewalt; e, undivided one third thersof

Anna Fleming; and an undivided one third theredf to Gatherlre Mariano,
NOW THEREFORE, in coneideration of the premises and roregolng raota,
18 hersby Ordered, Adjudged and Decreed that due and legal nobtice of the hearing of sald Flpal
Acoount or sald Trustee, end Petltlion for Settlement or sams and for termination of 8aid trusb and
rar distribvution of said trust estate, has bBesn duly given &s required by law,
. That sald Final Account be and the seme 1z hersby settled, allaowed and
approved ag renderad.
The Court finds there 1s no Inheritance Tax due upsn sald trust prop~
e:ty, either to the State of Cplirornia or to the United States Goverament.

That aald Trustee be, and he s hereby authorized, empowered and
direoted to withdraw and dedudt from the assets of @aild trust estete, the sum of Two Hundred
(#200,00) for oompensatlon of hls services rendered in the adminlatration of said brust, and that
sutpowersd and dirscted to withdraw and dedust

said Trustee be and he 1B further hereby authorizad,
1 from the essets of sald trust estate the sum of Two Hundred and Ylfty ($250.00) for oompensa-
© tionm of hle Abbtorney for syervives renaered in the admipistration of sald trust.

That each and all of the acta snd proceedings taken by sald Trustes,
during the pariod csversd by said acodount end during the course of Lls administration of said trust
be and the same ars hereby rutified, approved and oonflrmed.

It {s further Ordered, AdJudged and Decreed that said trust terminated
by reason of the death of sald benericiary, HMARY FRANCES JOHIBON, oan Friday, December 22nd, 194k,
at the Oity of Vallajo, County of Solano, State of Callfornis, _pursuant ta the terms of sald trust.

It Ls Turther Ordered, Adjudged and Decreed that Nellie Jetratt, Anna.
Fleming, and Cathepine Mariano, pursuant $0 the terms 7 seld trust, are envitled to have distributed
to them"in fas, share and share alike, that iz to.say to each of thew &n undivided ons third lntersst
of all of the assets and resldue of sald trust actaga,

IT IS THErBFORR, ORDERFUL, ADJUDGED AND DECREED that all property re-,

astatoe,

tu Anna na:inc, and an undivided one third to Catherins Narlana, -u

LT

-hd 5T J’ﬂ



hlth

The Aesets of salu trust and sald property so dietributed ls dnacribed
as follows:

Caeb $510.11

Real Proparty:

All that certaln real property situate ln the Town nf Fairt‘s ld, County
of Solano, State of Calirornia and described as follows, ta-wit:

Gommezolng at tho Northwesterly oormer of Lot 1 ia Block 37, Town of Fair-
field, running thense Zasterly along bthe Northerly line of mald Lot 1, forty Tuat; thecce at right
sngles scutherly 100 feet; thence at rlght anglee Easterly 26.50 feet to ths saaterly llne of
Paroel No. 2 oanveysd $o5 Frusals G, MeInals, by Deed dated Maroh 15, 1929 and recorded Muroh 16,
1929 1in Book 29 of 0rfficlal Resasrds, Pags 205; thsnce Sautherly along sald Westerly line, 53 feat
to an alley; thenoe Westerly along the Hortherly lins of said alley, 66.50 reet; thenos northsrly
along the westerl~ line of raid Lot 1, 150 feet to the point of baginning. Delng & portion of Lots
1 and 2 in Block 37, as the same are shown oo the Official Nap or the Tawo of Fairfield, which Map
18 on file in the Resorder’s OfTice or Solana County, Cazl. 5

Excepting from the above described property that certaln parcel of land
conveyed to Francls C. MeInnls, by Deed dated Februnary 25, 1930 end recorded ip Book 51 or Orrictlal
Reoords, page 385.

Dona in Open Court this 29th day of January, 1945.

HARLOW V. GREENYOWD
~Tudpd ol the "above Tdnt I tIEACIUFY,
The foregolng instrument is & osrreot oopy of the ariginal on rile in tlls africe.
Attest Jan 29 1945
Lewis Morrill  (Seal)
Clerk and ex~officlo Clerk of the Superior Court of the
State of Californla in and for the County of Solano
By Iiops Erwin, Deputy Glerk
Rgoorded a v the request of ¥. U. MWelnnis at 5.min pest 11 a'olosk A, M, Jan 29, 1945,

e B S g b s e e

#895 . M, ¥, BUCKINGHAM, RECORIER
i Copled=RK
Comparad- &
52,50 = _ s et =
Distriot County Route  Saection
"% s0L % BEN

BAY CCUNTIES HOMES ca.

{Corpy e

BAY COUNTTIES HOMES C0., & corporation srganized and exlg undsr and by
wa of tha Stats of , in conaiderstlor af Ten 0G/L sllaxrs ($10.00}, to
anelpt’ of which la hereby moltnowledged, doss hereby to the STATE OF OALIF~

ORNIA a1l that rpal pperty in the City of N Uaua‘it"v_ 8oland, State of California,

Jggrtion af Blook 63 of the GL#¥ of Banlcia, acoardlng to the Officlal
11 21, 1874, in Bagk-d of Mape, at page 128, Sslano County Rsa~rds
| mors putioulnrly descrived es fo3lows, to-wlt;,

! Commending % meriing the luterssetlon of the ceatdr line of 1L
Street and West Sixth Strset, aocardl the aroressid map, said polnt dearing 5. 29* 55' 30" W,,

! £ the southeaaterly one-hsl,. 2% Lot 3 in sald Blook 63; thenoe, along
; : J 1 30" B., 178,47 feet; thenaa, S. 'S3° 547 307 E., 13.33 fest; thence, S. .
3 32* 12''B., 158-33 b at,- thenos, B. 347 48% ¥,, 14.36 Taet; tE::l}&:‘:. aloag & ourve te tho.left with|
; 8 radius of 20,00Cfwet, through an angle of 89° 46' 03", & dlstamby, of 31.33 fset; thence, .from |
& tangent thafbearr B, 55° 26 04" E., alopg a ourve to the laft with a rediue of 4950 reet, through
'j, an angle oi~2' 50' 13%, m diatence of 245.)10 Ceet Yo the center: line ofikjld West Sixth Strest; |
thenoe, mfarg last sald line- S. 29° 55Y 30" W,, 52,46 feet to the point of
/ - Oontalning _0._815 or 2 agret‘naru or l.nu.
- W mr

aus "to tho.lndu‘hq,rab:r cuanyld br ruun 'n: ‘the J.oanthu. c:nmt:.-uetl.on of ouiatananee:of sald’

j}d:!ah =il -.‘ --".;--'} b .*s- o .l TR -'J fr.-; : *:".' - -
;r L L] Mt ’ ".'" _ ’ £ i [n
A o ST Y - g5 B e 4 }
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TAn- 1945
TJewett ef #l

CGIVING AND GRANTING untd my gaid attornsy r'ull power and suthorfity to 4
;perform ell and svery ct, desd, mattor, und tiiing whatoosver in and ubout my astate, prap- ,r

' ore v HoreR L
+D 6/€ meo 7-5()7'/%&757<

mad exeampliffsation af the full, campleve, and gonoral power hersin granted aod not in
or definition “Buwrsoef; and hereby ratifying all tlat ny said attorney shell lawrull
to be done by viljue of thass presents

And I hervby declers Lhet eny act or thing tewrullysGone hersunder by E

2 0r causa

my :ald ateorney shullsbe binding onh mysell, and ay heiry, lepsl dand porsnsa® represantativos, and
a55igns whacvher the same’stimll have been ¢one bofare ar after m~ nwath }'l' ather revacatbtian ar thils
instrument, unless und watid ruliable Lntelligenco opr notice therwedl 11 have beenrevolvod by
my wald attorney; and whather ; not I, the grantor of this lnsbiupdfit, shall huve Leen reparted
ar liated, either sfriclally orythervise, os "miasing in actisg7 as that phrasse 1a used ln military
parlence, it balug the intendament™ieFeor tlut suoh atatus degifintion shall nob var my atiorpay rrom
Tully a2a. colaplotoly oxerclsing and 1\1|.luu1.ug Lo exerclse ATy 2nd ell powers and rlghts hersln
granted, and thabt suoh report of "misslys in actian" ghalX nsither constitute or ba irerpreted as
constituting notlica of my death nor opersts to revoke % ‘.".5 instrument.

IN WITNBSS WIERS0E, I hawd. heraunts eot my hand and seal the 18 doy of
October, nineteen hundred and farty four.
WITHRSSES: X © JOIN G. WALTOM (Sesl)
Henry Sohnelder, 1666-L8th St., Brooklyn, N. 20
Ronald E. Hinxle, Horse Shoe Run, W. Va.

5 )

i

swe=—Franeks-Sy-Brown 3rd; -6809—reslein-itd,~ Filiadslphya , Pay e oS z = e T
Forrast
(dounty ar district) ]
Hiss 88 \

(StaLe or County)

fgs L. Rogers, do harebLy sertddy, that I sm & duly commissioned,
Miss., s and

annexed, who is parsona well k.nown to me as the persan who swecuted™ihe I‘Oregaing Powsr oI Attoroey
oeared hefore me th

asot and dead for fthe uses and purposss bhavam set forth. g i
3 In witneas whereof, I liave hereunto set my bhand and afixed. my ofricial MR
seal eosd thid 19th day of Oct. 194k, ! i
JAMES L. ROGERS, Notary Tublie ([Sea

My 'vommliaslion explres July 10, 1948 S i
Recornd at the request of Jim H. Welton at J min past 1 o'clock P, M, Fub 5, L1945, et
g W. B, BCKINGHAM, HECGtDER "
#1135 EDIA vxmm, DFRUTY e i
Capled-RK o
Coupared- 2 . )

i o _ Ra2RTEy |
LIS n
$22.00 U. 8. 1. H. STAMPS CANCELLED _ ! o g
DEED il

Por value Tecelved Nellle JewsTt, oI thae City or Vallajo, County of
B59lano, Stete of California; Anna Fleming of the Uity and Courty af San Francisco, vtabts of Callf- R _;_
ornia; and Catherlne Mariama, of the City of Fairrield, County of Solano, State or ¢ellrarnia, L
GRANT to G. R. MOOKE, of Solano County, Galifornis, and HOMER I, TuGTMEIER, of the County of San’
“Mates, Stata of Calirornia, all thub real property situate in the Town of Felrlield, Coushy-of
' Solana, Stta of Calirornia, desoribad as Iollows:
Ooumanoing at the Northwesterly corner of Lot L' in Black 37, Yowa of
" ¥alrflsld, runming thonce Easterly along the Northw ly lime ofzald Lot 1, rort~ foet; thenoe at :
right angle~ Southarly 100 feat; thenoe at rigit angles Eastarly 26.50 fo¢t To the easterly lins
of Puroel No. 2 conveyed to Fransls C. XoInnls, by Deed dated Weroh 15, 1929 and reoorded Maroh b,
1929 :fn Bosk 29°of 0ffioial Reoords, Page 205; thence southerly along said Westerly line, 50 i'enf' ta
m allsy ‘thonos Westorly along the Northerly line of said alley, 66 50 Teat; thenoe Northerly alpng
the. Westerly' 1line of’ said Lot 'l 150 foet to the palnt of besiming. Belng a portlon of Lots L apd
* 2 in, Block 37, as the sam are shown on the Offiocial Map of ths Town of Fairfield, which Map is op
! t!;n ta hho auq:dnr's Orfioe of Sulano Oounty, Califorania.

-, Y
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% CINEHAL

| legaciss, bequests, interesva, dlvidends, amouigivs, dam
‘ may now or hevealfter be due, owing, or.payable

Lhypoehececions, chaoks, .notes, bonds, vouchers, repaduts, and such other instruments in writing of
[ whatevar kind and nature s way be necessary, a

I and withdraw far the purposas haraaf, in althy ¥
i both our nemes, in or from any banking instifution, any fuhis, negocvidble paper, Or manays which may

. I'T may now ar hareafter hold; (

"i-the matters or Lhim horo)’. mantioned and upon suoh twrms 8 my attorney

i tanoher. rouulptl,ﬂfhlppmg uicket, Oertiricate, or other instrumsnt medessary or oonvamisnt for mtoh

Wi

-

STATE 0F GALITOINIA,
Younty 3l Solano By,

Gn thie 25th duy of January, in the yeer one thoucand ninw hundrod wad
forty Iive, befare me, Rolland L. Pope, & hotary Publio in end vaor 4ld Loluns Jounty, vedding
thereln, dulv commissioned and sworn, parsonally Hppeared Mases A. lanf 8130 known s 'fag8s Aron
Lunpg known tOo me to be the person whose nama L9 subsoribed td the withlin inttrument, and acknowledred
to me that he exscuted ths same.

IN JIUM .85 WLILEOS, I hove hereunbo set my nend and sfrlred my Crriofsl barl,
in safd County : Jsslsno, the dny and year in this Cerbiticute tirut mbava written.

N siiw L. #CPE (Senl)
Natery l'ublic in an¢ ¢sr said Jounty of Solano
dtete of valifornia
Heoorded ab the quest af Taft & 'Wright at 25 naln past 12 o'clock 2. M. ¥Feb 5, 1945,

- Li. B, DUCKINGHM, 10 JU0NDE
#111“‘& i CRIN [ R

Copled~HK
Compured~
$1.00

POVEX OF A'[TOHNEY

“\ KNGY ALL WEN bY TizSE PRESENTL: Thet, I, JUHN G. WaLYON a lesel realdent
“$46-Grent -Sti—Vellejor-5tute orf—Galirornday -Unkted- Stavuy of-usoTiod j--now kn—ihe-wilitary-apritee-- CEEEE: .
as & Pfa. (Army asrial Wo, 39147)06) 1n the Army or the United tcetes, and autleiputlng that

tha ¢ purpose falyms and in wy naws, pluce, and stead, and 19t my use ana beneliu, BMA
assd 5o &2 and ‘_:.;;a Giw, OF 53 23UEuF wilhh pefovns joluily hubereniud wiih wmysell
doing or exacuting 4 or any of the following Acts, deeds, and tngs, thatsly to say
1) To buy, recelve, leese, aoceut, or otherwise as

s, qQuit clalm, or otharwise encumber or 1lsposgfdr; or TO contract oF

¥nerein Lo tde

Aire; ta sell, convey,
mortgage, hypothecats, pl
agroe for ths acquisition,
ated, be 1t real, parsonal,
taining thereto, udon such terms
invest, lease, or lat, or otherwises
interest therein; to eject, remave, ars
o, suoh property by ell lawful meens-

b
e ui‘gmt beia %ﬁi Theby eﬁ'ld& .ﬁ?de:ég.{ e ;- i) _Ypl!
troganet BLL agd avary Rind of buaindsd bf w

£ponal or encumbrenoe pl; eny property whatgiever end sherssoaver sit-
ar 1@.:«!, or any cuptody, pongeusisn, Lnuwes or rlght therein or per-
my sald sttorney shell think progér; (2) to take, hold, pdissess,
anags any or all of my raal, zaonal, or mixed property, or any
ralleve temants or other pdvsons Trowm, und redover posssasion

. prascrva, insure, remove, store,
h

%ﬁgn% gx;} Daﬂlua:m n% aake, 8o, and

fna Boever, including At 8ll accaunts,

4, delLts, taxes, end obligations, which

to me; (4) To make, indorss, acoept,

desds, assignments, agreements, certiflcates,

34

o

racaive, algn, seal, sxeouts, adknowledge, and del

, or proper in tha p:misas; {5) To dsposit

my pula BLbapnnyts prme drogy tmed RF J
oome into my sald attorney's hands as muglh attorney or whlstnY now or hersafter may have on dspoait

or be entitled to; (o) To Xomstitute, BoOute, defend, ®aapiginkag, arlbtrate, and dispose of legal,
Qf.luit&ble; ar administrative heerings;” actions, suits, attachma 8, areyty, dlatressas, or Jther
procsedings, or otherwlas engege -inslitigation in connectlon withiglie premises; (?7) To act es oy
atboarney or proxy in respect to pyfy stooka, shares, bandas, or other\investments, righta, or intereste,
To angage and dlsamlise agents, apundgl, and enployees, and to appolnt
abitute for, or agent of my said attorse % in respect to all or any of
tall think $it; (9) To
.expoute youchers in my alf for agy and all allewances and relmbursement 3 foperly payable ty ae
by ‘the United States,, £eoludlog. but 0ot restrictid to allowanoes and roimburdinants for transporctation
of depap”ents or I ahipment. of household ofrsote &g suthorized by law or Army“(egulationa, and to
ruoeive, indars 7 npd collect the rooeeds of checks payable to the arder of Lie 4 nruignnd'drmm an
the TrespurenbF, ths United States; (10) To prepare, sxecuie, &nd nle inoome ‘end other tax returna,
mda’ athm governme,m;al reports, applluatiama requests and dacumema, {11} To teke possession, and’
" 7 ,tbs_removal aad glifpmant, of .apy’of Wy property from eny post, werehouss, depot, doek, oOF othér -
p].lu of - ntnugc ar nern knaping, 3mrn:munba1 :r privato; ind &3 pRooute and deliver any ré¢lease,

and reimgve &% pleasue apy ‘4
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G. R, MOORE and HOMER 1, TEGTMEIER

®rm!' tn G, R, MOORE and HOMER I, TEGTMEIER, as zo-pariners
doing business under the firm name and style of
MOORE and TEGTMEIER, '

! the real praperty situsted in e I Town of Fairfield, County
v oof Solano ‘ Starte of Californin, descrilied as follpws:

i . Commercing at the Northwesterly corner of Lot 1in Block 37, Town

& A of Fairfield, runnisg teence Rasterly alang the Northeriy line of saig

1 Lot 1, forty feat; theace ot Tight angles Sontherly {010 feet; thenee at
- I right angles Easterly 26. 50 feet 1o the easterly line of Parcel No. 2
’_-..,,_._;,_,.-__, toxveyed t0 Freacia C, Mclpnis, hy Daed dated March 15, 1829 and
r recorded Mareh 16, 1929 in Book 29 of Official Records, Page 208;
! thence southerly alovg paid Westerly line, 50 feet to an alley; thence
Weaterly along the Northerly line of said alley, 86,50 fect: therice -
Northérly along the weaterly Hoe of said .ot 1, 150 feet to the point
p of beginning, Being a portion of Lota 1 and 2 In Block 87, 2s the
same are shown on the Official Map of the Town of Fairfield, which
. Map 18 on file in the Recorder's Office of Solano County, Califorpia.

q Excepting from the above described property that certain parcel of
p - land cosvayed to Frencis ©. Mclinnis, by Deed dated Februayy 25,

1930 and recorded in Book 51 of Official HRecords, page 385, °

:': RECAMOKD AT REQUEST DF.
1 -:-g:. ! z-l z;r,é,f‘/:/
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5 ) gl eLeyr s —
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. STATE OF CALIFORNIA,
¥ AN R ., WP i:;ﬂ vy h—@--mur: i n_}-"-
]

Ox :MJ&TLM of%r‘a the year ons thonsand mine hsndred M..Ef‘;‘i‘_m‘_‘aiﬁﬁ.&_

Bafore me, 12 Lo t‘r"‘- —ms 8 Notary Public in and for the
" ' : County a;;__axs- Fova g TETEYN -2, Siute of Californis,
residing therein, duty :omm‘uﬁ-d_ Fricrm, persowally apprared,
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Euotrs bo wie b9 be the peraon— hose wome o'l swbscribed to the within instramecud,
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1972, [NIOORE Y TECT7NE(ER 7D
TECTMEER NSS50 R TES ; ZA c&éﬁp-

Solano County

A

T TELAME T

corporation. -7 iﬁ._ P

k) " . —
-C/a",i’izmuz.-/ﬁ’ ez 700
A o HAbA
TN ne A RS DR .20 65 .
Computed on value af greperiy as showm

in application to Cerporatlon ‘Commissioner fux
permigsion te tzenafer from partnership to ’

Lt
APR2Qfa72
- O, RERORES P
’}Mﬂemp.,ﬂ:‘?
g8 - A w‘f-ﬁhl—\t 4’
o T HAYS H
By B Kragen, AttoTmby at Law GRANT DOED 7/—22;:"' Ricoronr

Tor a waluable considsrgtion, vecalpt af which ic hereby

ackrjuwledg'aé, MOORE & TEGTMEIER, = pertnership, hersby granc to’
EGIMETER ASSOGIATES, INC., & corpuratlion organized under the laws

of the State of California, the following described real property

{n the County of Bolemo, Stote of Callfornia:

Parcel No. L: All that Teal property situated in the City aof
airfieid, Sulanv County Irrigation District, County of
Solano, State nf California, descyibed =y Lollwws!
Bégioning at a point on the Ezstexly line of that certaln
parcel of land conve to the Stare of Califernmia by deed
recorded March ¥, 1929 in Yook 28, page 409, Inolrwusat

Ho, 1018, Official Records oI Soleno County, Califomla, xaid
point of begiuuity bucring §. 0° 18" 8. u diyimuce of 131520
feat from the Northwest corner of that eartaln 1.00 acce parcel
conveyed ta Filbert Zumpanc et ux by Jdeed recorded January 7

‘WE Diticial Recor

1952 in Book 607, page 20, lustruvmeot No.
of Solano County, California; theace from sa J4 point of
bezinning and proceeding N. O ' E. alon% the East Liae of
sg%dosartel conveyud to the Brate of Callio

100,

land canvagad £o Golda R. Moore et al by deed rvocordad
Sgstmhe.t s

Official Records of Solana County, Calilowaia; S. 89* 58' E.

along tha South linc of said pareel conveyad to Hoora et al &

. dlstaoca of 371.01 feer to a point on the West line af Locke-

Paddsn Colony No. 7 as the gawme is showo on that certain m{n
no

filed for Tecurd in the Ottice of the l:oum:ﬁ Recordar of Bo
County, Califormia February 15, 1913 in Boo
theace 5. 0° 197

gy s

mnia a distance of
feet to the Bouthwest carner of that cartain parcel of

1954 in Sook 703, paze 343, Instrusent ho. L3627,

4 of ¥aps, page 18;
20" &. slomg the Wemt line of eaid lacka-Paddon

-

Colony Ne. 7 a distance of 100.00 feat to 4 polot; rhenca leaving

the West iine of said Locke-Paddon Colony No. 7 H. 89" 58' W. a

diptanca of 370,97 faat to the point of begloning.

Being a portion of that cextain tract of iapd conveyad to

Helge R. Segerstram and Vernia V. Segeialrow by ded recorded
in Book 624, page 86, Instrument Ho. 7687, Official

June 2, 195

Racnvda of Solano County. California, asd eontalning 9.85 ecves of

land.

parcel No. 2: All that real property situated ia the City of
Fairzisld, Solano County Irrigatlon District, Copaty of Solano,

_State of (alifernia, dezeribad as follows:

Daginning at @ point on the Fasterly 1ine of thal cekiain parcel of

land comveyed to the State of California by deed recorded Ma
1959 in Book 28, page 409, Instrument No. 1018, Offiecial Reco

il

rch 8
rds of

. ) . © s 749 262

i PN _ ! . _ PR

ol = —

o i g P

T -

escription: Sclano,CA Document - Book Page (up to 1988) 1745.262 Page: 1 of 4... '
lv Comment: . i . e

e

—.

AN

¥

[ |



Solann County

S r———

PRI BRI R

|| NS I

e

_E_olx_iga C?unt[, Californla, said point of bdeginning bsaving

N. 0 E. 2 distance of 14159.20 fest frox the Rertiwest
corner of that certmin 1,00 gcore peredl cunveyod ba Wileol
Zumpano et ux hy deed racorded Januaty 7, 1952 1, Bouvk 607,

Ea&e 20, Instrument No. 234, Official Records of Solanw Connty,
valiforniag; thence from 3zid point of heginnlog N. 07 18' &,

along the Ense Iine of ths land conveyed to the Stace Wighwa

&8s above mentiocnad & dlstance of 220.67 feet to a poinc In the
genter of a Public Road; theace.N. 89" 58’ E..2long the centar
of geld Publie Rosd a dlbtauee of 371,1) feet =o cre Nortiwest
comer of Lot 1 a5 rhe same la Showun on that eertsin ©ap entitlad
Hap of Locke-Paddon Colony Nn. 7" £ilcd In the OfF.ce of the
Couuly Recorder of Solano Gowmty, Callfornia Februsry 15, 1913
in Book 4 of Mapsz, page 1B; thence £. 0 19' 30" W, alopg the .

West line of said Locke-Paddon Colony No. 7 a distmnce of 220.67
feet to o polat; theace leaving the Hest line pf said Locka-

Paddon Colony Ho. 7 8. 897 58' W. a distance of 371.01 feet to che.
point, oL beginning, )

Jeing a portian of that certain tract of land coaveyed to Helge
R, Segerstrom and Vernie V, Segerstrom by deed recorded June 7,
1952 in Book 624, pagr 86, Imsfrument Ro. 7597, Dfficial Records
of Solano County, Califovnie, und containing 1.38 scres or land,
wore or less.. '

Parcel Wo. 3: 411 that real property aituated in the City of
Eajigzield, County of Sclano, State of Callfovaia, described As
follows:

Coumencing et the Norihwesterly corner of Lot 1 in Block 37,

Town of Pairfleld, runnipg thence Bagsterly zleng the Rorcherly
line of sald Lot i, fo':tﬂcfeet: thence at 'H.ght zngles Southerly
100 fcet; chener at Tl ang].es Easterly 2E.50 feat .to the y
easterly llne of Parcel No. 2 conveyad o Francis C, McInnils, by
Deed dated Mareh 15, 1929 and raecorded March 16, 1929 in Baok 29
of 0ffielal Recerds, page 205; vhenee southerly along said
Westerly line, 50 feet to &n ni]e;' thepnce Heaberly a]_qni the
Noxtherly lioa of said alley, 66. & faat; thenee Northerly along
the westerly liuc of said Lot 1, 150 feet to the point of
beginning.-Balog & portion of Iots 1 and 2 in Block )7, a5 tha
same are thown on tha DEfiniml] Map of the Tomn of Fc}xhcld_. which
Mep i3 on File In the Recarder's Office of Solauo County,
Caii.fomi.n.

3

of land conveyed to Francis C. McTunis by Heed dated February 25,
1930 and recorded im Book 51 of Official Records, page 385,

Excepting frem the shova deseribed propatiy that wertzin pareel

Barcal Wo, &4: ALl that real nroparty sitneted in tha Dty of
Fairfield, County ot Solanc, State of California, described as
followa: :

Lot Ten (19) in Bloek Thirty-seven (37) as the same ig'shown on
that certain wap epcitled: "Map of Fairfield in Solans Copnty",
made oun May &, 1859 by Em A. d'Hemecourt, County surveyor im .
Snlapn Gommty, whish map was £iled for record im the 0Ffico of the
Tacorder of B0lang County, California, on #gy 16, 1839 in Rook 1
of Mzps, Page 45,

——

Dasceription: Saiéno,ah_ boaument - Book Page (up’ta 1988) 1745.262 Page: 2 of 4
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988 Marlet Street, 6ch Floor

. San Fraucisco, ¢

MA{l Tax Stacerentg fo: TEGITMEIER ASSOGTATES, INC.

I S SR

i

i

L.

IR

Order: 1lv Comment:

Pervel By, 5  All that vweal propsviy sfbuated in =
Lrrigatiou Uistrlet, Couuiy ol Sulano, State of Cal
described as follows:

Begitning at & point in center ni Gounty Road Ne, 561, also.

known as OLld Btace Highway U.3. 4D as the sage exist T ta

the year 1949, <fid print being North 9" 22' 10" East 594.4

feat from the 1/4 ssction cornar on tha Seuth 1ine of Seccion 'L?.,
T, 3., R. 2W., W.D.D.& ., said poiaz of begyinning alec belng

ML the Saprhugnt cormer of that certain 9.999 acre parcal af

lapd dascribed in deed fxop Tioma E. Engoll sad husband, to 6. B.

Moora, et al, dated Segtmbnr 2%, 1949 and racorded October 6,
1949 In sooic’4S6 of Official Records, Page 372, Instruept Yo.
10507; zunaing thence from said polut of beglnming, M. 8%% 471

36" Bast and slong the South line of said 9.999 acre parcel of

lzod ar aforesald, a distance of £00.00 faeat to the Southuast
ecoruer thereof; thence Snuth U 24" 0" Wasnt » diacance of

5%4.4 feet, wors or leas, to the South line of the Southeast 1/4
H., R. 2 W.; thence Weat and along sald
600 Efue i’l

of said Sectfon 12, T. 5
South Llina, a distance of t, more of laas, ta tha 1
section cormer of the Sourh line of satd Bectiop 14 thence
Worth 0° 23' 30" Eadg, elong the eenter idipa of County Road
Ho. 551, a distance of 594.4 feet to the point of beginning;
cnut:ain{ug 8.2 acres of land, more or less. -

Parcel No. 6: All that vzeal property situated in the Solanc

Irrigation District, Couuty of Solano, State of California, describedd

ag follows:

Baginning at a point in the center of County Road No. 5861, also
kuown as Old State Highway U. §, 40, as the same existed prior

to the year 1949, said point being Nowth 0° 22" 30" East,
1320.40 Eeet from the 1/4 Section Comner on the South line of

Section 12, Township 5 North, Range 2'1‘;Ttast1 M. D, B, & M,, gaid
point of beginning being also North 89° 37" 30" West, 50.H0 Feet

and South 07 22' 30" West 558.95 feet from a 6 x 6 concrete

wotusmant warking station 168 4+ 34./6 on the Southesstarly ifne -of
the Califnrois State Highway (Fresvay Saction X-30k.+T7-C), and
from gaid poiutl of baEinn:‘..ng procedding chenee along the cantes

, Sourh Q% 22% 30" Wast 726.00 feot to a
point; thepse laaving seid road Worth 8%° 47' 30" Ewt, £00.00
feat €o e point; thegce North 0" 22' 30" East 726.00 feet to a

30" Yasr 600.00 fact to_the point of

eghmlna; econtaining 9.990 acrca of land, wore or Jese, af whick'
. éounty Read Bo. 561, =11
a zartion af chat carcain parccl of lapnd comveyed to Homa B. Fngell

of County Road Mo. 5&

gnin.—.; rhenee Souln 39" 47
0.833 acres 1ia within the boundaxies of
by deed recorded July 3, 1941 in Rook 242, page

5 Z¢, 1natrumen
1yi1

Ne. %203, Gifficlal Reertds of Soluno County and ig in the
Southezst 1/4 of Saction 12, Towaship 5 North, Range 2 West,
M. D. B, & M., Solano Crunty, Califarnia. '

Dated: 72“&4‘7 uld, 47 il

o
MOD‘RE & TEGTHEIER/?/

e A

I

. ! Lt - i
g — ¥ e s - ..
b T Wl e (G e,
John TegtmEler domax I, TegeimeicT
I . Partacr N , Partper
o DR O~ e
S g St ¥ e ) e i eEtmesRT T
. Jdeoan aler . -~ Pamtuer
, Buncan Partner, -

1
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by Twot 250, 20
((‘. G Ste, 11903)

LA e}~ nwicd snrm—Prrlngpabip)
(Priviod 1-30-6) 510438

LT HE

FTATE OF CALIFQRMIA, F

Loty & vf_&m_u:m aB9D .
£t (. Hnx af._.._H.&_Qb__..._._._..n the year one thomsand nine

heendred ouBEYENEY. ~LWO beforeime, MARG ICO

¢ Muolory Pabile, Stale of Colifersin, duly comeaicriomnd m] ucu, fers nr! wai
JOUN, TEGTHEIER, HOMFK L. TEGTNRLER. ._mdu_'iz_ﬁz
INCAY and ER1Ti TRCTHEIER, -

Aau== (b me [o ba ome Y the fariners of the pormersin llui cosmed the spithia lnmwuul.

and ocknawledged to ma hot svich parineraliip exeeuted Ihe seime.

IN WITVESS ’FHEREOF I Jave herewnso sci my hamd and afficed my afficiol scal,

inshe . CAEY & _C. oty uf_S_&__r._in ——thz day and Irar in this

Jifirnte firat ghoze written.
--\..

oAl Q @1 pro _peokd 120 w265

THL EaTal . ‘D‘;i\.D Norary Mublic. Slale o Cuiiformia
My Commisdion E;phu_&.Q.ﬁ:u-h,.._,__.. i

Degcription: Solano,CA Document -~ Book Page (up to 19_88)-1-74:5‘_.265 Pa?e.- 4 of 4
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199G TECTMEIER /35S0Cus 7S ZA/C
D SUDHA RAGHU SHRsr

EBCORDING REQUASTED BY
© NORTH AMERICAN TITLO COMEANY nai33323°§8.75” ¥ :
Rurow Ho. 1603327 opter o, 1603327 ‘NATO ¥ 06 RecFes 7,60
AND WREN RECORDED MAIL TO gugggn
o
= gfficial Records IncFoE
DR. SUDHA RASHU SRNKAR Ropunty of Solano . brax 203
- :bert Blechschmidt  (heck $ 210 53 ¢
e 1393 CAPRLL VALLEY ROAD sxess0r/Recordar  OQvrghy '
Cliy & E AR21 1 PQ‘!
5
- i e i it i et BPAGE ABOYE THIS LINB POR RECORDER'S VB e it
_  CORPORATION GRANT DEED  AP.N.30-243-010_ (PORTION)
The undersigned gtantor(s) deolare(s): '
Documsntary (rausfer tax 18 § 203,50 o Clty Transfer Tax 18 §i

(" X ) computed on Al valwe of property cottveyed, or
{ ¥ cotapujed ot Bl valbe legs value of livns sid ancumbrances remalning ab thns of ste.

) Unlncorporsted aredi ¢ X ) Cliy of FAIRFIELD Sy . |
FOR A VALUASLE CONSIDERATION, recelpt of whith s hersby acknowledged,
TEQMEIER ASSOCIATES, INC. .
2 corporation organieed urdet the laws of the St of  CALTFORNIA hereby GRANTY(S) to

SUDHA RAGHU SAWKAR, A MARRIED WOMAN AS KER BOLE AND SEPARATE FROPERTY

the following describad real property In the  CITY OF FAXRFIELD

Connty of  SOLANG , Stete of Callfornia!

PARUEL 2 AS GHOWN ON THE PARCEL MAP FILED : ol .+ 1993 IN BOOK
OF PARCEL MAPE, AT PAGHE ﬁ l , SOLANO COUNTY RECORDS,

In Witaess Whereof, fald corporation has caused s corporate nume st szal to be afftxed hereto and gis Instrunent fo be

executed by ts President and | e SeCTORRLY
{hereunts ditly auttorized. o -
Datey: | Beprewber 20, 1899 ;_..—EEGmIER ASROCIATES, INC,
gI‘OA'I‘B OF UALIFORNIA P in 155

UNTYAOF i }
0? ] befare me,

S : , personally appeansd

g Fa ol I —— BY ’

S TR I I LT T o e R =
persenally w——— faf piered | 106 of e besle u?;;hf:tﬁy
videie) w be the parson(a} whost hanie(s] Iare wheczibed 1 the . >
withie: fnarumnt and teknowledged (o me ! he/she/they exéutod 3
e vame dn hluper/itelc authoriied capasitylion). W tat by \ PO
histharithelr sigaatuce(s) un the lotrumnt te persan(y), it the #1.ly Honey P ~ Colkaan
i5pon betalf. of whick the persn(s) ke, vaeaibed the lneirument, mw‘“‘:.‘;..."‘:&’ h, i

WITNESY my hand xwd oficial bl

Signaiurs Pl . i (Tl e for withoial nomrial tew)
MAIL TAX .
STATEMENTS TO! ... SAME A ARQVE ,

NAMY _ AbbREst . LXTY, SYAYE & 24

R S L > e - S, P
s =i E el < e r—neg it

Description: Solanmo,CA Document-Year.DocID 1999.876‘5_’5 Page; 1 of 1
Order: 1lv Comment:



i’ ity

e — R

Neps Stephen Spencer ey
Street Addrass /70‘, et VEN D T

o et At - (IR 35 e

PA
Siirtie 111321 69.854:T5C P 533?.00_“

LOOY DA 1@ SEELHCN Cr SPETER p~

RONALD I LWIASEOL 770 = B T M s (/o h

Recordad (n Qlficial Reoord;. Solane Gounty 4/16/2004
| Skip Thomson ek
RECORDING REQUESTED Y Ascessor/Recorder gs !

Alliance Title Company

0 N
AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO 7 Alllance Titts Co

Doo#: 200400048005 Thles: 1 Pagasr 1

SPACEABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S ISB

GRANT DEED
THE UNDERSIGNED GRANTOR(s) DECLARE(s) Documentary Transfer Tax (s $330.00 ]
Clly of ¥airficld computed on fullvalue of Interest or property cenveyed, or
Conveyance Taxls $0.00 / 1 full value less value of ilens or encumbrances remaining at
Farcel No, 0030-243-17D A _ the time of sale,
X —

Declarant or Agent -L')e-farm“l’n-‘mg Tax
FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, receipt of which is hereby acknowledged,
Sudha Raghu Sawkar. a married woman as her sole and scparate property
hereby GRANT(s) to
Stephen C, Spencer, a married man A8 to an

undivided 50% interest and Ronaid W. Waslohn and Billye J. Hawkins-Wastohn. husband and wife as community property
with right of survivorship as te an undivided 50% interest

the following real property in the City of Fairfield
County of Solano, State of California:

Al that certain real proporty situate in the City of Fairficld, County of Solano, State of California. deseribed us follows:

Parcel 2 as shown on the Parcel Map filed Ociober 7, 1999 in Book 41 of Parcel Maps, at Page 58, Solano County Records.

Dated: ‘April 6.2004

STATE OF CALIFORNIA ;

COUNTY OF Salana . TR o 88, ' \’
ndha Rag g '

Qn;_/F?!p[ - \ \dl ;3‘00“"\ before me,

e = 3 o e

a Notary Public in and for seid County and State, personally appeared o =

~Sudhe CadnuSowbar— o .

a *"‘*"”v—/ P— i TIFFANY SCHOUTEN E

personally known to me (or proved 10 me on the basis of setisfactary evidence) to ‘FSOMM. #1414786

be the person(s) whose name(g) is/are subscribed 10 the within Instrument and : ) Notary Publle-Califarnia &

acknowledged to e that hefsheithey executed the same in hisher/their SOLANO COUNTY =

muthorzed capacity(i=s} and that by his/her/their signature(s) on the instrument
th persends), or the entity upon Yehall ol which tae person(s), seted, executed the
instrument,

Hy Comm. Exp.May 1, 2007 &

WITNESS my han ; (This area forofficlal notorial seal)

T MAIL TAX STATEMENTS TO PARTY SHOWN ON THE FOLLOWING LINE; IF NO PARTY SHOWN, MAIL AS DIRECTED ABOVE

o S s — Wl = T ESOR

— c— = —_—

Description: Solano,CA Document-Year.DocID 2004.48005 Page: I1of1l

Oorder:

lv Comment: -




2OOS5 - SPENER. _T0 TELLY A BUree, Z/C )
000 ok 74urec,

Nov-be-20d5 02:07PH  FROM- . Jor-dep-1620, . T-724  P.002/002  F-SZ5
' Renorded In Gifiolal Revords, Salana County 11/08/2005
| Skin Th . 3:24 PM
p ihomson : AR21
Assessot/Recorder i il

RECORDING REQUESTED BY

. DUREE INC .

EY Doo# 200500173659 Titles: 1 Pages: 1
" TERRY A, DUREE, INC.

M -

ADDRESS | 672 JACKSON STREET i Y 2

- CITY | FAIRFIELD CA 54533 Other 0.00
STATE & ZIP | PAID. $153. 30
_Tltla Qrdsr Na. ] ) | cuoToew o

S APN: 0030-243-170 i o SPACE ABOVE THIS LINE FOR RECORDER'S LSE
: GRANT DEED

The undersigned declares that the documentary transfer tax isfh) L (0. 20 and is

[JComputed on the full value of the interest or property conveyed, or is

[(JGomputed on the ful] value iess the value of liens or encumbrances remaining at thne of
sale. The l[and, tenements realty Is located in '

OUnincorporated area of: ClCity of: , ' and

| FOR A VALUABLE CONSIDERATION, recelpt of which Is hereby acknowledged.
} STEPHEN €. SPENCER, a married man

bereby GRANT{S)#™ TERRY"A. DUREE, ING., a CalifSTATa corpiration " = —
AS TO AN UNDIVIDED THIRTY~THREE AND ONE-THIRD PERCENT

the following described real property Inthe w11y oF FATRFIELD

County oft  SOLANO ' , State of:  CALTTORNTA

PARCEL 3 AS SHOWN ON THE PARCEL MAP FILED OCTOBER 7, 199 IN BOOK 41«0F PARCEL MAPS,
| AT PAGE 58, SOLANO COUNTY RECORDS.
Dated: November 4 ., 2005

STATEOF. a1 1roRNTA }SS

CQUNTY OF: so1.ANO A :
, /STEPHEN C. SPENC
on Abminar £ 205 Leforeme, the o ] E?q o
undersigned, a Notary Public i and for Statg,
personally appearad

STEPHEN C. SPENCER

-

persenally known to me or provad to me on the basis of satisfactory ovidence to be the parsan{s) whose
‘namels) isfare subseribed to the within instrument and acknowledged to me {f7at helshe/they executed the
same {n hisheritheir authorized capacity(les), and that by hisher/thair signatura(s) oh the instrument the

persan(s), orthoe entlty upon tenalf of which tho person(s) acted, exactited the lpsirument. =3 -y
. g JUSTIN RONALD CULLUM
WITNESS my hand and officlal seal TR Commisaion # 1368334
1 FEAUET Notary Publlc « Cafornia ‘§
p RN - Solano County )
' i~ : ERE My Comm. Expires Aug 23, 2006
. ) :
'.Sl’g_tl_awra = {This area for aMTEIal notary, seal)’ oo
MAIL TAX STATEMENTS AS DIRECTED ABOVE 4% \5{0(0%5'-.\.

p,ug"),—}pzoo(o

Description: Sclano,CA Document-Year.DocID 2005.173659 Page: 1 of 1

‘ Order: lv Comment:
N



N 2006 BLYE T f,%‘w/t//ifj Z/Jﬁﬁw/%’l/ 70

¥ =
/V N /:):5//51#/[/ Recorded In Offtelal Rer.nrds Solans counky 11{21;‘,‘_:
K0 A Marc C. Tonnesen e
Assessar/Rscorder 08
RECORDING REQUESTED BY P Ronald Waslohin

AND WHEN RECORDED MAIL TO:
Doc# 200600148611 Titles: 1 Pages; 7

s (AN 55

1300 Oliver Road, Suite 390
PAID
INTERSPOUSAL TRANSFER DEED

Fairfield, CA 943534

622 Jackson Street, Fairfield, California Documentary Transfer Tax is $0.00.

APN: 0030-243-170 I —

The Grantors, BILLYE J. HAWKINS-WASLOHN and RONALD W. WASLOHN, hereby
declare:

1. This transfer is to divide community property assetsbetween spouses fer the purpose
of effecting a division of community property asrequired by 2 written agreement between the parties
and the transfer is therefore exempt from Documentary Transfer Tax. (Revenue and Taxation Code
Section 11927}.

2. This transfer is an “interspousal transfer” under Section 63(c) of the Revenue and
Taxation Code, i.e., & transfer in connection with a property settlement agreement, and does not
constitute a "change in ownership" for property tax purposes. -

NOW THEREFORE, BILLYE J. HAWKINS-WASLOHN and RONALD W. WASLOHN

hereby grant to RONALD W. WASLOHN, as his sole and separate property, any and all interest in
that certain real property in the City of Fairﬁeld, County of Solano, State of California, commonly
known as 622 Jackson Street, and more particularly described as follows:

Parcel 2, as shown on the Parcel Map filed, October 7, 1999 in Book 41 of Parcel Maps, at
Page 58, Solano County Records. e

RONALD W, WASLOHN

BILLYR & HA! % -WASLOHN

MAIL TAX S’I‘ATEMENTS TO RONALD W. . WASLOEIN, 1300 OLIVER ROAD, SUITE 300
FAIRFIELD, CA 94534

Description: Solano,CA Document Yaai.DoeID 2006.148611 Page: I of 2
Order: lv Comment:



STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF SOLANO

Al
On Z o?// . 2006, before me, S L S ﬁﬁ’ "

undersigned notarypubhc personallyappeared RONALD W. WASLOHN, personally known tome

to be the person whose name is subscribed to
the within instrument, and acknowledged to me that the person executed the same in his erher
authorized capacity, and that by his ehersignature on the instrument the person, or the entity upon
behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument..

5

; y . ji.r( 3 - “
: Notary Pubhc
(ommin Egpires~ Dee. 14,2007
STATE OF CALIFORNIA )
) ss.
COUNTY OF SOLANO )

on {115 2006, beforeme, Chdel

the undersigned notary public, personally appca.red BILLYEJ. HAW S-WASLOHN, personally
known to me or proved to me on the basis of satisfactory evidence to be the person whose name is
subscribed 1o the within instrument, and acknowledged to me thatthe person executed the same in
his o her authorized capacity, and that by his or her signature on the instrument the person, or the

entity upon behalf of which the person acted, executed the instrument.

WITNESS my hand and official seal,

z,
ICKYANN MCATEER 2 \‘ M&LM

-
¥ COMM, & 1428157
NOIARY UG- AURORNIA D, Notary hiic
STANISLAUS COUNTY  §)
COMM. EXP, JULY 5, 2007

’

MAIL TA.X STATEMENTS TO: RONALD W. WASLOH‘N 1300 OLIVER ROAD, SUTTE 300,
FAIRFIELD, CA 94534

Descripticn: Solano,CA Document-Year.DocID 2006.148611 Page: 2 of 2

Order: 1v Comment: ;
I
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CITY OF FAIRFIELD
CALIFDRNIA

ARC&ETUHRL APPROVAL COMINITTEE mINIQS
Regular Meeting - April B, 1969 - City Hall

ROLL_CALL .

Membexs Present: C. Burgan, G. L. Gouvea, R, Thierry, W, Lettsrman
Members Absent: O, Lillls (excusad)
Also Present: J, -Facechino

i
REVIEW %nr PLANS SUBMITYED:

icant: Sodeno Signs
Logetian: 622 Jackson Strest
5IGN/Singh Motors BIMW

Elmer Ouckett was pressnt representing the applicant,

The tompitéee noted that the proposed sign would have a better appearance if
it wers|located on the fascia instead of on the roof, thus eliminating the
supporting members.

Mz, Duc(uEt agresd to this suggestion,

The cornmi.ttea then epproved the aign subject to gompliance with the following
condit)pngs

1., Sign to be mounted flush or Fasoia and not to extend sbove parapet
! wall,

File Gy Re214
Applicant: ‘Solanco Signs
._EE_.“.._._ g

ont 915 Texas Stroet
SIGN/Tigress Shop

Elmar Dlckelt was present reprassnting the apg%ﬁ aitie

The oompitise noted that the sign was appropriate for the location and in
scale with the store frontage and approved the sign as submitted,

File G,A,162

ﬂ._p_l:u;igagtz Lewis & Assoc.
Logetion: 657 £, Travis Blvd.
Bepuast: Review of Amendments to Planned Unit Dsvelopment

Leonard| Hogue was present representing the epplicent.

Mz, Goupea explained to the committee that the epplicant had proposed changes
in the Planned Unit Development because of sconamic reasona.

Tha cnmln:‘.ttae then noted that the basic requirements of the Planned Unit
Develophent had been retainsd and that the changes were mainly in the land-
scapingl end reoreational concaepts.

The Plzhning Direotor then psinted out to Mrs Hogue that the revised plan
showed &n expansive area in the center and that it was ths puipose of tha
cammi.ttze to avoid these "parads grounds" and create areas which vare in a
"human soals’,

The committee then noted that by a re-arrangemsnt of the recreation room and
leundry|buildings, as nuotrd on the plot plan, would ssrvae to enclose the
spacs i?tu smaller ureas as well ae serve as an abtiractive foval point for
the entrences.

Mr. Hogpe then sugnested that the laundry facilities be locatsd adjacent to
the apaptment building which would in effect serve the same purpoass,

The committee noted that this would be acceptables

The Plafining Director alao noted that ths 1arge dri\!euay area locatsd on the
Lt £ i bz he :
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Dry cleaning

From Wikipedia, the free encyclopedia

Dry cleaning (or dry-cleaning) is any cleaning process for clothing and textiles using a chemical solvent
other than water. The solvent used is typically tetrachloroethylene (perchloroethylene), abbreviated "perc”
in the industry and "dry-cleaning fluid" by the public. It is often used instead of hand washing delicate
fabrics, which can be excessively laborious.
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History

The ancient Romans used ammonia (derived from urine) and fuller's
earth to launder their woolen togas. Fullonicae were very
prominent industrial facilities, with at least one in every town of any
notability, and frequently the largest employer in a district. These
laundries obtained urine from farm animals, or from special pots
situated at public latrines. The industry was so profitable that
fuller's guilds were an important political constituency, and the

government taxed the collection of urine.!!!

Modern dry cleaning uses non-water-based solvents to remove soil
and stains from clothes. The potential for using petroleum-based
solvents in this manner was discovered in the mid-19th century by
French dye-works owner Jean Baptiste Jolly, who noticed that his '
tablecloth became cleaner after his maid spilled kerosene on it. He Pompeii - Fullonica of Veranius
subsequently developed a service cleaning people's clothes in this Hypsaeus. Employees of a fullonica
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mannet, which became known as "nettoyage a sec," or "dry . and a customer (1), with garments
cleaning" [2] . hanging overhead

Early dry cleaners used petroleum-based solvents, such as gasoline

(petrol) and kerosene. Flammability concerns led William Joseph Stoddard, a dry cleaner from Atlanta, to
develop Stoddard solvent as a slightly less flammable alternative to gasoline-based solvents. The use of
highly flammable petroleum solvents caused many fires and explosions, resulting in government regulation
of dry cleaners.

After World War I, dry cleaners began using chlorinated solvents. These solvents were much less
flanumable than petroleum solvents and had improved cleaning power. By the mid-1930s, the dry cleaning
industry had adopted tetrachloroethylene (perchloroethylene), colloquially called "perc," as the ideal
solvent. Tt has excellent cleaning power and is stable, nonflammable, and gentle to most garments.
However, perc was also the first chemical to be classified as a carcinogen by the Consumer Product Safety
Commission (a classification later withdrawn). In 1993, the California Air Resources Board adopted
regulations to reduce perc emissions from dry cleaning operations. The dry cleaning industry is in the

process of replacing perc with other chemicals and/or methods.
——

Traditionally, the actual cleaning process was carried out at centralized "factories"; high street cleaners -1'-
shops received garments from customers, sent them to the factory, and then had them returned to the shop,
where the customer could collect them. This was due mainly to the risk of fire or dangerous fumes created |
by the cleaning process. At this time, dry-cleaning was carried out intwo different machines — one for the |
cleaning process itself and the second to dry the garments. l

Machines of this era were called vented; their fumes and drying exhausts were expelled to the _afmosphere,,)
in the same way as with modern tumble dryer exhausts. This not only contributed to environmental __.
contamination, but also much potentially reusable perc was lost to the atmospheg_f_:} Much stricter controls
on solvent emissions have ensured that all dry cleaning machines in the western world are now fully
enclosed, and no solvent fumes are vented to the atmosphere. In enclosed machines, solvent recovered
during the drying process is returned condensed and distilled, so it can be reused to clean further loads, or
safely disposed of. The majority of modern enclosed machines also incorporate a computer-controlled
drying sensor, which will automatically sense when all possible traces of perc have been removed from the
load during the drying process. This system ensures that only the smallest amount of perc fumes will be
released when opening the door at the end of the cycle.

Process

A dry-cleaning machine is similar to a combination of a domestic washing machine, and clothes dryer.
Garments are placed into a washing/extraction chamber (referred to as the basket, or drum), which is the
core of the machine. The washing chamber contains a horizontal, perforated drum that rotates within an
outer shell. The shell holds the solvent while the rotating drum holds the garment load. The basket capacity

is between about 10 and 40 kg (20 to 80 1b).

During the wash cycle, the chamber is filled approximately one-third full of solvent and begins to rotate,
agitating the clothing. The solvent temperature is maintained at 30 degrees Celsius (86 degrees Fahrenheit),
as a higher temperature may damage it. During the wash cycle, the solvent in the chamber (commonly
known as the 'cage' or 'tackle box') is passed through a filtration chamber and then fed back into the 'cage'.
This is known as the cycle and is continued for the wash duration. The solvent is then removed and sent to
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a distillation unit comprising a boiler and condenser. The condensed
solvent is fed into a separator unit where any remaining water is !
separated from the solvent and then fed into the 'clean solvent' tank.
The ideal flow rate is one gallon of solvent per pound of garments
(roughly 8 litres of solvent per kilogram of garments) per minute,
depending on the size of the machine.

Garments are also checked for foreign objects. Items such as plastic |
pens will dissolve in the solvent bath and may damage textiles

beyond recovery. Some textile dyes are "loose” (red being the main
culprit), and will shed dye during solvent immersion. These will not

be included in a load along with lighter-color textiles to avoid color
transfer. The solvent used must be distilled to remove impurities

that may transfer to clothing. Garments are checked for

dry-cleaning compatibility, including fasteners. Many decorative
fasteners either are not dry cleaning solvent proof or will not R
withstand the mechanical action of cleaning. These will be removed Modern dry clean machine

and restitched after the cleaning, or protected with a small padded R

protector. Fragile items, such as feather bedspreads or tasseled rugs

or hangings, may be enclosed in a loose mesh bag. The density of perchloroethylene is around 1.7 g/cm?® at
room temperature (70% heavier than water), and the sheer weight of absorbed solvent may cause the
textile to fail under normal force during the extraction cycle unless the mesh bag provides mechanical
support.

Many people believe that marks or stains can be removed by dry cleaning. Not every stain can be cleaned
just by dry cleaning. Some need to be treated with spotting solvents; sometimes by steam jet or by soaking
in special stain remover liquids before garments are washed or dry cleaned. Also, garments stored in soiled
condition for a long time are difficult to bring back to their original color and texture. Natural fibers such as
wool, cotton, and silk of lighter colors should not be left in dirty or soiled condition for long amounts of
time as they absorb dirt in their texture and are unlikely to be restored to their original color and finish.

A typical wash cycle lasts for 8—15 minutes depending on the type of garments and degree of soiling,.
During the first three minutes, solvent-soluble soils dissolve into the perchloroethylene and loose, insoluble
soil comes off. It takes approximately ten to twelve minutes after the loose soil has come off to remove the
ground-in insoluble soil from garments. Machines using hydrocarbon solvents require a wash cycle of at
least 25 minutes because of the much slower rate of solvation of solvent-soluble soils. A dry-cleaning
surfactant "soap" may also be added.

At the end of the wash cycle, the machine starts a rinse cycle wherein the garment load is rinsed with fresh
distilled solvent from the pure solvent tank. This pure solvent rinse prevents discoloration caused by soil
particles being absorbed back onto the garment surface from the "dirty" working solvent.

After the rinse cycle, the machine begins the extraction process, which recovers dry-cleaning solvent for
reuse. Modern machines recover approximately 99.99% of the solvent employed. The extraction cycle
begins by draining the solvent from the washing chamber and accelerating the basket to 350 to 450 rpm,
causing much of the solvent to spin free of the fabric. Until this time the cleaning is done in normal
temperature, the solvent is never heated in dry cleaning process. When no more solvent can be spun out,

the machine starts the drying cycle.
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'mbelleved to be harmless.

During the drying cycle, the garments are tumbled in a stream of warm air (60-63°C/140-145°F) that
circulates through the basket, evaporating any traces of solvent left after the spin cycle. The air
temperature is controlled to prevent heat damage to the garments. The exhausted warm air from the
machine then passes through a chiller unit where solvent vapors are condensed and returned to the distilled
solvent tank. Modern dry cleaning machines use a closed-loop system in which the chilled air is reheated
and recirculated. This results in high solvent recovery rates and reduced air poliution, In the early daysof
dry cleaning, large amounts' of perchlorcthylene were vented to the atnmsphere because it was regarde edas

After the drying cycle is complete, a deodorizing (aeration) cycle cools the garments and removes the last
traces of solvent, by circulating cool outside air over the garments and then through a vapor recovery filter
made from activated carbon and polymer resins. After the aeration cycle, the garments are clean and ready
for pressing/finishing,

Solvent processing

Working solvent from the washing chamber passes through several filtration steps before it is returned to
the washing chamber. The first step is a button trap, which prevents small objects such as lint, fasteners,
buttons, and coins from entering the solvent pump.

Over time, a thin layer of filter cake (called muck) accumulates on the lint filter. The muck is removed
regularly (commonly once per day) and then processed to recover solvent trapped in the muck. Many
machines use "spin disc filters," which remove the muck from the filter by centrifugal force while it is back
washed with solvent.

After the lint filter, the solvent passes through an absorptive cartridge filter. This filter is made from
activated clays and charcoal and removes fine insoluble soil and non-volatile residues, along with dyes
from the solvent. Finally, the solvent passes through a polishing filter, which removes any soil not
previously removed. The clean solvent is then returned to the working solvent tank.

To enhance cleaning power, small amounts of detergent (0.5%-1.5%) are added to the working solvent and
are essential to its functionality. These detergents help dissolve hydrophilic soils and keep soil from
redepositing on garments. Depending on the machine's design, either an anionic ot a cationic detergent is
used.

Since the solvent recovery is less than 100%, and because dry-cleaning does not remove water-based stains
well, entrepreneurs have developed the wet cleaning process, which is, in essence, cold-water washing and
air drying, using a computer-controlled washer and dryer. In general, wet cleaning is regarded as being in
its infancy, although low-tech versions of it have been used for centuries.

Symbols

The international GINETEX laundry symbol for dry cleaning is a circle. It may have a letter P inside to
indicate perchloroethylene solvent, or a letter F inside to indicate a hydrocarbon solvent. A bar underneath
the circle indicates that only mild cleaning processes should be used. A crossed-out empty circle indicates

that no dry cleaning is permitted. [3]
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Dry-cleaning wastes

Cooked muck

Cooked Powder Residue — the waste material generated by cooking down or distilling muck. Cooked
powder residue is a hazardous waste and will contain solvent, powdered filter material (diatomite), catbon,
non-volatile residues, lint, dyes, grease, soils, and water. This material should then be disposed of in
accordance with local law.

Sludge

The waste sludge or solid residue from the still contains solvent, water, soils, carbon, and other non-volatile
residues. Still bottoms from chlorinated solvent dry cleaning operations are hazardous wastes.

Environment

Perc is classified as carcinogenic to humans by the United States Environmental Protection Agency (4] and
must be handled as a hazardous waste. To prevent it from getting into drinking water, dry cleaners that use
perc must take special precautions against site contamination. Landlords are becoming increasingly

reluctant to allow dry cleaners to operate in their buildings. When released into the air, perc can contribute

to smog when it reacts with other volatile organic carbon substances.”! California declared

perchloroethylene a toxic chemical in 1991, and its use will become illegal in that state in 2023 1) A recent
study conducted at Georgetown University shows Perc is retained in dry-cleaned clothes and that levels

increase with repeat cleanh1gs.[7]

Some alternatives such as CO, offers a solution to perc, however COy is inferior in removing some forms
of grime[s].

Solvents used

Modern

= Glycol ethers (dipropylene glycol tertiary-butyl ether) (Rynex) (Solvair) — In many cases more
effective than perchloroethylene (perc) and in all cases more environmentally friendly.
Dipropylene glycol tertiary butyl ether (DPTB) has a flashpoint far above current industry
standards, yet at the same time possesses a degree of solvency for water-soluble stains that is at
least equivalent to, and in most cases better than, perc and the other glycol ether dry cleaning
solvents presently in commercial use. A particular advantage of the DPTB-water solutions of the
Rynex product in dry cleaning is that they do not behave like a typical mixture, but, rather, the
behavior is the same as a single substance. This permits a better-defined sepatation upon
azeotropic distillation at a lower boiling point and also facilitates reclamation more effectively, at
a level of 99% or greater, and also enhances purification using conventional distillation

techniques.[9]
= Hydrocarbon — This is most like standard dry cleaning, but the processes use hydrocarbon
solvents such as Exxon-Mobil’s DF-2000 or Chevron Phillips' EcoSolv. These petroleum-based
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solvents are less aggressive than perc and require a longer cleaning cycle. While flammable,
these solvents do not present a high risk of fire or explosion when used properly. Hydrocarbon

also contains volatile organic compounds (VOCs) that contribute to smog.[m]

= Liquid silicone (decamethylcyclopentasiloxane or D5) — gentler on garments than Perc and
does not cause color loss. Requires a license be obtained to utilize the property of GreenEarth
Cleaning. Though considerably more environmentally friendly, the price of it is more than double

that of perc, and GreenEarth charges an annual affiliation fee [11] Degrades within days in the
environment to silica and trace amounts of water and CO;. Produces nontoxic, nonhazardous
waste. Toxicity tests by Dow Corning shows the solvent to increase the incidence of tumors in
female rats (no effects were seen in male rats), but further research concluded that the effects
observed in rats are not relevant to humans because the biological pathway that results in tumor

formation is unique to rats.[')(170.6 °F/77 °C flash point).

Modified hydrocarbon blends (Pure Dry)

= Perchloroethylene — In use since the 19405, perc is the most common solvent, the "standard"

for cleaning performance, and most aggressive cleaner. It can cause color bleeding/loss,

. especially at higher temperatures, and may destroy special trims, buttons, and beads on some

*—/ garments. Better for oil-based stains (which account for about 10% of stains) than more common
water-soluble stains (coffee, wine, blood, etc.). Known for leaving a characteristic chemical
smell on garments. Nonflammable. A recent study conducted at Georgetown University shows
perc, classified as carcinogenic to humans by the EPA, is retained in dry-cleaned clothes and that

levels increase with repeat cleanings.m]
= Liquid CO; — Consumer Repotts rated this method superior to conventional methods, but the
Drycleaning and Laundry Institute commented on its "fairly low cleaning ability" in a 2007

report.[m] Another industry certification group, America's Best Cleaners, counts CO» cleanets
among its members. Machinery is expensive—up to $90,000 more than a perc machine, making
affordability difficult for small businesses. Some cleaners with these machines keep traditional
machines on-site for the heavier soiled textiles, but others find plant enzymes to be equally
effective and more environmentally sustainable. CO2-cleaned clothing does not off-gas volatile
compounds. CO; cleaning is also used for fire- and water-damage restoration due to its
effectiveness in removing toxic residues, soot and associated odors of fire. The environmental
impact is very low; Carbon dioxide is almost entirely nontoxic, it does not persist in clothing or in
the environment, and its greenhouse gas potential is lower than that of many organic solvents.

= Wet cleaning — A system that uses water and biodegradable soap. Computer-controlled dryers
and stretching machines ensure that the fabric retains its natural size and shape. Wet cleaning is
claimed to clean a majority of "dry clean only" garments safely, including leather, suede, most
tailored woolens, silk, and rayon. (Neckties seem to be the one exception.) Most perc cleaners
use wet cleaning on some garments, but there are only about 20 exclusive wetcleaners in the U.S.

Historical
= Carbon tetrachloride — Highly toxic.
= Trichloroethane — Overly aggressive and harsh.

w Stoddard solvent — Very flammable and explosive, 100°F/38°C flash point.
» CFC-113 - Freon — Ozone destroying CFC.

Home dry cleaning
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Various commercial products on the marketplace today, such as Procter & Gamble's Dryel, allow elements
of the dry cleaning process to be performed in the household using home laundry machines. Though not the
complete process that would be performed by a professional dry cleaner, they allow the convenience of
home laundry and work for certain types of garments.

See also

® Fabric restoration
» GreenEarth Cleaning
= Wet cleaning
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Fairfield Cleaners
Additional Site Investigation
December 2009

Additional Site Investigation

Table 3

Fairfield Cleaners

Volatile Organic Compound Concentrations
Soil Samples

| o Other
Boring | Sampling S;:F‘,Z: PCE TCE | cis-1,2-DCE | trans-1,2DCE | VG L
Date 'mg/k 'mg/ki 'mg/k 'mg/k 'mg/k;
(feet) (mgrkg) (mg/kg) (mg/kg) (mgrkg) (mg/kg) detected
6/17/09 1 0.134 0.028 <0.005 <0 005 <0.005
GER-B5 6/17/09 a 0.097 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/17/09 5 0.052 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 1 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 ab.c
GER-B6 6/18/09 I <0036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 ab.c
6/18/09 ] <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 ab.c
GER-B12 6/18/09 4 <0.035 <0.035 <0.035 <0.035 <0.035 ab.c
GER-B13 6/18/09 4 <0,038 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 abc
]
|
GER-B14 6/17/09 12 0018 | <0.005 0.009 <0.005 <0.005
H
1]
GER-B15 6/18/09 4 <0.040 <0,040 <0.040 <0.040 <0.040 ab.c
GER-B16 6/19/09 4 <0.035 <0035 <0 035 <0.035 <0.035 ab,c
GER-B17 6/17/09 12 0.027 <0.004 0.011 <0.004 <0.004
GER-B18 6/17/09 1 0.007 <0.004 <0 004 <0.004 <0.004
6/17/09 3 0.006 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005
6/18/09 1 1.96 0.121 0036 <0.005 <0.005
GER-B19 6/18/09 3 0.127 0,009 0014 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 5 0.045 0.004 0.016 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 1 0.016 <0 005 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005
GER-B20 6/18/09 3 0.005 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 5 <0.036 <0 036 <0,036 <0.036 <0036 ab.c
GER-B21 6/18/09 1 <0.039 <0.039 <0.039 <0.039 <0.039 ab,c
6/18/09 3 <0.034 <0.034 <0.034 <0.034 <0.034 ab,c
ESLs 0.70 0.46 0.19 0.67 0.047
NOTES: Other VOCs Detected:

PCE - Tetrachloroelhene
TCE - Trichloroethene
cis-1,2-DCE - cis-1,2-Dichloroethene
trans-1,2-DCE - trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
- VC - Vinyl Chloride
"<" |ndicates lhe analyte was less than the listed Analytical Laboratory reporiing limil

- ESL - refers to Environmental Screening Levels for Commercial/lndustrial Land Use - shallow soil where groundwaler

is a potential drinking water source {California Water Quality Control Board)

Page 1 of 1

(a) Toluene
(b) Acelane
(c) 2-Butanone
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3.2 YOC Results Along the Sewer Line

As is shown on the table below, PCE was detected at concentrations near the method
detection limit in soil samples from two of the three borings (see Figure 6 for locations).
TCE and acetone were detected at concentrations below the method detection limit in soil
samples from one boring each. For PCE and TCE, the reported concentrations are at least
two orders of magnitude less than the RSL for industrial soil.

The purpose of these samples was to evaluate whether the offsets in the sewer line served as
points of release for VOC. The concentrations detected in these samples are close to
detection limits, and do not support a release from the sewer lines.

Data Along the Sewer Line

Boring ID Sampling | Sample Depth PCE TCE Acetone
Date (feet) (mg/'kg) (mglkg) | (mglkg)
GER-B32 8/2/11 5.5 0.081 T 0.001J i <0.050 |i
" GER-B33 8/2/11 55 0.014 <0.005 | <0.050
~ GER-B34 i 8/2/11 5.5 | <0.005 <0.005 0.017]
RSL | 2.6 |' 140 NA

] —detected below the E}Bﬁin’g limit
NA — not applicable

3.3 Shallow Monitoring Wells

As is shown on the table below, PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE, trans-1,2-DCE, 1,1-dichlorothene
(“1,1-DCE”), and VC were detected in all three new monitoring wells in the shallow water
bearing zone. Concentrations of PCE, TCE, cis-1,2-DCE and VC were detected above their
California Department of Public Health Service’s Maximum Contaminant Levels (“MCL”).
Detections of trans-1,2-DCE and 1,1-DCE were below their respective MCL.

Shallow Monitoring Well Data

Monitoring = Sampling PCE TCE cg-clig- 1?1225]5 l;éiﬂ \{ ‘IL
Well 1 Date | (ug) | 8D | pem) | ) | e _.J(”g/ Ly
MW-19 8/10/11 118 20.8 34.2 12 <05 | 51 |
MW-20 g/1o/11 | 871 | 612 151 3.8 0.5 | 222

| |
MW-21 || /1011 | 1330 | 487 128 2.9 05 ! 106
L S PR — T i - {1 il
MCL ‘ s - s 6 0 | 6 0.5

. Bold denotes detection above the MCL

Former Fairfield Cleaners

Additional Site Characterization (2011) Report

November 2011

7 0f 19
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Kent Aue, P.G., C.E.G
September 14, 2011
Page 2

Soil and groundwater samples were analyzed for volatile organic compounds (“VOC”) by EPA
Method 8260B and TPH-Stoddard Solvent by EPA Method 8015m. Soil vapor samples were
analyzed for VOC using EPA Method TO-15.

Findings

The samples were collected on August 23, 2011 following the procedures specified in the Work
Plan with modifications based on conditions encountered in the field. The Field Activity Logs
documenting sampling information and field measurements are included as Attachment 1. The

boring logs are included as Attachment 2. The laboratory analytical reports and chain of custody
forms are included as Attachment 3.

Soil Samples

There were no chlorinated VOC detected in the soil samples collected on the Property.
Compounds that were detected, as shown on the following table included acetone, four benzene
compounds, and TPH-Stoddard Solvent.

Soil Data
Boring ID |
Analyte B 7 =1 | i
GC-1 | GC-1 GC-1 | GC-1A | GC-2 | GC-2
Sampling Interval | 5 o » 5 | 5530 | 5.0-5.25 l 2.62.8 | 2.0-25 | 2.5-3.0
(feey) , | ,
| ;
1 | |
Acetone | 0.075 | 0.084 | <0250 | <0.025 | <0.005 | <0.005
sec-butyl benzene 0.021 0.041 0.502 l 1.13 <0.005 | <0.005
Isopropyl benzene <0.005 | <0.005 | 0.235 ‘ 0.471 <0.005 | <0.005
n-propy! benzene <0.005 | <0.005 0.097 1.25 | <0.005 ‘ <0.005
n-butyl benzene <0.005 | <0.005 | <0.005 | 0427 | <0.005 | <0.005 |
' TPH-Stoddard Solvent 36.6 188 L 434 1500 <10 | <10

Concentrations are in units of mg/kg.

Soil Vapor Samples

There were no chlorinated VOC were detected in the two soil vapor samples. However, a
number of other petroleum hydrocarbon VOC were detected, and are shown on the table below
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Table 3

Fairfield Cleaners
Additional Site Investigation

Volatile Organic Compound Concentrations
Soil Samples

. Sample . | Other
Boring Sampling Depfh PCE TCE cis-1,2-DCE | trans-1,2-DCE vC VOCs
Date mg/ki 'mg/k 'mg/k 'mg/k mg/k
oy | (M9 | (moka) | (mokg) (mg/kg) M4 | orocind
6/17/09 1 0.134 0.028 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005
GER-BS 6/17/09 3 0.097 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/17/09 5 0.052 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 1 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 <0.038 abc
GER-B6 6/18/09 3 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0,036 <0,036 ab,c
6/18/09 £ <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 ab,c
GER-B12 6/18/09 4 <0.035 <0035 <0 035 <0 035 <0035 ab.c
GER-B13 6/18/09 4 <0.038 <0.038 <0,038 <0.038 <0.038 ab.c
GER-B14 6/17/09 12 0.01B <0.005 0.009 <0.005 <0.005
GER-B15 6/18/09 4 <0.040 <0.040 <0.040 <0.040 <0.040 ab.c
GER-B16 6/19/09 4 <0.035 <0.035 <0.035 <0.035 <0.035 abc
GER-B17 6/17/09 12 0.027 <0.004 0.011 <0.004 <0.004
GER-B18 6/17/09 1 0.007 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/17/09 3 0.006 <0.005 <0,005 <0.005 <0.005
6/18/09 1 1.96 0121 0,036 <0.005 <0,005
GER-B19 6/18/09 | 0.127 0.009 0.014 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 -1 0.045 0.004 0,016 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 1 0.016 <0.005 <0,005 <0,005 <0.005
GER-B20 6/18/09 3 0.005 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004 <0.004
6/18/09 5 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 <0.036 ab.c
GER-B21 6/18/09 1 <0.039 <0.039 <0.039 <0.039 <0.039 ab,c
6/18/09 3 <0.034 <0.034 <0.034 <0.034 <0.034 ab,c
ESLs 0.70 0.46 0.19 L 0.67 0.047
NOTES: Other VOCs Detecied:
- PCE - Tetrachloroelhene (a) Toluene
- TCE - Trichloroethene (b) Acelane
- cis-1,2-DCE - cis-1,2-Dichloroethene (c ) 2-Bulanone

- trans-1,2-DCE - trans-1,2-Dichloroethene

- VC - Vinyl Chloride

- "<" Indicates the analyle was less lhan the listed Analylical Laboralory reporting limit

- ESL - refers to Environmenlal Screening Levels for Commercial/Indusirial Land Use - shallow soil where groundwaler
is a potential drinking water source (California Water Quality Control Board)

Fairfield Cleaners
Additional Sile Investigation
December 2009 Page 1 of 1
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Page 3
Soil Vapor Data
' BoringID |
Analyte GC-1 GC2
Sam‘;:;)’ep‘h 2.5 25
Propene 310 38
1,3-butadiene <100 19 .
Hexane 100 130 |
Benzene <100 49
1| Cyclohexane <100 56 I
2,2 4-trimethylpentane ‘ 390 | 120
| Heptane <100 67
'| 4-methyl-2-pentanone | <100 31
Toluene 200 130
| Ethylbenzene <100 21 |
m,p-Xylenes | 110 74
| o-Xylene . <100 JP 26
1,2,4-trimethylbenzene <100 | 19

Concentrations are in units of pg/m’

The leak detection compound 1,1-difluoroethane was not detected in any sample.

Groundwater Samples

As shown on the following table, tetrachloroethene (“PCE”), trichloroethene (“TCE”), cis-1,2
dichloroethene (“cis-1,2-DCE”), and vinyl chloride (“VC”) were detected in two of the three
groundwater samples collected beneath the Property.



Kent Aue, P.G., C.E.G.
September 13, 2011
Page 4
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Groundwater Data

r Boring ID ) _‘[
Analyte P

| GC-1 GC-2 GC2 | DUP-1*

samplingeval = e ons 5-10 20-23 20-23
i (feet) | |
i l k! ‘
PCE 535 <1.0 63.8 | 81.2
TCE 104 <10 |79 9.2
¢is-1,2-DCE 333 <10 | 166 I 16.9

[l

Ve <1.0 <1.0 l 0.5 | 0.5
Carbon disulfide <0.5 14 <0.5 <0.5 |
| |
[sopropylbenzene <0.5 14.8 <0.5 <0.5 |
! n-propylbenzene <0.5 I 234 <0.5 <0.5 l_
sec-Butylbenzene <0.5 l 30.6 ‘ <0.5 <0.5
TPH-Stoddard Solvent <50 | 25,700 | <50 <50

Concentrations are in units of pg/L.
* DUP-1 was collected from GC-2 (20-23 ft).

Please do not hesitate to contact me at any time should you have questions regarding this

investigation.

Respectfully submitted,

Genesis Engineering & Redevelopment, Inc.

Senior Project Manager

Attachments: as noted

Mﬂ%
Victor Fisher, Ph.D., P.G., C.E.G.
Principal Geologist
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Table 1

Fairfield Cleaners
Additional Site Characterization Report

Volatile Organic Compound Concentrations
Reconnaissance Groundwater Samples

T 1
Monitoring Sampling PCE TCE cis-1,2-DCE |trans-1,2-DCE 1,1-DCE Ve I Other VOCs
Well Date (L a/L) (g/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (ug/L) (Lg/L) | Detected
} {
B-1 2/23/2007 2,310 24.3 6.5 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 ab
Duplicate 2,630 <50.0 <50.0 <50.0 <50.0 <50.0
B-2 2/23/2007 2,180 58.0 <50.0 <50.0 <50.0 <50.0
CPT-14-20 2/23/2007 2.2 0.6 <05 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5
{ ]
T []
CPT-15-20 2/23/2007 1,240 224 428 27 <0.5 2.3
| |
CPT-16-20 2/23/2007 953 31.4 41.7 2.8 <0.5 1.3
| ]
MCL 5 5 6 10 6 0.5 1
Notes: Other VOCs detected:

PCE - Tetrachloroethene

(a) 1,2-Dichloropropane

TCE - Trichloroethene

cis-1,2-DCE - cis-1,2-Dichloroethene
trans-1,2-DCE - trans-1,2-Dichloroethene
1,1-DCE - 1,1-Dichloroethene

VC - Vinyl Chloride

< = Less than Method Reporting Limit

- "MCL" refers to the Primary Maximum Contaminant Level (California Department of Health Services)

10f 14

(b) 1,2-Dichlorobenzene
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Table 1

Fairfield Cleaners
Off-Site Investigation

Volatile Organic Compound Concentrations
Reconnaissance Groundwater Samples

T
0 th
. Sampling | SamPle | pep TCE | cls-1,2-DCE | trans-1,2DCE | VG i
809 | “pate | D | o) | wem) | o) g won) | puoce
{feet bgs) Detected
1T
1
GER-B22 12/6/10 6 18.4 1.0 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 a
!
GER-B22 12/6/10 43 87.5 19 05 <05 <05 -
GER-B23 1217110 5 06 08 <05 <0.5 <05 o
GER-B23 127110 225 930 8.7 <14 <14 +1.4 a
GER-B23 12{7/10 425 10,6 <05 <05 <0.5 <05 -
Duplicate 425 11.2 <05 <0.5 <0.5 <05 =
GER-B25 12{8/10 28 17 05 08 <0.5 <05 b
Duplicate 28 17 05 08 <0.5 <05 b
GER-B26 12/9/10 28 05 <05 <05 <0.5 <0.5 b
GER-B26 12/9/10 46 <0.5 <0.5 <05 <0.5 <0.5 b
GER-B27 12/9/10 24 <05 <0.5 <05 <0.5 <0.5 b
GER-B27 12/9/10 47 <0.5 <0.5 <05 <05 <0.5 b
GER-B28 12/1{0/10 24 1,100 28.8 48.7 10 1.3 -
Duplicate 24 1,090 28.8 49.0 10 13 =
GER-B28 12110110 48 296 234 92.4 13 3.6 -
GER-B29 12110110 48 939 110 148 26 34 b,cd
MCL 5 5 6 10 0.5
NOTES: Other VOCs Detected:
- bgs - below ground surface (a) 1.1-Dichlorgethane
- PCE - Tetrachloroethene (b} Chioroform
- TCE - Tnchloroethene (c) 1.2-Dichloropropane
- ¢ls-1,2-DCE - cis-1,2-Dichloroethene {d} 1,1-Dichloroethene

trans-1,2-DCE - trans-1,2-Dichloroethene

- VC - Vinyl Chlorde

- <" Indicates the analyte was less than the listed Analylical Laboratory reporting fimit

- MCL - Refers fo the Primary Maximum Contaminant Level (California Depaitment of Health Services)
Bold fant denoles deleclions exceeding lhe MCL

Fairfield Cleaners

Oft-Site Investigation
January 2011 Page 1 of 1



GE&E~R

GENESIS ENGINEERING & REDEVELOPMENY

Faliliaks Cloanes
2i-Siin fwesiigation
Januory 2011

Table 2

Fairfield Cleaness

Dif-Site Investigation,

Volatile Organic Compound Concentrations

Reconnaissance Soil Samples

s | 00| oop | oot | g | Vi | e | o | YOO
ffeat dos) Dotecied |
GER-B20-1.65 | 1271610 1.55 <0.005 <0.005 <0.005 <0 008 <0 005 b
[ ESLs | 0.70 0.46 0.1% 0.67 0.047
HOTES: Qihet VOO Doleciod:

+ PCE + Talichiotiathens

+ TCE « Trichloroethans

+ ahe-1,2-DCE - g~} 2-Dnc hiaraoihane
1rane«1 3-DCE - bam-1 2-Dichigraaihons

+ VC .« Viwl Chioade

o indicales B wnakyta was dess than tha Esled Anabdicsl Leboialney (apodlng Bl

- EAL «iefer b Environmental Seeanmiog Levabe for Compnsrciallmlualin Land Use - shaliow soll wioeo gooundvale:
18 a potennal drinking water doutco (Gakbinia Water Suakity Gontmt Haard)

Page 1 .of

(8] Toluony
(0} Acetone
{c} 2-Butanens
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Findings

Property 1

Reconnaissance groundwater exploratory borings were advanced in two locations, GER-B28
and GER-B29, adjacent to the property building. The laboratory data are summarized on
Figure 3 and tabulated in Table 1.

PCE — was detected in the shallow and intermediate groundwater samples ranging in
concentration from 296 to 1,100 pg/L.

II

Boring ID

GER-B28

GER-B29

!

_: PCE Concentration (;_J,g_/_li - .
| Shallow Interval I Intermediate
H ——— —
Interval
\ . Base 3
Mid-Point ‘ (24 feet bgs) | (48 feei bgs)
e —
‘ ‘ 1,100 | 296
| | I 939

TCE — was detected in the shallow and intermediate groundwater samples ranging in
concentration from 23.8 to 110 ug/L.

h

| Boring ID

. GER-B28

| GER-B29

e

TCE Concentration (ug/L) I
i F s |
L Shallow Interval Intermediate |
T T - Interval
: . Base
| Mid-Point (24 feet bgs) (48 feet bgs)
Y i 28.8 | 234
| E— |
| - N 110
=0 | e

Fairfield Litigation Support
Off-Site investigation
January 26, 2011

30f6
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Table 4

Fairfietd Cieancss:
Additional Site Investigation

Volatile Organic Compound Concentrations
Reconnaissance Groundwater Samples

Other
Boring | SamPling S;;:fr'f PCE TCE | cis-1,2-DCE | trans-1,2.DCE |  VC 1,4- bR
L :
Date (feet) (ugtt) (Lg/t) (bg/t) (ugt) (Lgt) Dioxane | o ted
GER-BS 6/17/09 28 174 11.9 6.0 <0.5 <0.5 <29.4 abc
GER-B6 6/18/09 29 111 9.0 47 <0.5 <0.5 <26.3 a
GER-BB 6/18/09 30 20 0.8 <0.5 <0.5 <0.5 <270 ab
GER-B9 6/17/09 30 4.6 1.0 28 <05 0.9 <26.3 ab.def ]
'
GER-B11 6/19/09 25 <0.5 <0.5 <05 <05 <05 <263
L
| 1
GER-B18 6/17/09 29 20.9 23 19 <05 <0.5 <256 abcef
T
GER-B19 6/18/09 29 . 138 15.3 15.0 <05 <0.5 <26.3 ac !
! ! 4l
I 1
GER-B20 6/18/09 24 173 8.5 44 <05 I <0.5 <26.3 abcg
i
GER-B21 6/18/09 24 87.4 9.6 43 <05 | <0.5 <500 ac
MCL 1 J 6 6 [} 10 0.5
i
NOTES: Other VOCs Detected:
(a) Bromomethane
- PCE - Tetrachloroethene {b) Acetone
- TCE - Trichloroelhene (c) 1.2 - Dichlorobenzene
- cis-1,2-DCE - cis-1,2-Dichloroethene {d) Chloromelhane
- trans-1,2-DCE - trans-1,2-Dichloroelhene {e) Carbon disulfide
- VC - Vinyl Chloride (N Toluene
- "<" |ndicates the analyte was less than the listed Analytical Laboratory reporling limit {(g) 1,2-Dichloropropane

- MCL - Refers to the Primary Maximum Contaminant Level (California Department of Health Services)

Fairfield Cleaners
Additional Sile Invesligalion
December 2009 Page 1 of 1
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ATTORNEYS AT LAW

FI NOSSAMAN r | v

34th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94111
T 415,398.3600

F 415.398.2438

James A. Nickovich

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL D 415.438.7264

jnickovich@nossaman.com

Refer To File #: 400718-0001

February 15,2013

Mr. Kent Aue

Engineering Geologist

California Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Region

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

Re: Final 13267 Order for 622-630 Jackson Street
Dear Mr. Aue:

We write on behalf of Tegtmeier Associates Inc. in response to the December 13, 2012 Water
Code § 13267 Order for 622-630 Jackson Strect.!

We do not agree with the clean up staff’s finding that Tegtmeier Associates Inc. is a continuing
entity of Moore & Tegtmeier. See Water Code § 13267 Order at Section 2; Clean Up Staff’s Response to
Comments at page 3-4.

The clean up staff also makes unclear comments that are potentially prejudicial to Tegtmeier
Associates Inc.. See e.g. Water Code § 13267 Order at 2 and 3 (“soil and groundwater at and in the
vicinity of the Property are impacted by the dry cleaning chemicals Stoddard solvent and
tctrachloroethylene (PCE), and related volatile organic compounds (VOCs)”); Clean Up Staff’s Response
to Comments at page 2 (“PCE and related VOCs have been documented in soil gas”). To the extent that
such comments in the Water Code § 13267 Order and Response to Comments regarding same are
intended to convey that data and historical use of 622 Jackson Street demonstrate that PCE and related
VOCs were discharged at the property, such comments are wrong. The Water Code § 13267 Order goes
on to clarify that “laboratory analytical reports for soil gas, soil, and shallow groundwater samples
indicate that VOCs were not detected.” See Water Code § 13267 Order at 2 and 3. Clean-up staff
comments also clarify, “the Order has been revised to clarify that currently there is no substantial
evidence that PCE was discharged at this property...”. Based on the evidence considered by the clean up
staff and interested parties to the investigation, there can be no dispute that PCE and related VOCs were
not discharged at 622 Jackson Street.

Nevertheless, the clean up staff has ordered Tegtmeier Associates Inc. to perform extensive work
at significant expense. See Clean Up Staff’s Response to Comments at page 4 (“Regional Water Board
Cleanup Staff estimate that the cost for compliance with Task 2 of the Order (completion of VOC Source

1 We preserve for appeal all points raised in our prior written and verbal communications with your office
regarding this matter.

274813_2.D0C
nossaman.com



Mr. Kent Aue
February 15, 2013

Page 2

Delineation) should not exceed $50,000”). This $50,000 estimate does not include the cost for complying
with Tasks 1, and 3-8. Compliance with these additional tasks will cost considerably more.

Tegtmeier Associates Inc. is a sole proprictorship comprised only of 75 year old John Tegtmeier.
Mr. Tegtmeier does not have insurance and must pay for all work, and his legal fees, out of his own
pocket. The legislative mandate to reasonably control for expense and to avoid overburdening a party is
applicable: “The burden, including costs, of these reports shall bear a reasonable relationship to the need
for the report and the benefits to be obtained from the report.” Water Code § 13267 (b)(1). Here, there is
not sufficient “need for the report” and any “benefits to be obtained” are cumulative. The clean up staff
has already directed a multi-year investigation into the 622 Jackson Street property. Document retrieval
and review, deposition testimony, and eyewitness interviews have established that no business at 622
Jackson Strect discharged PCE or related VOCs. Data obtained from the site has corroborated that
finding.

The foregoing objections notwithstanding, Mr. Tegtmeier will attempt to comply with the clean
up staff’s directives. He is working with the current owner of 622 Jackson Street, Mr. Terry Duree, to
conduct further testing of the soil and soil gas at the property. To that end, Tegtmeier Associates Inc.
intends to join in the work plan submitted by Mr. Terry Duree and his consultant, the Sourcc Group, Inc..

If the additional testing of the soil and soil gas at 622 Jackson Street demonstrates no PCE and
related VOCs, it follows that the property cannot have been a discharger of those chemicals. It would be
unduly burdensome, costly, harassing, and confuse the issues to compel the current or former owners of
622 Jackson Street to conduct further testing of the groundwater at the property. The only purpose of
such testing would be to determine the extent to which PCE and VOCs may have flowed from the
upgradient admitted dischargers of these chemicals at 625 Jackson Street and 712 Madison Street. This
would be in contravention of the mandate against undue burden to a party outlined in Water Code §
13267 (b)(1).

We look forward to working together with you to bring the matter of 622 Jackson Street’s
purported discharge of PCE and related VOCs to closure.

Very truly youss, '
8 .&i 7 J si l
3 ’.]:gl(/'r-‘*.\. ({/ % b‘/{V

“Tames A. Nickovich
Nossaman LLP

JAN/

274813_2.DOC
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Nickovich, James A

From: Aue, Kent@Waterboards [Kent. Aue@waterboards.ca.gov]

Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2013 4:25 PM

To: Greg Mclver

Subject: RE: 13267 Order Requirements for 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County

Thanks, Greg. As | mentioned on the phone, please move forward with implementation of the work
plan. We'll get an approval letter out soon.

From: Greg Mclver [mailto:gmciver@thesourcegroup.net]

Sent: Tuesday, March 05, 2013 3:47 PM

To: Aue, Kent@Waterboards; Terry A. Duree (tad2348@aol.com); Christopher A. Nedeau; James
Nickovich

Cc: Cassa, MaryRose@Waterboards

Subject: Re: 13267 Order Requirements for 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County

Hi Kent,

The Workplan has been uploaded to Geotracker. Thank you for your patience and feel free to contact me
with any questions.

Greg

Greg Mclver

Senior Scientist

Thoe Seurce Group, Inc.

Environmental Engineering, Hydrogeologic & Management
944 McCourtney Rd. Ste H

Grass Valley, CA 95949

530.272.4200

530.592-7755 mobile

Www.thesourcegroup.net

The materials transmitted by this electronic mail are confidential, are only for the use of the intended recipient, and may also be subject to
applicable privileges Any dissemination, distribution, or copying of this communication is strictly prohibited If you have received this
communication in error, please immediately notify the sender. Please also remove this message from your hard drive, diskette, and any other
storage device

b% Reduce, Reuse, Recycle

From: "Aue, Kent@Waterboards" <Kent.Aue @waterboards.ca.gov>

Date: Tue, 5 Mar 2013 23:07:23 +0000

To: "Terry A. Duree (tad2348@aol.com)" <tad2348@aol.com>, "Christopher A. Nedeau"
<cnedeau@nossaman.com>, James Nickovich <jnickovich@nossaman.com>

Cc: Greg Mclver <gmciver@thesourcegroup.net>, "Cassa, MaryRose@Waterboards"
<MaryRose.Cassa@waterboards.ca.gov>

Subject: 13267 Order Requirements for 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County

Dear Messrs. Duree, Nedeau, and Nickovich,
This email serves as a reminder that Provision #3. of the 13267 Order (Order) issued in December 2012
for the property referenced above requires that electronic copies of all correspondence, technical
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reports, and other documents pertaining to compliance with the Order be uploaded to the State Water Board’s
GeoTracker database (GeoTracker) within five business days after submittal to the Regional Water Board.

The CVOC Source Investigation Work Plan (Work Plan), dated February 15, 2013, that was submitted by your
consultant has not been uploaded to GeoTracker as of today. Please upload this document promptly. Provision
#3. also provides the following link for guidance about electronic information submittal to GeoTracker:
h¥tp:f/www.waterboards.ca.gov/cwphome/ust/cieanup/felectronic reporting/index. hgmi'

Regional Water Board staff has received several inquiries about the absence of the Work Plan in GeoTracker
from interested parties. Given that the Work Plan has not been uploaded to GeoTracker in a timely manner as
required by the Order, we request that you make it available to the representatives of the Suspected
Dischargers for the 625 Jackson Street and 712 Madison Street properties by promptly distributing it
electronically. Email contact information for these individuals was provided to you when the 13267 Orders for
622-630 Jackson Street, 625 Jackson Street, and 712 Madison Street were issued in December 2012. Please
upload the Work Plan to GeoTracker as soon as possible.

If you have any questions regarding the requirements of the Order, uploading documents to Geotracker, or our
request to electronically distribute the Work Plan, please contact me.

Kent Aue, PG, CEG, CHg

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Toxics Cleanup Division

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400
Oakland, CA 94612

510-622-2446
kaue@waterb@ards.ca.gov
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| ATTORNEYS AT LAW

NI NOSSAMAN e | ocicanee

34th Floor

San Francisco, CA 94111
T 415,398.3600

F 415.398.2438

James A, Nickovich

VIA E-MAIL AND U.S. MAIL D 415.438.7264

jnickovich@nossaman.com

Refer To File #: 400718-0001

Tuly 12,2013

Mr. Bruce H. Wolfe

Executive Officer

California Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Region

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

Rer  Conditional Approval of Source Investigation Work Plan and Requirement for
Technical Reports, 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, Solano County

Dear Mr. Wolfe:

We represent Tegtmeier Associates Inc. in the above referenced matter initiated by the
California Regional Water Quality Control Board (the “Regional Board™). We have reviewed
Kent Aue’s March 5, 2013 email which approved the February 15,2013 CVOC Source
Investigation Work Plan (the “Work Plan”) submitted by the consultants for the property owner
at 622-630 Jackson Street, Fairfield, CA, and promised to “get an approval letter out soon.” As

you know, our client joined the Work Plan on February 15, 2013.1

We were surprised by your June 26, 2013 letter becausc it unilaterally changed the terms
of the Work I'lan, which was accepted by the Regional Board on behalf of Mr. Aue. Had we
been advised of this unilateral change, we would have pointed out the following:

(1) The request for soil gas sampling along the sanitary sewer line fails to
account for the fact that such testing has been proposed by way of Boring SB-5 of the
Work Plan.

(2) The request for additional soil gas testing in the location where Gillespie

Cleaners purportedly operated discounts the fact that testing has already been conducted
at that footprint. No tetrachloroethylene (“PCE”) and related volatile organic compounds
(“VOCs”) were detected in that testing.

1 The Work Plan was submitted in response to the December 18, 2012 Water Code § 13267 Order for 622-630
Jackson Street (the “13267 Order”).

279382 4.DOC
nossaman.com
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3) The request for additional groundwater testing will not determine whether
or not 622-630 Jackson Street was a source of PCE and related VOCs. Instead, it will
unfairly inject 622-630 Jackson Street into the dispute between the 625 Jackson Strect
and 712 Madison Street properties, admitted dischargers of PCE and VOCs in downtown
Fairfield. The Work Plan that Kent Aue approved was designed to determine whether or
not 622-630 Jackson Street could have been a source of PCE and related VOCs on its
own.

We do not dispute that Stoddard Solvents—not PCE and related VOCs—were used in
dry cleaning establishments in the 1930s and 1940s. This is corroborated by the test results on
record from 622-630 Jackson Street, which show significant concentrations of Stoddard
Solvent——not PCE and related VOCs—in the soil and soil gas at the footprint where Gillespie
Cleaners purportedly conducted dry cleaning operations in the mid-1940s. See 13267 Order at 2.

We have recently received Mr. Aue’s July 11, 2013 email, requesting a meeting to further
discuss the Work Plan. While we do not object to further discussion, our deadline of July 19,
2013 to provide a supplemental work plan has not been extended by Mr. Aue. Furthermore, our
last date to file a Petition for Review with the State Board is July 26, 2013. Under these
circumstances, we suggest that you agree to extend the July 19" deadline and that the proposed
meeting be held next week.

Please advise of your intentions at your earliest convenience.

Ve1y ir ulyryuM

J ames A. Nickovich
Nossaman LLLP

JAN:0s
cc: Mr. Kent Aue

279382 4 DOC
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PROOF OF SERVICE

The undersigned declares:

I am employed in the County of San Francisco, State of California. I am over the age of 18 and am not a
party to the within action; my business address is ¢/o Nossaman LLP, 50 California Street, 34th Floor, San
Francisco, CA 94111,

On July 19, 2013, I served copies of the foregoing PETITION FOR REVIEW on parties on the attached
Service List as follows:

X (By U.S. Mail) On the same date, at my said place of business, an original enclosed in a sealed envelope,
addressed as shown on the attached service list was placed for collection and mailing following the usual
business practice of my said employer. Iam readily familiar with my said employer's business practice
for collection and processing of correspondence for mailing with the United States Postal Service, and,
pursuant to that practice, the correspondence would be deposited with the United States Postal Service,
with postage thereon fully prepaid, on the same date at San Francisco, California.

0 (By Electronic Service) By emailing true and correct copies to the persons at the electronic notification
address(es) shown on the accompanying Service List. The document(s) was/were served electronically
and the transmission was reported as complete and without error.

I declare under penalty of perjury under the laws of the State of California that the foregoing is true and
correct. Executed on July 19, 2013.

Marion M.N. Tom

250586 2.DOC
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SERVICE LIST

Michael McInnis and Robert Dittmer v. Jewel Hirsch, et al.
(Ann Lewszyk as Personal Representative of the Estate of McInnis and Dittmer)
Solano Superior Court Case No. FCS 033636

Ann Lewszyk as Rep for Estate of Plaintiffs

Michael MclInnis and Robert Dittmer
c/o David R. Isola, Esq.

F. Doyle Graham

405 West Pine Street

Lodi, CA 95240

Telephone: (209) 367-7055
Facsimile: (209) 367-7056

Email: disola@isolalaw.com;
fdgraham@isolalaw.com

Defendant Jewel Hirsch

c/o Brian L. Zagon, Esq.

Allison McAdam

Hunsucker Goodstein PC

3717 Mt. Diablo Boulevard, Suite 200
Lafayette, CA 94549

Telephone: (925) 284-0840
Facsimile: (925) 284-0870
Email: bzagon@hgnlaw.com;
amcadam@hgnlaw.com

Defendants Obie Goins, Lucilla Hazard,
Judy Lawing and Ray Johnson

c/o Eric O. Jeppson, Esq.

Jeremy B. Price

Hunt & Jeppson LLP

2200 B Douglas Blvd., Suite 150
Roseville, CA 95661

Telephone: (916) 780-7008
Facsimile: (916) 780-7118

Email: jprice@hunt-jeppson.com

Defendants Terry A. Duree, Inc., Stephen C.

Spencer, and Ronald W. Waslohn
c/o Terry A. Duree, Esq.

622 Jackson Street

Fairfield, CA 94533

|| Telephone: (707) 422-8933

Facsimile: (707) 422-1520
Email: tad2348@aol.com

250586_2.DOC
Revised 7/19/13

Trustee of The George J. Tomasini Trust
and RX Daughters, LL.C

c/o Glenn A. Friedman, Esq.

Robert A. Farrell

Lewis Brisbois Bisgarrd & Smith LLP

333 Bush Street, Suite 1100

San Francisco, CA 94104

Telephone: (415) 362-2580

Facsimile: (415)434-0882

Email: friedman@lbbslaw.com;

farrell@lbbslaw.com

Gerald and Sandra Duensing (In Pro Per)
5861 Lupin Lane

Pollock Pines, CA 95726

Telephone: (530) 647-0562

Email: jerryd55chev@comcast.net

The City of Fairfield

Kevin E. Gilbert, Esq.

Jody Knight

Meyers, Nave, Riback, Silver & Wilson
555 12" Street, Suite 1500

Oakland, CA 94607

Telephone: (510) 808-2000
Facsimile: (510) 444-1108

Email: kgilbert@meyersnave.com;
jknight@meyersnave.com

California Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Region

Bruce H. Wolfe, Executive Officer

Kent Aue

1515 Clay Street, Suite 1400

Oakland, CA 94612

Email: bwolfe@waterboards.ca.gov;
kaue@waterboards.ca.gov

By U.S. Mail Only:

Thomas M. Turigliatto (In Pro Per)
5074 Dry Creek Road

Napa, CA 94558




